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SUMMARY
The Finnish Government approved Water Protection Policy Outlines which defined needs and
objectives, aiming especially to reduce the nutrient loads, especially from agriculture. The
link between land consolidation and environmental protection activities is recognized in
Finnish land consolidation strategy. According to the strategy public financing should be
allocated so that the measures implemented produce the best possible impact. The strategy
states that land consolidation should broadly support social goals, such as rural viability and
environmental protection so that the activities would help to achieve the best possible overall
impact to social welfare. The potential of land consolidations in water protection activities has
only recently been recognized in the National Land Survey of Finland (NLS). Therefore
activities aiming to reduce nutrient loads from agricultural fields have not been put in practice
in Finnish land consolidations. At this moment it is not evident if reducing nutrient loads in
land consolidations is something that would be cost-effective and therefore should be one of
the objectives that land consolidations have.
This case study analyzed how much phosphorus and nitrogen loads would have reduced if
land consolidation project (LCP) that was implemented in Järilä had included water protection
activities. To define the reduction of nutrient loads a model (named VIHMA) for the
management of runoff waters was used. With VIHMA nutrient loads and their variations due
to tillage practices and crop covers in a function of field characteristics (e.g. slope, area) were
estimated. To estimate the monetary value of the reduction of nutrient loads substitute cost
method was used. With substitute cost method an alternative cost to provide the same benefit
was estimated in order to define the monetary value of water protection activities. By using
the data collected from LCP the nutrient loads to water system were calculated before LCP.
By assuming that grass fields had been re-arranged to risk areas phosphorus loads had been
reduced 2,4 % and nitrogen loads increased 0,1 %. The monetary value of the changes in
nutrient loads in the assumed situation had been 94 000 euro in total. This can be seen as a
significant benefit since the total cost of the project were 546 000 euro.
Based on the results of this study it can be stated that water protection activities should be
taken into consideration when the objectives of land consolidation are defined and the reallocation plan drawn. However, as the topography of the landscape differs significantly
between different project areas, similar results might not occur in all LCPs.
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1. INTRODUCTION
1.1 Background
The Finnish Government approved November 2006 a new set of national Water Protection
Policy Outlines to 2015. The new outlines defined needs and objectives for the period until
2015, aiming especially to reduce the nutrient loads that cause eutrophication which is
considered to be the primary problem for Finland’s surface waters. According to the outlines
the greatest need for reductions concerns diffuse loads, especially from agriculture.
Agricultural nutrient releases still account for more than half of all the nutrient discharges into
water bodies. The key objective is that nutrient loads entering water bodies from agriculture
should be reduced by a third by 2015 compared to their levels over the period 2001-2005, and
halved over a longer timescale. In planning the measures needed to reach these targets,
consideration must be given to the productivity and economic viability of agriculture. Water
protection measures carried out by farmers on a voluntary basis should be favored where
possible which is why the new agri-environmental subsidies programme promotes e.g. the
establishment of buffer zones and wetlands. (ME 2007, p. 9)
The link between land consolidation and environmental protection activities is recognized in
Finnish land consolidation strategy. According to the strategy public financing should be
allocated so that the measures implemented produce the best possible impact. The focus in
2008-2013 should be on combining different points of view in land consolidation, in which
case views related to the environment etc. can be more extensively taken into consideration.
The strategy states that land consolidation should broadly support social goals, such as rural
viability and environmental protection so that the activities would help to achieve the best
possible overall impact to social welfare. (MAF 2007, p. 14-15.)
The potential of land consolidations in water protection activities has just been recognized in
the National Land Survey of Finland (NLS) (see Kolis 2012; Kattainen 2012). Therefore
activities aiming to reduce nutrient loads from agricultural fields have not been put in practice
in Finnish land consolidations, at least systematically or in a bigger scale. At this moment it is
not evident if reducing nutrient loads is something that should be one of the objectives that
land consolidations have. Therefore measures aiming to reduce nutrient loads are not
systematically considered when the re-allocation plan is drawn (Kolis 2012, p. 28).
Traditional effects of land consolidation like reduced production costs can be defined in
monetary terms quite easily. But as the objectives of land consolidation have become more
complex (see Vitikainen 2004, p. 28-29; MAF 2007) so has the decision making process. This
has meant that in addition to direct market based values other benefits and drawbacks e.g.
environmental effects should be taken into consideration as well (Virtanen 2006, p. 7-8;
Hiironen et al. 2010b). One aspect that is not taken into consideration when the overall
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impacts of land consolidation are calculated and the implementation decision made is nutrient
loads to water system. There is a hypothesis that it would be beneficial to re-arrange fields in
order to minimize nutrient loads to water system. In practice this means that grass fields,
which have lower nutrient loads than the fields that are tilled at autumn and that have no
vegetation cover at winter, should be re-arranged to the slopes near water areas from which
the nutrient load runoffs are the highest (50 % from the nutrient loads runoff from fields
which slope is higher than 3 %, see Uusitalo 2007, p. 23-24; Kolis 2012, p. 9-10). But as there
are no valuation methods in practice to valuate either the reduced nutrient loads or its
monetary effect it is unknown whether or not these actions should be made in land
consolidations.
1.2 Objectives and methods
This case study analyses how much phosphorus and nitrogen loads would have reduced if
land consolidation that was implemented had included water protection activities. The study
estimates the monetary value of the reduced phosphorus and nitrogen loads (Objective A). As
a result the study presents a generalization of the effectiveness to include water protection
activities to land consolidations. As a conclusion the study considerers if reducing nutrient
loads should be one of the objectives that land consolidations have.
To define the reduction of phosphorus and nitrogen loads loading values of VIHMA in
corresponding field categories are used. To estimate the monetary value of the water
protection activities substitute cost method is used. To define the effectiveness of water
protection measures its monetary value is compared to the cost of the project and to the
monetary value of agricultural effects which are defined by using production cost
calculations.
1.3 Study material and initial data
Study material is gathered from land consolidation project (LCP) that was done between 2004
and 2010 and that was located in a village called Järilä (Finland). Detailed information e.g.
size, distance to compound, type of production (grain, potato, animals etc.) was collected
from each parcel before and after project utilizing Land Information System and Finnish Land
Parcel Identification System (NLS 2009a; NLS 2009 b). By using VIHMA nutrient loads
from arable land from the LCP area were calculated before land consolidation. Nutrient loads
after land consolidation were calculated by assuming that the grass fields had been rearranged to the risk areas (3 % from the fields had a slope that was higher than 3 %, see
Kattainen 2012, p. 56).
VIHMA is a model for the management of runoff waters from arable land. Model is made
for the estimation of nutrient loading from arable land and their variations due to tillage
practices and crop covers in a function of field characteristics (e.g. slope, area).
(Puustinen et al. 2010, p. 307-309.)
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1.4 Structure of the study
The study is organized as follows. Chapter 1 is an introduction chapter which describes the
background, objectives, methods and material of the study. Chapter 2 introduces the reader to
Finnish land consolidations. The basic elements (e.g. objectives, preconditions and
proceedings) of Finnish land consolidations are presented briefly in this chapter. This chapter
also presents the studied LCP. Chapter 3 defines the methods to calculate the reduction of
nutrient loads and the monetary value of it. Chapter 3 also defines the method to calculate
LCP’s agricultural effect and its monetary value. Chapter 4 presents the results and
conclusions. It also presents the discussion and the importance of the results.
2. LAND CONSOLIDATIONS IN FINLAND
2.1 Rural policy and land consolidation
The aim of the rural policy in Finland is to ensure a viable and functioning countryside. One
of the main priorities is to raise the level of competitiveness. In practice this means that
farmers are paid farming subsidies for more than two billion euro per year. If competitiveness
of a farm is improved, either its incomes must be increased or costs decreased. The farming
subsidies concentrate mainly to the first option when land management strategies focus on the
latter. (MEE 2011, p. 2; Hiironen et al. 2010a.) Finnish land consolidations are performed in
agricultural areas since it is stated in recent land consolidation strategies (NLS 2007; MAF
2007) that resources shall be focused on improving the feasibility of farms. Land
consolidations are performed in areas where property structure is scattered and improvement
possibilities good. This has meant that almost every land consolidation area locates in western
part of Finland where there are wide field areas and a lot of farmers. The idea of Finnish land
consolidation is presented in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Idea of Finnish land consolidation project (LCP). Small and scattered land parcels
are re-arranged into bigger units that locate near farm compounds. © National Land Survey
of Finland
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The main objective of land consolidation is to improve the property structure and reduce the
production costs (HE 227/1994). Other objectives e.g. environmental protection can be taken
into consideration as well (see Vitikainen 2004, p. 28). In recent years a special attention has
been paid to reduce nitrogen and phosphorus emissions to the Baltic Sea (see Kolis 2012).
2.2 Financing land consolidation
The financing for land consolidation projects comes from national resources although the
main principles of subsidization well from European Union’s Council Regulation (EC) No
319/2006 of amending Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003 establishing common rules for direct
support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support
schemes for farmers, and from the Commission Regulation (EC) No 1857/2006 of the
application articles 87 and 88 of the Treaty to State aid to small and medium-sized
enterprises active in the production of agricultural products amending Regulation (EC) No
70/2001. The subsidize for land consolidations is regulated in the EC No 319/2006 in articles
95 and 96 and in the EC No 1857/2006 in article 13. According to the article 13 in the EC No
1857/2006, the goal for agricultural policy is to restore and improve the competitiveness of
rural areas and, furthermore, to restore and to create jobs in those areas.
The total amount of money spent in Finnish land consolidations is approximately 10.000.000
€/year (Konttinen 2011) from which approximately 40 percent comes from the budget of NLS
and 60 percent from national subsidization. EU funds are not utilized in Finnish land
consolidations although Finland is applying them in the next subsidy period that begins in
2014. In this context it would be beneficial if nature protection activities could be included in
Finnish land consolidations and therefore used as grounds for EU subsidies.
2.3 Structural development has revealed the injurious effects of scattered property
structure
Finland is the most sparsely populated country in the EU. Finland’s climate and northern
location present special challenges for the profitability and competitiveness of agriculture. At
the same time a fragmented property structure resulting from society-driven land
consolidation and settlement activities has had a detrimental effect on Finnish agricultural
productivity. (MAF 2007, p. 7, 10.) Despite the fact that the number of farms has dropped 30
percent and that the average size of farms has increased 70 percent during Finland’s EU
membership, the benefits of rationalization have remained unexploited because the property
structure has become increasingly fragmented (CSOF 2010; MEE 2011, p. 8). The structural
development of farm economy has increased the need to re-arrange land parcels in Finland.
(Hiironen 2012, p. 60; 90-92; MAF 2007, p. 12.)
Figure 2 and Figure 3 present an example from Finnish village which property structure is
scattered. Figure 2 represents the situation that a single farmer has. Figure 3 represents the
situation that the farmers in the whole village have to deal with. The red lines represent the
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distance between farm compound and cultivated land parcel. From these red lines it can be
seen that the property structure is not optimal, either for the farmer or for the environment.

Figure 2: An example from Vähäkyrö in Finland. The red lines represent the distance
between farm compound and cultivated land parcel. This picture represents a quite typical
situation: farmer has more than twenty small land parcels around the village. © National
Land Survey of Finland

Figure 3: An example from Vähäkyrö in Finland. The red lines represent the distance
between farm compound and cultivated land parcel. This picture represents a quite typical
situation: the village is full of farmers that have numerous small land parcels around the
village. © National Land Survey of Finland
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2.4 Legislation and preconditions
As in all European countries land consolidation in Finland is based on legislation. The main
land consolidation act in Finland is the Real Property Formation Act. Finnish land
consolidation also has connections to the land use legislation, building legislation,
environmental protection legislation, nature conservation legislation, and to the agricultural,
forest, road, water and expropriation legislation. (Vitikainen 2004, p. 26-27.)
Section 67 in Real Estate Formation Act states “Land consolidation may be executed if the
ensuing benefits exceed the costs and hindrance incurred..”. This means that in Finnish land
consolidations the benefits must always be higher than the costs, and that the profitability of
land consolidation must be proven in every case in order to get public finance for the project.
There is no statement in Real Estate and Formation Act that the benefits should be monetary
but the practice has proven that only monetary effects are compared when the financing and
implementation decisions are being made.
2.5 Proceedings and executive organization
The process of land consolidation consists of four stages: preparation, inventory planning,
implementation and reconstruction of the capital improvements. All the stages are not
followed by each other and can be done partly at the same time. The preparation stage
consists of two main tasks, feasibility studies and cost-benefit analysis. The actual land
consolidation starts by inventory planning stage. The surveyor prepares a project plan, invents
the rights on the land, valuates the land and prepares the reallocation plan. This stage is partly
done on the same time as preparation stage. The third stage is implementation. It includes
registration of the reallocation plan, demarcation of the new parcels, taking into possession of
the new parcels, payment of compensation and division of the cadastral survey costs. After
that the land consolidation is completed and cadastral survey registered. The fourth stage is
reconstruction of the capital improvements. This is a stage that is integrated into the previous
two stages and consists on road network and drainage construction. (Vitikainen 2003, p. 7288.)
Land consolidation procedure is regarded as administrative decision-making, and as in most
of the European countries it is entrusted to the administrative authorities. In Finland Ministry
of Agriculture and Forestry (MAF) is the responsible organ for the land consolidations on the
governmental level. In Finland land consolidations are executed by using the cadastral survey
model, in which cadastral authorities and furthermore a cadastral surveyor is in charge of
implementing the projects. (Vitikainen 2004, p. 27.)
2.6 Land consolidation project in Järilä
2.6.1 Location of the project area
The field area of Järilä is situated on the border of Kokemäki and Harjavalta in south-west
Finland (see Figure 4). The distance between Järilä field area and both Kokemäki and
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Harjavalta centers is approximately six kilometers. The field parcels in the area are divided
into several small ones by one highway, local roads, farm roads, one railway and main
ditches. Especially problematic are the highway and railway, because they have been built by
ignoring the existing landownership and due to that, both of them have dismantled the field
parcels. Also the bad condition of main ditches and their location restrict the development of
road and drainage system. The topography in Järilä is flat and quite similar to other parts of
Finland (especially west coast) where land consolidations are mostly done. There are mainly
vegetable and grain farms in Järilä. Only few percent of farms are cattle farms. (Kattainen
2012, p. 56; Konttinen 2004.)

Figure 4: The project area locates in Kokemäki and Harjavalta cities in south-west Finland.
2.6.2 Main phases of the project
In November 2003 seven farmers made a request to the District Survey Office that possibility
of land consolidation should be evaluated in Järilä. In the beginning of 2004 surveyor’s report
revealed the potential of land consolidation. In August 2004 farmers decided to apply for the
project. In December 2004 the MAF approved the project and decided to support its costs (the
amount of support was 85 percent of the survey fees, 60 percent of the costs of improving the
main ditches and 40 percent of the drainage costs). In May 2005 the preconditions were found
and the area to be consolidated decided. In June 2006 the first re-allocation plan was
presented to the farmers, and a year later, the third re-allocation plan was accepted by the
farmers. In February 2008 the possession of the parcels changed. Between 2008 and 2009 the
drainage and road network measures were completed. In the beginning of 2010 the project
was registered and closed. (Hiironen et al. 2010a.)
2.6.3 Achieved results
Land consolidation declined the number of parcels from 396 to 188, increased the average
(median) size of parcels from 1,8 to 5,1 hectares, and decreased the agricultural transportation
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by 35 percent. The total cost of the project was 546.000 €. Land owners’ share was 203.000 €
which means that taxpayers’ share was 343.000 €. Land consolidation improved the living
conditions and as it improved the feasibility of farms, its effect to migration was positive. It
was also stated that land consolidation had beneficial ecological effects (e.g. reduced
emissions to air). (Hiironen et al. 2010a; Hiironen 2012, p. 138; Hiironen & Niukkanen 2012.)
3. EVALUATION OF THE REDUCTION OF NUTRIENT LOADS
The study estimates the monetary value of the reduced emissions to water system due to the
changes in phosphorus and nitrogen loads (Objective A). To estimate the monetary value of
the environmental effect to water system, substitute cost method is used. In this case, when
the benefit is non-marketed, it is easier to measure the costs of producing benefits than the
benefits themselves. The substitute cost method provides surrogate measures of value that are
as consistent as possible for services that might be difficult to value by using other valuation
methods. By using substitute cost method it is possible to estimate a rough indicator of LCP’s
water system effect’s economic value.
Applying the substitute cost method includes three steps. The first one is to assign the
environmental service or benefit by specifying the relevant good (phosphorus P and nitrogen
N) and the levels of the good (changes of P and N). The second step is to find and identify
alternative cost to provide the same benefit, good or service. The third step is to calculate the
cost of the substituting service.
The first step: By using VIHMA and the data collected from LCP it can be calculated that nutrient
loads to water system before LCP are 0,98 Pkg/ha/year and 20,00 Nkg/ha/year. If grass field had
been re-arranged to risk areas phosphorus loads had been reduced 2,4 % and nitrogen loads
increased 0,1 %. (Nitrogen loads are not reducing because it isn’t dependable on the slope of the
field (Kattainen 2012, p. 58; Koskiaho et al. 2002).) This means that in this LCP phosphorus
loads would have decreased 22,55 kgP/year and nitrogen loads increased 19,18 kgN/year.
The second step: The average cost of reducing phosphorus loads from Finnish agriculture is 18
€/kgN and 348 €/kgP (Honkatukia & Perrels 2005, p. 16). (notice: costs are index-corrected by
cost-of-living index ( STAT 2012)) In this study these costs are considered to be the marginal cost
of P and N loads. The substitute costs are not selected to equal the cheapest cost because a
variety of actions, which have different price tags, are done in Finnish agriculture in order to
minimize nutrient loads. Water protection requires different kind of activities depending on the
local situation – the most cost-effective way is not always possible or enough to reduce nutrient
loads.
The third step: By using the information about the level of reduction of P and N (22,55 kgP/year
and 19,18 kgN/year) and the marginal cost of P and N loads (348 €/kgP and 18 €/kgN), it can be
calculated that the monetary value of water protection activities in Järilä LCP is 7 502 €/year.
When this is capitalized like other effects (see Hiironen et al. 2010) to 30 years with 5 percent
interest rate, the total value of the effect is 115 327 €.

In LCP land parcels are re-arranged closer to compounds and consolidated into bigger units.
This reduces working time needed for cultivation and travelling time needed for travelling
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between compounds and parcels. To define the agricultural effect production cost calculations
are used. There are two main actors, National Land Survey of Finland (NLS) and Work
Efficiency Institute (FEI), providing production cost calculations in Finland (see NLS 2011a;
NLS 2011b). Among other things these calculation provide information about cultivation cost
and travelling cost in a function of parcel size and distance to compound. The most recent
information about cultivation cost in a function of parcel size and travelling cost in a function
of distance to compound are presented by Hiironen (2012).
The data included information of parcel size (hectares), distance between parcel and
compound (kilometers) and line of production (cattle farm/vegetable farm/grain farm) of each
parcel before and after LCP. Using this information and the information presented in Hiironen
2012 (p. 99-124) the total reduction of production costs can be defined.
In this study the reduction was calculated in two different ways. First the reduction was calculated by
using real information from LCP without the assumptions (chapter 1.3: ..by assuming that the grass
fields had been re-arranged to the risk areas) made in this study (value 1). Then the reduction was
calculated by assuming that cattle farms production costs would not have been decreased because their
fields would not have been re-arranged in order to minimize production costs but rather to minimize
nutrient loads (value 2). The difference between these two values, which were also capitalized like
other effects to 30 years with 5 percent interest rate, was considered to be cost of the water protection
activity (cost = value 1 – value 2). Value 1 is 1 053 000 euro (see Hiironen & Niukkanen 2012, p 7)
and value 2 is 1 031 940 euro. This means that the cost of water protection activity with the presented
method is 21 060 euro.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The monetary value of the changes in nutrient loads in the assumed situation is 94 000 euro in
total. This can be seen as a significant benefit since the total cost of the project are 546 000
euro. However, as the topography of the landscape differs significantly between different
project areas, similar results might not occur in all LCPs. Also other measures like
construction of wetlands and buffer zones might be more efficient. Therefore additional
studies are needed especially for areas where the re-arrangement of grass fields is not an
efficient solution when the target is to reduce nutrient loads.
The assumption of the marginal cost is something to debate on, especially whether to use the
lowest or the average substitute cost. Also the assumptions behind calculations that
production costs remain the same for cattle farms might also be misleading because for cattle
farms it is especially important that parcels locate near farm compounds. Therefore the cost of
water protection activities might be underestimated and thereby the benefits overestimated in
this study. It might also be very difficult to convince the farmers to participate in a project that
might have harmful effect on their profitability. Most probably compensations, land or
money, would have to be paid for the process to go smoothly.
Based on the results of this study it can be stated that water protection activities should be
taken into consideration when the objectives of land consolidation are defined and the reallocation plan drawn.
TS03A - Land Administration and Sustainable Development - 6431
Dr. Juhana Hiironen and Ms. Kirsikka Niukkanen
Possibilities to reduce nutrient loads to water system in land consolidations
FIG Working Week 2013
Environment for Sustainability
Abuja, Nigeria, 6-10 May 2013

10/14

REFERENCES
CSOF (2010). Tilastokeskus, maataloustilasto 2009 (Central Statistical Office of Finland,
agricultural statistics – in Finnish).
EC (2006a). Council regulation (EC) No 1857/2006 of 15 December 2006 on the Application
of the articles 87 and 88 of the Treaty to State aid to small and medium-sized enterprises
active in the production of agricultural products and amending Regulation (EC) No 70/2001.
EC (2006b). Council regulation (EC) No 319/2006 of 20 February 2006 amending Regulation
No 1782/2003 establishing common rules for direct support schemes under the common
agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers.
EC (2005). Council regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 of 20 September 2005 on support for rural
development by the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD).
HE 227/1994. Hallituksen esitys Eduskunnalle kiinteistönmuodostamista koskevan
lainsäädännön uudistamiseksi (Government proposal to Parliament for the renewal of
legislation concerning real estate formation - in Finnish). Internet (27.10.2011):
http://www.finlex.fi/fi/esitykset/he/1994/19940227.
Hiironen, J. (2012). Peltotilusjärjestelyn vaikutuksista ja kannattavuudesta (On the Impacts
and Profitability of Farmland Consolidation - in Finnish). Aalto University publication series
doctoral dissertation. Aalto University. 252 p. Internet (25.9.2012): http://lib.tkk.fi/Diss »
2012 » On the Impacts and Profitability of Farmland Consolidation. ISBN 978-952-60-45214.
Hiironen, J. and Niukkanen, K. (2012). Land consolidation and its effect on climate. FIG
Working Week 2012: Knowing to manage the territory, protect the environment, evaluate the
cultural heritage (6.-10.5.2012).Rome, Italy. pp. 1-15.
Hiironen, J., Konttinen, K., Seppänen, H. (2010a). Case study on the effects of land
consolidation in Järilä, Finland. International Land Management Symposium (9.5.-11.5.2011).
Hannover, Germany. pp. 1-2.
Hiironen, J., Mattila, P., Lääti, M., Oja, H. Katajamäki, M., Tanskanen, H., Konttinen, K.,
Penttilä, L. (2010b). Renewing the evaluation of land consolidation effects. FIG Congress
2010: Facing the Challenges – Building the Capacity (11.5-16.5.2010). Sydney, Australia. pp.
1-13.
Honkatukia, J., Perrels, A. (2005). Vesidirektiivin toimeenpano Suomessa – Esitutkimus
taloudellisen arvioinnin edellytyksistä (The implementation of Water Directive in Finland –
Preliminary study on the prerequisites of economic evaluation – in Finnish). Government
Institute for Economic Research. VATT Working Notes 71.
TS03A - Land Administration and Sustainable Development - 6431
Dr. Juhana Hiironen and Ms. Kirsikka Niukkanen
Possibilities to reduce nutrient loads to water system in land consolidations
FIG Working Week 2013
Environment for Sustainability
Abuja, Nigeria, 6-10 May 2013

11/14

Kattainen, S. (2012). Tilusjärjestelyjen yhteydessä toteutettavien vesiensuojelutoimenpiteiden
valinta ja vaikutusten arviointi. (Water protection activities in land consolidations and their
effectiveness - in Finnish). Aalto university.
Kolis, K. (2012). Tilusjärjestelyt peltoalueiden vesiensuojelun toteuttamisessa (The Control of
Water Pollution in Land Consolidation – in Finnish). Aalto university. 82 p.
Konttinen, K. (2011). Personal interview on 25. October 2011 with Mr. Konttinen (head of
land consolidations in Finland) about the annual costs of land consolidations in Finland.
Konttinen, K. (2004). Kokemäen ja Harjavallan kaupunkien Järilän peltoalueen
tilusjärjestelyhankkeen tarveselvitys ja toimitusmiesten esitys valtion osallistumisesta
hankkeen kustannuksiin (The feasibility study of Järilä field area in the cities of Kokemäki
and Harjavalta and the proposal of cadastral officers for the State to be involved in the costs in
Finnish). Pirkanmaa-Satakunta District Survey Office. 16 p.
Koskiaho, J., Kivisaari, S., Vermeulen, S., Kauppila, R., Kallio, K., Puustinen, M. 2002.
Reduced tillage: influence on erosion and nutrient losses in a clayey field in southern Finland.
Agricult. Food Sci. Finland 11, pp. 37-50.
MAF (2007). Maa- ja metsätalousministeriön tilusjärjestelystrategia 2008-2013 (The land
rearrangement strategy of the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry for 2008-2013 - in
Finnish). Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry. ISBN 978-952-453-356-0. 21 p.
ME (2007). Valtioneuvoston periaatepäätös vesiensuojelun suuntaviivoista vuoteen 2015
(Council of State’s decision in principle about Water Protection Policy Outlines to 2015 – in
Finnish). Ministry of the Environment. Internet (29.8.2012): http://www.ymparisto.fi/ym »
Julkaisut » Ympäristöministeriön julkaisut Suomen ympäristö –sarjassa » Suomen ympäristö
–sarja 2007 » SY10/2007 Vesiensuojelun suuntaviivat vuoteen 2015, Riktlinjer för
vattenskydd fram till år 2015.
MEE (2011). Valtioneuvoston periaatepäätös maaseudun kehittämisestä (Council of State’s
decision in principle about the development of countryside - in Finnish). Ministry of
Employment and the Economy. Internet (26.10.2011): http://www.tem.fi » Alueiden
kehittäminen » Kansallinen alueiden kehittäminen » Maaseutupolittiikka »
Maaseutupolitiikan periaatepäätös.
NLS (2011a). Arviointi ja korvaukset tietovarasto (National Land Survey of Finland’s data
bank for valuation and compensations – in Finnish). Internet (21.10.2011):
http://www.maanmittauslaitos.fi » Aineistot ja palvelut » Arviointi- ja korvaustiedot »
Maatalous » Päistehaitta.
NLS (2011b). Arviointi ja korvaukset tietovarasto (National Land Survey of Finland’s data
bank for valuation and compensations – in Finnish). Internet (21.10.2011):
TS03A - Land Administration and Sustainable Development - 6431
Dr. Juhana Hiironen and Ms. Kirsikka Niukkanen
Possibilities to reduce nutrient loads to water system in land consolidations
FIG Working Week 2013
Environment for Sustainability
Abuja, Nigeria, 6-10 May 2013

12/14

http://www.maanmittauslaitos.fi » Aineistot ja palvelut » Arviointi- ja korvaustiedot »
Maatalous » Etäisyyshaitta.
NLS (2009a). Peltolohkorekisteri (Finnish Land Parcel Identification System).
NLS (2009b). Maastotietokanta (Land Information System).
NLS (2007). Maanmittauslaitoksen tilusjärjestelystrategia 2007-2013 (The land
rearrangement strategy of the National Land Survey of Finland for 2007-2013 - in Finnish).
National Land Survey of Finland. 45 p.
Puustinen, M., Turtola, E., Kukkonen, M., Tattari S., Koskiaho, J., Linjama, J. & Niinioja, R.
(2010). VIHMA – a tool for allocation of measures to control erosion and nutrient loading
from Finnish agricultural catchments. AGEE, Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment 138
(2010) pp. 306-317.
Real Estate Formation Act 554/1995. Internet (26.10.2011): http://www.finlex.fi »
STAT (2012). Statistics Finland. Cost-of-living index.
Uusitalo, R., Ekholm, P., Turtola, E., Pitkänen, H., Lehtonen, H., Granlund, K., Bäck, S.,
Puustinen, M., Räike, A., Lehtoranta, J., Rekolainen, S., Walls, M., Kauppila, Pi. (2007).
Maatalous Itämeren rehevöittäjänä. (Agriculture and eutrophication in Baltic sea - in Finnish)
Agrifood Research Finland. ISBN 978-952-487-087-0. ISSN 1458-5073. 34 p.
Vitikainen, A. (2004). An Overview of Land Consolidation in Europe. FIG Commission VII
Symposium (10-11.9.2004). Volvic, France. ISBN 87-90907-38-8. 12 p.
Vitikainen, A. (2003). Uusjakojen toimitusmenettelyn uudistamisesta (Development of the
Land Consolidation Procedure - in Finnish). Helsinki University of Technology. Institute of
Real Estate Studies. ISBN 951-22-6531-1. 199 p.
Virtanen, P.V. (2006). Maankäyttösuunnitelmien arvioinnista (Evaluating land use plan - in
Finnish). Centre for Urban and Regional Studies series B 91. Helsinki University of
Technology. Espoo. Finland. ISBN 10 951-22-8401-4. 61 p.

TS03A - Land Administration and Sustainable Development - 6431
Dr. Juhana Hiironen and Ms. Kirsikka Niukkanen
Possibilities to reduce nutrient loads to water system in land consolidations
FIG Working Week 2013
Environment for Sustainability
Abuja, Nigeria, 6-10 May 2013

13/14

BIOGRAPHICAL NOTES
Mr. Juhana Hiironen, Doctor of Science (Land management) 2012, Department of Real
Estate, Planning and Geoinformatics at Aalto University School of Engineering. Since 2008
Chief Expert in National Land Survey of Finland, Development Centre. Dr. Hiironen has
made his Doctoral Dissertation on “On the Impacts and Profitability of Farmland
Consolidation”.
Ms. Kirsikka Niukkanen, Master of Science (Engineering) 2009, Helsinki University of
Technology. Since 2010 Doctoral Student, Department of Real Estate, Planning and
Geoinformatics at Aalto University School of Engineering. Ms. Niukkanen is preparing her
Doctoral Dissertation on “Property Rights in Finland”.
CONTACTS
Chief Expert Juhana Hiironen (Dr.Tech)
National Land Survey of Finland
Opastinsilta 12
FI-00520 Helsinki
FINLAND
Tel. +358 50 347 7562
Email: juhana.hiironen@nls.fi
Web site: http://www.maanmittauslaitos.fi/en
Doctoral Student Kirsikka Niukkanen (M.Sc)
Aalto University
School of Engineering
Department of Real Estate, Planning and Geoinformatics
P.O. Box 15800
00076 Aalto
FINLAND
Tel. +358 50 338 7111
Email: kirsikka.niukkanen@aalto.fi
Web site: http://maa.tkk.fi/en/

TS03A - Land Administration and Sustainable Development - 6431
Dr. Juhana Hiironen and Ms. Kirsikka Niukkanen
Possibilities to reduce nutrient loads to water system in land consolidations
FIG Working Week 2013
Environment for Sustainability
Abuja, Nigeria, 6-10 May 2013

14/14

