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The growing Importance of the small farm sector in raising agricultural 

productivity and farm income is well recognised today. Achieving higher 

levels of production depends, amongst others, on evolving suitable 

production programmes that are capable of securing the effective 

participation of the multitude of small farmers and improving the 

distribution and delivery mechanisms of modern farm inputs and services. 

The group replanting approach adopted by the Rubber Industry Smallholder 

Development Authority (RISDA) within the framework of its mini*estate 

concept seems capable of realising this objective. First introduced 

in 1979 as a strategy to spearhead the overall modernisation and 

development of the smallholder sector, the concept appears capable of 

offering several advantages of fairly large-scale operations that are 

conducive to increased production within a system of individual small 

rubber holding, and V";ithout Invqlvwg high capital investment or 

sophosticated manaqerial ahd organlsajtional arrangements. Dravi/inq 

from the experience ^aitred so lias b«en demonstrated that

the mini-estate approach can help tpcgive a greater sense of strength 

and participation to member swallholders and can even motivate them 

towards achieving higher results. More significant perhaps, is the 

impact of grciû j repTanting on the smallholder population as a whole 

trt prdv'fdintj them with a forum to discuss and find collective 

solutions to, their farming problems.



OBJECTIVE OF PAPER

1. The objective of this paper is to highlight the significance of 

group farming in rubber replanting under the mini estate concept which could 

be adopted by rubber smallholders cooperatives with the view of increasing 

production and productivity of rubber smallholdings in Malaysia.

INTPxODUCTIOi]

2. There is a growing realisation today that organised group or 

collective action has tremendous potential for improving the productivity 

levels and income of the small-farmer population of the developing 

countries. In most of these countries the production of a v̂ ide range 

of agricultural commodities is essentially in the hands of the small 

farm sector. The attempts these countries have made to increase the 

productivity and income levels of the vast majority of the small 

individually operated farms have, in many cases^ given unsatisfactory 

results since most of them were not reached by the programmes so designed. 

Organised group action as is currently being undertaken by the Rubber 

Industry Smallholder Development Authority (RISDA) under its mini-estate 

or collective replanting concept appears to be capable of offering a 

suitable production and management organisation that can assist to 

improve the production levels of rubber smallholders, not only by 

realising the benefits accruing from large-scale operation but also 

by creating new production forces and possibilities in a situation



of sr-all and scattered individual hcldincs. f'rour) action particularly 

through cooperatives has thus a stronn notential of stepping up techno!ociical 

rievelopmant in agriculture, at least in the sriallholder sector, by providing: 

a more efficient framework for the distribution and delivery of various 

services and modern farm inputs for agricultural production. The 

expansion of external linkages of the cooperative farniintj approach In 

agricultural development along this direction wduld eventually increase 

its potential impact on the a(|r-{cLllture sector as a v/holes enabling more 

and more of the hitherto individual farmers to participate more fully in 

the development process.

3. The present agrarian structure of Malaysia is characterised 

by a dominant small farm sector managed by small-farmers and a highly 

developed plantation sector managed and operated largely by private 

estate corporations. While the estates generally run on modern scientific 

lines, well served with infrastructure facilities, the smallholder sector 

had long been characterised by landlessness, fragmentation, uneconomic 

sizes of holdings, and related unfavourable tenurial arrangements such 

as absentee ownership, joint ovijnership and share tenancy. In addition, 

the small farm sector is beset with otber problems like a lack of readily 

available capital, difficulties in obtaining the necessary agricultural 

inputs, etc. As a consequence, the productivity and income levels of 

the small farm sector have remained low. Because of these problems the 

small farm sector cannot make use of the technological innovations and 

mechanisation for improving production as in the plantation type 

operations. Small farm plots, more often than not, scattered in the 

village area, impede the introduction of modern production techniques 

and reduce the efficiency of the available labour. The marketing of 

the products of small farms is usually performed by dealers and 

middlemen who often provide the small farmers with the necessary credit.

In most cases too the capital inputs of small farms are not sufficient 

to utilise fully the other resources and to reach the potential 

productivity. Thus, economic and technical factors set constraints on 

the Income of small fanners. In view of these restricting factors, 

small farmers are unable to participate in the progress made by the



4, Fortunately, the problams of the srrall farm sector have received 

the attention of the government and several attennts v/ere made to raise 

the productivity and improve the socio-economic status of the small 

farniers. Package nrograwnes covering technical and institutional inputs 

including input subsidies, credit facilities, inproved marketing and 

processing facilities, etc.^ have been implemented. Although the 

efforts by the government in this direction had some impact on the 

small farmers in raising agricultural productivity (for instance, the 

yield of rubber produced by the smallholder had increased from about 

445 kg. per hectare in 1960 to 745 kg, per. hectare in 1970 and to 

about 2,190 kn per. hectare in 1980), the expected breakthrough could 

not be fully achieved owing to one reason or another. As a result, the 

majority of the farmers v/ere not 1n a position to participate in the 

production process and to benefit from the various incentives and 

services offered by the government. Thus, what seems essential and 

appears practicable is to evolve appropriate production organisations 

idealy in the form of smallholders cooperatives that are capable of 

introducing efficient production technology within a system of Individual 

smallholdings. One way through which this could possibly be achieved 

is through organised collective/group farming which has become 

increasingly popular In some developing countries. Introducing 

replanting on a group basis under the mini-estate strategy forms part 

and parcel of the overall effort to modernise and accelerate the rate 

of development in the smallholder sector. The way in which such a 

strategy is being Implemented forms the central theme of this paper 

but, prior to a detailed presentation being given, it may be useful 

first to have some understanding of the dimension of the Malaysian 

Rubber Industry and the rubber smallholder sector.



5. Since the end of the First World Mar the I’R industry has been 

considerGd synonymous with the prosperity of the country. The industv'y's 

significance as one of the pillars of the economy is underlined by

the fact that rubber continues to be the largest contributor of the 

agricultural sector's share to the gross expost earnlnns (one-ninth of 

the total with rubber alone accounting for sonie one-third of the share 

in agriculture. Table 1), provides employment to a very substantial 

portion of the economically active population and occupies some 2.0 

million hectares or about tiwo-thirds of the total land area under 

agricultural crops.

6. kh'th an output of some 1,5 million tonnes (Table 2) in 1982,

Malaysia is the source of supply of some 40% of the world's NR output.

It has been estimated that of the 2.0 million hectares under rubber

in Malaysia, the estate sector accounts for some 482,400 hectares or 

24% of the total planted area and smallholdings 1.5 million hectares 

or 76% of the total (Table 3).

7. Nevertheless, though llalaysia is the largest supplier of HR, its

rubber-based industry is relatively small, consuming only about 58,500 

tonnes or 4% of the total rubber produced in the country. In view of 

this the government is determined to see that the domestic consumption 

of iJR for local manufacturing should increase to some 300,000 tonnes

or at least 10% of the flR production in the 1930s.

THE RUBBER SriALLHO LD ER SECTOR

8. Some three million people in Malaysia or about one-quarter of 

the total population are today dependent directly or indirectly on 

rubber small hoidinns for their livelihood and welfare. Though the



smallr.oldar sector is responsible for producinq nearly one-quarter of 

the v/orld's outr̂ ut, C0% of the country's production, and occupies 

7C% of the cultivated area under rubber, yet the sector as a whole 

constitutes the larqest nroup in poverty in the country. According 

to the iiid-Term Review of Foiirth ilalaysia Plan, there were 247,900 

rubber smallholder households in poverty in 1983, comprising 40% 

of poverty households in agriculture and 35% of poverty households 

nationally. The incidence of poverty among this group has been 

estimated at 61%. (Table 4)

9. Traditionally, the term 'smallholding* has been used to 

refer to an area planted v/ith rubber totalling not more than 40 

hectares, contigous or noncontigous, and under a single legal 

ownership. In practice, however, more than four-fiftfjs of the 

smallholdings are below 4 hectares in sizr, v̂ 'ith a medium figure 

ranging from 1.2 to 3.2 hectares. The registration records of 

smallholdings compiled by RISDA support these figures in that some 

90% of the total applications registered are less than 4 hectares 

in size, 6% betvijeen 4 and 6 hectares, Z% between 6 and 12 hectares 

and only 1% exceeds 12 hectares (Table 5). Of those with less 

than 4 hectaresj the majority (62%) have holdings of less than

2 hectares, comprising mainly those uneconomic holdings with 

extremely lov*/ productivity. This compares unfavourably with a 4 

hectare holding lot which is generally accepted as being economically 

viable, and hence above the poverty line. Statistics indicate 

the magnitude of the smallholder problem that RISDA and other 

development oriented agencies are facing in the attempt to accelerate 

agricultural development in the country.

10. Rubber smallholdings in Peninsular Malaysia are not a homogeneous 

group in that three main categories can be indentified viz, the 

scattered, unorganized individual holdings that are the main concern of 

RISDA; organized holdings in land development schemes and holdings 

fragmented from estates. The characteristics profiles of each of



the categories of holdinq within the smallholder sector may range from 

a farmer engagino in uneconomic holdinris with 0.8 hectare of rubber 

land and another 0.8 hectare of mixed crop land {mainly paddy of 

horticulture), to an absentee landlord residing in the city or a 

sharecropper, and to a Federal Land Development Authority (FELDA) 

settler enjoying some of the advantages of an estate type environment. 

Within this setting, the variations among smallholdings result 

from a ivide range of physical, economic and cultural factors, all 

of which affect resource use. These in turn affect the present level 

of productivity of resources, as well as the acceptability and 

response to advanced innovations by smallholders. Such variability 

in the smallholder sector is significant because variability 

conditions response to programmes, the nature of the palnning process 

and the administration and implementation procedures suitable to 

accelerated agricultural development.

11. The scattered individual holdings represent the largest 

category v-dthin the smallholder sector. A substantial portion of 

this category has been under individual of family bwriersh^p s'lrice 

their original alietlatioh. The vai^iations in size are greatest in 

this group, generally ranging from only a fraction of a hectare to 

just below 40 hectares. The characteristics of the ownership pattern 

within this group are just as varied. While the majority operate 

their own holdings, part-time, seasonal off-farm employment and 

share cropping are not uncommon. In many of the smaller holdings, 

including those made up of a number of parcel lots, rubber 

cultivation is normally not the sole source of farm income.

12. On the other hand, the organized holdings in land development 

schemes were mainly developed since the 1950s by both Federal and State 

Agencies to alleviate the plight of the rural landless. Holdings

here are more uniform in size, ranging from 3 to 4 hectares which 

exceed the national registered average of 2.2 hectares.



13. n^e final cateaory v/lthin the rubber snalliiolder sector relates 

to those Iioldinns that were fv-aqmented from large estates and this 

comprise relatively larne units, the majority of v.'hich are ovmed

by the larger and more progressive smallholders and by the absentee 

owners.

14. From the foregoing, it could be observed that u/ithin the 

smallholder sector the average land area and ownership patterns

differ considerably. Unlike the individual holdings, the centralization 

of holdings into cluster of settlements in land development schemes 

such as those implemented by the Federal Land Development Authority 

(FELDA) has facilitate the smallholders in this category to adopt 

technological innovation faster than their counterparts on scattered 

holdings. Ifhat is interesting to note is that the complexity of 

the oif/nership patternj differences in agronomic practices as well 

as differences in managerial skills, financial and manpower resources, 

have the effect of reinforcing and perpetuating variances in the 

adoption and diffucion of production, processing and marketing modes.

15. In addition to the variations in the size of holdings and 

ownership patterns (ovjner-operator, joint-operator, part-tenant, tenant 

and absentee landlord), the yields obtained from the categories within 

the smallholder sector also differ significantly. While yields from 

the organised holdings in land development schemes and those fwagmented 

from estates approach those obtained in commercial estates, those 

obtained from scattered holdings are only about 70% of the estates 

yields.

15. From these hetereogeneous structural characteristics of rubber 

smallholders, it is not difficult to visualize that their patterns 

of farming, the problems faced as v/ell as the rate of progress are 

bound to vary considerably from one other. And if one superimposes 

on these the large difference in the qualities of lands held by



thetTi in different regions, in infrastructurp] oevelaprner.t;, procdss'inv'] 

and marketing, in crop pattarns,; etc.., tnese variations in patterns 

of farming are likely to be further accentuated. These structural 

hetereoqeneities aĵ ise from a large number of social, historical and 

natural factors such as the agrarian evolution of different regions, 

social, cultural and political organization, land-labour ratio, 

demographic patterns, etc. These diversities are however influenced 

by the competitive market mechanistD v.'hich links all the small operating 

units into a unifield agrarian system.

PROBLEf^S FACED BY RUBBER SMALLHOLDERS

17. Although past attempts by the government to improve the socio­

economic condition of the small farmers had some positive results, 

the expected breakthrough however could still not be fully realised. 

The problem of poverty among a sizeable proportion of small farmers 

continues to exists as are structural inequalities in farm size and 

tenure, ovjhership of means of production and material v^ealth upon 

which the poverty is based. Various studies have indicated the 

broad magnitudes and geographical spread of poverty and concluded that 

poverty is essentially though not exclusively, a rural phenomenon. As 

a socio-economic malaise, poverty is closely related to employment 

opportunities. Apart from a highly skeu/ed Income distribution and a 

pervasive low level of productivity in the smallholder sector, the 

failure to utilize fully the availeble labour force lies at the root 

of the poverty problem. In the rural areas, this is due primarily to 

the large numbers of people being seasonally unemployed and/or 

underemployed.

18. Within the smallholder sector, the problems of the rubfrer 

smallholders have been generally diagnosed as small farm size, Jiigh 

tenancy, fragmentation, lack of production credit. Inadequate



Infrastructuv'e, ]ow level of education^ lack of techrn'cal knowno’. etc. 

However,, it is apparent that though these rroblenis n-’ay be common to 

many sn’allhold4nqs, they may themselves be only accentuating factors 

for the root problem is more specific depending on the crop and 

locality. Some of the more specific and pervading problems concerning 

smallholders are summarized below:-

18.1 Small Farm Size in Scattered Locations

One of the major problems that has contributed to the 

persistence of poverty among rubber smallholders is that 

while the size distribution varies considerably, the 

overhelming majority of operating units are small and 

uneconomic averaging 2.2 hectares in size and providing 

a means of subsistence to a substantial share of the 

agricultural labour force. As indicated earlier, the 

registration records of smallholdings compiled by the 

Rubber Industry Smallholders Development Authority show 

that some 90% of the total number registered are less 

than 4 hectares in size , and out of î hich about 62% 

possess holdings of less than 2 hectares, comprising 

mainly those uneconomic holdings with extremely lov̂  

productivity. (Table 5). This characteristics 

phenomenon of the paucity of the farm holdings is 

compounded by the scatteredness and remoteness of many 

of these holdings.

18.2 Increasing Pressure On Land

Membership in the family is between 5 and 7 and as the 

family grew, the size of the farms did not increase



py-oportioiia :ely. This increase the pressure on

cha 1 ands civnecl to tha extent where it could not

prov'ide v:i]e far.iily with sufficient income to 

sustain it at the level above the poverty line.*

1® ^  ting Size of Farm Laboijr

Consequent to the above, effective labour tend to 

move aivay from the rubber smallholdina to the 

more lucractive industrial sector among the 

bright city lights. What is left behind in 

the villages are the very young and the old.

Statistics indicate that the average age of 

effective farm labour currently stands at 

approximately 49 years old.

18.4 Low Educational Levels of Effective 
Farm Labour________________________

The average age of available farm labour vjhich is 

49 years old implies that this group was educated at 

a time v̂ hen Malaysia (then Malaya) was involved in 

the second world war, a time of survival when education 

was obviously not a priorty consideration .

* The fact of poverty is self evident in deficiencies 

in absolute standards of living in terms of calorie 

intake and nutrition levels, clothing, sanitation, health, 

education and other socio-economic variables. As these 

dificiencies are reflected to a large extent in income 

levels, poverty in the country has been measured by comparing 

absolute levels of household incomes with the required for 

minimum nutritional and other non-food requirements of each 

household to sustain a decent standard of living. This income 

level has been estimated to be M$350.00 for a household of 5 members



18.5 P' £ £ o f  Farm Tcchnolony

I'itfi a poorly educated labourforce, the rate of 

teclinological diffusion becomes slow and consequently 

productivity on small hoidinn althouah increased, was 

not commensurate vnth potential.

18.6 Unorganised Smallholders

The smallholders are unorganised and thus cannot 

Integrate themselves to obtain the benefits of 

economies of scale when developinq their lands, 

purchasing inputs and marketing their produce,

18.7 Low Farmgate Prices

There is no coordination in input and output 

and inevitably a gap emerges between the supply 

and demand for smallholders' produce in terms of 

quantity, quality and consistency. The nett 

result is low farm gate prices.

18.8 Low Farm Income

It has been estimated that the real income that 

must be earned to sustain a person at a desired 

level of well-being providing for food^ shelter, 

clothing, leisure, medical treatment, transportation 

and investment is about M$70.00 per person per 

month. This adds up to approximately n$500.00 per 

month for a family of seven making a total of 

M$6,000 per year. In contrast hov^ever, the potential 

Income from rubber based on current output or 

productivity levels indicate that for a smallholder to 

obtain f1$6,000.00 gross per year, he must own and 

properly manage a farm the size of which is not less



than 2 hectar'as at a farmgate price level of 

ii$2.00 per kilogram of rubber (Refer to graph 1 

and Table 6),

18.9 Decreasing Confidence in The Sraallholding 
As A Primary Source of Income__________

Observations indicate a growing strength of evidence 

to the effect that the confidence of the typical rubber 

smallholder in the ssnallholding as a primary source of 

income is waning. The effect is that many of the 

smallholdings are now left unattended while the young 

and able seek jobs in the towns and send home part 

of their income to support aged parents and younger 

members of the families in the smallholdings.

RISDA's INTEGRATED APPROACH TO IMPROVE SF1ALLH0LDER SECTOR

19. Established in 1973 as a development oriented agency entrusted 

to serve and ensure the long-term competitiveness and viablity of the 

rubber smallholder sector, it is the task of RISDA to effect a faster 

rate of development and modernisation in the smallholder sector.

RISDA's main concern is to be associated with rubber as a commodity 

in terms of increasing its production and marketability. An integrated 

approach to development is essential if these small producers is to 

be brought into the mainstream (5f the rubber industry, thereby 

placing them in situations conducive to modernisation and change, 

RISDA's programmes and activities which are currently being 

implemented under this integrated development approach may be 

summed up as having the following objectives.-

19.1 To ensure that all replanted rubber 

land come to tapping status within a period 

of not nore than 5^ years from the start of 

replanting.



19.2 To ensure that the yield or productivity 

from rubber srna 11 noldings is not less than 1,500 

kilogram per hectare per annum.

19.3 To ensure that the quality of rubber 

produced by smallholders is at least equal 

to grade 2 RSS.

19.4 To ensure that the price obtained by 

rubber smallholders is fair.

19.5 To ensure that marginal smallholders 

adopt and implement farm systems practices to 

increase farm productivity that will yield 

income levels of not less than r]$500.00 per 

month.

19.6 To ensure that rubber smallholders 

operate in groups through cooperatives to 

promote the utilization of available labour 

and resources in farming as well as in rural 

industralization activities. Rubber smallholders 

cooperatives vnll also be utilized as sources 

for the provision of production and consumer 

credit, farm inputs, processing and marketing 

services.

20. The activities carried out by RISDA to achieve the above 

mentioned objectives are listed out as follows.-
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cl. It is apparer;t that if an Integratao approach to iriurcve c;.s; 

s,:;aHnolders is to be successfully implemented, the need for an 

effective system of transmittinq nev,' and useful technologies and 

Innovations into the spallholder sector i/ill be the utmost importance. 

This is crucial because the dissemination and adoption of modern 

agricultural and farm management Dractices depend greatly on the 

transfer of such technologies in a manner and form that could be 

easily received and understood by the smallholders. While 

it has been generally accepted that small individually operated 

holdings seem to impede the speedier attainment of production goals^ 

through effective extension, holdings organised, operated and managed 

on a group basis especially under the cooperative concept can be 

instrumental in transmitting advanced technological/management 

inputs emnating from research agencies to the organised smallholders 

on 6ne hand and in representing smallholders' desires back to these 

agencies on the othBc. In short, the formation of smallholders 

cooperative is the key ingredient for the overall development of 

rubber smallholders sector.

FORMATION OF RUBBER SMALLHOLDERS COOPERATIVES

22. Group activities among the rubber smallholders were initiated 

in the early sixties with the setting up of Group Processing Centres 

where smallholders viere able to process rubber latex into rubber 

sheets using facilities that were available at the Group Processing 

Centres. Based on the Group Processing Centres concept, the 

Smallholders Development Centres were evolved where activities beyondl 

the processing and the sale of rubber could be carried out. The 

smallholders Development Centres serve basically as nucleii of RISDA's 

efforts to help modernise farm production, processing and marketing 

of smallholders produce. These centres act as vital links between 

smallholders and RISDA in chanelling support facilities like subsidies 

and credit for intercropping, fertilizer, weedicides, latex stimulant



and oilier :'elcvairc indues as well as farm imolenents. As years 

go by• tnese Smallj'io’ders Development Centres which v/ere originally 

planned to be ‘qroi/'th centres’ began to function more like small 

cooperatives.

23. In late seventies, :nS')A believed that the time, m s  riqht to 

take the concept of smallholder Development Centre another major 

step forward by organising these centres numbering about 2,700 

units as the core of the nation wide smallholder cooperatives. This 

helps to legalise and streamline the growth of group activitee of 

the members of SDC's, as well as ensures the uniformity or complementory 

and supplementory growth of the individUel unit of the SDC's. An 

effective organisation in the form of a cooperative movement to 

serve both members and non members would also broaden tremendously 

the base for all such activities mentioned earlier v\rith the distinct 

advantage of having centrally planned policies or programmes and 

implementation strdtegies at national^ state, district and even at 

village levels. Active steps were taken by RISDA during the 3 year 

period beginning from 1979 to 1982 to promote the formation of rubber 

smallholders multipurpose cooperativetthroughoutpeninsular Malaysia.

To date, 63 rubber smallholders cooperatives have been registered 

under the Cooperative Development Department of ilalaysia, with a 

total membership of about 48,400 smallholders and having a share 

capital of M$2.56m and assets valued at n$4.8m (Table 7) .

ORGANISATIONAL STRUCTURE OF SilALLHOLDERS COOPERATIVES

24. The Smallholder Development Centres within a district are 

the elements which constitute the District multipurpose cooperatives.

The 63 societies registered todate are vertically organised at two 

levels. All the 62 district cooperatives are directly affliated to 

the National Cooperative. The organisational structure of the District 

Cooperatives is given in Chart 1 and the linkages between the District 

Societies and the National Level is given is Chart 2. The two-tiered



f;C’fT3rat1\65- :s x:iclo; «;d to provide an ideal structure to implement 

«':t1vrt1es' zr2 rhe'ir rc"paci.ive levels. Althouqh

the>r ?ct1vit'3S are Inte'e;rred, the aamiplstration and manaqement 

of eac-i incnvidua'i £cu;’.--"̂ t1ve si both levels is independerst cf 

earii oU;ei’

25. i-lembership of the District societies is open to all rubber

smallholders particularly meirbers of SDCs. All District societies can 

apply to become members of the National Society by paying the relevant 

fees and paying the minimum shares specified.

25. The management of the societies at both levels is in the hand of 

rubber smallholders. They form the majority within the Board of 

Directors vjho are elected at the Annual General fleeting. Hov̂ fever, 

because of RISDA's mandated role in the development of rubber small­

holders, provision has been made in the by-laws of the societies to 

allow RISDA to elect representatives to be in the District and National 

Societies.

27. Being newly registered, all societies face difficulties in

employing professional staff to manage the societies. To overcome 

this problem, RISDA has Itemporarily posted qualified officers with 

experience in administration, finance, marketing, credit, production 

etc., to the Board of Directors to manage their societies. This 

assistance is a short term measure and will be withdrawn when the 

cooperatives are firmly estalished and are able to finance the 

intake of their own professional staff.

ACTIVITIES OF THE SMALLHOLDER COOPERATIVES

28. Being societies of small rubber producers, the main objectives 

of setting up of the cooperatives are to look into production, processing 

and marketing problems of their members. As far as production and



ir

0 ocasEin'i are ci.ncirned, rubber smallholders in iSalâ 'sia are auite 

forti'iiati 1a f ;e sense that the majority of them receive 

Hjricul iuifcl inputs such as fertilizers, chemicals plantinq materialc 

liiij a^ric!!'tur&l it:r'e,n.3nts free of chavpe under RISDA's subsidy 

i'cKaine, Processing facilities such as mangles, coagulating tanks, 

formic acid and smoke houses are also provided free at the SDCs 

for all snriallholders to use. Thus, as far as distribution of 

agricultural inputs and provision of agricultural credits are concerned, 

there is little scope for smallholders cooperatives to be heavily 

involved with at this juncture. Thus, many of the cooperatives are 

engaged in other development activities such as rubber marketing, 

undertaking group replanting, contract works on mini-estates, housing 

development,consumer activities and supply of agricultural production 

inputs to smallholders v/ho do not quality for the government subsidies.

29. Though still at their infancy stage, the district societies 

are now heavily involved in rubber marketing. Annual business turn­

over in this field is estimated to be in the region of M$50 minion. 

Agricultural contract works, undertaken by smallholders cooperatives 

especially in mini-estate development to date amount to a total of 

about M$6 million.

30. The success of smallholders cooperatives todate, though all 

are still at their infancy stage, reflect the ability of rubber 

smallholders to pool their scarce resources of skill and funds to attain 

a common objective.

SIGNIFICANCE OF GROUP FARf^ING UNDER THE MINI ESTATE CONCEPT 
AS A STRATEGY FOR INCREASING PRODUCTION AMD PRODUCTIVITY 
OF SflALLHOLDINGS___________________________________________

Concept and Objective

31. Collective replanting strategy organised under the mini-estate 

concept was first initiated in 1979 as yet another positive means of



complementing efforts at increasing the' productivity of rubber 

sn,allholdings. The concept represents ar evoluationary approach 

that seeKS to incorporate the basic ele'Tients cf estate typa 

management into smallholder farm development. Eased on evidence 

gathered through its constant and close rapport v>nth the smallholders5 

RI3DA has managed to identify a substantial number of 'hard-core' or 

difficult smallholders who, it feels, are completely incapable of 

managing their resources in anything like an optimum sense. It is 

essentially because of this lack of management ability and skills 

among certain smallholders such as the aged, widowed, absentee owners, 

etc., coupled with the various reasons that prevent them from managing 

their holdings properly, that has prompted RISDA to introduce group 

farming under the mini-estate concept as an additional avenue for 

facilitating the active participation of these smallholders in 

increasing rubber production.

32, Replanting on a mini-estate basis has two principal objectives, 

these being to raise yields and to reduce poverty. Though the 

incidence of poverty among rubber smallholders has declined from 

about 65% in 1970 to 40% in 1980, they still constitute the largest 

group in poverty in the country. While the Malaysian government has 

introduced various incentives including the recent increase in the 

replanting grant from $2965 per hectare to $5436 per hectare as well 

as various subsidies under the Dynamic Production Policy, the response 

from the hardcore poverty group has been poor due to their reludtance 

to forgo current incomes and other conditions not within their control.

Increasing Agricultural Productivity Through 
Transfer of Technology______________________

33. The mini-estate strategy is based on the concept of providing 

a package deal to member smallholders. Apart from developing 

smallholders' lands and planting with crops such as rubber and oil 

palm, other activities also include the establishment of physical 

and institutional infrastructures conducive to both the economic



end sccf'": veil u0lny of the smallholders. The strategy has the 

'lua ̂ ;-'urpos‘=? cf itrenotheninn small holder farm production and 

! idnanepieirt ooerEt ;ons, Aoart f’̂om facilitating the adootion of 

agricultural ’’nnovatlon crsat has a hiqh potential for raising 

productivity, the preparation and implGmentation of a common 

programme of operations aid Improvad practices under effective 

extension advice would enable neinber smallholders co adopt 

improved agricultural practices. Resistence to innovations would 

be less pronounced when the majority of the smallholders orqanised 

in a mini-estate decide on the implementation of a common production 

programme. The productivity implications of group production are 

thus very considerable as the entire group wOuld adopt a package 

of improved practices to undertake a common replanting or intercropping 

programme. The extreme Inequalities in productivity found among 

individual smallholdings could therefore be reduced when the group as 

a whole adopts the same agronomic and management practices. The result 

is an overall increase in production and productivity. Such an 

increase will also have a direct effect on the smallholders operating 

in the vicinity. This is because while disseminating advanced 

technology to member smallholders in the mini-estate, smallholder 

in the periphery will also enjoy what can be termed as 'technological 

spillovers' as these will alter the physical production possibilities 

of the smallholders insofar as Increased productivity can be assured 

by the adoption of new Improved technology to raise yield. In other 

words, the establishment of mini-estate has demonstration effect 

in that replanting successfully carried out on a collective basis 

may serve to motivate other non-member smallholder to eventually 

participate in the programme. This will have the ultimate effect 

of pushing the production possibility frontier further outwards.

Integrated Marketing System

34. In addition, replanting operated and managed under the 

mini-estate concept can also increase the marketing capability 

of participants. The agreement by member smallholders to amalgamate



their lends for devjlopme't bn a fairly large contiguous scale

will make It rossible to produce resatlvely larger quantities' of

ayr1 cultural produce (for exasr.plê  bananas, qroundnuts.

pineapple, etc.^ fron? uroup intercropping) of uniform variety

and standard, thus ensu’Ii-r a favourable bargaining position in

marketino. This will overcome the problem of Introducing new

crops or the cultivation of intercy’ops by individual smallholders

in an isolated manner^ the cultivation of v/hichwill be difficult ma%nly

because of the marketing problems.

Cost Reduction

3b. Group activities organised under the mini-estate concept 

has also enabled member smallholders to obtain their requirements 

such as grantsj subsidies, credits, agricultural inputs, etc., 

more effectively through the institutions or government agencies 

involved, with the rsscslt; that every smallholder in the group will 

be able to obtain a fairly uniform yield. Certain items of cost 

can also be reduced through group action. Group transport of 

fertilisers and agrochemicals, group provision of agricultural 

implements and other related activities will make it the more 

feasible to reduce production and administrative costs. Further, 

group action by smallholders in mini-estate will enable them to 

secure better services from RISDA since they can act as a collective 

group in time of need.

Effective Delivery and Receiving fiechanism

3fa. Through group activity, government agencies will also find 

it easier to deal more effectively with groups of smallholders than 

v̂ ith individually scattered holdings. The extension officer will 

ber able to render better service and to contact more smallholders 

when they are organised in mini-estates rather than have to deal 

vyith a multitude of individuals, thus resulting in a more effective 

delivery and receiving mechanism.



Sette/* Util 1::at 1cn and Deployment of Farm Labour

37, A areatar co-operation exhibited by participants in mini-estates 

v/in facilitate a bettsr utnisatiors of available resources, for 

example, labour. TiiouQh a collective replanting strateqy will not 

uring about major alterations In the land-labour ratio in the 

holdings, the empjloyment Implications are quite considerable. The 

uniform adoption of improved aqronomic pi^actlces by participants 

will result in increased labour application (replanting, v/eeding, 

land preparation, etc., are very labour intensive tasks which 

may be beyon^ the capacity of some smallholders to perform 

individually). On the whole^ the collective replanting approach 

through mini-estates has a valuable contribution to make in reducing 

the problem of acute under-utilisation of labour in some rubber 

smallholdings. Furthermore, since pooled holdings would not 

require as many smallholders to tend them as the individual parcels 

they were previously tending, this would free some of them to take 

up other occupations offering better incomes. The labour thus saved 

consequent upon the amalgamation of land resources can contribute 

to the expansion of farming scales and/or the diversification of 

farming operations. For instance, if the participants in a mini- 

estate engaged in rubber monoculture desire to diversify and 

introduce new activities such as livestock or poultry raising, 

or aquaculture^ etc., the mini-estate strategy would be able to 

expedite this since the joint collaboration in farming operations 

would free some smallholders specifically for such purposes. Thus 

the concept besides resulting in a more rational deployment of 

labour on the holdings would also, at the same time, result in a 

better monilisation of participants to work in the mini-estates so 

established, whether on their own lots or on others, thereby meeting 

the objective 5f providing gainful employment. This collaborative 

effort by participants is particularly important in areas faced with 

the problem of labour shortage.



Inproving Smallholders Skill and fenagement Capcbility

3C, Vir, annother advantage of replanting organised under the mini - , 

concept is the provision of an additional avenue for the traininq 

of rubber smallholders on the schemes. In learnino nevi methods 

of improved crop husbandry, improved agronomic practices, etc.. 

participants as vi/orkers in the estates are in actual fact equipping 

themselves vjith a view to developing their capacities in such a 

manner that a more rapid rate of technological progress and of 

innovation becomes feasible. This is because it has been incorporated 

under the mini estate concept a built-in training-oriented mechanism 

through which on-the-spot instructural techniques are given to 

participants. It is the intention of RISDA as an extension agency 

to impart new ideas and methods to an increasing number of participants 

who will be able to stand on their own feet when RISDA extension 

and supervisory personnels pull out from the estates once the loan has 

been paid in full.

Promotion of Growth Centres

39. The development of mini-estate on vacant lands has resulted 

in group of people moving into hitherto uncultivated and undeveloped 

areas creating in the process new communities which have potential 

for further development into pockets of production and growth 

centres. It is envisaged that such centres once established will 

have increasing links with the surroundings areas and bringing 

advantages to them. The feasibility of integrating these areas with 

the mini-estates has opened the potential of increasing their impact 

as agents of change.

Summary of Advantages

40. From the foregoing, it can be observed that the activities 

pursued under the mini-estate concept are essentially directed 

towards the promotion among participants of an interest in scientific



farm-in<v, the use of modern techniques in farm management^ the 

organising ahd riinning of small enterprises on business lines, and 

the dev/elopmant of cooperative approach to agricultural development. 

The aim of the strategy is not only to make the maximum use of the 

smallholding resources but also to make the participants amre of 

tiieir own potential and capacity to solve their problems. As a 

strategy to accelerate the rate of replanting, the mini-estate 

concept has several distinct advantages over those that are 

individually operated. In sum, the concept is seen to:-

40.1 Enhance group interaction and effect leadership 

development which is an integral part to human 

resource and community development.

40.2 Lead to faster achievement of the cooperative 

spirit among participants.

40.3 Create a beneficial long-lasting impact on 

participants in terms of enhanced income, commercial 

operation and the utilisation of modern agricultural 

practices.

40.4. Accelerate the diffusion of farm technology 

and innovation for the purpose of upgrading rubber 

yield through the adoption and use of modern 

scientific cultural practices.

40.5 Help improve rates of repayment of agricultural 

loans.

40.5 Increase market orientation of farming 

activities notably in the procurement of inputs 

and marketing of products.



40.7 Create greater ernployrnent opportunities on 

tie holdings as u'ell as to result In more rational 

deployment of labour utilisation

40.8 riake feasible planned and co-ordinated 

production prograt-ime and

40.9 Integrate the scheme so established v/ith 

neighbouring areas through the various linkages 

with a viev/ to increasing overall rubber production.

41. The current focus of using mini-estate to spearhead smallholder 

development is reflected in the progressive increase in the area 

replanted under the oncept from 1982 ha in 1979, to 31,620 ha as 

at end of April, 1984. All in allc some 273 mini-estates have 

been established in all states in Peninsular Malaysia. (Table 8)

A total of 15,899 smallholders have registered themselves as 

participants of the schemes whose sizes range from only about 24 ha 

to some well over 300 ha. This upv/ard shift tov/ards greater 

collectivisation of the smallholder activity from individual 

replanting to group replanting on a mini-estate basis becomes 

more meaningful when one examines the advantages of such a 

strategy under the frame work described above. In particular^ 

the mini-estate strategy has, as its central focus, the need 

to redress the poverty issue by raising smallholder productivity 

from the current 340 kg. per hectare per annum in some areas to 

as high as 1,600 kg. per hectare per annum after replanting.

This would narrow the wide gap presently existing between 

smallholder and estate yields.

MODUS OPERAND! OF MINI-ESTATE

42. The operation and management under the mini-estate arrangement 

is carried out by RISDA through a Committee specifically set up for



such purpose. The committse comprises seven inerribev'-s irith tv/o 

officers represent'irsn RISDA and five members sfciected ■:'ror’ the 

participant themselves. Under this set-up, tbe raplanting qrant 

for which the particioants are eligible are pooled for ti<e purpose 

of defraying the costa of developmant. Nonnally this .is done by 

appointing a contractor (in many cases, it is the smallholders 

cooperatives) who does the heavy work from felling, clearing, land 

preparation right up to the planting stage. Preference, however, 

is given to participants who may v̂f1sh to be employed as hired labour 

in maintenance and the general upkeep of the consolidated holdings.

43. In addition to financing replanting and maintenance directly 

from the rubber replanting grants RISDA also provides interest-free 

consumption loan ranging from M$60~ $100 per month per family to 

the participants under the recently launched Replanting Incentives 

Scheme (SEPEiJTAS) over the immaturity period.

44. Participants of mini-estates are grouped under tvjo categories, 

namely, those with holdings under rubber and who are eligible for 

the replanting grant, and those who have vacant land the development 

of which is funded solely from credit provided by the Agricultural 

Bank. For such holdings to be operable, vjhether on current old 

rubber land or on net/ land, a contiguous area is required. The 

participants are required to sign an agreement with RISDA enabling it 

to undertake the tasks of developing and managing their holdings. 

Hoviever there is no change in the ownership of the land as the titles 

remain with the participants. RISDA, nevertheless, requires a 

contractual agreement to ensure that the land will not be sold or 

its ownership transferred until its investment outlay on the 

mini-estates as well as the loans are repaid in full. The 

agreement to caveat the participants' lands to RISDA to develop

will have the potential of eleviating their production capacity to 

that level expected from commercial estate operations. It is 

envisaged that addition to an expected increase in net income in the



future folloviing replanting, the participants are also assured 

of V. mini mum subsistence Income for about six years before their 

trees nsature through the loan scheme described earlier. The 

repayment of the loan and othar credit facilities provided is 

expected to take about ten to fifteen years.

4b, It Is to be noted that though in essence RISDA pla^s a 

crucial role In the planning, financing and administration of 

the schemes besides providinq the development costs for Infrastructure 

and other amenities, the actual overall operation and management 

of these schemes is entrusted to the seven-member Committee. At 

the ground level RISDA appoints a manager to supervise the schemes 

established. The Committee is responsible for undertaking or 

arrange to undertake the supply of production Inputs (fertilisers 

chemicals, etf.) and agricultural Implements to participants, as 

v/ell as to arrange marketing and extension services. The 

participants on their part vnll have to agree to adhere strictly 

to a cultivation calendar which specified the operations to be 

performed by themselves or through the contractor appointed for 

such purpose. Participants will also have to abide to the rules 

and regulations laid dovin by BISDA.

PROBLEriS AND ISSUES

46. The large-scale promotion and expansion of group replanting 

under the mini-estate concept raises several problems and Issues 

that have Implications on the future direction of this collective 

strategy for smallholder development. The experiences gained so 

far have revealed that the supply of agricultural production 

inputs through grants/credits is not a sufficient condition for 

the success 6f such a collective system. Much more needs 

to be done in terms of developing an optimal management and 

operational model covering extension and other supervisory



services.

47. , Under the system of group replanting providing several 

incentives and subsidies, the question of larger participants 

reaping most of the benefits need to be given careful thought.

The larger the holdings the greater would be the subsidies 

absorbed and profits made from the surpluses (of intercrops) 

produced. This will result in increasing the income disparities.

48. In contrast to traditional forms of mutual cooperation 

(for example, gotong-royong,) group replanting demands not only 

for a higher level of co-operation and collective decision­

making but also a far higher degree and more sophisticated form 

of organisational and management ability. Such an organisational 

model should also be capable of dealing with the complex personal 

relations among members. This is because the successful operation 

of group replanting on a long-term basis calls for some built-in 

mechanism v̂ hich ivill constrain the human weakness tending to 

revolt against co-operation while sustaining the benefits of 

large-scale operation,

49. While mini-estate have a number of advantages likely to 

be lacking in individual replanting, they are not v^ithout 

limitations. It may be postulated on the basis of experiences of 

group farming in other countries that member smallholders who 

are no longer independent tend to lose initiative and vitality.

One can alv̂ ays say that the members should serve for all, but 

self-concern is a strong and over-riding human characteristic 

that is difficult to remove. Further^ the characteristics of 

agriculture are that unlike manufacturing industries, farming 

operations cannot follow a fixed schedule of operation. Unexpected 

weather and other natural condititins may necessitate expendient 

and sometimes very prompt decision-making regarding the timing

and types of farm operations. While the management makes the



final decision, membar smallholders have tc be consultec' and 

any dedclcn among the fevi selected mGinbers (leaders) hre 

likely tc be criticised, '../henevyr they go vironc,

50, To be successful,, mini-estate developnent requires the 

active participation and dedication of selected smallholders as 

workers on the estate type operations. Hov êver, should these 

smallholders leave the actual farm operations to the management 

and find employment elsewhere, the shortage of labour will 

jeopardise the success of such schemes, lloreover, increased 

part-time farming vnll also cause discontinuance of certain joint 

farm operations although to vjhat extent the operations will be 

affected depend on the progress of part-time farming and the pace 

of industrialisation in the locality.

Prospects of Smallholders Cooperatives Managing Group 
Farming Under The Mini-Estate Concept________________

51. As mentioned earlier, all the 63 smallholders cooperatives are 

newly established between 1980 ~ 1982. Being in existence for

only the past one to three years, most of them are not yet able to 

embark on projects such as land development which demand substantial 

management experience, technological skills and funds (Most of the 

societies have considerable experience only In rubber processing and 

marketing which vms gained through the management of group Processing 

Centres which later become Smallholders Development Centres that form 

the core of the cooperative movement).

52. Hovjever, many societies are now gradually Involved in land 

development as an activity by taking up contract works in the 

mini-estates managed by RISDA. The types of work they carry out 

include felling, land clearing, planting, maintenances construction 

of infra structure such as agricultural roods and culverts, and 

supply of agricultural inputs and planting material. Value of works



done by the societies up to date is estimated in the region of 

minion. Though this amount is snian compared to the amount 

expended by RISDA annually for the developmer.t of qroup replantirsOs 

it nevertheless reflects a good start of societies in this venture. 

Participation of societies in this venture is expected to increase 

tremendously in years aliead because it Is the current policy of 

RISDA to give preference to smanholders cooperatives in the awards 

of tenders.

53. With the experience and technologocal skin that could be 
gained by the societies in the development of mini-estates through 

contract works in several years to come, RISDA hopes that these 

societies will in the near future have the ability and capacity to 

undertake the management of group farming on their own. It is

not the intention of RISDA to be directly involved in managing the 

group replanting forever. At the moment, RISDA's direct involvement 

in this field is out of necessity at the request of smallholders themselves 

in view of tfie many problems faced by smallholders as enumerated 

earlier. When the smallholders themselves are ready, capable and 

have the capacity to manage their farms on a group basis, RISDA viould 

readily and happily viithdeaw from such a scheme. RISDA Is looking 

forward to the day when smallholders cooperatives could organise 

smallholders to replant their senile rubber holdings on a group 

farming basis under the mini-estate concept and manage these 

estates themselves. When this is achieved, RISDA would then be 

able to concentrate Its efforts and resources on its main function i.e. 

extension and grant administration.

54. According to smallholders registration records, about

370.000 hectares of land in Peninsular Malaysia are under senile 

rubber and are due for the first round replanting. Another

30.000 hectares of rubber land replanted in the fifties and 

sixties are due for the second round replanting, making a total 

of senile rubber in the country approximately 400,000 hectares



RISL'/.’s streteoy is to replant at the rate of 30,000 hectares

per year. I'viii .’bout 30,000 hsctares of rubber land replanted 

in the fifties and sixtias becoming due for replantinq ancally, 

the total hectarane tiiat will rer-iain unreplanted v/ill stand at

370,000 hectares every year. From thd statistics given above,

there is therefore a very wide scope and a good prospectard potentia 

for the rubber smallholders cooperative societies in Malaysia to 

be actively and increasingly involved in group replanting under 

the mini-estate concept. It is gratifying to note that up to 

now, 5 smallholders cooperatives have started their own mini- 

estates project {rubber and oil palm).

CONCLUSION

55. The growing significance of the small farm sector in 

increasing agricultural productivity and farm income is well 

recognised today. Achieving higher levels of production 

depends, amongst others, on evolving suitable production programmes 

that are capable of securing the effective and active participation 

of the multitude of small farmers and improving the delivery 

mechanisms of inputs and services. The group replanting approach 

described in this paper under the framework of the mini-estate 

concept is capable of realising this objective. As a strategy to 

spearhead smallholder development, the concept offers several 

advantages of large-scale operations that are conducive to 

increased production within a system of individual holdings, and 

without the exigencies of high capital Investment or sophisticated 

managerial and organisational arrangements. However, group 

replanting as is reflected in the mini-estate concept does not 

offer suitable solution to the structural problems of the farm 

sector such as share tenancy, joint-ownership, disparities in 

individual holdings, etc. They instead need to be resolved by 

appropriate legislative measures. Even the current approaches



involving land rehabilitation and consolidation, land settlement and 

others, have demonstrated that they ray not offer a satisfactory 

solution to the hardcore type smallholder problerrfS.

56. The socio-economic and cultural impact of the mini-estate 

approach for smallholder development could be quite considerable.

The group or cooperatives approach helps to give a greater sense 

to achieve higher results. More important, perhaps, is the impact 

of cooperative farming on the smallholder population as a whole

in providing them V;fith a forum to discuss and find collective 

solutions to their farming problems.

57. Perhaps one of the highest pay-offs that is likely to 

accrue from such a controlled management system in group action 

are the participants themselves. It is through them that one 

can learn about the extent to which group action is or is not 

necessary for the widespread adoption of new technology. On the

basis of this knowledge and with increased practical under­

standing of group action gained through such 'diagnostic 

experiment', effective strategies and organisational and 

managerial plans can be designed for the introduction of 

better agricultural innovations.

58. It is noted that the modern forms of group or cooperative 

farming, whether practised in the context described above or in 

other forms, must be able to stand the test of economic 

rationality, efficient management and technical efficiency.

Hov/ever, references to the traditional values of mutual co­

operation and the actual utilisation of these forms are also 

necessary ingredients for meeting actual needs and providing 

social and psychological support in maintaining the coDitinuity 

between the old and the new forms of rural life.



59. File use .of the nini- estate concept innovated by RISDA 

as the Key elemenc in the stv'ategy for accelerating the rate 

of rubber replanting in the smallSiolder sector is encouraging. 

The response by the smallholders and the state governments 

continue to increase in the last two years. This process of 

developing small individual holdings and amalgamating them 

into mini-estates will remain one of the principal thrusts 

in the social and economic development of the rubber small­

holder sector in the years ahead.



ORGANISATIONAL STRUCTURE OF RUBBER 
SiiALLHOLDERS CUOPEPATIVE AT DISTRICT 

LEVEL

* Temporarily occupied by seconded RISDA officer with 

a Diploma in Agriculture.



.i'l uhb/\ij.La,'\i ..LLiiNi Li'i/'iR] SHOWIi'iG THE' COi'ii'iLirilCATIOf'i LIisiKAGL: 
aETWEEN NARSCfJ Ai'JD DISTRICT/STATE COOPERATIVES

The linkages between National Rubber Smallholder Cooperatives and 
the District Cooperatives are the membership, shares and the management

Membership ;* The membership of the National Rubber Smallholders Cooperatives comprises 
of the district cooperatives or other cooperatices which have similar 
line of activities pertaining to rubber industry=

* Membership at the district level is opened to all individual rubber 
smallholders.

Shares :* All the accumulated shares of the National Cooperative are derived
from its members at the district ievel. Every member is required to 

purchase the minimum of 500 shares worth $5,000/-

* Shares of the district cooperatives are derived from individual members. 
The price of 1 share is M$1.00, The minimum share to be purchased 

is $100.00,





'T'" G;’ cn""'i'ir'niT'"Es, 19B3

Sector ! 1 $m %

'“agriculture 12,082 35.7

Rubber 3,664 11.1

Saw logs 2,797 8.5

Sawn timber 1,352 4,1

Palm Oil ^ 3,006 9,1

Palm Kernel Oil 480 1.5

Other 783 2.4

Minerals 10,825 32.9

Tin 1,716 5.2

Petroleum 7,871 33.9

LNG 977 3.0

Other 259 0.8

Manufactures 9,797 29.7

Other 218 0.7

Total 32,922 100.0

1 - includes processed palm oil 

P - preliminary

Source : Department of Statistics, Malaysia,
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m .  OF 

FARTIC IPAKT£

P F itL IC r« 15P aL'9 • G
KEiiAK 3b 2,150 3,747.0

PEKAK 32 1,306 2,'312.6
B E L A m m 7 377 64G.4

KEGERI SEtBILAfJ 20 1,533 S,09S.0

MELAKA I S 810 1,060.8

JCEQli 20 1,386 2 , S06.1
PAEAKG 77 3,BG2 0,552.3

TERENGGANU 38 2 ,2 'd B 5,622.0

EELAI'STAK 2G 1,D30 3,507.7

TOTAL i373 15,S90 31,621.9

A. TYPE OF a iO F  ~ OIL P A M
HO. OF EVESTATE HO. OF PAKTICIPAKT6

2109

IJSCTAEF

40S5.:

B. TYPE OF CROP - nUBBEE 

m . OF M/ESTATE NO. CF PAETICIPAKT8 HECTARE
245 1 3 7 9 0 27530.7


