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- - FOREWORD

The world food crisis in the early seventies, accompanied by the _
increaselin oil prices, compelled the developing countries like Sri Lanka
to adopt an intensive food drive in the context of which crops lihe
coarseAgnains and grain legumes received a revived interest. This
study on_the production and marketing of coarse grains and grain legumes

was, therefore, opportune when the ARTI and the Department .of Agriculture

_launohed on it as a joint research project in 1976.

A team of researchers from both Institutions worked closely together
in the planning and conduct of the field studies. Due ta pressures from

commitment to other work and transfer of officers, especially among’

membern of the Department of Agriculture, the preparation of the report

was somewhat delayed ~Ultimately, the ‘report had to be written by the
two ARTI members of the original research team: Miss T. Sanmugam,
Research & Training Officer who functioned as the Coordinator of the
study, and Mr. S.M.P. Senanayake,_Research ‘& Training Officer, who was

mainly responsible for the sections on marketing..

~ The findings of this study provide an understanding of the redl
sitnation with regard to the cultivation of these crops which have a -
potential for . expanding production to meet existing demands. It
highlights areas for creation of new: demands and gpells out Strategies

conducive to promoting further expansion:in:production.

It 1s hoped that this report will stimulate- thinking on’ evolving

suitable farming systems and in forward planning for production

T.B. SUBASINGHE
A DIRECTOR
22nd July 1982,



_ Department of Agrlculture, in 1ts lnltlal stage received the attention of

. The preliminary processing of data was also attended to by all of them,
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Chapter One

\

STATUS. OF COARSE GRAINS AND GRAIN LEGUME CROPS - ..
IN THE FOOD AND AGRICULTURE OF SRI LANKA

The péople of Sri Lanka in ancient times, it is often claimed,
consumed a wider range of ceveals than at present. .Kurakkan and Maize
and other’milléts'like‘meneri,'thanahéllvand sorghum were-used as rice
substitutes. Qréengram and 3lackgrdm and other‘pulses wegghalso\
included in the ‘diet. These crops were.traditionally cultivated as
rainfed chena crops by subsistence level farmers,’mainly in the dry zone,
and had not been of much impcrtance in the agricultural economy. But
gradually the consumption of coarse grains declined in favour of”rice;
which became the staple food of the people, when rice became -freely

available through uniesrricted imports and increased domestic production.

The operatiozn of the Rice Ration Scheme during the Second World:
War and. thereafter, thus asSuring“thélpeople of their minimum needs of
cereals, and the unrestricted availability of wheat flour and pulses,

reduced the need for production of coarsé grains and grain legumes

. locally.’

The increasing per capita incomes resulting from the: favourable

prices for the major exports, and the increased rate of urbanisation

experienced during the early fifties also contributed to-a shift in

- demand greatly favouring the softer” grains; rice and wheat.

1 Kurakkan - 'Finger millet - .Eleusive Coracana

Meneri - Pearl miliet - Panicum miliaceum

Thanahal -~ Setaria italica



The technological breakthroughs in rice production, and extension
facilities and incentives offerred to paddy farmers over the years,
promored specialisation in paddy farming, as rice became the most

familiar and profitable and hence most preferred crop among grains.

1.1 PROGRAMMES AND POLICIES

In the first decade aftér independeticé the Food Production ?rogrammé
of Sri Lanka has mainly geared towards self-sufficiency in rice. All
efforts were made to encourage the farmers to grow rice, and more rice.
With the increases in rice production through_asweduunnsatzon of new
land, the extent of land devoted for cultivation of other grains and

grain legume crops declined.

Subsequent plans for food production programmes, while emphasising
self-sufficiency in rice, also promoted,and.éncouraged the production
of subsidiary food crops with a viéw to drastically curtailing, if not
eliminating food imports. This stemmed from the recognition of import
substitution in subsidiary food crops too as a vital element in the
. strategy to conserve and utilise the country's meagre foreign exchange ' .
sources forldevelopment. However, in the choice of the subsidiary food
crops for special programmes emphasis was placed on chillies, onions and
potatoes till about tHe mid sixties, the rationale of such selection
being, that these crops contributed to a greater proportion of the

foreign exchange relating to food imports

. Efforts were however, made during this period to encourage the
production of coarse grains and grain legume crops by intrdduCing
guaranteed price schemes. Neither these price incentives nor the
research efforts towards the evolution of better varieties and better
agronomic practice for cultivation produced the desired impact on the

production of these crops.

A greater interest was evinced by the State in 1964 and determined

e

efforts made towards the promotion of increased production of coarse
grains and pulses. The farmers responded by adopting newer varieties . -

and some improved agronomic practices.
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The promotion of cultivation of pulses during yala on paddy land
which is not normally cultivated during this season due to lack of _
sufficient water for paddy, was\another‘strategy that was pursued

since the late sixties to intensify the use of available land for

food production.'

The .greatest impetus to cultivation of coarse grains and grain

legume crops was provided by the drastic reduction of imports of pulses:

during 1972-1977 and the restriction of the import of wheat flour due to
the worldwide wheat flour shortage in 1973 which triggered off the very. :
concerted effort on production of coarse grains;abulses and yams. At.
this stage, the new improved varieties for maize and pulses that had
been evolved by the Maha Illuppalama Research Station were available for

use by the farmers. - ) s

Rice accounts for about 2/3 rds of the caloric intake in the form of
cereals : in the average ‘diet of a person in Sri Lanka, while .the
remainingfbartﬁis_constituted mainly by wheat flour. Wheat flour has
secured a stable position in the diet of the pecple. The consumer demand
for wheat- flour, apart from its preference due to dietary habits could
be attributed to a great extent to the convenience of. obtaining it in
the form of bread, a convenient pre-cooked form. The restriction on
availability of wheat flour in 1973 had its impact on the consumption
habits. 6f the-people. Yams, kurakkan and sorghum wére consumed as

alternatives to wheat flour in preference to other grains.. Inc¢rease

~ in wheat supply through Food Aid and imports, in 1975, affected both .

consumption and production. The'literal trade policies of 1977 further
enhénced_the local ‘gvailability of wheat flour, and - consumption behaviour

reverted to favouring wheat flour.

Consumer habits vary between social grouPS'contrasts may be noticed

‘between city and'rural folks, farm households and other households,

between: areas and between ethnic groups. But, cereals other than rice
wherever consumed in sizeable quantities by any social group (eg. farm
households) could generally be con31dered as ma1n1y a substitute for
rice rather than for bread. It is only in- the181tuation.where.wheat”

flour becomes scarce that other cereals or yams substitute mainly for



wheat flour, more so for bread, in the national context. Thus, a

programme fov substitution §on imported. wheat {Loun by Loca L8y prodiaed .
graind ¢ ould be made eé'ﬁec;t@ve, by adcpting a stnategy of Substituting »
fou wheat glaw ad fan as penmissible in the making of breal , the most .
widely consumed item,ammg the wheat §Lour based f§ouds. o - ®

The Qéyldn_Insti;utg of Scientific and Industrial Résearch (CISIR)
directed‘iés.reseath_effbrts towards finding a suitablevformdla for
the prbblem of substitution for wheat flour in .bread. The outcome of
its research1 lead to a decision to replace 107% of wheat flour by

sorghum flour in the preparation of bread.

A programme to expand the production of sorghﬁm initiated on an
experimeﬁ;al basis in 1969 and expanded thereafter, faced prbblems
connected with procutement of the harvest. Consequently, sorghum
production declined and the 'new bread' did not eventually enter the
markét; Reséaxch presently being done at the Soya FoodwResearch Centre
at the Cehtral_Agricultura} Research Institute,:Gannpruwa, suggests a -
breadﬁfortified with soya ﬁloux.pp-tb 12%, as aﬁ answer to partial

substitution_for wheat'flour.r,Such a loaf of bread, being enriched in . -

L")

protein is likely to lead to improvements in nutritional status.

Pulses\have Peen:traditioqglly consumed . and have beén an importants
source of nutrients cdmplementing ribe in the diets of the people. They
are rich in protein, containing twice as much as: the ceréais, and the-
amino‘acidfcomposition of pulse protein makes a mixed dietxof;both
pulsesﬁand:cereals gf greatér.uutritional value than a diét.of either
alone.:tAnimal pfoteins are eipensive'and their cést makes 1t

prohibitive to the low income level groups of the population. Pulges

| "We worked with a variety of flours, including manioc starch and flour,

rice flour, sorghum flour and maize flour and were able to show that
wheat flour could be safely substituted to a level of 10% with all the
above flours, excluding only kurakkan which was tolerated to a level _ :

of 6%" - Ranjana Curtis and Rathy Ponnampalam on Composite Flours, ' lﬁ
page 95 ~ CISIR Contribution ‘to Science & Industry - proceeding of

the 21st Anniversary Seminar, May 4-6, 1976. : -
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are a cheap ‘source of protein. They have an additional advantage of
being acceptable to both the vegetarian and non-vegetarian sections of

the community.

Cowpea is an important pulse crop, as it played a revolutionary
role in ‘replacing msoor dhaZ in the diéts of the people. Its
production increased when'the imports of the masoor dhal~uere'first
restricted and later almost totally banned. The issue of masoor dhal
on a ration SCheme’from'1977'had an impact on the production and
consumption of cowpea. The people who had been gradually weaned away -
from the masoor dhal eating habit were reintroduced to this pulse which
was very much liked by them; considered more palatable than cowpea and
also becausé it lent itself to easy and fast cooking. The distribution
through a ration scheme, the special feature of the provision of the
commodity to ‘the people, could have contributed more than 'availability ‘
per se"to its‘higher consumption and to adverse effects on the’ production
of cowpea. Masoor dhal issues are now being adjusted both quantumwise
and timewise to allow a free movement of cowpea inthe open market and"

thereby protect the producer of this crop.

1.2 PROBLEMS OF EXPANSION OF PRODUCTION

‘ ..increages in. the production of these crops over the years, even .
during the period of unprecedented expansion were essentially due to
increases in cultivated'extents. Shifts occur from one subsidiary crop
to another between correSponding seasons from year to year on the '
unirrigated 1and as well as on the 1rrigated lands growing subsidiafy ‘
crops during yaZa although the fluctuations on irrigated land are

unlikely to have much impact on total production.

Cerealsvand legumes continuedvto be groun~at.ver§flowhleyels.of:
management and the yields were: generally poor.” ‘There 'was not much .
evidence of interest among farmers :to produce more of these crops by

improving their methods of cultivation to realise the potential yields

of the. 1mproved varieties.“

1 A variety of Lentil.
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The apathy of the farmers:. towards . intensified cultivation was
generally attributed to the unstable nmrket fbr these crops.; The
major share of the produce was purchased by private traders, and both
consumers and farmers were of the opinion that prices wete being -
menipulated at the main wholesale markets and at the assembly markets in
the producing areas. . Such imperfections in the marketihg system adversely

affect production. ..’

These grains were: consumed - as a. food prEpared dire'tufrom the raw
produce after. splitting. the pods and . dehusklng.. Consumption was
restricted chiefly to the. producing areas. It was, presumed by. policy .
makers that- a demand .for.. consumption could be created among the urban
communities if these products were available in a processed form
. (egokurakkan flour) that would be convenient for preparation of food
and:alsowif_adequate knowledge be provided regarding the preparation_pf
;food from these products. Maize had:a demand beyond“thefdemand,torﬁw .
consumption as. human food. . It was used in the preparatlon of.animal
feed.; Soya-bean and :sorghum have been used in the preparation of .

: Thriposha.3

1 Markéting problems were ‘identified as a major “constraint - for ‘inereasing
production, ' W . . .

N. Vignarajah. - "Grain Legume Production and Research in Sri Lanka" =,
IAEA Technical Document No. 203 Page 56.

Sheldon W. Williams QI"Sri Lanka Soyabean Development Programme -
~%  Report" = No. 'l Page 2 e

2 Currently there is ‘a demand for soyabean too in the preparation of
animal feed. :

3 Thriposha is a _supplementary food composed of soyabean, sorghum and
wheat/soya ‘blend, which Had ‘been introduced through an intervention
programme of the Department of Health with the sponsorship of CARE,
for upgrading nutritional status of infants, pre-school children and
pregnant womeén/lactating mothers.  ‘The composition of Thriposha had -
varied from time to time and .at the time the study was undertaken it_
consisted of soyabean and sorghum as local cereal inputs, and a
preprocessed wheat/soya blend which was imported. 'The curremt trend
indicates an increasing use of .locally gtown soya in this programme.

€
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Hence, a low demand lack of knowledge of food preparations, and -
non availability of the grains in a form desired by consumers could be
conétraints to expand production. Besides: there were other problems
of a technical nature. Virus on green gram, parrot damage of sorghum,
and veevil damage in storage of grain of most crops, were some of the

identified problems.

How and to what extent did the knowm problems affect production and

what other factors hindered the eapansion of production were questions

 to which answers had to be sought in framing policies within the existing

framewak of the general policy of el sufficiency in food, £o extend
the praduetlion  of these -crops, '



*‘

Chapter Two .

THE. STUDY - SCOPE, OBJECTIVES AND PLAN

"The study was concerned with the expansion of production of coarse

grains and grain legumes within the frame work of import substicution

policies. The objectives of the study were to identify and examine

major problems that hinder the expansion of domestic productlon of these',w

crops. The study was undertaken with the following specific objectives

‘in mind:

1

1 To abma‘:‘afcn the paét trhends and me/éemt Auﬁuaa s An )LeApQCI of
the demard and Supply p ditions;

2 To ascentain the potential §a expan/.uon 05 prduction ad ,(den,t,(,éy
the spe ci fic agr manic and 40clo-economic factos that pwmote i
o adverse by a“eat p‘cadm:aon, : : : g

3 Tostudy the prossing facifities avallable at present ,adcertain
thein efficdiency of wenation and examine thein adequacy to meet
futwre demands; g ' '

4 Tostudy the ava&i’ab& man ko,tuxg channe& with a view to evaﬂuatuzg
thm nelizave e“&c&encg and the natune of the canne,tubcm-

5 To éugge/St nemed Aaf measunes fa Amm ouememt An the Aph?)LQA oﬁ
moduica‘/,(om , P ocessing and manketing. .

-Three principal coarse grains - kurakkan, maize and sorghum and
four grain legume.cfops.gfeen;gram, blackgram, cowpea and toor dhal
were covered by the study. Inltlally, it was. decided to- exclude
soya bean from this study es detail studles in respect of this legume h

were to be undertaken under the special projects of the Soyabean



Development Programme1 of the Ministry of Agriculture and Lands. At

a later stage, when it was decided to inelude so&a bean also in the study,

the locations for the survey of farmers had been decided upon, and
samples of farmers already been seleéted for the survey. It was
therefore only‘possible to accommodate this crop in the study by
including it in thé list. of crobs in respect of which information was
sought in the questionnaire.

Ah exploratory survey was conducted during October-Novetiber 1976 in
Badulla, Hambantota and Moneragala districts to gather background
information relating to the existing levels of production and problems
faced by the farmers in the production and marketing of kurakkan, maize,
sorghum, cowpea, greengram, blackgram and thanahal and the existing
facilities for processing these crops. Using this information,'

questionnaires were prepared for the main study.

The study consisted of,

1 A survey of farmers in two locations eech_within the four districts

and two locations within the Elahera Project Schemez

-2 A survey of traders, wholesalers and millers in the districts where

the sample survey of farmers were conducted, and

3 A study of wholesale and retail traders in Colombo
2.1 SURVEY OF FARMERS
Detailed aspects of agronomic and economic factors influencing the
stepping~up of production of these crops were examined in the field
studies conducted in Hambantota, Anuradhapura, Vavuniya and Badulla
districts during Feburary—March 1977. The choice of the districts was
guided by the’ consideration that the district should be a main area for

the production of one or more crops covered by the study. Anuradhapura,

1 UNDP/FAO/INTSOY/Sri Lanka Soya Bean Production Marketing and
Distribution Project - 1975
UNICEF/CARE/INTSOY/Sri Lanka Soya Bean Processing and Utilisation
PrOJECt - 1975 - . ‘

2 See map location of study areas - page32

%
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a major producing area of kurakkan and cowpea, was also relatively o

important in the prodﬁcrion*of'maize'and'édrghuﬁ;vaadulla was selected

 as a main‘maiZe growing area. Kurakkan was the other crop’ of some

importafiéé”in "this district.. Hambantota was ‘chosen to represent:mainly
greengram, and also maize'and kurakkaf. Vavuniyd, a predominantly -
blaéﬁgram area was the choioe for studying this crop. “Toor dhal was not
grown on a very large scale at ,the national level. The studies in the
dry zone district specially Anuradhapura were expected to cover this

crop too.”

The Agricultural Productivity“Committee areaS“(APC)lrwere chosen
within each of the four districts; the choice of the APC-areas being
determined by the relative importance of each in terms of their -
contribution to the production of the selected main crop in the district.
One Krushikarma:Viyapthi Sevaka (KVS) area each was chosen from the APC.
area selected for the survey. ‘Here again, the:choice was determined by

the relative importance of the area to the production of the main crops.:

In addition to the sample of KVS areas chosen according to the above
procedure, the'command areas of the Mahakanadarawa and Mahawilachchiya |
bank areas were also included as special domzins of study within the
Anuradhapura dlstrict. These tank areas were two of five schemes covered
by the Tank Irrigatlon Modernisation Project financed by the WOrld Bank
The programme envisaged a significant diversiflcatlon of the well drained
1ow lands ﬁnto crops such as maize, sorghum and pulses with a view to
optimise the ose;of the irrigatlon yater as one of its objectlves.' The
need for a study of the demand and marheting a;pects of maize and sorghum'
was observed and it was suggested that ARTI undertake this study along
with the Paddy Marketing Board.2 As the ARTI had intended to conduct a
study with a larger-coverage of crops as well as areas it was decided to

include these two areas in the study.

1 The APC was the institution that existed at the time of the survey.
The Agricultural Service Centre (ASC) is the current institution.

2 Sri Lanka:Appraisal'of the Tank Irrigation Meodernisation Project. .



The Elahera Colonisation Scheme which had been selected as a special
of growing field crops other than paddy in the iowiands during the yala
seasors, was chosén For dn extended study conducted during October- ' N
November 1977. The two KVS areas that were of relative importance in the
cultivation of grain legumes were selected from the Project area for the

survey.

Frames of farmers in the selected study areas were prepared by the
respective KVSs. The frames provided information on extents of each
crop grown by each farmer on lowland, developed highland and chena
respectively. The farmers were stratified as growers and nongrowers,

a grower being deflned as one who grew at least one eighth of an acre
of any of the seven crops originally selected for the study. Random
sanmples of the growers were selected from within each KVS area. In the
tank command areas random samples were selected independently from each
of two strata; the left bank and right bank respectively. The ‘sizes of

the samples were determined on the following basis:

1 10%Z or 30 whichever is more for p0pu1qtions of 500 or a lesser

L

number of growers.

2 50 + 5% of excess population above 500 for populations of more - .

than 500 growers.

However, in the tank areas the:maximum sample size for each bank
was fixed at 50. The total number of farmers surveyed in some areas were
slightly less than the‘total numbers selected. The selected sample

sizes and the effective sample sizes were as follows:

L 4
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Selected Effective

The information sought in this survey related to,

1  General characteristics of the households
2 Farm structure '
3 Crops grown

4 “Cultivation practices
5 Preferences for crops
‘6" Production costs . ,
7 Marketing - Disposal of products (channels, price, transport)
8 Storage ' :

9 Credit

10 Food consumption

11 Income

12 'Processing

22878 | B

‘District/ _ o _
sub-region ' , _ sample sample
of district Area size © size
Anuradhapura Palayakulama KVS area in )
~ Thirappane APC area 30 29
N Halmillakulama KVS area in ,
Nochchiyagama APC area 45 43
Mahakanadarawa Tank area - 100 - 82
\ Mahawilachchiya Tank area 86 79 -
L \
Vavuniya Chettikulam KVS area in
- ' Chettikulam APC area ‘ 35 35
Pavatkulam KVS area in :
Ulukkulam APC area 30 30.
Hambantota . - Gonnoruwa KVS area in
L :  Weerawila APC area : 39 38
o Magama KVS area in -.—. '
Yodakandiya APC area 30 30
;- : ,
Badulla Mapakadawewa KVS area in
e Mahiyangana APC area 30 30
Gemunupura/Tissapura KVS area -
in Ridimaliyadda APC area 65 65
Elahera Attanakadawela KVS 34 31 .
Special o . :
Project - Bakamuna KVS 30 27
~Polonnaruwa ‘ a
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Interviewing of farmers were done main1v by he Investigators of
the ARTI with some assistance from Investlgators recru1ted for thlS
purpose.- A special course of tralning of one weeks duration relating
the technical aspects of crop production siuch as cultural practices,
pest and diseases was provided to the Investigators at the Dry Zone ¢‘
Research Station, Maha Illuppalama. This training was in addition to the
training of the interviewing, perfectlon of questionnaires, and other
related work, The questionnaire was pretested before it was flnalised

for use in the study.

The field data collection was closelydsupervised by thejmembers of
the research team,1 complemented by a few other researchers of the ARTI.

The staff of the agricultural extension service in the study areas

. contributed to the conduct of the survey by identifying the selected

respondents, soliciting their participation and in building rapport with

them. N

2.2 SURVEY OF TRADERS, WHOLESALERS AND MILLERS IN PRODUCING.AREAS

Information on marketing and other trade aspects were obtained by

‘interviewing 10- 15 traders representing a cross section of traders engaged -

in marketing and milling activitles2 in each of the four districts in
which the farmer surveys were conducted. The Economic Assistants of the

Department of Agriculture selected the traders and conducted the

interviews, obtaining the required information through a structured

questionnaire.

2.3 STUDY OF WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TRADERS IN COLOMBO AND THE SUBURBS

Twenty wholesale and retail traders within Colombo and’ ‘suburbs were

contacted‘informally through the Secretary. 'All Ceylon ‘Trade Chamber

7

1 The team at the time of the farm survey consisted of 4 Research
Officers of the ARTI, and 3 Senior Officers of the Department of
gr1culture. ‘ |

2 The processing equipment in the study locations, were few and they
operated mainly on custom ba31s - The number. of millers interviewed
were insufficient to make a comprehensive analysis for studying the
processing facilities in order to meet the objective No. 3. listed
in page 9.

b
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and information on marketing and milling activities obtained through
‘Interviews which entailed indepth probing of issues that emerged from

the farm surveys, by a member of the research team.

2.4 LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

In the selection of study areas it was not possible to cover all
the major producing districts in respect of each crop due to limitations
of resoufces. Hence, districts like Monaragala, Kurunegala and Puttalam
were excluded. The inclusion of these districts however, would not have
altered the general picture in an appreciable manner except in that some
crops like sugarcane and groundnut were not captured within the range of

competing crops.

The field data of this study was collected on the verge of a general
election in 1977. Since then, changes have been effected in trade
policies and the domestic prices of commodities as well as the factors of
production have varied. Thus the costs of production and incomes in
particular,_may have also been subject to changes. However, it is felt
that the present work adequately represents the costs and income structure
as the yields/acre of the commodities and the composition of the input’
levels of the cultivation have remained almost the same. Thereforé, thé
absolute costs and benefits can be computed from the given data using

suitable indices if required.
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Chaptef Three

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PHYSICAL AND SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT,
AND OF THE FARM HOUSEHOLDS

The’main purpose of this chapter is to present profiies of the study
. areas in terms of some physical and'socio—economic characteristigs that
could either have a direct impact on farm production or by influencing
farmer behaviour and attitude have an indirect impact on it. The size
and structure of the farm land holding, and other farm assets are .

~ discussed in the subsequent chapter.

3.1 AGRO-ECOLOGICAL CONDITIONS

'The crops under study are mainly grown under rainfed conditions in
the Dry Zone. Reddish Brown earths are the most suitable soils for these
crops. Pulse crops could be grown on Low Humic Gley soils too 1f they
are dralned well The land area of Sri Lanka has been classified under
24 different categorles based on climatic, soil and topographical
characteristics.' The areas that are classed as DLI’ IL2 & IL3 in this
classification have been recommended for the cultivation of these crops.
The major characteristics of these agro-ecological regions are indicated
in Appendix 1. The study areas ideqtified by their agro-ecological

_classes are given below:

1 DL - Dry Low; IL - Intermediate Low; Suffixes denote sub
classifications.




: Agro-

District/ ‘ ' 1 ' : Ecological
. Sub-region Study area class
Anuradhapura - Palayakulama XVS -~ Thirappane APC | D.L1 . i
‘Halmillakulama KVS —’NochchiyagamabAPC" DL, | "
- Mahakanadarawa Tank Command Area DLj ¢
n Mahawilachchiya Tank Command Area 1 DL} -
Vavuniya . Chettikulam KVS - Chettikulam APC DL
Pavatkultm KVS - Ulukkulam APC T o DL,
' Hambantota : Gonnoruwa KVQ - Weerawila APC , l l .DLI, DLg
Magama KVS - Yodakandiya APC y t DLsg
Badulla Mapakadawewa KVS - Mahiyangana APC IL2
Gemunupura/T1ssapura KVS - Ridimaliyadda
AFC ' ILy
Elahera Special. Attanakaaawala RKvS- - ' Co DLy
Project (within .. Bakamuna XKVS .. . - S DL}

the Polonnaruwa
district) . .

3.2 SETTLEMENT PATTERNS |
, _ ) N
The study areas could on the basis of the Listory of their settlement

L XY

be classified as either settlements under colonisation schemes or purana
cfllages. Apart from Mahakanadarawa Mahawilachchiya and the Elahera )
%pecial PtOJect colonlsation schemes which were included in the study
for special reasons, Pavatkulam and Cemunupura/Tlssapura are also
settlements under colon1sat1on schemes. The Pavatkulam KVS area lies
mainly within the Pavatktlam Ta rommand nrfq.zﬂ Femunupura/Tissapura

| KVS 1is a settlement w1thin the Nagadipa Colonisation Scheme.vahe other

six study areas are trad*tlonal Villages.i

3.3:”ETHNiq.GRoUPs' ) |

Ethnically, the populations of the samples of households’ from the *
. study areas of Hambantota, the villages of Anuradhapura, the

G

X

1 Whetever a KVS area was chosen from within a selected APC area in the
district, the APC area iz also indicated.

2. 26 of the 30 farmers -in the Sample were from® the Tank’ Command area.

Ay Py
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yahawilachchiya Tank Command area, and the Elahera Special Project area

were entirely Sinhalese.

l. Mahakanadarawa is a predpmingntly Sinhalese settlement a;ga,jﬁitﬁqu
few Muslim and Téﬁil families concéntrated in a few tracks. Ihe:sampl;'”
of households fromlﬁhis_qrea.consisted of Sinhalese, Muslims and Tamilé.;
Of the two study areas in Vavuniya, Chettikulam was inhabited entirely

by Tamils and Pavatkulam by Sinhalese.

3.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS - Survey Findings

The discussions that follow are based on the findings from samples .
of households that cultivated one or more of the crops under study and -
would therefore relate to households of growers of the c;ops,,and not .
necessarily to that of all farm households in the area. .

'

Profiles of the study areas are presented in Table 3.1;‘-

i 3.4.1 Household size, Sex and Age;Compositibn of the population . . -

The .average farm household size varied slightly around 6 persons per
household from area to area. Slight deviations’from this value were_;u-.
observed in Gonnoruwa whére the average household comprised 5 persons: and
in Palayékulama, Mahakanadarawa, Gemunupura/Tissapura, Pavatkulam and

Bakamuna where households were larger, with an average of 7 persons.

. The sex.raﬁio of males pér.lOO females was close to the national
average-of 106, in most areas. The notable exceptions wgfé.@onnoruwa,_
Bakamuna and Attanakadawala with comparatively very high ratios of 138,.-
133 and 123 respectively followed by Mahawilachchiya and Chettikulam
with ratios of 119 and 116, and Halm@llakulama with a ratio of_98,7

where males and females were almost equal in number.- : R A,

In most areas the age-wise distribution of the members of the farm

households followed a similar pattern, with 30-40% aged less than 14

!

.

1 75 Sinhalese, 6 Muslims and 1 Tamil. T
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years, around 21-25% between the ages of 14 and 20, 30-40% in the age
group 21~ 50 years, 4- 10/ aged 51-65 and less than 4% aged over 65.

The relative preponderence of children (less than 14 years) in
Gonnoruwa and Gemunupura/Tissapura (43 4% and 47.8% respectively) with
a depre851on in the youth population aged 14-20 years, and the compéra—
tively smaller proportion of youth in Attanakadawala accompanied by a
greater proportlon of elders (51 years and over), present deviations

from the geheral pattert.

The potential labour force, defined'as the persons comprising thé
conventional working age: group, 14-65 years, was low due to the high
proportion of children; in both Gonnoruwa, and Gemunupura/Tlssapura
forming 56 & 52% respectively ‘of the total population. In the other
areas it ranged from 60-697%. (Appendix 2) '

'

3.4.2 Educatlonal background

The age of entry to prlmary school during the perlod 1975 to 1977

was 6 years. Hence, the formal educational atta1qments of the population

aged 7 years and above have been considered for evaluating the educational

background of the study areas. Those who had been to school and studied
in the primary classes (Grades I-V) but were unable to read and write
were classif1ed along with those who had no schoollng as 'illlterates

for this purpose. o - ' ;

The proportion of illiterates, proportion of persons with G.C.E.(OL)

and higher'educationsl‘qualifieetions and the peak concentrations in the
distribution of the people by their educational‘quélifications were

con51dered together, in assessing the educational status of the study

areas which were ‘broadly categorlsed i relatively very high, high fair,

low and very low in educational status. (Table 3.1)

]

1 The distribution of the population of the Rural sector at the Census
of Population 1971 was as follows: less than 15 years - 40.1%; 15-19
years ~ 10.7%; 20-49 years - 36.6%; 50-64 years - 8.2%; 65 & over -
4.4%,

&
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Pavatkulam1 and Chettikulam fall at one end of the scale being rated
as very high and Mapakadawewsa at the ofher end being classed as very low.
The study areas of Elahera and Palayakulama in Anuradhapira could be
categorised as high and the settlemeht schemes of Anuradhapu;a as low.
The remaining areas were gonsidered,fair according to the_élass;f;cgtion.

The study areas, viewed from the educational level of their fa j;rgl
generally exhibit a pattern which correspond well with the classifiﬁation
based on the educational -attainments of all persohs in the houséhold!
except in that the farmers of Elahera Project area were at a lower ieveiu

than the farmers of the area that had been classified as faif,:

3.4.3 Activities of the Farm Households

An examination of the major activities of the members of the:
households indicate that those who were not primarily engaged in.any
activity that provided an income or profit either directly, or indifectly
by contributing to the work of the household, farm or business enterprise,

generally formed 35-45% of the population. This group considered as

- dependents, consisted of students, and the unemployed. In Gemunupuray/

Tissapura with its high proportion of children, the dependent group was E
predominant (55%).

- A ran-working member deriving an income from any source other than
employment would be classified as a dependent, since an activity
criterion excluding use of any income:criterion was the basis of the
classification adopted. However, such instances were rarely observed
in the sample. Housewives have been treated as being engaged in ‘an .
activity that contributes an indirect income to the household and

therefore classified as employed.

Students formed almost one third of the population of Gempnupura/,

Tisé&pu:ai They contributed between 16% to 28% of the population of the

1 The four households that were outside the .colonisation area had a very
high percentage of persons who had GCE(OL) or higher qualifications
(40.7%). Excluding these households, the colonisation area still
fitted the picture described above. Ref. Footnote 2 in Table 3.1.



other areas. The unemployed, who were either invalids or persons who were
too young or too‘old to work, varied between 15-24% of the population from

area to area.

'vThevuﬁémpioyéd who wete seeking émﬁloyment Weré‘very'few and
cohstituted not more than 3% of the population in any area. . The highest
7/ . [ L i : !
number of 10 and 6 were reported in Geémindpura/Tissapura and Magama

respectivgiy;

The available labour force defined as comprising of persons who ~%
were aged 10 and above,l and were either employed or studying or were
" fit and williﬁg to work constituted about 65% of the pOpulations'ofﬂ' :
Gonnoruwa and Gemunupura/Tissapura; thé areas with a high propo}tion of
children, and 71-79% in the other areas. The use of a very low age of
10 years'in the definition of the available .labour fqrce necessarily
introduces a fairly large component of\students into it. This component

however, varied from 14-30% from area to area.

The ‘min occupations of the enployed were centred on the household
and tts farm Fafmers, Helpérs in the farm, and Housewives constituted
(17-29%) , (16-34%) and 17-23%) respectively of the total available labour
force. The first two groups comprised (41-58%) while all threé groups - -
formed (57-78%) of the population. Non-agricultural occupations were
pursued as a main occupation by only‘é very few in each area. 'The largest
number of white collar w0rkers (8), forming 5% of the available labour -
force, was observed in Pavatkulam2 confirming the relatively high
educational level observed in the sample from the aréa. The dnemployed].
seeking employment did not form more than 4% of the labour force in any

area. : '

1 The. lower. age limit for employment was taken as 10 years and not 14

’ years for this analysis as it is not uncommon for children between the.
ages of 10 and 14 in rural households to involve themselves in farm -
work or trade or other activities of the household. Four children
below the age of 10 years of whom 2 were from Gemunupura/Tissapura were
reported as mainly occupied in helping in the household farm and 25

. .such young children who were students helped in the household farm (11

from Gemunupura/Tissapura). An upper age 1limit was not specified as
even: persons aged above 65 years worked in the farm or trade. The too
old to work age limit was therefore subjective. ’

. ? N N
2 Five of the 8 white collar workers were in three households falling
outside the colonisation area.

R
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A socondbry activity was engaged in by about 40-75Z of the avallable

labour force in all areas except 1n Pavatkulam where the corresponding

- proportion was 29%. Secadary aotx.\wtx,eé Were madn £y howseho&{ o0

farm baAQd in afl aread. A significant contribution as a helper in
household work (24.1%) was reported in Chettikulam. As there was no
evidence of many trade or other household business activities in this
area, the activities mainly relate to the general household work. It
is possihle that such activities, could have been discounted in other
areas and thenon~uniformity in reporting had contributed to a séemingly
different situation in Chettikulam. '

A detailed -analysis of the available labour force by both their
major and secondary activities provide insights into aspects such as how
mmy and who of the household rembers hire out their labour for work
mn agrtculture and Llikewise, participate in the work of the household

farm, .

Supply of Hired Agricultural Labour

It is of interest to note that very few if any, of the mem bers of
the f&rnrnouseholds were nuzznly engaged as agrzcultuwal Zabourers. The
highest'number of agricultural labourers reported was in Chettikulam

where they formed about 5% of the avallable labour force

The secondary activitles however indicated that the households of
Mapakadawewa, Mahakanadarawa and Mahaw1lachchiya had hlred out a high
proportion of their available labour force for work in farms outside
their own. Chettikulam, Halmillakulama and Palayakulama too showed
evidence of contribution, though of a lesser degree, to labour outside
their own farms. It was mostly agricultural operators, and the household
farm helpers, and to a lesser extent the housew1ves who hired their

labour as a secondary occupation

Thus, cons1der1ng the proportlon of persons engaged elther mainly or
secondar1ly as agrlcultural labourers as a crude indicator of the
available supply of agricultural labour for work outside the household
farm Mahakanadarawa Mahaw1lachch1ya and Mapakadawewa emerge as areas

with a relatively high supply, Chettlkulam, Halmlllakulama and
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and Palayakulama as areas with a lesser supply, Pavatkulam, Gemunupura/
Tissapura and the villages of Hambantota as poor supply areas and the - .
Elahera Project as an area with\no 1abour to spare for work outside o
the farm. (Tab1e31) R | | Sy

. o o : S

Household Farm Labour - SR
Farmers .

In most of the study areas, the total number of persons’ engaged

in farming as a primary activity exceeded'the'total‘numher of
' households. In these areas therefore there were instances of

more than one member of the household Operating separate holdings
constituting: the household farm. In contrast, the operation of
"the farms of some households was dependent on farmers engaged in
' farming as a secondary activity in Halmillakulama, Chettikulam and

Pavatkulam. Such farmers were mainly white collar workers.

More than 70% of the farmers who were primarily agricultural ,

operators in the Elahera Project and the areas of Hambantota.did

not engage in any secondary activity. In Mahakanadarawa,

‘Mahawilachchiya, Mapakadawewa and. Chettikulam farmer participation
in secondary activities was very high. In- Chettikulam the = = | e
highest percentage (20%) reported help in household. activities as -
.their _secondary activity. Even if this activity is discounted,

...Chettikulam yet falls within the group of areas where farmers

participation in work outside the household farm is high

D Three of the four areas of this group emerged as farm labour .

" surplus areas in a preceding analysis. The fourth area, Chettikulam, .
along w1th Halmillakulama and Palayakulama were ‘also considered
as shrplus areas though with lesser ava1lability of an agricultural
1aboir for off farm work according to this analysis. An examination

of the proportions of farmers primarily engaged in farming who

A~

hired out their labour in. agriculture support the f1ndings of:the.,.
-, earlier analysis in that Mahakanadarawa, . Mahaw11achchiya and . DR

_.Mapakadawewa had,surpluswlaboqriin their farms. Of the other. .. .

= O

areas only‘Halmillakulamauindieated a similargavailability.ofh o

labour among farmers, for agricultural work outside their farms.
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Farm #elpers

The majority (73-94%) of the farm helpers in the household farﬁ,:
who regarded this activity as their main occupation did not eng;gg.
in other activities, except in Mapakada&ewa and Chettikulam..ulf _J.
help in household activities, a strong component in Chettikulam, . _
is discounted, this area acquires a greater likeness to the-o;heél “; 
areas than to Mapakadaweda. Hiring labour in agriculture outsidem

the household farmwas the secondary activity of most of the fanm
hefpens who .empage in a secondary aétivity. |

Additionai help in the farm provided by these engaged in othef | o
occupations were mainly from housewives who formed 25-40% of the L
total numﬁer of persons helping in the farm. Housewives were almost‘;;;
invariably farm helpers too. 80-90% of those who considered -
household work as their primary-work; were engaged in work in the
hopsehold farm. In Chettikuiam the corresponding proportion was

slightly lower (727).

Students' contribution to work in the farm was noteworthy in.:
Gemunupura/Tissapura. The student farm helpers formed 317% of the
total force of farm helpers from the houséhold; 427 of those engaged
in helping in thé farm as a secondary activity:and 50% of the
students in the available labour force.

The necessity for such partic1pat10n of the very young in this

area,1 could be due to insufficiency of adults for farm work; ‘
childrep constituting almost half the population. The students of
Pavatkulam reportedly had not worked in their household farﬁs.

Whether this reflects the cause or effect of high educational level

of the area, or no need for such additional help or an 1nvestlgational
lapse, needs further examination. Among the other areas,
Mapakadawewé,_the Elahera Project areas, and_Magama had more thap

10% of the student labour force for assistance in the farm.

1 The high participation of students below !0 years too in the
household farm work in thlS area has been already mentloned




Farm Work Force

t

The survey does not provide sufficient information to study the .
-labourisupply from the household to the farm, in relation to the total .
work force in the farm, and the demand of the farms at existing levels ¢

of management. The foregoing analysis is therefore summarised here
focussing attention on some salient characteristics of the supply of .

. labour to the farm from the household.

Farmers engaged in farming either as a main or secondary activity,
farm helpers who consider their work as a main activity and housewives.
who work in the farm, could together be considéred as the 'core farm
workers' from the households. It was observed that this core group
varied between 2.7 to 3. 9 per houseliold from drea to area (Table 3.1)
With additional help provided by other members of the_household, the
average labour force per household farm for the study areas ranged

from 2.9 to 4.5.

Both the ‘core group'land the 'total farm work force' were

relatively high in the Elahera Special Project area; the colonisation

*;s

areas with large holdings of lowland as well as other land, and in
Magama. In the study areas of Vavuniya where the educational level = ' -
‘was very high, the core groups included farmers who were primarily
engaged in other occupations. While in Pavatkulam additional help
from students and other members was negligible, in Chettihulam a -
substantial amount of help was drawn from others, with studentsualSO
contributing. This may be because almost 30% of the housewives)in
Chettikulam were outside the core group. Students provided; additional
'Ahelp 1n a substantial manner in Gemunupura/Tissapura as the proportion

gof the adults in the popula*ion was low.

The pattern'of'barticipation of household members in the work of
. their own farm therefore, “suggests that 3 to 4 adult members of whom =

generally 2 were males and one a female were regular workers, and other

members of the household were drawn in for assistance as and when the
necessity arose. The number and category of persons providing help in
farms varied from area to area depending on size, age structure of '

household, and educational and employment status of the indiv1duals.
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3.4.4 Household Income

Information on annual income obtained through single-interview
surveys is generally considered to suffer from shortcomings due to the
reliance on respondent recall and also sensitivity of the respondent
to questions on income. In this survey, only the off-farm incomes and
gross incomes from livestock were sought directly from the respondents.
The gross incomes from each crop grown in the farm veére computed, based
on the production and average elling price reported by the household.
When a farm«* had not sold h1s produce, the average selling price of
‘thiscrop in the area was used to compute the crop income. Errors due to
recall lapses could have played a part in the reporting of information
on production, specially when it related to the season prior to the
season in which the survey was conducted and in instances where househdlds
cultivated many crops on their land holdings. A note on problems encouné

tered in computation'of incomes is given in Appendix 3.

Consideriug both the average annual gross incomes, of households,1
and the distribution of these incomes the Elahera PrOJe areas and
Chettikulam emerged as relatively high income areas: The average incomes

" of these areas were around Rs. 17 000 to Rs. 19,000. 96.2%, 83.9% and
62.9% of the household of Bakamuna, Attanakadawela and Chettikulam res~
pectively had annual incomas exceeding Rs. 7,000 and hardly any (3% or less)
had incomes of Rs. 3,000 or less. Households with incomes of over Rs. 20 000

ccmprised 23/ to 387 of a11 xouseholds in these areas,

Gonnoruwa and Magama with average incomes of Rs. lO OOO and Rs. 7 000
respectively and about 50-55% of the households having incomes above
Rs. 7,000 and about 15% or less,hﬂving less than Rs.3,000 could be considered

as high incom2 areas. Palakulama with average incomes of about Rs. 8,000 and
about: 452 having income of Rs. 7,000 and-above, too would fall into this

a—
-

1 Annual Income refers to Income received during Maha 76/77 and jala 76
for all study areas excepting the Elahera Project Study areas. For the
Elahera Project the reference year covers Maha 76/77 and Yala 77.
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~area.

Pavatkulam presented a problem in classification The overall
average income of the area was about Rs. 8,000 and 45% had incomes
above Rs. 7, 000 and 27/ had incomes less than Rs. 3, ,000. On closer
examination it was observed that all four households which fell outside
the colonlsation area had 1ncomes of more than Rs. 7 000. Excluding
these four households the average incomes of the households of the
colonisation area was Rs. 6,400 and only 38% of them had incomes of more
than Rs. 7, 000. . Of the other areas, Halmlllakulama Mahakanadarawa

and Mahawilachchiya had average incomes of between Rs. 5, 000 to

Rs. 7,000, Mahawilachchiya differing from the other two with a lesser

proportion (15. A) of households having less than Rs 3,000, This may
partly be explained by the paddy incomes of each household being

‘aeSLgned a constant value; the average value of the area. (Ref.

1

Appendix 3). y
As the Pavatkulam KVS is mainly composed of the colonisation
area,‘based on the income status of the colony this area could be
classified along with Halmillakulama, Mahakanadarawa and Mahawilachchiya
as relatively fair income areas. Gemunupura/Tissapura with an
average income of around Rs 4 000,37% being less Rs. 3, 006 and only

14% having an income more than Rs. 7,000 could be classed as a poor

<\
Mapakadawewa would be considered as a very poor area; as the

average income was only about- Rs. 2,000 and 60% of the households had

.-incomes;below_this level, 77/ incomes less than Rs. 3, 000 and only

3% had 1ncomes_ofimore than Rs,_7l000.

Sources of Income
In the three very “high income areas, the three high income areas

and also the poor income area of Gemunupura/Tissapura a very major share

' of the total gross income- (82—90%) was derived from the household

farm. In the colonisation areas of Anuradhapura and Vavuniya and also
in Halmillakulama the contribution from the farm varied between 70—80%.
Even 42% of the very low average income of Mapakadawewa had been
derived from off—farm activ1t1es, pointing to 1ow productivity of

the farms, -and the resultlng dependence on.. off—farm activities for

supplementing the low farm incomes.

L 2

® e
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'The ‘extent 'of involveméﬁt of farm househdﬁds in non farm activities,
'(Téble 3 1) an& ‘the iricomes derived frod them varied: widely'between

4,0
.97, . . e e - e oy v e Lirl e . ..
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areas.

“'In the very high incomé areas of thelEIehera~Pr6ject; only

" “about 354 of the households had off-fafm iﬁeomes. “But the:reporting

houséfd1ds oﬁtained ‘average incomes of Rs! 8;446:and Rs. 43611 in

."Bakamuna and’ Attanakadawela respectively.T’Gemming was engaged:.in

by households in both ‘areas and incomes of Rs; 10,000 -and Rs.:30,000
from' thisiactivity vere reported by single households in Attanékadawela
and Bakamuna respectively. Hiring carts and tractors in, Attanakadawela

‘Taﬂd hiring buffaloes' in Bakamuna too brought in high incomes to

the households éngaged in these activities. 75-83% of the.off~farm

' "jncomes 'in these areas were derived from such -activities."

1t e et
o ih'cbntraét“t6:these'hreas'there was-a’ greater involvément of
households “in off-farm activities' (712) in''Chettikulam, the other
high. income area. The'average offfarm income per such income

earhing household was much lower (about Rs. 2,700). Small incomes .

"' of less than Ré. 1,000, as well as'larger incomes of Rs. 4,000, and

above were almost' equally fréequent. " Incomes were mainly derived
froﬁlagﬁighiturélwlébbur,:éhd'white“cdllér work which accounted
40% & 24% of the houseliold income réspectively. - The only. income

" ‘above Rs. 7,000 was reported from a business activity. -

“'[4’ Gonnotuwa “a high incoiie area, 42% of the households had
incomes from off-farm activity. Such incomes ranged from Rs. 500
to .over Rs. 10,000 with the highest concentration in incomes of {

less than Rs. 1,000 and the average- income was Rs. 3,800. The -

.. contribution of;white:collar-workere,wasnglmqst half the total

" off-farm incomes in the area and households incomes from this

source varied from Rs. 4,300 to Rs. 9,300. A pension of Rs. 10, 800
was alsaq. reported. 63% and .76% .of .the. hquseholds in, Magama and '

- Palayakulama respectively derived incomes from off-farm activities.

......

The average incomes were around Rs 1 800 and there was a heavy

concentration of incomes of less than Rs. 1,000. Most householda‘
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in Magama derived incomes from agricultural labour but a few
“incomes from tractor hire contributed highly to the average"
.income of the area. Though all major sources contributed .equally
..to the income of Palayakulama there was also evidence of a large

proportion of households deriving income from relief- WOrk-ig.”

_ In all. the. four fair income areas a. very high proportion of
'A{thq hOUSeholds derived incomes from off-fatm work. - The low off—farm

E;incomes of Halmillakulama, Mahakanadarawa and ‘Mahawilachchiya

g%were derived mainly from agricultural labour with. non-agricultural

A_-labour includiﬁg relief work also contribdting a. fair share. .

. .Incomes. from white collar, empioyment accodnted for about one ;:

., third of the off-farm income of the areas.; Hiring. carts and e '
gprayers provided incomes ranging from. about Rs, 130 to. Rs. 1 200
for a few households in Mahakanadarawa and Mahayilachchiya. Though
100% of the households had derived,igcomesffrom”ogf-farﬁnactivities
in Pavatkulam the average off-farm incomes for the area was low;
the high income derived from white coliarfemployment accounted

_for almost half of, ‘the off-farm. incomes of the area. and the colony

derived the off-farm income from relief work.

Among the poorer study areas, households uith‘off-farm iucomes
.of more. than Rs. 3,000 hardly existed, and the majority of . the
off-farm income earning households had incomes of less than
Rs. 1,000. Only about 45Z of the househqlds.ofﬂqemunupura/

Tissapura derived incomes from off-farm work. The average income

per reporting household was very low and.uon-agriculturalvlabour
including relief work provided the 1argest,share:of off-farm

dncome in this area.

Farm incomes-.

The farm incomes of the very ‘high -income areas viried very slightly

R e

BTSN

Payments made in kind for work provided to farm households as a
. relief measure, specially during: periods of poor cultivation due -to
‘climatic conditions. Relief work. however was not reported specifically
as a secondary activity by households. . v

| K
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ffom one another. Chettikulam had the highest income of Rs. 16,900
and Attanakadawela and Bakamuna Rs. 14,900 and Rs. 16,000 respectively.
Among the high income areas, Gonnoruwa derived the highest average
income of Rs. 9,000 from the household farms, and the incomes of

the other areas varied between Rs. 5,600 to Rs. 6,400. The fair
income areas maintained a similar relative position even in a -
grouping based only on farm incomes. (Table 3.1) An analysis of

the farm incomes by crops is discussed in the next chapter on

Farm Characteristics.

3.5 SUMMARY

:'Tﬁéffbregoing analysis presents a picture of the varied farmer
communities cultivating these crops, -AE one end of the spectrum is a .
community characterised by very low levels of education, high availability
of labout for work out51de farm, low opportunity cost for labour and
hence very low incones from both farm, and off-farm work in Mapakadawewa.
At the other extreme are the Elahera Project communities with relatively
high levels of educatiou earning high incomes from agriculture and also
a high opportunity cost for labour in secondary activities such as
gemmlng Chettlkular lies close to the rich end of the spectrum,
while bemunupura/Tlssapura is near the poorer end, and the other
comminities lie within shifting, locatlons slightiy when viewed from

different angles.

An analysis of the characterlstlcs of the household farm in
Chapter Four enlarges. th picture of each area presenting the features
of the agrchltural env1ronm01tq in which the crops are cultlvated
The behav1our1al patterns of the farmers and problems encountered in

the production and mar&etlng of the crops are studied in the llght of

" these variations.



A7

LOCATION OF STYOY AREAS

B CHETT/KULAM  KVS iN CHETTIRULAM APC

B PAVATXKULAM kVS

N UL UKKULAM ﬂ:B'CE

N ' .

4

PALAYAKULAMA KVS

IN THIRAPPANE APC
KALMILLAKULAMA KVS

IN NOCKCHIYAGAKA APC
MAKAKANADARAWA TANK AREA
MANAWILACKHCHIYA TANI AREA

. #' l'
.o N3 r
o
o
<., : @
s VAVUNIYA
At -]
s HSTRICT )
~
" A
‘& o=t % P
.v'ed“’. °.' [ ’
,..,l e Y 2
4 “a - . »
* B
_;i" R > * . 3
t X .
£ { wz :~.r r oS $2 4 was LA
% i « ANURADTABURA F?
N 5 £ IS TRICT :
éﬁ?ﬁ % &.’-J.bn.
). 7aEE : Poa,
% p - C W
}g i ’ ’*‘ - ,’
H } s i ‘ . &
B "o o POLONNARUWA
We S
At 3 nure BISTRICT
i ‘g . A P
3 a -~
\ '{a»""t “; <l 4
!
E . t e ® <o ¥,
X W .y
' K4
g & &, .
i : : P
"X s :
i s
L L4
i 1 BAGCLLA
H - .
i oo BISTRICT.
. L
‘ Y .
._ d ¢
<, :
' b R
T Y
. ' ..‘ "
\

o
A&

*
¥

‘MSTRICT,,

A

R ALV
s avy"
: el

oy HAMBANTETA 7

VB ATTANAKADAWALA KVS B
IN ELANERA SHECIAL
PROTECT

| BAKAMUNA KYS

N ELANERA BEECIAL

PROJECT ‘

@ MAPARADAWEWA KVS &

IN MANIYANGANA APC §

B GEMUNUPURA [
TISSAPURA X¥S §
"IN RIDIMALIVADIE APC

YORTS

B 4

Gt

EONNGRUWSA KYB
IN BMEERAWILA APC
i@ MAGAMA XYS
IN YORAKANDIYA APC

+

.

[ 3 -



i
| i
- . ' i
- |
) o 7 o ) o ) ) S ) |
. _ _ - - ,_ i - - - _ - B . . . - _i -
' | o - - - - - - - - —_ - —
. i
Yt , . . : . 33,
_ Table ’ A ' S : : ' PROFILES OF $TWOY - asgas'") S
» . ot N . N . L . S : . . ,
io's'rmcf STUDY AREA SPECIAL. GROUPS P -MMPMC JC_KMMCYEMSHCS A H HOUSEHOLD FARM =~ | wORK FORCE FROM THE. HOUSEHOLD . : s , , KOUSEHOLD ANNUAL GROSS  INCOME
a e g ; —— " ) - - —
’ Pattern of Ethnicity Size of N/F Ratio anrlbmlonu) ,Level of Average number of Core workers Other characteristics of farm Supply of Income status Farm income Off-farm lncome
? ; : /Setctement ‘ Household by age Cducation wofiers/household ez et farmers and farm helpers Aari. labour sased on aversge : Fortentage of  Level oF  Vercentage  Rain activities
L . ' ; .qu ! Core., dvailavle | ' - for work incomes and tota! income average of house- contributing to
) rkers Worker labour force ! outside distribution of d
) ) hold dariving the income
: H/h farm income Income
: Anursdhapura Palayakulaing Purae Sinholesé 5.9 109 A Fair . 3.8 3.3 65 Household farms operated by fuli-time farmers, _.Fale Wigh ' 8l High " 66 Agricultural snd
vilidge . ] sbout 40% of whom engaged in secondery ; - : agricultural
~ . : sctivities, student psrticipation in farm work Tabour
e C - : ‘ N . was high. . .
Wafini § 1k lini Pikand Sinhdlese 5.1 98 A Fiit 3.3 029 67 5% of the farms are managed by part-time farmers; Falr’ Falr ' 75 Pair ) Agricultural and
. village full-time formers only about 1/3 participeted - novagricultural
. in other sctivities; students Involved in fara labour and
: ‘ . , work to & fair extsnt, ' ‘ rellef work
Mahakanadarawe Settlement slnholcu( ) 6.6 103 A Low 3.9 3.4 69 Full-time formers’ involverent In secondary High Falr 69 Poor 87 “
with a small ) < ocecupations as agricultural or non-agricultural ;
proportion labour 1s high, Students help in the farm to
of Muslios falr extent.
and Tamils ;
Mahavilachchiya Settlement Sinhalese 6.4 11} ] A Low 4.0 3.5 73 . Only sbout & third of the full-time farmers T High Fair 8 Pair .91 "
' Involved in secondary occupations as labourers - ~
'f'_ students involvement in ferming was fair.
Vevuniya Chottikulan Purans Toml ) 5.9 16 A Very 3.5 2.7 $9 “ 1§X farms mpnaged by part-time farmers, high Fair Very high 90 Very high n Agricultural
village high : degree of engagament in secondary activity ) M tabour and
" by the full-tima farmers, high student white collar
involverant, housewives involvement less than work
: f ) in other areas. . -
Pavatkulam Settlemant Sinhalese . 6.7 103 A Very - 3.6 3.5 70 Part-time farmers operated the farms in the Poor Failr €9 fair 100 Agricultural
includes a ‘ high ' - purena villages and the farms in the colony were labour in
small part : operated by full-time farmers. About 1/3rd of colony
& of & purana . these farmers of the colony engaged In s dary white collar
village activities. Students hardly involved in farm work. workers in
Hany farm helpers are involved In other activitles village
L 4
L 3 . : : _ .
Hambantota Gonnoruee Purana Sinhatese 5.4 138 Preponderance Falr . 2.5 2.7 12 Ho part-time farmors; farmers' Involvement in - Poor High 8y Nigh 82 White collar
- village of children N pecondary activities was low. (203 participated) work and pension
- with depression i
In youth .
population o i
. W1 . ’
Ragare :t‘n":t: Sinhalese 6.1 106 A Foir 1 3.7 n ALl full-time farmers averaging 1.37 per Poor High 8 High 6 Agricultural
3¢ . ., household. About 30% had secondary occupation,- - labour
R " student participation wes failr. )
b ! f © Poor Very poor <8 Ve r 93 Agrfcultural
- 3.9 3.3 No part-time farmers. Full-time farmers . i . ry poo '
Badulia Mapakadavens Purana Sinhalese 6.1 107 A ‘:::' ' 7 engagement in secondsry occupation as - labour, non;
- village agricultural or non-agricultural labour ﬁho; g
rallef work
. was very high. Poo . - N . f
‘ P H- ¢ bout 433 of whom . Poor r Poor S Agricul turdl,
Gemwnupure/ Settlement " Sinhalese 7.0 110 Preporiderance Falr ]‘ 5.0 2.9 63 Fu “‘":,\ Soconda : . . non~agricultural
Tissapura : : of children . o | 929 J - labour and -
with depression ! relief work
in youth i
population )
. ' Ivel wion | 8.2 3.6 7 AV) full-time farmers, about 1/3 of whom Very poor Vory high ] Very high 35 Gesming, Miring
Elahera Atcansiadawale Sottiement Sinhatese 6.2 il mﬁ ;:oy rtion o engaged in secondary activities. Stugents of Carts
Project f youth Rtb a perticipation was fair.
reater propor- i :
. g‘lon of :lg!% ! . :
Very poor Yery high 8 Yery high » Goming, Hiring

Sakosuny

Settioment

Sinhalese

1.4

13

A

High .5 3.9

70

1 full= f rg, abgut 303 af whom
» :e:;nd:l?ac:mt s T atoTvemont Of students high.

of buffaloes etc.

(1) Scales used are relatives based on the Internal evidence of the survey In all Instances.

e 3 w»

P

) (2) Aversge distribution: Yess than 14 yrs 30-40%; 1A to 20 yrs 21-25%; 21 to 50 yrs 30-40%; S1.to 65 yrs A-10%;

1
+



http://agricultur.il

35

Chapter Four

THE FARM' - STRUCTURE, LAND USE, ASSETS AND INCOMES

The survey findings in respect of the size, composition, tenurial
aspects and pattern of use of the land holdings, other farm assets and
farm incomes are analysed in this chapter. The analysis was designad
to provide additional dimensions such as land availability, access to
farm machinery and implements, tenurial status of farmers, cropping
patterns and farm income to the pfofiles of the study areas. Attention‘
is focussed on farmer behaviour in the use of his land and an attempt
made to understand the behaviour. A discussion of the crop preferences
indicated by farmers is however deferred, to be considered along with A
the comparative advantages in growing these crops in Chapter Six. The
discuséions that follow have been summarised to present charécter ‘

sketches of the farms in the study areas, in Table 4.1,

4.1 COMPOSITION OF THE FARM BY TYPE OF LAND
4.1.1 Availability of lowland

Reflecting the land alienation policies of the colanisation
2
schemes, almost all farmers in the samples  from the study areas of

the colonisation schemes had access to lowland (Table 4.1). Lowland

1 The farm relates to a household and not to an individual operator.
The 'Household farm' has been defined as the agricultural land
‘holding of the household; ie.all agricultural land owned by the

. household and land rented/leased in or encroached on by any member of
the household for cultivation purposes. The term farmer too is used
in this and the succeeding chapters in the sense of a one to one
correspondence with the household farm. :

2 Only ] farmer in Mahakanadarawa, 2 in the colony of Pavatkulam and .
1 in Gemunupura/Tissapura had no lowland.



formed about 60% of.the total extent of the farm holdings o6f Elahera

Project area and between 46 . 50/ in the other areas.

'Among the purana villages, with the exception of Mapakadawewa
and Gonnoruwa lowland formed 40 -45% of the total farm areas,‘boing
available however to a lesser proportion of farmers (70 <85%) in
comparison to the areas of the colonisation schemes. Lowland was
least available to the farmers of Mapakadawewa and Gonnoruwa, with only
a little over 507% of the farmers in. each of these areas having access
to it, and forming(about 30% and 15% respectively of the total farm
area. |
4.1,2 Unirrigated landlvand its components

Unirrigated land compfises developed highland and land uhqer
chana cultivation,vchena land formed more than 50% of the operational
unirrigated land holdings of farmers in the_atugy areas of the
Anuradhapura district (Table 4.1). Pavatkulam presented a similar
situation. Chettikulam however differed from the above areas, in that
>'developed hlghland was the dominant component which accounted for about

80% of the total unlrrigated 1and area.

The importance of <hena cultivation in the study areas of
Hambantota district was indicated. About 75 -78% of the unirrigated

land holdings was chena land. In Gonnoruwa where lowland was scarce,

chena land was the predominant component (67%) of the total farm area,

and in Magama it claimed a slightly higher share (43.8%) than lowland.

In the areas of ihe BRadulla districr, developed highland was
* P b4 ‘

‘more pronounced than chena land. The Elahera Special Project areas-
. * |

"1 The term~}Unirrigated land' is used here in the sense of a contrast to
lowland and therefore includes all highland and cherna. As highland and
chena are mainly cultivated under rainfed conditions, they have been

. referred to as unirrigated land. The survey included either whole . v
or part of 8 highland holdings repérted as normally cultivated under ]
irrigated conditions, but during maha 76777 part or whole of some of
these holdings had been cultivated under rainfed conditions. Therefore, bl
these 8 holdings have been included under 'Unirrigated land' in all A4

the discussions.
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stands out as an -area where chenag land formed a negligible component in
terms of the total holdings, but formed about 15 -20% of the unirrigated
land holdings.

4.2 AVERAGE SIZE OF LAND HOLDINGS
4.2.1 Total land holdings

The average farm sizes varied between 6-15 acres with a éoncentra-
tion around 8 acres among the study areés of the Dry Zone districis
(Table 4.1). Chettikulam had the highest average of 15 acres followeq
by Pavatkulam and Gonnoruwa with 11 acres. The lowest avérage of‘6
acres was recorded in Halmillakulama. In the other areas the_holding_

sizes were about 7-9 acres. The lesser availability of agricultural

land to the Intermediate Zone farmers is expressed in the lower average

farm sizes of the study areas of Badulla district (Mapakadawewa 6 acres

and Gemunupura/Tissapura 4 acres).

The avefage sizes of the lowland and highland components of the
farms in four of the six settlement areas, conform or prévide a near
approximation to the pattern of allocation of landl to the settlers
in these areas. While the farmers of Attanakadawela had an aierage
holding which was smaller than the original allccation by 1/2 acre
of lowland and 1/2 acre of highland,2 the farmers of Mahakanadarawa and
Pavatkulam3‘reported an average lowland holding with 1 acre more than

the allotted holdings.

1 Elahera Project - 5 acres lowland and 3 acres highland _
Mahakanadarawa, Mahawilachchiya and Pavatkulam Tank areas — 3 acres
-lowland and 2 acres highland. ° ’ '
Nagadipa Colonisation Scheme (Gemunupura/Tissapura) - 2 acres lowland
and 1 acre highland. :

. 2 'Fragmentation of holdings,in Attanakadawela could have resulted from

perhaps accommodating a second generation of farmers. Enlargements of
lowland holdings in the Mahakanadarawa and Pavatkulam areas could

have been achieved by unauthorised leasing arrangements and encroachments
of the reservation areas. Though some Mahakanadarawa farmers had
explicitly stated having gained.control of land through private léase
or encroachments, none in Pavatkulam repbrted such instances. However,
as the mode of control of land had not been specified for about 7%

of the total extent of lowland in this area, it is possible that this
land could have been acquired through lease or encroachments.

3 Though the overall average size of lowland in Pavatkulam was &.87 acres,
the average for the farmers within the settlement area was 4.37 acres.
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4.2,2 Unirrigated land holding

Gonnoruwa and Chettikulam in comparison to the other areas had
very large unirrigated holdings (Table 4.1).' Ih Gonnoruwa, the average
size of the wnirrigated holdings with its high chena component was |
‘9.6 acres. 79% of the farm holdings were greater than 5 acres and
93% of ‘the land was in these holdings (Table 4.2). 57% of the land
was in holdings of more than 10 acres. The distribution of the land by
size of holdings’ in Chettikulam presented a similar picture of concentra-
tion on 1an&-in large sized holdings, except in that the average size '
for Chettikulam was smaller beiﬁg 8.2 acres and the holdings were
siightly more dispersed. 52% of the holdings were greater than
5 acres and contained 79% of the total unirrigated land and 54% of

the land was in holdings of more than 10 acres.

Though the average size holdings were around 4 to 5 acres in the
study areas of Anuradhapdrﬂ and in Magama, concentrations of holdings

were observed .in both smaller than average and larger than average size

groups. -

The holdings of Mapakadawewa showed a peak concentration in the

size group of more than 3 to 4 acres, and the average farm size was

3.9 acres. In Gemunupura,/Tissupura the holdings weie small. 93%
of the holdings wece less than 3 acres, and about 1/3 were less than

1 acre. The average size of the farm was around 2 acres.

The Elshera Project area being a settlement area with hardly any
access to cheng iand, the average unirrigated holding in the areas.of
this project as expected, centrzd sround 3 acres; the niform allocation

of developed highland in the settlement.

" On inﬁestigating whether ‘étmers who cultivated only unirrigated
land had access to larger exLean ‘of this land in couiparison to lowland
farmers, in order to compensate for lack of lowland, it was found that
the converse. was true in Chettikulam and Gonnoruwa and there was no
appreqiable_difference betwéeh thé.twé g{ouys in the other villages
(Table 4,3). The lowland farmers of Chettikulam had a distinct advantage

over the others, even in their acgessibilityfto unirrigated highlghdt

®»
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They had on the average 4 acres more than the other farmers. The

farmers of pure unirrigated land forined 28.5% of all farmers. 1In

. Gonnoruwa too, where as high as 50% of the farmers were without lowland,

the lowland farmers had larger holdings of unirrigated land with about

1 acre more than the pure unirrigated land cultivators.

4.3 TENURE OF LAND
s . .-
The majority of farm households in the colonisation areas of

Mahakanadarawa, Mahawilachchiya and the Elahera Special Project repbrted
their land, both lowland and highland as allotments under the ﬁéﬁd
Development Ordinance. In Mahakanadarawa however, only 59% of thg;_“_'
total lowland'WASJreported as L.D.0. lands and 30%'bfuéhe hou;ehoids

with lowland holdings, owned lowland. In Pavatkulam, 67% of the lowland
and 797 of the highlahd were reported as either under Crown lease or

land granted under the LDO, ahé 27% of lowland was solely owned;a

little more than half of the owned land beiﬁg owned by the four households -
outside the colonisation area. ~The major share of lowland as well as

highland in Gemunupura/Tissapura was under Crown lease.

In the purana viii;geé of'Aphfadhapura and Vavdniya,-mosé of the
lowland holdings in€luded solely owned land. 76%, 70% and 68% in
Chettikulam, Pala&akuléﬁa andiﬁsimillakgléma respectively. Where
highland was concerned, the tenurial pattern differed from one area to
another. " While Chettikulam exhibited aArelatiGEiy high degree of
ownership (52% of land was 6wﬁéd).around 1/3 6f the highland in both
Palayakulama and Halmiliékulama were'encroachéd land. Land obtained
under Crown lease and the LDO schemes were of more importance in
Palayakulama than in Halmiliéﬁﬁiéma. Sole Bwﬁefship of 23% of land by

1 A tendency to use the term LDO and Crown lease interchangeably have
been observed in most surveys conducted by the ARTI. However, the
marked difference observed in the categorisation by the Gemunupura/
Tissapura farmers in favour of Crown lease as opposed to LDO in the
other colonisation areas could indicate some difference in the
conditions of allocation of land.

I
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31% of cultivators was reported in Halmillakulama. Joint ownership was

a feature which emerged in Halmillakulama.

A distinguishing feature of the tenurial aspects in the areas of the

Hambantota district is the high: prevalance of lease or renting of
private land. Lowland under private lease or rent was a very significant
component (64%) of all lowland in Magama and though less significant,
yet formed the highest _proportion (3277 in Gonﬂbtnwa. -In both these
areas about 20% of the lowland was solely owned. Land under Crown lease

and encroachment formed 26/ and 11%Z of the land in Gonnoruwa.

nghland under .private }ease_rcontributed about one fourth of the
total highland in Magama. Slightly more than 1/3 of the highland was
 solely owned. Im contrast eneroached land was the major'component (437%)
of the highland fallowed by land under Crown lease (324) in Gonmnoruwa.
Joint ownershlp of 154 of the highland was observed in Gonnoruwa. The

only other area where joint ownership was reported was Halmillakulama.

The tenurial pattern'df lowland in Mapakadawewa accentuates the low
avallabllity of lewland to highland farmers in the area. '36%'05 ghe total
of 53.5 acres cultivated by 17 households (50% of the sample) was
owned by 3 hqnseholds. Enctoached land_cultxvated by 6 of the 17
households conttibuted a fair proportion (23%) of the total lowland
area. In highlands too, encroached land accounted for about 1/4th of the
total land area. Land under Crown lease and LDO schemes were more

prevalent formlng 367% and 31% respectively of the land.

The entire chena land was reported as encroachments in all areas
except Magama, where 23% of the chena land was reported as having been
obtained land under Crown lease. N

-

4.4 LAND USE x

In all'studj ateas; with the.e#ception‘of the Elahera Project, the
crops under study were grown only on highiand and éhené, As already
indicated in Chapter. Two, the Elahera'Project area was selected mainly
to study the cultivation of coarse grains and grain legume crnps under

irrigated conditions in lowland during yala. Information relating to
. . /

L)
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crops grown was collected in respect of yala '76 and maha 76/77 for
the main study, and in respect of maha 76/77 and yala 77 for the main
study, and in respect of raka 76/77 and yala 77 for the extended study
in Eiahera.'.Cultiﬁation in the highlands and chenag were almost

entirely under,rainfed conditions.1

4.4.1. Cropping of lowland

Lowland cultivation was mainly confined to the naha season in -
most of the study areas (Table 4.1). It was only in the Elahera Pr03€ct
area that the availeble lowland was cultivated extensively»both in maha
lowland was cultivated extemsively both in maha 76/77 and yala 77. ==
Among- the other colonisation areas Gemunupura/Tissapura had a very high
cropping intensity of 93% and Mahawilachchiya an intensity of 74.4% -

during maha 76/77. Cultivation was extremely poor in Pavatkulam SRR

during both mihq and yala. (Cropping intensities of 6% and 5%
respectively). The survey data in respect of Mahekanadarawa presented a
picturexof very poor levels of cultivation during both seasons.. The!“
situation may have been little better in méha 76/77 than what was

depicted by the survey data.g

In Chettlkulam where the lowland holdings were large in comparibon
to all areas and was mainly cultivated under rainfed conditiems, there
was a high degree of nm~utilisation of land (634) even during maha
There was hardly any cultivation in yala. Both in Gonnoruwa and
Mapakadawewa the small extents available were utilised very highly -
during maha In yala, there was a fair utilisation of the .land in

Mapakadawewa.

1

1 Though & farmers (hahawilachchiya 2, Pavatkulam 1, Chettikulam 1,
Gemunupura/Tissapura 1, Attanakadawela 1 and Bakamuna 2) reported
irrigated highland in their holdings, only 5 farmers reported
cultivating either the whole or part of these lands under irrigation
during maha 76/77. Of the others, the holding at Gemunupura/ -
Tissapura was cultivated under rainfed conditions while the rest
were not cultivated. During the yala season only two of these
farmers reported cultivation under irrigated conditions.

2 Refer footnote 4 of Table 4;1.




4.4.2 Cropping of dnirrigafed land

During maha76/7j‘with the exception of Elahera, 70-90% of the
total available land had been cultivated with annual and seasonal’
crops.1 The‘cropping‘intensity~in Elahera was around 47% (Table 4.4).

Around 1/4th of the total available land was cultieeted'during yala

176 in the study areas of Anuradhapura and Vavuniya but the percentage of

farmers who cultivated during the season varied widely between 37% at
Chettikulam to 74% in Halmillakulama (Appendix Table 21). There Qas

very little cultivation in the Badulla and Hambantota,dist;iets‘dering
yaZa'?B. The cultivated land in Gonnoruwa (11%) and Gemunupura/ |
Tissapura (7%) were shared by 50% and 227 of the farmers respectlvely..
The situation in Elahera during yala'77 was similar to that of the

areas of Badulla and Hambantota during yala'76. Cropplngllnten51;1es

in Attanakadawala and Bakamuna were 1.7% and 12.5% :respectively.But 227 of

the farmers in Bakamuna had cultivated during yala.

Developed Highland

The developed highland area was cropped extent-wise to an jntensity .

of at least 75% of the available land only in Chettikulam, Mapakadawewa
and Gemunupura/Tissapura, and that too only in #ahg (Table 4.1). o
Pavatkulam had the next highest“crbppingvintensity of 64.5%, in mﬁha.
In the study areas of Anuradhapura, Hambantota and the Elahera
Project, developed highland was wnderutilised. Even in iﬂaha”notimore
than 50% of the land area was cropped-with annual or Seasonal'crobs.z
A fact that is noteworthy for later discussion is the wnder utilisation
of Highland in the Mahakanadarawa, Mahavilachchiya and the Elaheré
Special Ehogecf areas, and to a lesser extpnt in Pavatkulam too; all
settlement areas in which highland formed on integral part of the land

alienated to settlers for development.

1 .The cropping intensities-and extents dlSCuSSEd under this section’ and
the next, refer to cropping of annual and .seasonal crops.. Part of the
. .developed hlghllnd could well be underperennial crops and therefore
utilised. :

: There was no evidence of the entirety or even half the remalnlng area
. being under perennial crops.

(o> ]
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Chena land

The chena férﬁ of cultivation is more prevalent and is dominantingly
so in most areas is borne out by the fact that available cheng land
‘is utilised to a much greater extent thah highland. Cropping
intensities of chena land in maha is more than 90%, (exceﬁtioh
being Attanakadawela in the Elahera ProJect area). Even in ; .

yala when cultivation was at a low key there had generaliy been a

greater utilisation of cheng land in comparison to highland.

A comparison of the ratio of cultivated extents of chena land
to highland, with the corresponding ratio of available land,

indicates the relative importance of chena cultivation in each area

(Table 4.4); It is once again evident that chena land plays a very
prominent role in the cultivation of unirrigated lands in the

Hambantota district and a role of a lesser prominance it Anuradhapura

and in Pavatkulam. It is of interest to note that in dreas ﬁhéfé*'"”

developed highland cultivation was dominant, the ratios were almost
equal reflecting the stable nature of the highland cultivation in

these areas.

4.4.3 Crops Grown
Mixed cultivation

. A special feature of cultivation has to be considered, in studying
the pattern of diversifying fhe use of unirrigated land. It is a
customary pnactice to grow more than one crop on a plot of land, not
necessarily in isolated portions, but spread over the entive élot. This
practice has been iong established specially in the cultivation of chena

-lands. It had been observed that maize was very rarely grown as a mono

_crop in some areas. The advantage of the height of the maize plant,

facilitating harvesting operations and also providing shade for other

- ¢xops which thrive better under shade, is exploited in this method of

mixed. cultivation. Chilli plants under maize, with other crops such as

1 The, reported extents. of the available chena holdings, which are moatly

encroachments, would relate closely to what the farmers ‘usually
cultivated or had planned to cultivate during maha This partly
explains the high cropping intensities on these lands.
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kurakkan and vegetables grown on the same plot, was a common sight in

Mahiyangana and other areas of the Badulla district.

This practice was not reported in Palayakulama, Pavatkuiema and
in Elahera Project areas (Table 4.1). Among the reported areas it was
least prevalent among the farmers of the colonisation areas in the Dry
Zone and also Halmillakuiama, and Gonnoruwa. Though about 40-50% of the
farmers in the other areas of Anuraahapura, Vavuniya and Hambéntota
engaged in this practice, the extents involved in comparison to the total
extent cultivated was not very large. Mixed cultivation was of sufficient
importance in the areas of the Intermediate Zone, where concentration

was on maize cultivation.

Crop Adoption Indicators

Crop adopLion or selectiv1ty, 1ndexes could be based on farmers
growlng the crops, and extents of land devoted to the- crop These

crop adoptlon 1ndicaLors would partlally reflect the eultabllity of

each crop Lo the phlecaT env1ronment and also the socio~economic

- levels of the farmers. B

L I

The phenomenon of mixed cultivation presented prdblems in .
ascertaining the extents of land devoted to each'crop.‘ The farmers:" . '
were requested for information on the amount of seed used in respect
of each crop: on their mixed cropped holdlngs and the seed rates usually
adopted by. them.; Based onnghgs,lnformatlon the hypothetical acreage
for each crop grown on the mixed hoiding was computed, and the total
physical area of the ﬁolding was apportioned in proportion to the

hypothetical acreages.

The Crop Adoption Indicators, one based on proportions of farm’
households growing the crops, and the other on extents cultivated under

" each crop, exhibited a pattern specific to area, season-and type of land.

4\._‘ ’

1 It was observed that a very few small holdings with more than two
or. three crops may also have been treated as mixed holdings whenever .
the fa:mer was unable to report the acreage under each crop.

. 3
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The dlscussions that follow relate to the cropping patterns of
the study -areas during maha and yala, and have been summarised in

Taole 4 1, dep1ct1ng crops grown by 30% or more of the farmers as the

'maln crops of the area and ranking them according to their contribution

to the total cultivated land area.

Maha season.
In- the Anuradhapura District, cowpea was the most widely grown :

“crop in the developed hightland, claiming about . 20~50% of the cultivated

extents in the study areas. It was cultivated in 75-807 of the highland -

holdings of'the settlement areas, andvabout 40Z of the holdings’ in’ the

~villages. . Manioc too was:grown as extensively. as cowpea in Halmillakulama

and Mahakanadarawa, by aboutAAOZiof,the highland households. '-Chilli-was
equally important as cowpea in Palayakulama and manioc followed them.
Maize followed either Chilli or Manioc iniall‘thesefareasgﬁhut figured as
the second most widely adopted crop in Mahawilachchiya. ‘Kurakkan though
of less importance than maize exteritwise, was grown.by_l3-262-Ofpthe
farmers in the different areas. :Manioc which was grown widely during the -

period immediately following world flour shortage is not of much economic

significance in the farms. Discounting this crop, ehzll< appeared to- be

the major- competitive crop.of. cowpea: in the highlands.

Kurakkan, chilli and maize were the main cropa.of the;chené,_
lands of this district with chilli having pride of place in Halmillakulama,
the traditional'area forvchilli, kurakkan in Palayakulama and :
bmhakanadarawa, :and maize in Mahawilachchiya.r -Cowpea came fourth in
all areas and was cultivated by 52-60% of the chena households and
covered 12~15% of .the total cultivated area. Blackgram gained the
attentlon of the chena cultivating households and claimed an equal
amount of land as cowpea. in Mahakanadarawa. 25% of the households in

Mahawilachchiya grew vegetables..

. The overall picture of crop adoption in Anuradhapura district
was coloured more by the chena land utilisation pattern An _Anuradhapura
as this form of,cultivation was more pronounced than cultivation on. ., .
developed highland in this district. The main crops. of the wzirri Qted
land in this district during maha were kurakkan, chtllt, maize. and.
eowpea; chilld being dominant 'in Halmillakulama. A large percentage of
households (more than 60%) cultivated each of the four crops in all areas.
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, The Yavuniya district stands out as an overwhalmingly’ blackgram
area. All farm households in Chettikulam and 97% in Pavatkulam had
grown blackgram during maha 1976/77; 80% and 74% of the total cultivated
land respectively had been under this crop. B lackgram was the modt
popular and mdely grown crop both in the developed hzdzlands and in
chena. The average crop holding was 6.0 acres ranging from 1-22 acres
in Chettikulam and 4 acres ranging from 2.5 to 19 acres in Pavatkulam.

Greengram was grown by about 45% of the farm households in Chettikulam and

cowpea by 50-66%, in both areas. But these crops claimed extremely
small proportions of the total larid.area. Kurakkan 1is another crop
that was grown by more than 50% of the farmers in both areas, but its
coverage of land was noteworthy only in respect of the chena lands.
. : |
Judging by the prdportion of highland farmers growing the crop,
maize, greengram, and vegetables in both areas, cowpea in Gonnoruwa

and chilli in Magzma were the important crops in the developed

highlands of Hambantota . Eatentmse however, kurakkan and cotton in

Gonmorwwa, greengram and chzllz and to a lesser degree vegetables, in

Magama emerged as the important crops in the developed highland. .

Thus, greengram and chilli'unequivocally were the important‘ crops- of the

. highlands of Magama and in Gonnoruwa, kurakkan, cotton were important

areawise.
ol

Almost all chena households ( 91.7%) in Gonnoruwa cultivated
cotton on extents averaging around 3 ecres per crop hdldingf, ‘and cotton
extentwisé too was the predominant crop. Chilli was grown' by a fairly
large proportion of the households in this area and 1;anked along with
kurakkan as the second most important crop extentwise. Chillt was the
most undely adopted crop in the chena lands of Magama with all chena

'farm households growing it in average holdings of 1.6 acres and the crop

claiming nearly half the total cultivated land. Kurakkm and greengram
were ‘the other widely grown crops in Magarma. Though maize and cowpea
were also grown by a fairly large proportion of famere in both areas,
these crbpé did not contribute substantially to the total extents
cultivated. ‘A similar situation prevailed in respect of greengram 1n

Gonnoruwa .

L S
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"In Hambentota too as in Anuradhapure the overall picture is !

impressed by the chena land situation. Cotton and chilli emerged as the
most 1mportant crops of Gdnnoruwa and Magama respectively chilli and .
kurakkan in Gonnoruwa and greengram and kurakkan in Magama were also of

suffic1ent importance. -

Mhzze was the most popular and wzdely growm’ crop in both f?g:
hzthand and chena lands of the study areas in Badulld, Cowpea was
next in’ 1mportance to maize in the highlands of Gemunupura/Tissapura.,:
Paddy occupled a fair extent of the ‘highlands ranking next to maize in
Mapakadawewa. Though manioc was grown by about 40% of the highland
households in both areas, this crop did not figure as an 1mportant crop
extentwise. Greengram and vegetables in both areas, and chillies 'in /
Gemunupura/Tissapura were.also grown by a fair proportion ofiithe- fatmefs
though here again their contribution to the total cultivated. bxtenﬁr’

were small. L . ' N RE euf

Next to matze, kwurakkan was the most popular crop among the |
chena farmersofﬁboth areas’ and also claimed the next highest portion
of land though. to a very muéh lower extent. Greengram was pOpular with
the farmers of Mapakadawewa, though large extents of land were not A
devoted to these crops. A@# was also grown by a fair proportion: of
chena farms in both areas. Highland being the dominant component of land
in the study areas ‘of Badulla the cropping patterns in.these areas- ‘were
1nf1uenced more by the patterns prevailing in the highlands. Maize was

outstandingly the main crop of the area.

. Chena farming was of not much significance in the Elahera P?ogect
area and did npot warrant a separate analysis. The hihland cnoppzng
patierns tHddicate cowpea to be the most popular and widely igeown crop:. |
in both study areas. ‘Maize, manioc and .gingelly were also grown by a -

fair proportion of farms in both study areas; chilli fn Attanakadawala

and groundnuts in Bakamund toé were fairly popular. For the entire
unlrrlgated land, cowpea stood out as the most popular and widely grown
crop 1n both areas, though ‘extentwise paddy was also equally important
in Bakamuna. Chilli in Attanakadawela and gingelly in both areas also:

seemed fairly important among the crops grown. : : -:;n;u

1 Limz bean.




The picture presented'bj the survey findings though not very

- gimilar to what is depicted by the available district level statistics on

extents of land cultivated under each crop during maha 76/77, was in
close agreement in respect of at least the most extensively grown crops of
the different areas. The survey areas of Vavuniya however, did not
reflect much cultivation of groundnut which according to the districs
statistics was the extensively grown crop next to Blackgram during the

season.

Yala Season

Highland and chena cultivation. during the yala season was very
restricted in almost all areas, more so in Badulla and Hambantota
(Table 4.4). Even those farmers who cultivated, concentrated only on

a few crops.

Gingelly was the most <important Yyala crop in all the study
areas of the Anuradhapura district. This crop was“slightly favoured in
. . the highlands of Palayakulama Cowpea was also grown by a few farm

. households in the other areas. ‘

In Vavuniya, gingelly was the only crop grown in the chena
land and almost eselusively the crop on highland. "It is of interest

to note that blackgram was not grown during yala.

Meneri was the crop of zmportance m the chena Zcmds of
Gonnoruwa. The number of farmers, and extents cultivated during Yala
in the highlands of Gonnoruwa, and in the unirrigated 1ands of Magama
were far too small to base any observations regarding the relative

importance of crops.

The extent of cultivation during yala in Badulla was extremely
‘low so that the question of what was the main crop did not arise.
However, the option of all or most of those.who cultivated, was for

gingelly.
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+iIn the Elahera Project area there was no cultivation on chena -
land and hardly any on highland during Yala. Grain legumes and other
field crops were- cultivated along with paddy on the lowlands. 4

- noteworthy feature is that almost all farmers in both study areas

cultivdted’badﬁy;”dbvbting; about half the total lowland to this crop.
This is.of relevance to.the policy of promoting the cultivation of
subsidiary food crops; specially pulses in the paddy fields dhrzng
yala. Armong the subsidiary food crops, chilli was the " cerop mostly

© favoured by the farmers. It also occupzed the largest portion of the

land besides - paddy, in both areas:.

The study areas of Anuradhapura and Elahera Project area

reflect the pattern that prevailed at the district level.

L.b. b Crops' Contribution to Farm Income

" The gross incomes from each crop grown in the farm were obtained
as indlcated 1n Chapter’ Three,l and it may be recalled that paddy
incomes of most households in Mahakanadarawa, Mahawilachchiya and the

. Elahera Project were 1mputed values based on the average of values

reported for the area. However, this is not likely to seriously affect
the magnitude of - the averages. o
Table 4.5 sets out the composition of the farm incomes, by paddy,
coarse grains and grain legumes, other crope and livestock. The groes .
annual farm incomes during the relevant reference -periods of the étudy

areas varied between Rs. 1 ,215/- and Rs. 16, 868/—

The farm incomes of the areas categorised as very high income.

"areéds were also relatively very hign and varied slightly from one

another.2 The ‘two areas of the Elahera Project derived 60% of its gross )

£4¥m ™ ircome from paddy and another 30% from crops: other than coarse .

- grains and graln legumes, malnly ch1111 ' Coarse cereals and pulses,

1 Houéehold'income - page 27; "and Appendlx g, T

2 Cnawter Three, Farm Incomes page 30
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mainly blackgram, contributed to half the income of the Chettikulam

farms and pa.’dy contributed zbout 37:. of the income. >
A very wide gap was observed between the group of very high income -
areas, and the‘hext group, Gomnoruwa, Magama and Palayakulama - in the .

magnitudes“of farin incomes. The latter group had incomes tanging from
Rs. 6379/- to Rs. 8962/-. It was cottonm, that 'iﬂb'stl"y contributed to
tﬁé_gross farm iricomes of Gornoruwa. In Magama too, cotton provided a
faif contribution being next to paddy which accounted for 46% of the famm
incomes of the area. Palayakulama resembled the other areas in
Anuradhapura, where paddy, coarse cereals, cowpea and chilli figured

as important contributors to the farm'income.

In Halmillakulama chilli emerged as a main contributor to the farm

income blackgram provided the largest share of the incomes of Pavatkulam.

Rice cultivation was of very poor coverage in this area during the

reference period, and therefore contributed only about 1/5th of the

total farm income.

Paddy provided the main share of the poor or very poor incomes

L Y

of the farmers in the study areas of Badulla.

Thus paddy was eithen. the main oo a sdgnificant providen of zthe
faum gross Ancame Ain afmost allareas ,- Gennowwa and Pavathuts -
ptouad&ng,the,exceptagné In Pavatkulam cultivation of paddy was of
very poor coverage during the reference period and in Gonnoruwa cotton

accounted for about 60% of the farm income.

It is noteworthy :that while average household incomes from coarse
grains and grain legumes varied between about Rs. 900/~ to Rs. 1,900/~

in the areas .of Anuradhpura and Hambantota in the Dry Zone and between

- Rs. 324/- to Rs. 475/- in the areas of Badulla, the farmers of

Chettikulam and Pavatkulam gained very high incomes of Rs. 8 930/- and
Rs. 3,847/~ reSpectively from these crops mainly due to blackgram
cultivation. The Elahera households derived only about Rs. 1,400 -

s

Rs. 1,700 from thejculti#ation of these erOps, mainly greengram ..
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A comparlson of the average farm incomes of: households having no
control of lowland w1th households having control of: lowland in the

village areas, shows the 1mportance of paddy in the: ‘village economy

‘(Table 4 6) _ Households w1thout paddy land are in a disadvantageous

position in not ,being able to.derive sufficient incomes: from the
cultlvatlon of unirrlgated land, even in areas 1like Chettilkilam and
Gonnoruwa where highland cultivation had yielded good incomes to the
other households In fact the widest gaps in incomes between the two

s:groups vere observed in these two areas. It may be recalled that in

both Chettikulam and Gonnoruwa, farmers without control of lowland were

‘a signlficantly large group in the farming community and had lesser

access to even the rainfed land for cultivation than the paddy farmers.l

" In almost all areas, households without lowland derived a major or

high share of their incomes from off-farm work In Mapakadawewa where
incomes were generally very poor the plight of such households was
pathetic with average income of about Rs. 1,300 per anmm 79% of which
being derived from off-farm work. Thus paddy fand farming causes a
cfeavage <n tho_ agm&cu@twnak docdety in Lowland-scarce areas; the

. cultivatons of onty unirnigated Land are vintuatly agricultunal Labounens

and have an ‘economically uzﬂefz,um slatus. - Unless an economically
efgledlent and stable nainged farming system on highland which can
dtand on its own and even compete with a system dncluding paddy Land
can be deuefoped ‘the ‘economie and social conditions of pure h(.ghﬂa.nd
and chena cu&twa,tou WLLE continue to be the same. -

4.5 FARM ASSETS '

The pattern of: ownership of ‘machinery and 1mp1ements and draught_
animals .reflects the levels of affluénce of farmers and also provides

a crude indication of levels of cultivatlon in an -area.

.4.5.1 ; Machinery and Implements

'f Tractors were owned by at least one, but not more than four

: househdblds in Palayakulama 'Mahakanadarawa, Chettikulam, Gonnoruwa,'

Magama Attanakadawhla and Bakamuna. Two szF??“f°¥?f"he¢1a5r§¢t°¥ﬁ*-W
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1 Chapter qué”-7§5gé“§8, para 1.
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reported, (4 in'all) were in Chettikulam. Attanakadawala reported
ownership of another one, along with 3 tWo-wheel tractocs. Two-wheel : v

tractors were mostly reported in the study areas of Hambantota'

-Gonnoruwa(4) and Magama (3). Thus Chettikulam, Attanakadawala,

Gonnoruwa and Magama exhibited a relatively high ownership of power

driven equlpment.

20% of the households in Chettikulam and 10% in Pavatkulam owned
water pumps, while in all other areas the owning households if any,

'did not exceed 2 and, ranged from 0-7% of the total number of households.

Ownership of ‘water pumps could point to the practics of lift irrigation

‘in“thesé’ areas. ''But irrigation of highland was reported by only one

farmer each in these areas. In Chettikulam, all lowland was reported
as being cultivated under rainfed conditions and the water pumps if
serviceable, may have found its use in the supplementary provision of

water for the paddy crops.

Of the equipment used for seeding and in protection measures for »
. crops, seeders and dusters were non-existent in almost.all the areas.
The only seeder and the two dusters reported by the surveyed households 4 a

were in Attanakadawala. : : "
"Sprayers however, were tound in large number in the Elahera.

Project area; nearly half and one third of the households in Attanakadaweia

and Bakamunalrespectively owned them. Among the other areas, this

equipment was reported by more than 10% of the households only in

Chettikulam, Gonnoruwa, and Magama, (20%, 13%Z and 13% respectively).

Whether the sprayers were power driven or manually operated was not

ascertained in the survey.

The mammoty was the implement owned by almost all households in

-all the areas. The Elahera Project area was well equipped with Iight

Tron pZoughs with 2 and 3 ploughs per owning household in Attanakadawala

and Bakamuna respectively. The other areas where 1light iron ploughs :
seemed to be of some significance were Mapakadawewa and Gemunupura/ -
Tissapura where 23% and 10% of the households respectively owned this -

equipment. iVoodén ploughs were owned by more than: 40% of the
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‘relatively very large COmpared to-ailldther areas.
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householdsﬁih Mﬁhawilachchiya, Palayakulama; Halmillakulama and
GemuhupuralfisSapura (72%, 527%, 44%,and 437 respectively) and to a
lesser extent in Chettikulam (25%) and Pavatkulam (107%).

4,5.2 Draught animals

A very high proportion of the farmers in Attanakadawala (87%)

‘and'Bakamuna (83%) owned draught animals, mainly working buffaloes.

The next highest prdportion obtained in the settlement schemes of
Anuradhapura and Vavuniya (43 -63%). Though the villages in these
districts ‘had a lesser proportion of households owning animals (21 -31%)

the average nimber of animals owned per reporting household was relatively

high In Gemunupura/Tissapura only 17% of the households owned draught

4animals, whereas the corresponding figure for Mapakadawewa, was 37%,

Only a few households owned draught a®iimals in Gonnoruwa and Magama, -

the villages:Of'Haﬁbaﬁtbta. In Mapama™the avérage herd.size was' . - -

s

The type and quantity of farm assets in‘households would depend

‘largely on their incomeés and.on the typeé of cultivatiomdene in their

farms. The Elahera Project farmersi'€ultivated large extents of lowland
under wéll assured water conditions in both mahka and yala with
resulting high incomes and ‘the’ area had received concerted extension
efforts over a long period’ of time. - This could explain the very high
rate of ownership of 'sprayers, iron’ plbughs and draught animals in the

study areas under thlS proJect. e

In the other colonisation areas 'too, the relatively high rate of =7

ownership of woodeﬁjpihﬁghs:and"br“dfaught animals could be attributed io

to the prevalence ‘of lowland cultivatlon as the major component of i 2=

farming activitles.

The pattern of ownershlp of 'implements observed in relation to the
composition of the farms by type of land, suggest that highland and -
chena cultivation under rainfed conditions in most areas, may not be .

utilising draught or tractor power.-
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4.6 FARMER BEHAVIOUR IN THE USE OF HIS LAND

- Three aspects of farmer behaviour in.the use of his’'land, that merit

attention and some discussion at this stage, relate to undérutilisatiohq

of highland, choice: of crops,. and cultivation of subsidiary food crops. .

in lowlands during yald..

4.6.1 Why underutilisatlon of highland7

Questions that have emerged from the pattern of extentwise land
use are l\(hy do. eultivators in most areas, spechZy the settlement .
areas of the dry z2one, ‘underutilise their highland and, wherever. forest
land; is available in the vieinity prefer to cultivate chena? If forest
land: was not. available, would.the farmers have mde better use of their .

"

highland? -

In order to understand the general phenomenon of underutilisation

of highland, the varied farming conditions and systems have.to.be . .

‘examined closely and analysed to identify the_factdrs contributiné
to it. '

The well assured supply of water under irrigation combined with.
large lowland holding of 5 acres, ensure stable.paddy farming in the
Elahera Project areas in both seasons and also facilitates cultivagidn_
of subsidiary food crops. under irrigation during yala. . It may be
recalled that the average number of farm'workers were iarge, and
there was. hardly any supply of agricultural labour for work outside
the household farm in these areas, suggesting that the availablé'r
family labour was utilised as far as possible for the'family-farm.

The low use of highland could therefore be_atgyibuted to one or more
of Fhe following factors lack of need to mazimise'the use of highland,

as the lowland provides the household 'requirements of rice for food

and also good income from sales, as well as better facilities to .

cultivate subsidiary food crops; limitations on labour to cultivate
large highland holdings of 3 acres, o::pos§ibly:bgtter returns for _
the scarce labour in other activities such as gemming in comparison-

to highland cultivation.

With the unstable water conditioss iniﬁhe tank areas of
Mahakanadarawa,, Mahawilachchiya and Pavatkulam, paddy lands lie fallow

$F
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even during some raha seasons, and farmers have necessarily evolved

a system exploitino the environment to their advantage and included'

chena as an 1ntegral component BE ‘the farming system. 0f the available

2racres of highland only about: 2f3 to 1 acre in the Anuradhapura Tank

1 ,areas” and l?§ acres in Pavatkulam wern-cultivated during the muhq

_season.’ ﬁse of unirrigated land was generally low during yala.

e
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An answer to vhy farmers cultivate chena in preference to

.setvled highland is preferred in a study of the Mehawilachchiya Tank .-

_area. "With’ regard to factors contributlng to concentration ‘of

.. efforts” on chena at. the expense of highland allotments, agronomic

qeiap. o and: economic issues are seen to play a key role. Evidence gathered

(1, from the’ farmers indicate that among the important agronomic criteria

favouring the chena cultivation are the_difficultiee .associdted with

e LI R

NS ithe: maintenance of soil fertility and’ other desirable soil‘prbperties,

o

[Tt d
Sualongfwit% the problems of- controlling weed growth associate& with
. weeghlat higﬁlend cultivat:on in the dry zone.A The economic issues

.. involving” labour utilisation, incomes -and costs connected with the
use;- até" also discussed in this study and a concluding observation is
"that the 51gnificance of chena cultivation 1n the economy: «of the
project farmers cannot be wunder estimated‘ The _common., hypothesis
.. that: eheia’ farming is a supplementary undertaking often distracting
_the settlers fron.intensive use of" their allotted land does not hold
..good -in’ this 1nstance.\ In fact,: chiena is an integral part of the
operatlonal unit of all _project farm: and under the prevailing =
circumstances, this should not -be - Surprising. The key determinants

inflnencing the farmet in this regard are his poor liquidity

position, subsxstence level:of production and lack of .other ‘alternative

, means ‘of resource application overshadowed by a. remarkably high rainfall

uncertainty."

N [REER

Lopao’ E
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1 A’Study of Five Settlement Schemes prior to Irrigation Mbderniaation

_Yol, 1, Mahawilachchiya - p. 21.

2 1Ibid. page 64.
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"play a part in the decisions of farmers.

- The villages of thé dry zome too, except Chettikulam and
Goanoruwa, éxhibit similar farming conditions and systems as the tank
areas in Anuradhapura.

\ ) ' ‘ |
~ The Chettikulam farmers who experience a high degree of
uncertainty in .paddy farming, had evolved a settled system of
cultivating the large extents of highland available toithem, during
maha. There is very little chena cultivation in this area.

Scarcity of lowland in Gonnoruwa could be the factor that
contributed to the high degree of utilisation of the available forest
lands for chena cultivation and a fair use of the highlands inmaha,
though the availability of large extents of land for chena cultivation
would also have had a negative effect on the use of settled highland.

‘ Even among the areas of Badulla, the scarcity of paddy land in
Mapakadawewa could have contributed to the gveater utilisaticn of
highland during maha and the pom-availability of forest .!ané and the

- small paddy hpldings in Gemunupura/Tissapura could have induced more

use of even the available small highland allotments during maha. -

Thus, it could be tentatively concluded that in ateaa where
farming is mainly based on family labour, the extent of cultivation of

, the unirrigated land is primarily dependent on the capacity for paddy

production in the lowland, which in tum 'is determined by the aaauredneaa
of water and extent of availability of lowland, and that the extent to
which regular highland cultivation receives attention in the total

system for rainfed cultivation is conditioned by the availability of
forest land, chena cultivation being generally favoured more than

regulat cultivation. The size of the highland holdinga in telation to

.\availability of labour for its cultivaion, and economic and other

‘considerations relating to labour utilisation, and choice of crops too

t

Before proceeding to comment on the choice of crops, it would be
pertinent to mention the following observations. Pudﬁy cultivation in
the lowlands 18 in a sense competitive with cultzvatzon of other erops .

8>
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on unzrrzgpted landsi" A low paddy  production capacityt-isituation

provzdés-a“suztable environment for directing the-attention of

 farmers to the produétion of high income- crops under rainfed lands -

: c'ia”""in the case Of"C'helttikulam and Gonnorwa'-

4.6,2 How is the gse of the un1rr1gated land d1ver31f1ed’ d”

[T Yol
kR

“The 4uestion,:'what factors determlne the choice of the crops for
cultivation by’ the farmer,' would be considered. in detail in Chapter Six,

in‘the context of the farmers preferences for crops, as.well as a

‘ comparison of cost returns and other monetaryas:. well as non-monetary

benefits, from the different crops. It would suffice at this,Juncture
to mention that a common thread seens to run through the decisions or
behaviourlinithe choice of crops in all the areas. The behaviourial
pattern ‘suggests: ‘thati 'food security* or in other words, 'self-suffiatency
in-basic food grains, spectally cereals,' is one wrderlying motive in

the farming syetem-and hence that the status of the lowland paddy .
cultivation influences even the choice of crops for cultivation. on

wirrigated land in an area.

Cultivation of paddy or another cereal on unirrigated land to
supplement the lowland paddy crop if necessary, and at least one or
more of other crops (food or other) of high ‘cash value is observed to
be a common feature of the farming systems. Concentration on one cash
value crop, or a tendency to favour one or more from among the cash
value crops grown in the area, was also noted. These observationsl.
:lndicate, that mo&ct* mot,weé along with the @oj Secundity aspect
play «m mpatant na& m the chox.ce 05 c}zqob 5oa a 5anmcna AyAtem.

4, 6 3 1Is there a reluctance among farmers to grow other. crops ‘on their

dowland holdings during yala?

It is not clear whether the: evidente from the survey of the two

~ :study areas of the Elahera project indicate a reluctance of traditional

wlowland farmers to grow other crops on their paddy lands even. during

l Paddy production pacity 18" dekihed as a composite variable of both '
lowland and water ‘availability ‘consfraints on one or the other or
both the underlying variables are limitations_to‘paddy.production.
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v__in terms of coverage of the area hy field crops other thah paddy,

extension efforts cowld have resylted in this degree of success, '*7*

Yala, or aiternatiyelyﬁthat a"fair'degree of success has been achieved
in using their lands fort. grow1ng other crops in,yala During yaia 72

the cropping intensity of ‘the Elahera Project area was 67.8%Z and only .
17.8% of °the cultivated lowland area was under crops other than paddy.1 -

In the absence of. cqmparable informatlon for the progect area over time, .

or as at a recent date, and also of information on the desired godls

yit is difficult to aSsess the increase in ‘the 1ntens1ty of cropping,

and the extent of diversification of land for crops other than paddy.

The study areas could by the nature of the selection procedure adopted

be biased towards higher proportion of use of land for cultlvation

of crops ‘under study 2 Even 80, taking the study area estimates as

g,representative of the entire project area, it could be said that a

cropping intensity of about 80-85/ during yala had been achieved o
in 1977 with about half ‘the cropped area. devoted to subsidiary food |
crOps; this achievement being reached, 10 years from the time the '
project area was brought under special extension efforts in 1967.

This could be considered as an indication of a gradual removal of the

reluctance to grow crops other:than. paddy on lowland. 'The concerted

cortrty

L I

perhaps, mainly because the lowland holdings were large, and large ¢
incomes from paddy were ensured during maha ,due to stable supplies

of water. . o : I A i

The cultivation during yala 76 was of very poor coverage in the

.tank areas of Anuradhpura and Vavuniya; and as such there is hardly’

any interval evidence from the study to compare the farmer behaviour

in these area with that of“the‘Elahera’Projectﬁ

4.7 SUMMARY -'.. B A EER L T L R T A L F T

. The areaS'of‘Badulia whichﬁwere at ‘the 16w énd of -the spectrum in

relation to the social and économic variables~con§idered'iﬂ‘Chapter‘Three

* 3

1. Computed from figures reported. on page VII-ARTI Research Study No.4
" Production of other crops 1n paddy fields in yaZa 1972 D -fra

2 Chapter Two - page 12 para 2

L S
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weré‘also poor in their land resources, emphasising the low profiles

.of activity and wealth in these areas. Access to relatively large

paddy holdings under well assured water supply conditions was a najor
reason for the rel atively high affluence of the Elahera farming
community. As 4 reSult of af;lueace and vice versa there was also a
high degree of access to farm méchinery and farm equipment such as
sprayers and dusters implying a higher level of crop husbandry.
Chettikulam the cther high income area, though it had greater access
to land, lowland as well as unirrigated, than the other areas, derived
its high incomes from stabillsed cultivation of the large holdings of
highland, as the paddy lands cultivated under rainfed conditions

were relatively pbor income ylelders. In the lowland scarce areas of '
Gonnoruwa, large annexations of cheng land and higﬁland through
encroachments to the farms brought in a large shére.ef farm incomes from
cultivaticn of cotton. Though about 3-4 acres of paddy land was

available to the farmers in the other areas, water was to some extent

a limiting factor in paddy production and the farming systems which -

could be described as 'subsistence farming in cereals' had been developed -
with at least one cash crop being included in it.

The analysis of the farm characteristics has thus surfaced the
importance of paddy cultivation in the farming commmities. Padd vy
cultivation can be wvudme:( as the pivd aound which fesming Systom
revolve, the paldy pr.cduc.t{.cn capabi ity in an area ingluew cing
Te a great extent the mture of the {mming systems ad opted by the
c ity ; avad Labi ity - of forest fand in the environs being ancther
fact o which plays a mja nole  4n detenmining the system .-adated.

Food secunity aspects and profit motives guide the choice of enops
Ain the system,

The three issues relating to /ainmn benaukoum-tbadk{Lna regulear

‘ crupppnu on aigiland, choice of crops, and use of well deained soils of

lowlands for cultivating. of subsidiary food crops, that have been
discussed in this chapter are of relevance to policies and programmes
relating to production of these crops, and have a-épéoiaﬂ'baating‘az
aspects such ad sized of both paddy land and highiand allotnemts in
settlement areas, restriction on use of Fforest land for cultivation

of wwmual and seasonal erops, development of farming aystems suited
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to the environments, and promotion of cultivation of subsidiary
food crops including soya bean in well drained lowlands in inla, and

would be considered again for discussions in the final chapter.

0‘4
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: - . - ANE]]
. District Study Area Major Source of  Percentane Average size of holding Terwre of 203 Conposition of average farm {(7) Unirrigated Land Cropping (Intensity Nized cropping Mahs 76/ " T in Croons Growy, :ﬁ:t:;'::lu“’ 6 F armnm A s s et / o
Water of house- " (Acres) . holding R Yola armers ntent A ah a . Yala Hachi 1@ ~ .
(n holds with . ' Average 3 _contribution noha ! practicing under : : s :o by z CI nent_ou ovons amary
Lowland low land Total Lowland Highland Chena Low land Highland Lowtand Highland Chens Size(Ac.) Hightland ena L.L. H.L. C}L. L‘i‘“ NiL-J CiLL {2) _(§L Highland Chena Highland shena necome : Zquipment owned ,r‘ugh(‘ animals
- . ) : . . : ’ 4 * ; i Singelt Pad chiv ki Mammoties |
Anuradhapura Palayakulams Irrigated 79.3 7.99 3.58 1.59 " 2.82 Solely owned (70%) :,;.,; lease tg: 44.8 19.9 35.3 &.41 36.1 63.9 n.a 9.1 935.3 21.2 24,3 25.0 all nil Cowpea Chilli Manioe* :::::an Chilli Maize Cowpea singel ty anddz:npea ul:oden;:Toughs 522 24
Encroachments 3%
, ) . . . 1. 4 Mai Chilli Mai Gingelly Singelly Chilli, Paddy “ammoties . .21
Halmi | 1akulama irrigated 86.0 6.07 2.32 V.45 2.31 Solely owned =~ 683 ::;:'l‘y':::d ;;: 38,2 23.7 38.1 3.75 38.4 61.6 48.5  53.1  90.%4 1.0 5.4 85,1 &S 2.8 Manioc Cowpea_ Maize gt aize Kurakkan 9 and Couped ' aoodenploughs 632
. Encroachments 243 . : | ’ ‘
' BN X : . . . 3i " Singell Chiltll, Cowpea wimoties [
Mahakanadarawa Irrigated 98.8 5.00 3.87 1.97 2.1% L.0.0.Allotmunts 833 {.p.0.Allot- BAR 8.4 24.6 26.9 4,12 47.8 52.2 17.7 45.8 94,1 0.3 11.Y 29 13.% 6.8 ::?:: Chitll MHalze ::l":l;l;nn Cowpea Maize dingelly Gingelly Blackg:‘.ﬂ . Paddy‘ 276 b wheel tractars = (1 )each 3
ments ‘ ¢ b wheel  trallars - (1)each
Mahavilachchiya Irrigated 100.0 8.02 3.12 2.n 2.78 L.0.0.Allotments 782 (. p.0.Allot- 768  38.9 26.3 34.7 b.89 43.1 56.9 .4 335 929 120 10.5 &0.3 19.0 7.4 Cowpes Chill} Malze :::lz:‘l(urakkan Cowpea gx::';'v Gingelly :::da_:.":'" Mammoties ; 'fwdmvlom ny 49
ments i
. ) H i ] B8lackgram, 'oddy “4ammoties; \;voode ] s 263
V. iva Chettikul A ') 14.76 6. 6.46 1. 3 . ] . 89.4  93.0 6.00 15.2 62.6 42.8 1.6 Blackgram Cowpea Blackgram Kurakkan Gingelly Gingelly 1 np lough 3
avuniy ettikulam \ ain 7 7 57 ) Solely owned {76 ):o;e'!’y owned zg LUN 43.8 11.8 8.20 78.8 21.2 37.5 Greengram Kurakkan Malze Cowpea G.gram | prayers 20%; water pumps 203
. Crown loase 443 . : i
Pavatkulam Irrigated 93.3 10.90 4.87 2.59 3.43 L.D.0.Al lotments &6% ¢.p.0. 55% 8.7 23.8 31.5 6.02 43.0 §7.0 » 6.0 4.5 96.9 5.2 29.5 22.3 nt) oll Blackgram Cowpes Blackgram Kurakkan Gingelly Gingelly Blackgram, Paddy | Wammostag 63
. : Crown lease (92%) Crown lesse sy ’ l. .
!
Mambantota Gonnoruwa Irrigated 52.6 11.24 1.61 2.05 7.58 Solely owned 302 gncroachments &0 14.3 18.2 67.4 9.63 21.1 78.7 87.8 56.5 95.3 13.9 2.0 13.8 3.7 3.8 Malze Greengram Cowpea Cotton Chilli Kurakkan Meneri Cotton, Paddy Mammoties; Sprayers 13%; tyne tiller (3) 16
. i Private or 35% Crown lease mn ° ’ Vegetables Kurakkan Maize Greengram 2 wheel tr:'t'tqrs(ﬁ)
- rented in Solely owned  38% Cowpea Paddy 2 wheei 'tr. -l_en(s)
Crown lease 303 Paddy, Cotton Mammoties; ers 43%;
" ; a0 , . » 91.9 2t 933 61.5 2.2 5.9 .o 4.8 Chilli Greengram Maizet Chilli Maize* Green- — Ve ammoties; sprayers 43%; 10
. agama Irrigated 76.7 7.70 3.18 1.15 3.3 Private ,ea:,_. 61% Solély owned 323 61.3 14.9 43.8 4.52 25.4 74.6 gram Kurakkan Cowpea | 2 whee! tractors(3) 2 wheel trallers(3)
o or rented in Crown lease 3122 | ’
8adulla Mapakadawewa Rain 56.7 5.68 1.78 2.20 1.70 Private lcase/ 352 Crown lease  hS3  31.3 8.7 29.9 3.90 56.4 43.6 88.8 75.6 93.55 29.0 3.8 6.4 867 69.5 Malze Mc Banana Maize Kurakkan - Paddy | :,’T’t!" olouahs 2 %
- : rented in /1.D.0. 28 Greengram Mé . ght iron ‘ploughs n 4
Encroachments 32; Encroachments 28% |
. Crown lease 2 . - inge 3 1t Paddy Mammot i
G ret . ) . . 92.7 86.2 9i.3 1.9 7.8 5.9 §3.8 33.8 Maize Cowpea® Manjoc* Maize Kurakkan Me Gingelly Singelly es 17
Tisapurs rrigated 25 0 201 -2 0-» Crown Tease 81> Crown lease 782 50.6 3.1 19.3 2.02 60.9 9. ‘ | Weodenploughs 3%
- ’ Encroachments 203 . Yala '77 i
) } '("m) PN Paddy, Chilli !
) ' ; Paddy, Ch , Hammoties, tht iron ploughs 963, sprayers 52% 87
Elahera Attanakadawala irrigated 100.0 7.30 4.h0 2.52 0. 1.0.0 8u3 . . } . . 13.4 88.8 4.3 62.6 8.7 1.9 0.0 nll nit Cowpea Chilll Maize No. of cultivators l » Spray
Fraject { 9 3 5 39 ! :;‘:;g;ﬂ‘nn“ 272: 60.3 3.5 5.3 2.91 86.6 3 Manloc ¢ other yams are too smal | Cowpea, G.gram . | 2 w. tractors (3) & w. tractors (1) 2 w. trailors (2)
' : ) Eonnnr ’
; i . . 4 8.1 15.8 0.0  nil ol Cowpes® Malze Groundnut* Paddy C Paddy, Chilll Paddy, Chil ammoties, light Iron ploughs 962, spreyers 33% 93
Bakamuna Irrigated 100.0 . 8.29 4.89 2.70 0.70 L.0.0. . 932 :;:;:;chmnu ?:: 59.0 32.6 8.4 3.40 79.4 20.6 94.7 32.8 97 7 5 H“?:c At ;::;‘ nut addy Cawpea Cowpea® G.nuts t wheel tractors{l) 2 whee! tratiors! "y
. - v - ., | L]
' - b 3 . “« .
M L“‘:'a"d - based mainly on the reports for Maha 76/77. . . (S) Crops g-own by 303 or more of the farmers. * indicates that the average size of crop holding was less |
(2) iotdings can have land under more than one type of tenure. The predominant types of tenure uf holding (4)  The Crepping Intensity during Maha 76/77 in the Mshakanadarawa Tank srea was estimated as 45 accord= than 1’3 acre; @ denotes that only crops grown by more than 502 of the farmers are given as the toral
i« inlicated. Figures evidence percentage of farms with land of the specified tenurial category. ing tc :stimates based on record keeplng on a sample of farmers during the season ~ A study of Five number of fermars ore small (6-10{ — indicates that totsl number of farms are too small (5 or less) ‘
{3} Chena lail< are encroachments in all areas except in Magama, where 232 of chena land was reported as Setticrmnt Schemes prior to irrigation Modernization Vol.l}, page 24.. As the Bethma system was adopt- to mak: cbservation regarding main crop. !
being offereo “nder Crown lease. . ed dur ng.the season, It is likely that extents cultivated under this system in licu of their holdings (6) The mammty is the only equipment that was owned by .Iunt a1l households in aii aveas #hd the average '
may no. have been reported by farmers in the survey as the cultivated land did not relate te their re- ausber ‘household varied between 3 and 4 from ares to drea. Among other items, only those owned by a
ported lowland holding. relatively high number of hauseholds in any area is mentioned, indicating either the percentage of
P housetwlids owning them or the number of items within parenthesis. :
n Mlnly uuffaloes. .
o
.
7/
- .
*
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Table 4.2 - Percentage Distribution of Unirrigated Land Holdings and Extents by Size of Holding

Anuradhapura
——t 2

) Vavuniya . Hambantota © .Radulla Elahera Project
. i [ G 8 8 . . L < 3

Size of holding . s b 8 g - % 3 ye 9 o

38 31 37 i 3 2 2, fE § 3

£3 24 o & £ > - 2 2 g i @ g

i3 33 45 i § 8 e f i 28 LE

i1z 3@ 335 &3 - I 8 E i3 g3 £33

N=29  N«43  N=f2 N=79 - N=35 N=30 N=38 N=30 © N=30  N=g5 N=3l  N=27
A=128.0 a=161.0 A=338.35 A=387.0 A=206.88 A"180.75 A=365.93 A=13S.63 A=117.0 A=131.5 a=90.0 a=91.85
- % 0.5 n (%) - - - - - - - - 1.5 3.5

a (%) - - - - - - - - 0.2 0.6 -
0.5< 1.0 g (3) 3.4 4.7 4.9 - - - - 3.3 - 32.3 6.5 7.4
: a (%) 0.8 1.2 1.2 - - - - 0.6 - 16.0 1.9 1.9
l.o0< 2,0 n (3) lo.4 23,3 .17.1 16.5 2.9 1343 5.3 20.0 20.0 36.9 12.9 22,2
" a (s) 4.1 10.6 8.1 6.7 . 0.7 3.8 1.0 7.6 9.8 33.5 8.6 11.4
2.0< 3,0 n (8) 13.8 * 18.6 25.¢6 10.1 17.1 13.3 2.6 23.3 20.0 21.5 67.7 37.0
a (s) 8.2 13.8  17.4 5.9 - 6.1 6.6 0.6 14.0 14.3 29,5 68.9 32,1

3.0< 4.0 n () 20.7 18.6 12.2 21.5 17.1 10.0 7.9  1lo.o 26.7 6.2 3.2 -
- a (%) 17.6 - 19.4 l0.7 10.7 16.0- 7.8 6.1 3.0 7.7 26.9 11.8 3.9
4.0< 5,0 q () 20.7  11.6 15.9 13.9 11.4° 16.7 5.3 6.7 13.3 - 3.2 7.4
a (%) 2.7  14.0 18.5 13.9 6.7 12.4 2.% 7.0 16.7 - 5.6 11.0.9
5.0<€ 7.0 n () 20.7° 20,9 14.6 26.6 17.1 16.7 26.3 23.3 16.7 - - 1.1
“a (%) 29.7 33.7 21,5 34.8 12.9 16.5 17.3 33.7 25.9 - - 18.6

7.0<10.0 n (%) 10.4 - 7.3 10.1 11.4 16.7, ©21.1 6.7 .3 - 3.2 1.1
- a (%) 18.0 - 14.6 17.9 11.7 25.2 18.2 11.8 6.4 - 10.6 25,0

Above  10.0 n (w) - 2.3 2.4 1.3 22,9 13.3 31.6 6.7 - 1.5 - -

a (%) - 7.3 8.1 4.9 54.6 29,3 57.2 17.6 - 9.1 - -

denotes the total number of holdings

denates the total extent of unirrigated land in acres
denctes number of holdings

denotes extents in acres

Do >z
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Table 4.3 - Average Extent of Unirrigated Land in Farms

Type of

farm

FarmS'
with
lowland

Farms
without
lowland

i

Anuradhgpura 7 Vav ixa Hambantota : Badulla Elahera Project
o S ] . :
] g‘ % i? " ow® %
- Y] 3] 3 ~ 3
iz & § 3§ 3 g e s 4
: & £ = 2 3 : 3 iy -
] 1ﬂ 8 ") - &~ g 8 I o s g
> 4 4 > o fx) Q g _ g§a &
) [ e o g g o E K .
0 T i g ¢ 5 : g . g4 el g
[ t = - 6_ A 3 = 2 O & < -
=29  N=43  N=82  N=79 N=35  N=30 N=38 ~ N=30  N=30  N=65 N=31. N=27
A=4,41 A=3.75 .A=4.12 A=4.89 A=8.20 A=6.02 A=9.63 A=4.52 A=3.90 A=2,02 A=2.91 A=3.40 .
4.38 3584 4,12  -4.89 9.43 6.02 10.07 4.70 3.87 2.02 2.90" 3.40
(23) (37 (82) (79) (25) (30) -{20) (23) (17) (65) (3L) (27)
a.54 317 - - 5,13 - °  9.16 3.97  3.95 - - -
(e) (6) (10) - . {18) (7 (13) '
N denotes total number of unirrigated holdings
A denotes overall average extent of unirrigated hold;ngs
Figures in parenthesis indicate the number of unirrigated
holdings in each type of farm
A [ 2% \J » » ®

| 4°)
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Table 4.4 - Cropping Intensities ~"Unirrigated Land

Anuradhapura

Vavuniya
Hambantota
Badulla

Elahera
Project

. \
Study Area

o e S
e

Palayakulama " = -:

Halmil ¥skulama 3
Maha%gnqdarawa.ﬁ
Mahav;&gbhchiya

Chettikulam

" Pavatkulam

Gonnoruwa
Magama

“Mapakadawewa

Gemunupura/
Tissapura

Attanakadawala
Bakamuna

v “ Maha 76/77

= g Cropping Intensity (%)
wd 38 o =
% o ﬁrﬂ-
~8 35
w5 0 HS
SuT B 7

(o] 0 Lo +)
Yt - G~ [Ohte} 1]
ownag o ung &y )]
S & (o] 5 Ea)
382 952 g o o
9L £ 5. 0 N
HE f%o ‘ 5o 28
ook 883 g Az TS
1078 3.377 93.3 49.1 77.4
1.617 2.74 90.4 53.1 75.8
1.10 2.24 94.1 45.8 70.6
1.32 3.66 92.9 33.5  67.3
0.27 0.3 99.1 89.4 91.5
1.33 2.02 96.9 64.5 82.6
3.70 6.33 96.3 56.5 87.8
2.93 13.03. 93.3 21.1 75.4

. 0.78 1.01 98.5 75.6 85.6

0.65 0.68 91,3 86.2 88.2.
0.15 0.21 62.6 45.3  47.6
0,26 0.78 97.4 . .32.8 46.1

® s &
Yala 76
'6 ropping Intensity (.1
g
> mg'“
-y 5 A
,ﬂ E =)
3567 3
©ur ht
L e) Lo} ©
O o s o
&4 -~
(o) =} 13} - M
-4 3 c e oL,
ake 2 5 B E
% O § i B
1.83:-25.0  24.3 - 24.0
5.74 - 55.1  15.4  39.7
2.86 29,1 11.1  20.4
5.08:-40.3  10.5  27.5
1.11 62.4  15.2  25.2
1.02 22.3 '29.5  25.2
24.27 [13.8 2.1 . 11.3
8.00 5.9 2.2 5.0
1.30 6.4 3.8 4.9
0.48 5.9 7.8 7.0
© vala 1977
- 0.00 1.9 1.7
- 0.00 15.8  12.5
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Table 4.5 - Composition of the average Household Farm Income - Year 76/77

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota
o ) .
Lo} ] P
5 =} .8 L 5 g
~ L [¢] ~ 5] i)
3 o M o - .
A. SR R B - £z g
Source of Income: S -4 .9 5 T 5 o E
‘ o g o} . ® + [ E o
i 03 3 & I g
A o .= ) N 3 g
N=29 N=43 N=82 N=79 N=35 N=30 ‘N=38 N=30
Paddy-lowland - 2480 1355 895 2715 6306 1060 1770 2789
(Rs) (38.9) (32.0) (26.0) (53.1) (37.4) (19.1) (19.8) (46.1)
Paddy highlands/ 60 12 53 121 181 10 . 329 -
chena (Rs ) (0.9) .(0.3) (1.5 (2.4) (1.1) (0.2) (3.7)
Coarse grains and 1902 928 1218 1091 8930 3847 1448 1123
grain legumes(Rs) (29.8) (21.9) (35.4) (21.4) (52.9) (69.2) (16.2) {18.6)
Other crops (Rs) 1937 1939 1191 1144 1451 642 ' 5346 2003
(30.4) (45.8) (34.6) (22.4) (8.6) (11.5) (59.7) (33.1)
Livestock (Rs) - - g 39 - - 69 130
' : (2.6) (0.8) : (0.8) (2.2)
_ Total (Rs) 6379 4234 3445 5110 16868 5559 8962 6045
' (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) = (100.0) (100.0) = (100.0) (100.0)
N denotes the total number of farms -
Percentages are indicated within parenthesis
s 8 ] ‘ E ] b .

Badulla Elahera Project
B
o . s
8 5 %
5 58 S
i ) I} - 5
5 5 & -
F I 53
g OH < m
N=30 ' N=65 N=31 N=27
703 3027 8846 9627
(57.9) (81.4) (59.3) (59.9)
33 36 11 22
(2.7) -(1L.0) (0.1) (0.1)
324 474 1410 . 1681
(26.7) (12.7) (9.5) (10.5)
61 142 4601 4717
(5.0). (3.8) (30.8) (29.3)
94 a1 51 37
(7.7 (1.1) (0.3) (0.2)
1215 3720 14919 16084

(100.0) (100.0)

(100.0) (100.0)

29



Table 4.6 - Composition of average Hbusehold Farm Income by Type of Farm - Year 76/77

Anuradhapura Vavuiya _ Hambantota
Palayakulama Halmil)lakulama Chettikulam . Gonnoruwa Magama
Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms
with  with- with with- with with-  with with- with with~
. low- out low- out low- out low- - out low- out -
Source of Income land  low-  land low- land  low-  land ‘low-  land  low-
land land land land land
=23 N=6 N=37 N=6 N=2§ N=10 =20 N=18 N=23 =7
Paddy-lowland 3127 - 1575 - 8833 - 3363 - 3638 - -
, (Rs) (44.9) (34.0) (39.1) (26.7) (52.0)
- Paddy-highland 292 14 - - 135 230 56 632 - -
chena (Rs) (7.1) (0.3) (0.6) (9.4) (0.4) (12.8)

Coarse grains and 2052 1328 965 700 11735 1917 2012 . 821 1231 769
grain legumes(Rs)  (29.4) (32.2) . (20.8) (39.4) (31.9)  (78.3) (16.0) (16.7). (17.6) (26.4)

Other crops' (Rs) 1790 2499 2079 1076 1911 . 301 7034 3470 1959 2149 -
(25.7) (60.7) (44.9) (60.6) (8.5)  (12.3) (55.9) (70.4) (28.0). (73.6).
Livestock  (Rs) - - - - - - 125 7. 170 -
(1.0) (0.1) (2.4}
Total (Rs) 6959 4119 4633 1776 22614 2448 12590 4930 6998 2918

(100.0) (100.0) (100.0)(100.0, (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0} (100.0)

N denotes the total number of farms in each category
Percentages are indicated within parenthesis

Badulla
Mapakad “:rewa

Farms Farms

with with-
low~ out
land low~
— land
N=17 N=13
1241 -
{63.9)

44 18
(2.3) (r.8)
408 214

(21.0) (80.8)

- 82 33
(4.2) (12.5)
166 -

- (8.6)

1941 265

(100.0) (100.0)
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Chapter Pive

CROP CULTURE

“'This ‘chapter is’ mainly devoted to a d1scussion of prevailing

'cultivation practices and problems, and also of the preferences and

opinions. of farmers on cultural aspects in relation ‘to the existing

knowledge regarding the'crdps1 ‘based on research -and experience.

Crop-specific information;was sought from the households iin respect
of “the ¢ultural operations studied exqeptingApreparanry tillage.

‘ The method of preparatory tillage was;ascertained separately for chgna
“land, highland and lowland umder rainfed as well as irrigated ‘

conditions. Use of fertiliser and.adoption of weed control measures
were the other aspects for which dats was also obtained by type of

land, in‘addition toia-crop-wise report. Other information collected

-related to sowing times, awareness of improved varieties, preference

of varieties, :availability of preferred varieties and sources of seed,
ability to obtain seed material in time, diseases, insect and other
pests; problems of harvesting and method of threshing. 1In addition,

the opiniéns of: farmers were sought on effects of sowing times or
incideneerof disesses, soil enrichment as a result of growing pulses,_and
the impaet of rains at the early stages of growth_anduat‘haryest,,and

of drought on these crops. The farmers were also reopestﬁd,to”indicate

their preferences of a plant type in terms of the age, height,’no. of

picks at harvest, and-head type.

It was felt that it would be desirable to present the analysis

and discussion relating to all aspects cropwise, rather than discuss

IR

1 :0f- the 8 crops studied, Toor dhal has been excluded as there was no
cultivation of:this crop !in ‘the. study areas, ~



70

each aspect covering all crops under a separate heading, as the interest
of readers would tend to be centred more on a crop,.than on anp
particular cultural aspect of all cropé,,andvelso because such a_
presentation would fecilitate the study of the culture of a crop in

the light of the entirety of existing knowledge about it.

However; the Ainformdtion on preparatory tillage practices, fertiliser
use, and weed contrdl, By type of land are discussed first, before )
proceeding to a cropwise analysis of all the cultural practices;

- problems, and prefetences and opinions of faiters. The dtdpuisé

presentatiuh hds been dét out with d briéf introductidn 8¢ the crop;
its recommended crop establishment and care practices, yield potentials
and other salient and relevant 1nformationl_and followed by a

discussion and analysis of the survey findings.

-.5.1..'PREPARATORY TILLAGE

Almost all- farmers in preparing: their chena land for cultivation
under rainfed conditions tilled it with mammoty (90 -100%). only & few

isolated instances of use of eithersdraught animal or tractor power for

tilling were reported.

 With regard to highland cultivation under rainfed conditions, the
situation was very similar to chena eultivatlon in the areas:.of Badulla
and ‘Hambantota and the villages of Anuradhpura.. The picture was very
different in the areas of the Elahera Project and Vavuniya district,

'where a heavy reliance on tractors: (50 : - 65%) .was portrayed. . Draught

power usage iwa#’generally very much lower than mammotying in these .. .

" areas except ‘i Bakamima.: The settlement -areas of. Mahakanadarawa P

:and?Mahawilachéhiya-showed some utilisation of either tractor or

draught power: ~(11% and 23% of household respectively in maha) .

1 -Sources ' of information are; (i) Information Pamphlets of the
Information Division of the Department of Agriculture,
(11) H.M.P. Gunasena - Kshestra Boga Nishpadanaya, 1974, (Sinhala
publicatlon), (1i1) Handbook for the Ceylon Farmer by Agricola
© and (i%) notes provided by and discussions with Dr. N.. Vignarajah,:
Research Officer, Department of Agriculture - a member: of.. the
study team. :

»
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- - Lowland cultivation under rainfed conditions was of sufficient
importance only in Chettikulam and Mapakadawewa both highland _
predominant areas. The Mapakadawewa farmers relied only on animal
draught power and Chettikulam farmers on tractor mainly (757) and.
animal draught power (20%) for tilling during maha. Even in the other
study areas hhere a few households cultivated lowland under rainfed ,
conditions, the land had been prepared with either the exclusive or i;
main use of ahimals or tractors. ‘

Cultivation of highland:under.irrigated conditions, was raret
Even the few farms that reported such cultivation practised the
predominant method specific to the area as reflected by. the rainfed
cultivatlon practices. Chettikulam1 and Mapakadawewa had hardly any

.irrigated lowland cultivation. Pavatkulam though a colonisation ,area,

had not reported cultivatlon of lowland during maha 76/77. However,
during yala, 77% of the households cultivated their lowland and almost
all used tractors for land preparation. In the other study_areas,

tillage was mainly dependent on either draught or tractor power.or:both.

The above analysis indicates that in most‘study areas,‘although
land preparation of lowland, whether under rainfed or irrigated.
condztzons, was dependent on either tractor or animal power, hzahland
and chena were tilled with nammoty . Tractor usage was htgh Jer., the

, preparatton.of highland only in Vavuniya and the Elahera EToJeetﬁgrea.

soires

5.2 USE OF FERTILISER

Generally it was observed that though the practice of fertiliser
use was prevalent on lowland farming for paddy in all areas, highland:
and chena crops were denied application of the same input. The lowland
paddy crops of maha 76/77 were fertilised by about 90% or more iof ‘the
farmers in the Elahera ‘Project area, Chettikulam, éemunupura/Tissapura

‘and Magama and by: about 50<60% in Mahakanadarawa, Palayakulama and

Gonnoruwa. -Withinithe;MahawilaChchiya’Tank<area;'Halmillakulamafand.w

1 In Chettikulam the farmers classified their lowland as: irrigated
land, but during maha 76/77 the cultivation was stated to be under
. rainfed conditions. .
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Mapakadawewa, the proportion of lowland farms us1ng fertlllser was
low. Two of the 3 paddv holdings cultivated in Pavatkulam had applied
fertiliser.

s During yaZa 76 35/ of the 23 lowland holdings cultivated in .
Pavatkulam were fertilised In Magama and Palayakulama the two. other
study areas where a fair proportion of holdings were cultivated during
this season, 647 and 50% of ‘the cultivatcd holdings were fertilised
respectively. About 957 of the paddy holdings of the study areas of
the Elahera Project were fertilised during yala 77.20 L

Among the other crops cultivated in the lowlands of Elahera A}L-‘
Project areas during ya&z 77, only ch1111 and soya bean had received f
some attention in the supply of nutrient for crop growth About 85%
of the ch1111 holdings and about half the growers of soya bean reported

having fertilised their crops.

Generally, the highland and chena crop holdings were not fertilised.

'iIn the Elahera Project areas and also in Gemunupura/Tissapura there was

evidence of the highland crops receiving fertiliser during;haha 76/71,
25%, 364 and 197 respectively of highland holdings of these areas .

were fertilised. Chilli, cowpea and soya bean (considering the fact .
that only a few farmers grew this crop) seem to have been favouredn ,
The isolated instances of use of fertiliser in the other areas was for
the chilli crop. Chemical fertilisers were used in- almost all instances

where paddy or other crops, were fertilised. L ‘ o

" The type and quantum of fértiliser used, and ‘the times of application

provides ‘the ‘added dimensions to evaluate the levels of fertiliser

?managemeﬂt of crops. “The ‘low rate of adoption of the practice of

fertilising’ {5 in 1tsélf a sufficient indication_ of the very poor - 7

.leveéls'of fertiliser management ofthe coarse grain and pulse crops.

However;'iﬁ*order‘toicoﬁpleté?the"picture;'the details'of‘thefreported
applicatioﬁ'ﬁeretéxaminEd;“and“it'was found that in'most instances,’
chemical fertiliser were used as 'top dressings' except in Bakamuna
where only basal application of mainly organic manure was reported by

all respondents.,'*“‘

NI
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Farmers were asked whether they encountered difficulties in
purchas1ng fertillser during the maha .and ;ala seasons of the reference
period and also requested to state the nature of the difficulties

experlenced by them. In most areas only the farmers who had used

“*fertiliser responded to this guestion and in the other areas, the non- .

users who responded were too few, to make any claim of evidence of a

73

potential user group 75/ 64% and 567 of the users in Magama, Gemunupura/ .

Tissapura and Chettikulam in #mzha 76/77, and 62% and 54% of users in
Attandkadawala and Bakamuna respectively in .yaLz 77 reportéed difficulties

“4n obtaining fertiliser. These areas Have already been idehtified as

Having a high rate of adoption of application of fertiliser to lowlands.
The major difficdlty reported was that the fertiliser could not be
obtained in time. ‘Non-availability of fertiliser in time could not be
a decidlng factor in not fertilising the coarse grains and pulse crops
under study .

The survey has shown that farmers were discriminative in the use of

fertilisers. The paddy crop was given the fertiliser by choice, if

‘available. The use of fertiliser on paddy was widespread even among

the farmers of Chettikulam, who grew this crop mainly under rainfed
conditions.’ Senenalfy there wad no intewest in fer tilis ing subsidiony
focd cngdy hilB hovever had menited some attention. The three
study areas (two Elahera Project areas, and Gemunupura/Tissapura) . -
which’showed‘a little evidence of extending ‘the use of fertiliser to

crops other than paddy are areas, where special extension efforts had

-‘been made to promote the growth of these crops; but results were not -

commensurate with the efforts.

Therefbre, the logical question that arises s, "Why i8 there a’ Zack
of interest in ferttlzszng the coarse gain and grain le gume

erops?”

No ‘answer could be expected for this question at this stage, as
fertiliger use isionly one aspect of crop management and the pean
fertibiser usage carfd be compament of the wn founded pan Levets of
management. An answer to the problem could emerge after analysing all
aspegts vf: crop culture, productivity and other comparative advantages
of the. crops growm: dn” the farms. o o



One comment: that is specific to fertiliser use, however needs
mention, . The tendency for using fertiliser for soya bean observed
among the scanty coverage of growerS'of this crop bw‘the survey COuld
be attributed to the fact that this legume was unfamiliar to the farmers
until its recent introduction in- the m1d seventies, and the innovators
who grew this crop may have been provided the fertiliser along. with
the seeds in production - kits or they may have heeded the advice given
to them, specially, because they had no knowledge about this crop.v The
latter interpretation supports a view that it tould be easier to’ promote
recommended practices with regard to exotic crops, than traditionally
grown crops; once;an: interest is created in the crop. of course with '
other considerations: playing. their partfin the motivation of interest.
It could also simply be that-soya~has:been promoted‘among the more

 progressive farmers who would be more inclined to use fertilisers.

5.3 WEED CONTROL

. Most farmér$ in the study areas of the Elahera Profect Badulla,
Hambantota and the Chettikulam claimed’ to have weeded their crop
" holdings during maha 76/77 irrespective of whether it was a lowland,
highland or chena hold1ng. In the study areas of Anuradhapura too, a
fair majority, once again with no d1fferentiation between type of land
claimed to have weeded thelr'farms, though the extent to which this
practice was adopted was less than in the seven areas mentioned above.
Pavatkulam reported a much lower adoption rate of 507 in both the
highland and chena land.

During the yala seasons of the respective reference periods,

- weeding was reported in almost all the lowland farms in the study areas
of the Elahera‘Project, Pawatkulam, Magama'and Palayakulama, the areas
where at least SOﬁhof:holdings"were cultivated. Highland and chena
cultivation were very poor during the yala season in most areas.

‘Fowever, considering the few cultivated holdings Chettikulam reported the
highest rate of weeding. Pavatkulam reported a low rate as in maha
76/71. ) o -

The crops grown. in'the unirrigated lowlands during yala are not ';

il

the same as in maha, Glngelly in most areas and Meneri in Gonnoruwa

ST SN



emerged as the main crops of the yala season in these lands.1 -
Attention will therefore be focussed only on the maha 76/77 data
relating to-the.unirrigated.lands and the yala: 77:data in’ respect: of
the lowland of -the: Elahera .Project, - in' the cropwise analysis of weeding

practices. W

5.4 CULTURAL DETAILS - CROPWISE ANALYSIS

It was observed that in responding to questions, specially where

’opinions or preferences were sought, the farmers were generally

enthusiastic and more decisive in their answers in respeét ‘of the maior

'

crops of the:area. :Therefore, the survey findings will be studied for

.each crop only in:respect of the study areas in which the crop was of

some importance, and also information was adequate for analysis.

It is pertinent to indicate here the exact nature of some of the
items -of information that was sought, and the problems encountered in

the_analysis, in:order to view the findings_in_their;correct perspective.

» Farmers were requested to name the varieties known .to them,. and
the var1et1es they preferred to_grow and also gtate the reasons for
their preference._ They were also asked .Whether they were, able to
obtain the seed material of the preferred varieties during the reference
period and the sources from _which. they obtained it. A classification
of the named varieties by improved .ang . local varieties present ed
problems In naming varieties farmers at times .mentioned. only -
attributes of the varieties; eg. 3 months. variety, .short. plant type
etc. With some crops, the attributes clearly demarcate the classes,

but not so with other crops. Whenever there was a doubt, the variety

. tended to .get classified as a local rather than improved variety.;
Hence, it could be said that the classification could have'beén (biased)
.towards an: underestimation familiarity with improved variEties.’“

e

1 Chapter Four, pp 46, 47 & 48
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.Eresponses formed the base population for comparative analysis.‘ Survey

"findings relating to seed ratesiand average yields were reported in

The question in respect of sowing times did not relate to the
survey reference period. It was related to normal behaviour during maha

and yaZan seasons. ?or this[question, and other-similar:questions o

1 . :
which did not relate to any specific reference period, the total : L

terms of bushels/acre by the farmers and the results are presented in

the reported units.

XU o
. Background

Kurakkan, next to maize, is the most widely cultivated cereal,

among those other.than paddy. 1It:is grown primarily in the chenas in
‘the dry. zone during the Maha season and also in the steep slopes of

the mid-country.- Farmers also resort to kurakkan when they fail to
establish a rainfed rice crop in time, or when they suspect drought

conditions.

-Anuradhapura and Hambantota districts contribute équally'andb
together account for about 40% of the total production. Another 30%

of the. .production emanates from the Badulla and Moneragela diétricts. '
The average yields vary between 4-8 cwt per acte in these districts.
Farmers cultivate local varieties whose ages vary from 3—5% months.
However, : two selections of age 3-4 months; MI 30l and MI 302 pre :
available for cultivhtion;3»QThe-yields of these varieties under“chéﬂd
conditions are about‘600-900’lbe/acre'(S-B'cwt/acre)' 'Underiirrigeted'
conditions. in the'Jaffna ‘district, even yields of 2, 500 lbs/acre have

been reported for these varieties.

-

1 A 1list. of-all questions’ of relevance to the’ discussion in: this chapter
is given in Appendix Four. - . : S

2 The conversion rates from volume measure to. weight measure are given

in Appendix Five.

3 Five promising kurakkan lines CCIO, RR 1091, HR 321- 1 KMI TAH 65-7 -

which have since been developed, were tested with a local variety as . -
a check in farmers field in 10 districts during maha 80/81. Agricul-
tural Newsletter No. 5, 1980. Release of the Agricultural Information
Division, Dept. of Agriculture. : ' .
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The seed is usually broadcast and requires about 6-8 1bs of
seed/acre under'mono—cropping.' 4-6 1ts should suffice if the seed is
dibbled in rows 6" ‘apart. .For mixed cropping with Greengram, 1% lbs‘
of kurakkan and 6 1lbs of greengram are broadcast together, or 1 1b of
kurakkan with 8 1bs of greengram used for dibbling. Kurakkan could also
be transplanted introws, under irrigated conditions and the seed

requirements under thése conditions would be about 2 1bs/acre.

*: Growth is slow in the early stages and a top dressing of 12.5 kgs
per acre of nitrogen is recommended 14 days after sowing or transplantingp
to accelerate growth. Care must be also taken to weed the crop. -

thoroughly in the early stages, within the first 35 days of growth.

‘In very wet weather "brown spot" (Helminthosporium species) can
be a problem " Rusty spots on the leaves, leaf sheath and spikelets are
the symptoms of the disease. This disease can be carried from season to
season through the infested seced. Seed disinfection immediately after
harvest' and prior to re-sowing by dusting with Ceresan controls the
‘disease. Though all varieties are susceptible to this disease, no -

severe damage has been reported in Sri Lanka due to it.l

Survey findings

The discussions relate to the cropping practices during mahag
in the study areas in Anuradhapura, Vavuniya Hambantota and Badulla.

The average size of the crop holdings varied between 3/4th to
about 1& acres in the areas of Anuradhapura and Vavuniya. The holdingsv
wére larger and about 2 acres on the average in Gonnoruwa. In the study
areas of Badulla the average extent of land occupied by the crop which is
grown in mixed cropped holdings varied between 1/3rd to 1/2 acres. .

:The crops were mainly sown during September/October in all the'
study areas. But sowing also took place as'early as July or as late as
January.  In Anuradhapura 15-252 of the farmers indicated that they
.normally sowed in August, '

‘

1 Neck:and earhead blast disease, and the stemborer pest too have now
emerged as problems - Ibid
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1 It has been observed that "Kirikurahan" does not refer to any

Broadcasting the seed was the practice that was universally adopted
in all study- areas for establishing the crop; only:one instance of

row-sowing was:reported in.the survey, by a farmer in Mahawilachc¢chiya.

" In the study areas of. Anuradhapura' about half the farmers

(45-49%) used 5-7 1bs/acre and (73—867) used 5-10 lbs/acre of seed for

sowing. The Hambantota farmers had a tendency to use more seed; about

60% used 8-10 lbs/acre, and almost all the others used-ll*l&*lbs/acre.

.. Chettilulam farmers. used their seeds less sparingly; 511 farmers
reported seed rates of 10.lbs or less and almost half stated that they

used 5 lbs or- less.
The use of 5-10 1bs/acre by the majority of farmers ‘in the study
areas of Badulla seems excessive .for an area where this crop is grown .

ﬁainly under mixed cultivation.

In naﬁing~yarieties known to the respondents, a variety referred

to as 'kiri-kurakkan' was mentioned by a fair number of farmers in all

_study areas 'pal-kurakkan' being the equivalent Tamil name mentioned in

Chettikulam. For purposes of classification of the varieties meqtioﬁed‘
by farmers kiri-kurakkan was considered as a local variety.1 Farmers
who were aware of‘improred varieties, varied froﬁ about 30-~50% betweeh
the study areas. As is to be expected from groups which are not equally
aware of both improved and local varieties, a clear preference was '

1ndicated for local varietles. Kiri-kurakkan.was preferred by about

_almost half the respondents in all areas, excepting the study areas of

'JHambantota, and Mahawilachchiya where kurakkan was cultivated mainly in

chena %?nd._

\
Almost all farmers stated that they were able to get the seeds of
the preferred variety during maha 76/77. The seed of theﬁpreferred

)

particular variety but to a stage in the growth of the plant at which

- harvesting is done to obtain a temder grain which is preferred
because of its milky taste - verbal communication - A.O. Coarse
grains and Pulses -~ Dept. of Agriculture.{ e 1

-
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variety was: mainly the farmer's own or neighbour's seed. In Mahakanadarawa,
Mahawilachchlva and Palayakulama and 'zll the study areas of Vavuniya ‘

and Badulla, boutiques too were important sources of supply.

Weeding was claimed to have been practised by 50-60% of the kurakkan

.-growers during maha 76/77 in Magama and in the study areas of Badulla.

In the other areas there was not much evidence of interést in weeding.

A claiﬁ of weeding does not in ifself reflect the attention paid to the -
crop. All farmers who weeded in Gemunupura/Tissapura had removed the
weeds by mammotying and this indicates that the level of management in
weeding was low, as weeding cannot be effectively done by mammotying

a thick growth, of this crop grown under broadcast conditions, and in

the other areas both hand weeding and mammotying had been adoptéd.

.. Among . reports of ‘diseases that affect this crop, 'Rust' Was

.mentioned by. name by 2-4. farwers in Halmillakulama, Mahakanadarawa,

Mahawilachchiya and Pavatkulam-and symptoms of Rust by 3 farmers in
Mahakanadarawa and one in Mahawilachchiya. -'"Blast' was indicated by
name by 2 farmers in Chettikulam. Stemrot and'collar rot were
reported by one or two farmers in Mahakanadarawa and Magama. No
curative measures had been used for any of these diseases. Most of
the reports oa diseases related to the leaf. Red coloratien, white

coloration,yellowing of leaves, or just ‘'leaf diseases' were the common

.responses in all areas. 'Leaf diseases' were mentioned by 10 farmers

in Gonnoruwa and 2 in Magama, both:areas in the Hambantota district.

.Whether these reports in common with the other reports relating to the

leaf, are symptoms of deficiencies, or a disease referred to as
'Kola pafu’.is not known. Endrex 20, Gamexene, and Malathion had been

‘used by a few farmers for control of leaf disease or discoloration. Use

of_Pélythion and Sulphur for controlling of yelléwing of leaves too

were mentioned by a few farmers in Cheétikulam?‘

Insect pests as mentioned by farmers were the sandbug, aphid
flies, stemborer, pod borer, grasshopper, leaf worm, root worm and
&Zluﬂeéeeme . ‘Sandbugs refer to aphids ‘artd* under drought conditiona'
aphids. could cause major damage. -Stemborer {s known to be a major pest
of kurakkan and this pest is also a pest of paddy. ~ The catterpillar

is a pest of lkurakkan and crop get affected'by swarms once in seven
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i 'years. ~Flies get attracted by the. honey dew extrudates of the aphids

and ‘are not: pests. ‘‘Though pod borer and root worms weére mentioned °

by farmers these are.not'pests'df~kurakkan; Malathior, Endrex ZO'

-and DDT, had been u§ed.for the control of aphids and stemborers. . A
. systemic insecticide such as B.H.C. granules is the recommended
: control measure for stemborers. ‘'Illuweseeme' was treated with the use

..of ‘ash in Gemunupura/Tissapura.

-

‘ ' The farmer opinions in'all study areas support: a view that -

- kurakkan affected by rain at harvest, but not at its éatly:staéeg"bf“

¢ , C
growth. Excessive rain was mentioned as a problem at harvest by' most
or a relatively fair number of farmers in almost all areas. The need
for two picks at harvest due to uneven maturity could extend harvest

time into the exceSs'rain_period and harvesting during rain could be'

~ difficult with a broadcast crop where the plants are not so easily

accessible as when planted in rows. Labour shortage was also mentioned
as a problem in harvesting this crop which again could'bé'aggrévated'

due to the:fact that more than one harvest entails more labour use at

.harvest.7~Lodging:of the stem, falling of seeds, mixirg with weeds and -

excess height;wéré also mentioned as problems by a very small number of -

farmers (one to four for each problem) in the areas of Anuradhapura.

Kurakkan is considered'as-afd;ought‘resistant7crop, with an
ability to withstand water stresses. Contrary to expectations ‘this crop

was voted as one that is least -affected by drought by a large majority

£62%) of ‘farmers only in Palayakulama. - Not more than abput'1/3fd“6f“the i

farmers in other:areas excepting Mahakanadatrawa (377%) méntioned kurakkan

‘as :a crop-least affected by drought. Aphids could cause damage under |
*v:drought“coﬁditions and it is ndt possible to ascertain from,thefévéilable

" informat ion: whether experiences of hazards ‘due to this pest could have

had an impact on the farmer responses. ' -

-?fxThreshiﬁgfwaS‘done manually; only one case of animal threshing in

" Vavuniya was reflected in the ‘survey. ::The average“yieldS'in the study

areas‘within-Anuradhapﬁra and Vavuniya®varied between 12,5 and 21.6

1sbushelé/acreﬁ(6—10 CWt/étre)."lTheéé yields compare favourably with the
. potential-yields of MI. 301 and MI- 302 under’ cheng ¢onditions; and -
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either lie within the range or are even higher than the expected yields

1:',,, .
each area obtalnrng less:. than”& bushels/acre. Pf¢icEep is mostly grown

urtder a . mixed cropplng systém in this area, and underthé Tow levels “gf’
management of the crops the yields of :all or some crops under this:

system could be depressed more than in a mono-crop ‘system’ dué ‘o

compétition among crops for even the very poor supply of nutrients. il

e

The prototype of the-blant mostly preferred by the farmers in: all
areas was one of age 2%-3 months, of height 2%-3 ft and one pick et E
harvest. A fair proportion of the Palayakulama farmers indicated a
preference for varieties with a life’‘span of 2 months or-even lesser
duration. - Ati‘the other extreme preference for largef'life spans of ~
¥~4 months also were indicated by farmers of Halwfllakulama, :-.
Mahawilachchiya, Chettikulam, Gonnoruwa and Gemuniupura/Tissédpura. = &
A preference for'very short varieties not exceeding 2 ft was expressed as-
equally as for varieties of 24-3 ft in che areas of Badilla. The interest
evihded by the Badulla farmers in very ‘short variéties, is prompted ‘
mainly by the farming system in-the area. Kurakkan: is grown mostly under

maize, and probably short plants could be more easlly managed with tdaller

maize plants.

Relatively fewer farmers expreseed an opinion ‘about deéired'headg
types, and in most areas the responses referred to long -and large heads,
more grains, under-scoring a desire for more produce. 'The' responsées of
Mahawilachchiya, Chettikulam, and Magama centred on an important aspect,

namely the structure of the panicle. However, the expressed preferences in

‘Mahawilachchiya ‘and ‘Magama were not' decidely in favour of either a-
Ycloded or ‘an’ ‘open’ type of paricle." The respondents of Chettikulam

clearly voted for an open or loose panicle.

Crop improvement research on this crop has.been minimal. - Some
areas in which research can be undertaken apart from breeding varieties of
highei“&lelaé'énﬁ*shOrt’life spafr, dre prevention of lodging of plants, -
and greater resistance to disease inducement of even maturity of seeds,
and a loose panicle. * Farmers should be educated to avoid using a mixture

of seeds of different varieties for planting to reduce uneven maturity.



MAIZE
Background .

Maize is Cultivated mainly as a maha crop in the Dry Zone and
Internedidte Zone districts. Bddulla and Moneragala districts together
contribute to abdut. Half the‘acreage and productidn of the commodity. '
Anuradhapura . is the major pfoduCing area among the Dry Zone districts.
This crop is mostly cultivated in the mixed cropping systéms th chena:
Yields are very low, about 10 cwt/acre bécause thé vatrieties used are
degeénerate strains aid the levelk of management ate poor.

. The improved varieties recommended by the Department of Agriculture
are Thai Composite, Cuprico Flint Compesto and T 48. -These are yellow -
seeded fliat varietiéc which fetch a better price in the market. The
potential yields of these varieties when correctly and adequately

fertilised and managed well otherwise, is about 25-30 cwts/acre.

R The recommended land preparation and planting operationé are
tractor ploughing and harrowing to a depth of 6"-9" with application of
fertilisers at final harrowing during September-October, and dibbling of
seeds after the onset of rains in 0cto£er having wet the soil to a depth
of about 9". The advocated spacings are 2%" between rows and‘IO"
apart in rows, or 2" and 12" respectively, with 2-3 seeds at each coint
thinning out a fortnight later to allow one'plant, at each point. fifteen
1b. of seed are required to plant one acre if the recommended spacing: and

thinning operations are followed.

Most maize varieties take 105-110 days to mature. Application of
a basal mixture of 50 kg'(l,cwt) concentrated superphosphate, 25 kg
(1) cwt) muriate of potash and 18 kg (40 1lbs)  Urea per acre when land is
'being harrowed followed by a top dressing of 56 kg (of 1/8 cwt) Urea
per acre about AO'ddys after ploughing is the recommended fertiliser

practice.

... A spray.application of Simazine on wet soil immediately éfter,‘.L"
planting before the germination.of-the seeds or tractor or manual weeding
2-3.weeks after planting, will effectively control weed growth.

it g




&

83

The Stemborer is the only insect best that has presented a problem
in sri Lanka, and severe damage by this pest can be prevented by spraying
any of the following insecticides: Azodrin 60%, Bayrusil 25% X or.

Thiodan 354 as ‘soon as the first 51gns of ‘damage ‘are. noticed. Birds

,

‘.also cause damage to the crop when the’ seeds in the developing ears' are

in the milky stage. 'Harvesting is done by snapping the cohs from the
stalks” by,hand. The cobs are dried in the sun for a few days and
thereafter husked and shelled. It is best stored as corn-on the Cobi;w
A dusting with an insecticidal dust like 4% Malathion or 10% BHC

commercialised dust is recommended for storing of planting material.

Survey findings °

The findings relating to rainfed cultivation in maha in respect - of
only the study areas in Anuradhapura, Hambantota and Badulla are discussed.
Maize was grown in average holdings of about 1-1) acres in Badulla
and 1 acre in the areas of Anuradhapura. In Hambantota smaller extents
of land were devoted to this crop, the average holding being about 5 acre

in Magama and 2/5th of acre in Gonnoruwa.

The maJority of the maize growers, in all the study areas sow
either in September or October, with the dry zone farmers favouring
sowing in October, and the Badulla farmers, specially those in Mapakadawewa,

sowing earlier in September.

The seeds were dibbled by almost all farmers in the study areas of
Badulla and Hambantota and in Halmillakulama and Mahawilachchiya. A
fair proportion of farmers in Palayakulama and Mahakanadarawa adooted
the tradltional method of planting, germinating the seeds in a hole and

ey

then plantlng them in the field. The farmers in these areas were either

relatively more tradltion bound or have been less’ exposed to new knowledge.

Almost all farmers (792) in the atudy areas of Anuradhapura, used
less than 10 1bs of seed for'establishing the;erOp; about 25-35% using even
less than 5 lbs/acre in Halmillakulama, Mahakanadarawa and‘Mahanilaehéhiya.
Between 70% and 80% of the farmers in the study areas of Hambantota, too

-

used less than 10 1lbs of seed per acre. In Badulla, though the modal
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group was 5-10 lbs/acre only about 45-50%Z of farms were in this group

. and there was evidence of use of even more than the recommended 15 1lbs/

acre by -about. 15-20% of the farmers.
, _ e .

.- Farmers of the study areas of Badulla showed greater awareness:
of.improvedfvarieties;:more than 90% were aware of both improved:and local
varieties. Among the.other areas too awareness of improved vérieties
was high (71-88%), except in Mahakanadarawa where only -about:50% were-

aware of improved varieties. .

A clear preference forvlocal varieties was indicated by the farmers
in.the study areas of Anuradhapura excepting Palayakulama. The farmers of

the study areas of Badulla and Hambantota showed a slightly greater

_preference for local varieties.

'

The crops were generally not fertilised; only two farmers of

",.Gempnnpura/Tissapura and one in Bakamuna reported applicationiof

fertiliser.

More than 90% of the growers in Badulla during maka 76/77 claimed
to have weeded their maize holdings. In Hambantota claims of weeding
varied between 84Zand 97% and the corresponding proportions in Anuradhapura
were about7BZ to 83%. .Mammotying was the main method of weed control in
the stndy areas. | ' ' |

Diseases were not. positively identified hy most farmers. Generally
symptoms such as yellowing, white or red,coloration of leaves, and curling:
of leaves which could be attributed to either dlseases, pests' or some
physiological condition of the plant and also a few cases of a mon-
specific nature such as viral diseases, were reported. Among‘the respdnses
were . found isolated instances of reports of collar rot, stemrot . and

whitening of topmost part of plant. Very few, if any, adopted remedial

]

*Fneasures and of those who did, most of them removed the affected plant.

Only three farmers reported use of chemicals for arresting diseases, but
the chemicals ment ioned; Endrex 20, Penitrothin and Sumithion‘were_‘

insecticides.'w__.

Sy
(S|

o

! .
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I ries

'least affected by drought.

Stemborers and pod borers were reported as the main insect pests
of this crop A few instances of leaf worms or root worms were . also
ment foned. Removal of the plants was the main remedial measure adopted
for- controlling the spread of stemborer attacks. A few farmers, not more
than three in any area, mentioned the nse of chemicals for controlling
their pest. The chemicals used were Malathion which ik tot an effective
control for Stemborer, Azodrin 60 Endrex 20 Endrin and Sumithion.
Reports of pod borer incidence were fewer and control by use of chemicals..
was mentioned by only a very few farmers. Removal of pods, or plants,

were the most prevalent methods of controlling the insect. Picking of

worms is another control measure that was adopted by some farmers.

G ALIA R

This is an effective method which is feasible and suitable under the

EEASEY

conditions in wh1ch most of the farmers grow this .Crop at present.

Maize was considered as not prone to damage by rains at early

stages of growth by a large maJority of farmers ( 83 - 72%) of the study

.areas of Badulla, a fair majority of farmers in Hambantota, Halmillakulama

and Mahawilachchlya, and about 482 and 42% of the farmers of Palayakulama

and Mahakanadarawa respectively. It was also considered as least affected

HE R b B

......

. S

Anuradhapura farmers however considered it to be affected,by rains at

€y ;i IRy ‘f:" .
harvest. The responses d1d .not clearly emphasize drought resistance as
a characteristic of this crop, though in both study areas of Badulla and

three areas of Anuradhapura about 40 ~50% considered the crop to be

R IR

The crop was harvested manually in all areas.

.‘,;,\' N
- I—

| The average yields during maha.:: 76/77 ‘were..around 18-19 bushels/
acre in the areas of Anuradhapura: and about - 10<11 bushels/acre An
Hambantota. Within Badulla, Mapakadayewa had an average yield of
8 bushels/acre and Gemunupura/Tis;apura 15 bushels/acre.~ The. highest
average yields of 19 bushels/acre (10 cwts/acre) does not reach the
lowest potential of 25 cwts/acre even halfway. "50 -70% of the farmers in
the study areas of Hambantota and Badulla had yields of 10 bushels or less

per acre (about 5 cwts/acre).

[
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The farmers of Anuradhapura and Hambantota opted for short aged

varietiés of two to three months 1ife span with the maJority (35. -457)

:preferring 3 months varieties. A preference for 4 months varieties .was

also indicated by about 30% of the farmers of Ha1millakulama and

-Mahawilachchiya. The Badulla farmers were almost equally divided in

their preference for varieties of 2~3 months duration and of varieties

' 3% to 5 months life spans; 4 months varieties being the first choice of

the Mapakadawewa farmers. | : : .
Ty o R A o et

A plant of. heighttbetween 3% to 5 ft was the.choice of the majority
of farmers in all areas except Halmillakulama and Mapakadawewa, but ek

hd&evenuwithip this group, the Anuradhapura and Badulla farmers favoured. :
iftaller plants ‘of about 5 ft while the Hambantota preferred shorter S
‘plants of about 4 ft. There was a clear indication that in MapakadaWewa

and Halmillakulama the farmers had a liking for ‘taller. plants of; height
6 to 7 ft or, even more. In Mahakanadarawa,- Mahawilachchiya, Gemunupura/

'Tissapura and Gonnoruwa too a fair proportion of farmers expressed a
'Qlikiqg for. such tall plants. The preference for.taller yarieties: which
are unimproved Aocal. varieties could have been dictated. by)their traditional.

practice of cultivating tall maize plants in a mixed cropping systems.
These varieties also have. anaadvantage of easy harvesting and higher-. ...
storage durability.

Crop research in breeding for varieties are mainly.directed.towards

short varieties which are. lodging resistant and suited for mono-culture

on a commerciai,g&a&gr;ﬁ

GOUREEEIETE B tepmy o v ia &

One pick atsharvest .. was”the desired characteristic in all-study
areas. A 1argg and yellow, seed emerged as tae. type .9f;. seed thatis-
preferred forithe market.J The Badulla .farmers: indicated -a..greatex;:
preference ﬁor a. flat seed in. comparison ta.a round seed:while the

Anuradhapura farmers preferred a round seed.

SORGHUM .
Background

Sorghum is generally grown in small plots in the home gardens.

Sorghum which can be a ratoon crop has a decided advantage over single

S
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‘crop cereals, as it involves considerablefsaving-inqestabkisﬁment time,

1andvpreparation and planting costs.. Ratoon crops however can be grown
only in areas where rainfall is well distributed over the whole . year.

Thus, ratoon crops are possible under rainfed conditions only in the

.. wet zone and certain parts of the intermediate-zone; In-the‘dry’zone,

_ {1 . X e L
under irrigated conditions, with assurance 6?!water'all the yed¥ round
ratoon cropping As possible, but no ratoon can be taken under: purely ‘
rainfed conditions: de L B ‘
A Thai variety IS 2941.was a recent introduction to' Sri Lanka.

the Kurunegala district sorghum was encouraged during yala'60 on an

. experimental basis and yields of around 30-40 bushels/acre were obtained.

The recommended sowing times under rainfed conditions is, the first

week of November for. the. naha crop and March/April for the yala crop.

... Spacing of 20" between rows and 4" apart within rows_is: ‘good for ratoon

crops. 2" x 6" {is. considered a .good spacing for a single crop in dry

Zone, TWO seeds are dibbled at a point and thinned later and 12-15 1bs of

. seed are required to plant ione acre.

The recommended fertillser applications are a basal dressing of

' Ammonium Sulphate, Super Phosphate and Muriate of Pottash with a top

SR

| dressing of Amonium Sulphate, 30 days after planting and repeat application

" of only the top dressing for ratoon crops.

-~

- As weeds are very competitive with this plant: ‘at bhe early -stages .

h weeding need be adopted 15 and 30 days after planting. Pre-emergent

application of Ramrod is also recommended. Once well established, the

crop is capable of withstanding adverse extreme weather conditions.

"Smut " which is a seed borne disease of this cereal, can be.

J'controlled by ceresan dressing at planting.

2SS

- iyl
Sores; 2un

Stemborer can be problem as‘in maize and the same control .measures.
have been recommended ‘ Wind and b1rds especially parrotsa‘cause damage.
However, wind. is not a problem with IS 2941, Bird scaring has to be
commenced about 70 days after planting, when the grains are in the milky

stage, to reduce the damage by birds
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The first crop of IS 2941 is ready“for harvest within 100-105 days

from planting and the first ratoon crop 85-90 days after harvest of the

first crop..

The stalks are harvested when they are still green andrthe:earheads

.cut separately. ' The stalk is-cut 1" above the ground. Ievel-‘for the '

ratoon crop;, Threshing by tractor is recommended. Average yields of
2,500-3,000 1bs per acre could be obtained from the first ¢rop of the

' local variety. With IS 2941 greater yields of 5,000 lbs/acre for thé

.first‘crop;Jandi3;500‘1bs-each for two ratoon crops:havefbeen"reported.

" Weevils contribute to a big problem of storage. _Seed material could
be mixed with 47 Malathion and 10% BHC for storage; The grains meant
for consumptionyoan:be'stored'using a safe agrochemical such as '

Actalic. In storing grain the moisture content should not exceed

14%. Processing of sorghum presents difficulties. Sorghum could replace

upto 10% of wheat flour in bread. A white grain is preferred to yellow
grains. ' |

Survey'findings R l

- Only 28 farmers reported cultivation of sorghum during maha 76/77

and this crop was not cultivated at all during yaZa 76. The farmers while

being interrogated about this crop, mentioned that sorghum cultivation

had expanded in response to extension efforts during maha 74/75 and as

the produce had not been bought as expected by the procuring agencies,

the. cultivation of this crop was abandoned by most growers in the succeeding

seasons. -

The discussions.relate to-main1y4Anuradhapura and Badulla.

The ' growers ‘normally dibble their crops in September/October. Most-
farmers used less than 5 lbs of seed material per acre. The majority of
the respondents in both districts were aware of only 1ocal varieties and
all were able to obtain the preferred variety of the seeds during the

season, the'seed being from their own stock

&
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The crops were not fertilised. Weeding was done by about 50% of
the farmers of Anuradhapura and most of them mammotled their fields, . In
Badulla 7% of the farmers stated that they had weeded their fields, and

here again more used the mammoty than hand weed.

Parrots were considered:a major pest and scaring mas=the*method
adopted to reduce pest damage. In fact, farmers in the study areasuof
Anuradhapura and alsoc in Gonnoruwa and Attanakadawala reported abéndoﬂment
of cultlvation of this crop due to damage by parrots and other birds.

-

Though sorghum is a drought resistant crop, the farmers of .

-Mahakanadarawa, Mahav1lachchiya and Gemunupura/Tissapura considered this

crop as one that is affected by drought and the Gemunupura/Tissapura

farmers stated ‘that it was also affected by rains at the early and later

Hrrenciiio ﬂ,:,'r:,i,! i

PULSES (Cowpea, Greengram, Blackgram)

The main thrust ‘of research work and 1nvestigation in pulse..

development programmes had been on crop improvement, and insect and

’disease control ) Weed control, irrigation economy, food technology and

use or machlnery in farm operation ¢re other areas tha: had received. &

fa1r amount of attention in research investigations.

h The improved varleties have been bred with the aim of providing
higher yields in a short life span of the plant. , To reap the benefits of
the genetzc potential of the 1mproved varieties the cultivator has.to-
raise th standards of management of higher levels than what he is.

accustomed to.

The improved varieties of pulses being fertiliser responsive, of

_ short duration and low water requirements, the crop could be: successfully

incJuded in cropping patterns in rotation with rice. Further the
feature of low water requirement, makes it a feasible proposition to
cultivate pulses on the paddy lands that lie fallow during yala. The

_recommended establishment and management practices for the varieties

recommended for growing in respect of cowpea, greengram and blackgram ’

are as follows: , o
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Age . .Seed Rate ‘Spacing

_Crop (months) ' (per acre) : (2 seeds per
o R ' point)
Cowpea - _
Bombay 3 20.1b : 18" x 6"
Arlington -3 _ 20 1b -7 18" x 6"
MI - 35 2% L 251 12" x 6"
Greengram ‘ , ’
MI -1 3 20 1b - 12" x 6"
MI - 4 24 20 1b. 12" x 6"
Blackgram »
CME - | : 3 . : 20 1b : 12" x 6"
Type 9 L 2% 20 1b 12" x 6"

33th‘soii moisture and fertiliser content influence the age of the
crop; excessesfdelay maturity, while inadequacies hasten maturity. Hence,

in timing the planting of the crop, excessive irrigation or rainfall

" during the life of the crop should be avoided and the planting done sd

that ripening takes place in the dry period.

Under rainfed conditions in the dry zone, the 3 months varieties
planted in mid to late November and the 2! months varieties in late
November in the maha season, and only'2ls months varieties during yala
planted in late March to April, get into the desired moisture conditions.

In the wet'zohe, the best times to plant are November and July. In

the dry zone, under irrigation planting may be done at any time making

allowance for the ripening»periods to coincide with dry conditibns.
Land preparation in ridges and furrows, with planting in ridges and
controlled issues of water let into the furrows are also recommended for

cultivation under irrigation.

A basal fertiliser dressing comprising,

50 kg/l cwt conc. superphosphate
’25 kg/% cwt muriate of potash

25 kg/k cut ‘ammonium sulphate OR
12kkg/%_cwt'ureé

¢
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With a top dressing with nitrogeneous fertiliser as;a,hogster dose
of (10 - 20 1bs of Nitrogen/aere):ifﬁplants_exhibit~signs of.-poor. . . |
growth, is the recommended fertiliser;management. Pulses, unlike most
other crops, do not require much nitpogeneogsgfertiliser;,in;fact too:
much‘gitrogen is detrimental to :the crgpmggltgsuppresses:hodulatibn'

resulting in poor growth and yield..

Weeds must be eliminated, particularly,during the first month if a
successful harvest is expected. A pre—emergent‘application:of'eitherv,
Lasso, or Ramrod 659, for greengram or blackgram, and Linuson 509 for -
cowpea two to three days after planting and before the seeds sprout

above the ground, is considered effective for the .control of weeds.

Since the Agromyza fly can cause damage to the plants when they are
in the two—three leaf stage, it is advised to spray Azodrin 60% at this
time as a preventive measure. Spraying with Azodrin 60% is also

recoqmehded if leaf eating caterpillars become a problem.

‘ Blackgram could be harvested in one picking and in fact the whole
plant is harvested and threshed _ Greengram and cowpea however require

three or mome picks because the seeds shatter on matuvity. é

cowméé.f .
Background

Cowpea production increased over ‘the period 1971-77 when the‘
restriction was placed on 1mport of mascor dhal. This crop is’ grown in
both maka and yala, w1th 30% of the total production being in’ yala.'
Kurunegala is the magor produc1ng area. 43% of the area devoted to
this crop and 357 of the’ total productlon during naha 76/77 was from

Kurunegala.
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:Cowpea is an impOrstht'pulse crop, as it played a revolutionary'
role in replacing ﬁaéébr dhal in the diets of the peopie. The crop has a
higher yield potentlal than greengram, blackgram and toor dhal than any
other indigenous grain legume grown in Sri Lanka. The recommended
varieties are Arlington and Bombay, both 3 months aged varieties and
MI-35 a 2% months variety. -MI-35, popularly known as 'Lanka Parippu'
is an excellent substitute for'masoor dhal. MI-35 has a yield potential
of 1000 Ibs/acre’ under irrigated conditions and 400 1lbs/acre under
rainfed conditions while ‘the corresponding y1e1ds of other varieties
are 1500 1bs and 700 lbs respectively.

Survey findings

‘Cowpea_wes:euitivated by a fair proportion of farmers in all the

study areas duriug_mdha 76/77. Therefore the discussions would ralate

to all the areas for-maha, and the Elahera Project area for yala.

Cowpea uas.growu an en average extent of about 2/5th>€o 3/4th
of an acre in the unirrigqted lands of the study areas of Anuradhapura,
Vavuniva and Hambantota and the Elahera Project during maha.p, The
Badulla farmers' responses 1ndicated that only ‘about 1/5th acre of land
was devoted to this crop on an average by the cultivating households.
Under irrigated condition during yala 77 the average holding of

Attanakadawala and Bakamuna were 1/3rd and 1/4th acres respectively.

., Farmers cultivating.under rainfed conditions in the dry zone
districts of Anuradhapura; Vavuniya and Hambantota usually planted their
crops during September to November with. October being most favoured
though in some. study areas. planting as .early as-in August or later: in
December were also reported.. In Badulia;district,‘though, most planting
was done during the months oereptemher, October and November, a. '
slightly higher preference for September was noted. Sowing time in
Gemunupura/Tissapura, spanned August to Feburery. In the Elahera PrOJect

area, planting was usually done from September to February for the makha

\
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crop, and peaks were observed in October/November and January. For
cultlvatloa ¢i the yala crop under irrigated condition, planting commences
in May and continues through August, May followed by June had ‘been the . -

.

mostly favoured months,

Y

L'

- Dibbling was the method of planting adopted by a vast majority of
farmers in all study areas, with the exception of Chettlkulam where-:lz
broadcastiug was the most‘popular method. In Mahakanadarawa row sowing

was also practised to a fair extent by the farmers.

The majority of farmers 1n all the study areas except 1n ‘
Mahakanadarawa and Mapakadawewa reported using 5-10 1lbs of seed/acre .
for cultivation during the maha season, ~Even 1ess than S lbs/se_ed_ per.
acre was the most common quantum of seed among the farmers of _J_HA:
Maha&anadarawa and Mahaw1lachchiya. In the Elahera Project area. most
farmers used 5-10 lbs/acre for even the 1rrigated cultivation during
yala. In the Anuradhapura, Hambantota, Badulla and Pavatku]am the f,t”;

majority of the farmers (75-100%) were aware of both local and improved

- varieties. The Chettikulam farmers (100%) were aware of only improved

varieties. Their non.awareness of local.varieties may .be due to

cowpea not b~ing a traditional crop of this area. In the Elahera PrOJect

about 1/4 to 1/3rd of the farmers were aware of only imrroved varieties.
i‘Amonguthe cultivators of Mahakanadarawa, Mahawilachchiya, Gemunupura/ -

Tissapura and the Elahera Project. area there was-an -almost. equal:. .-

preference, or greater preference as observed in Mahawilachchiya, for-: .

local varieties; while an over-riding preference for improved varieties.:

1Qas indicated in the cther zreas.

Almost all farmers were able to obtain seeds of: the preferred -

varieties during mahqg 376/77:; The majority of -the:farmers in all-areas

'except Chettikylam used their own seeds. In Chettikulam boutiques were

the wain source.of seeds. In Mahakanadarawa too a large . praportion oﬂ,

' farmers purchased-their seeds from boutiques. The APC figured as the :

principal outside source for supply of seed to the farms in Gemunupura/

Tissapura and.Bakamuna.
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Poor level of fertiliser management were reflected in the survey.

During the maha season, 8 farmers in Gemunupura/TiSsapura one in

Mahakanadarawa and 4 in the Elahera Progect area reported application of
fertiliser. Of theSe farmers, 2 in Gemunupura and all the farmers of
Mahakanadarawa applied organic manhre. Farmers who reported use of
chemicals applied only top dre551ngs of Urea. Even ‘among the Elahera
Project farmers who cultivated under irrigated COndition ering yald,, .
only one had fertilised his crop and that too brly with a top—dressing.

!

Almsst all farmers reported weeding (85% farmers in the Elahera
Project and 90 - 100% in the other areas). Mammotying was the method
resorted to by almost all farmers, except in Chettikulam and Gemunupura/
Tissapura where_the weeds were mainly picked by hand. 1In both these
areas the most kprevalent) planting methodvmas broadcasting of seeds and
this explains why hand weeding was adopted in these areas. Use of

chemicals per se or along with mammotying, was non existent or very

rare.

Diseases as reported by farmers was in terms of physiological

:changes observed 'by then. Yellowing of leaves was the major symptom

observed in all the study areas. Curling of leaves was another

symptom mentioned by farmers in areas except Chettikulam. Whiteninpg

of leaves, red coloration of leaves, falling of leaves, appearance of

spots on leaves, appearance f holes on leaves and damping of leaves
were the other symptoms mentioned by farmers. Rotting or decay of roots
were also mentioned. "Rust"lmas ment {oned by name by a few farmers,
though this crop is not susceptible to this disease. it is'possible that
the reference was to the disease known as "Ceregspiona'. One farmer in
Chettikulam mentioned 'Blast' for'which Polythion was sprayed for control,

and 3 stated that their cropsvhad 'virus' diseases which were controlled

.by insecticides. Of those who reported diseases, 50. - 75% did not use

any control measures. Among the'others a fair proportion of farmers
had used chemicals as control measures but the chemicals used (Malathion,
ﬁyran, Azodrin 60, DDT, Trithion,.Polithion, Endrex 20, BHC, Actelic,
Gamexene} were all insecticides. 'The other farmers had'eradicated their

plants.
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‘h:Aphids_presented'problems_to_the'farmers in all study areas except
in Vavuniya;;&ﬂambantota;.Mapakadaﬂeya.z .One farmer in Palayakulama
stated that he'abandoned the cultivation of cowpea due to aphids.

- Three farmers in Mahawilachchiya and .one in Chettikulam.too had-:

stopped cult1vat1ng cowpea because of pests.

' .
PR

Leaf eating caterpillars emerged as the major pest in Chettikulam. -
In Hambantota pod borers were mentioned .as;the major . pest.3: The pod
borer also being referred to as"18messa” or "ILQweseema” , was mentioned
by a large number of farmers (14) 'in Gemunupura/Tissapura. »'Flies',
'(1n a few instances stated as pod flies') were also reported by a-
fair number of farmers in the study areas. of Anuradhapura and,
Badulla districts. The other pests mentioned by small numbers of
farmers in the study areas were worms, (leaf worm,. root: WOTm) _
' stemborers, leaf roller, and godavella,A,the‘last being mentioned by.

]

only the Chettikulam farmers. L S o :;, PRI

I v

'InsecticideSS had been used for. the control of aphids by a very

2y

[eorant

large proportion of the farmers.: All 11 fammers of Chettikulam who
mentioned leaf eating caterpillar as a pest had used insecticides to .
control it. Pod borers too had been controlled with the use of
insecticides, except in Mapakadawewa and Gemunupura/Tissapura.. In.:
these two areas, use of agrochemicals for. control of : pests or diseases
were relatively low. In the other study . areas insecticides were .. :
used for the controliof all .pests, even the minor ones..

. e e i byoor R T . .
Cowpea was considered to be a crop that was least affected by -

rain at early stages of growth by the Gonmoruwa farmers. All study

areas voted it as. a crop affected by rains at harvest. The .crop was

D T

1 No insect pests were reported in, Pavatkulam

2 'The numbers reporting_that .this pest appreciably. redueed yields were

as follows: Palayakulama 15 Halmillakulama 27, Mahakanadarawa 35,
Mahawilachchiya 55, Gemunupura/Tissapura 19, “Bakamuna 23, Attanakadawala 21.

¥

» 3 Gonnoruwa 25, and Magama 15.
- 4 Godavella:~ipaddy swarming caterpillars; ‘
* 5 Malathion; Nyram, :Azcodrin 60, Sumitliion; Gamexene, Endrex 20, Endrin _

Hopsene, Folidol, Thiodan, Parathion, BHC., DDT..
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considered drought resistant by -about half or more of'the farmers of
Palayakulama,,Halmillakulama-énd“Mhhakhnedarawa'and Attanakadawala, '

Excessive rain and lack of labour were the main problems of

harvest ing the crop.

Except. for: orie farmer in Mahakanadarawa who used a tractor for -

T S
SRR PR

threshing all farmers threshed their crops manually. :

The evdrage yields during maha 76/77 varied from 3. 9 fo 10.4
bushels per acre among the study’ areas, with the areas of’ Anuradhapura;;
and Vavuniya exhibiting: the higher averages (Anuradhapﬂra 6.6 - 10. 4
Vavuniya 7.0 ~ 9.2). The yields of both Hambantota and Badulla
districts were very low.:: What is worthy of note is that most farmers
had an, average yield of even 5 bushels or less or about 5-10 bushels/
acre. The crope cultivated under irrigated coeditions in the
Elahera Project during yala 77 did not seem to have fared any better, .

the average yields for the study areas being around 8 and 9 bushels/acre,

for Attanakadawala and Bakamuna respectively, and the majority of

farmers had obtained 5-10 bushels/acre.

The.farmers of Anuradhaputa and Elahera Project desired plants =~
with a life span of 1% to 2 months. Though the majority of the
Hambantota farmers preferred 2 months aged varieties, there was aled a
desire for longer age varieties of 2%-3 months expressed by half the
sample farmersiin this area. A similar trend in desire was observed in
Pavatkulam. A

A short- plant, lszt'high, was- the choice of the majority of |
farmers of Anuradhapura and Elahera Project and also of Gonnoruwa and

Gemunupura/Tissapura though a desire for a 2 ft high plant was also

manifest in the responses of the farmers' of Mahawilachchiya and Bakamuna.

The Chettikulam farmers clearly indicated a preference for a 2 high or
even slightly tallér plants. o

BN

‘It is of interest to note that in study areas of Anuradhapura,

_Vavuniya and Elahera Project a desire for 3 to 4 picks, and in some.

instances even more than 4 were v01ced by a great majority of farmers. '

In the other areas there seemed to be a greater preference for one pick.
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The majority of farmers of Elahera and Hambantéta indi¢ated that
there was a greater market for small seeds. A white seed was' considered
to' be of great market value: .a round seed was considered desirabie ‘for

et

the market by farmers of most study areas.

- GREEN GRAM

Greengram has been traditionally grown in Sri Lanka. It is mostly

' grown in the districts of Kurunegala Hambantota, Anuradhapura and

Moneragala. The districts contributed 27%, 254 64 & 13% respectively

-to the total area devoted to this crop and 254, ZBA 7A & 127 to the

total production during maha 76/77 During yala, the crop mainly
emanated from the irrigated paddy fields of Kurunegala, Polonnaruwa

and Jaffna, and the rainfed highlands of Anuradhapura. ,

of several varieties bred and released by the Maha Illuppallama
research station MI4 which has a good yield potential and large seed
size 1is popular The popularity of Type 51 which has the highest yield_

potential is limited, because of the smaller seed size.

The Mung bean Yellow Mosaic Virus (MYMV) and the Tobacco Ring Spot
Virus (TRSV) are known to have drastically reduced greengram production.‘.
No source of resistance have been 1dentified for the virus diseases and .
chemical control is either ineffective or uneconomical.The population of
the white fly (Bemica tobacco) the vector that transmits MYMV has
been noticed to be at a peak 1n December, January and Feburary.

There has been indication of a minor ‘peak in May—June. TRSV is seed
borne and has been noticed to occur”during the cooler months of the '
year (December to Feburary) Wild relatives of the greengram plant are .
being screened to find resistance to MYMV and any species showing
resistance or tolerance to the disease ‘are being used in Hybridization S

programmes in order to breed a disease resistant variety. There is no

.passage of the TRSV in blackgram. A large number of interspecies

crosses (Greengram x blackgram) have been successfully effected and
selections are being done with the obJective of obtaining resistant

varieties.

RN A
iR 5 G
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Survey findings

The surVey responses indicated that only the stuuy ateas of the

 Hambantota and Badulla districts, Mahakanadarawa in Anuradhapura and

Chettikulam in Vavuniya and the Elahera Project pay attention to this
cr0p. Hence the discussion will relate to only these study areas.in

respect of maha and also the Elahera Projebt area in respect of yala.

The average crop holding was largeSt ih Magama by about 4/5

aéfé. Gonnoruwa, Chettikulam and Mapakadawewa had average holdings of

around 0.45 acre.*AThe holdings were smaller in the other areas and
ranged frbm 0 15 to 30 acrES.' ‘The lowland crop holdings in the areas
of Elahéra Projéct too were around 1/4 and 1/3rd acres respeCtively.
“'Fafséfé"of Mahaﬁanadarawa planted/sdwed mostly ianctober:or
November. 1In Chettikulam almostvallffarmers sowed their:crop‘in
November. In Hambantota, crop establishment was done early with a large
maJority attending to this activity ‘during October in Gonnoruwa and )
during September/October in Magama The maJority of the farmers in‘>“

the areas of Badulla established tneir crop during November/December

with a very great tendency to do so in December. The ‘Elahera

‘farmers established their naha crops during October to January with

most farmers planting in January ' May was the most favoured month for
planting the yaLa crop though this activity was extended through the '
period May to August.

RS }l

13

The Chettikulam farmers invariably, and almost all (94/ and
82%) in the areas of Badulla broadcast their seeds. The maJority of
the Gonnoruwa farmers (68/) and Elahera Project farmers (73 ~95%) dibble
the seeds for establishing the crop. In Mahakanadarawa and Magama
both broadcastlng and dibbling of seeds were practised almost equally
and a few farmers reported row sow1ng in these areas.ui _

o

N A quanta of seed used per acre were very low; maJority of farmers

TR

in Badulla and Mahakanadarawa used less than 5 lbs/acre.' In Gonnoruwa_'

and Magama, farmers varied greatly from one to another in the amount :

’Aof seed used ranging from less than 5 1bs/acre to more than 25 lbs

Most of the farmers of Chettilulam and the Elahera Project used
between 5 and 10 lbs/acre.



A very great awareness of Im@roved varietieslwas reflected
among the farmers of Gonnoruwa. The high rate of adoption of dibbling

in this area may be associated with this awareness.leagama the other

study area in Hambantota too seems to haye had a high exposure to new
varieties. (50% claimed to be.aware of improved varieties). At‘the‘
other extreme were the study areas of Badulla where farmers were almost -
"~ 'completely unaware of improved varieties, all farmers of Mapakadawewa

and 85% of those in Gemunupura/Tissapura were aware of only local
,'varieties, In the other areas too, with the exception of Bakamuna

there was not much awareness of improved varieties; 57 -77%Z were aware

v

of only local varieties.

Having had almost no exposure to improved varieties almost all

the Badulla farmers preferred the local varieties. The improved-varieties
had a slight~edge over the local varieties in the preferences of the
Gonnoruwa farmers and a preference for local varieties was noticed

} ; among the farmers of other areas. Farmers experienced no difficulties

! ‘ in getting the seeds of varieties of their choice as the majority uaed

! . _their own seeds, with a few obtalning seeds from neighboursm In

| | Mapakadawewa a relatively large proportion obtained seeds from :

. boutiques and the agricultural extension centre had been a source of

) some importance 1n.the(Elahera_Pr03ect area.
) : - . L R . . . . : .
" Use of fertiliser was almost non-existent for this crop.

Almost all farmers (80 - 100%) in the study areas of Badulla
and also Chettikulam claimed to have weeded their holdings of this
crop during maha 76/77. 62% of the Mahakanadarawa farmers too stated
that they weeded. All farmers of Chettikulam did hand weeding.

In the other areas except Gemunupura/Tissapura there was evidence of
A mammotying being the_most prevalent method. In Gemunupura/Tissapura

_both methods were equally adopted.

’ Yellowing of leaves was considered 'a disease and reported by a
large number of farmers in Hambantota . ~Badulla and Attanakadawala.
Other diseases reported in tﬁese areas were curling of leaves, whitening
- of leaves and red coloration of leaves. .’Rust _was mentloned by name

by. one farmer in Mahakanadarawa and two in Cemunupura/Tissapura.v There



was a direct mention of viral diseases by a farmer of Chettikulam and
he had used iusectlcldes to’ control iv, Two farmers of Jonnoruwa
referred to 'Nagawalli dlsease - .probably the mosaic virus. A farmer
of Chettikulam and another at Attanakadawala 4dlso mentioned appearance
of spots on’ leaves. Chettikulam farmers mentioned yellow spots. In
Mapakadawewa o control measures were adopted for any of the diseases
mentioned. . In Gemunuphra/Tissapura and the areas of Hambantota too,
many instances of yellow1ng of leaves were left unattended. Agro - -

chemicals. were used for control of disedsés; ‘specially yellowlng of

4leaves the chemical used belng insecticides. . Diseases stated as

_ yellow and red coloration of leaves was the reason for abandoning

cultivation of this crop by 3 farmers of Gemunupura/Tissapura.

. The pod borer emerged as the main inéect pest that causes damage
to crops An the’ scudy areas of Hambantota and Gemunupura/Tissapura. :
This pest was elther mentioned dlrectly or- 1ndirect1y as flies‘attacking
pod or "i{ffnesda’. The leaf eating caterpillar wae the main pest
in Chettikulam, ant aphids in Attanakadavala’ and Mahakanadarawa.

Thrips emerged as a main_pestvin Bakamuna whether aphids were being
referred to as thrips is not known.

Termites and 'Galave ffa' were pests mentioned by one and two
farmers respectrvely in Chettikulam, and worms, leaf worm, root worm,

by farmers of Mapakadawewa andGemunupura/Tissapura. In all study areas

excepting the areas of Badulla, control measures were adopted in almost

" all instances. by appllcation of chemicals. However,: ineffective

measures, such as use of DDT for pod borer, Gamexene Marathlon and

- BHC powder, Polythion and #ndrex 20 for Termites were observed among

the responses.

- Wild boars presented a grave problem for'the=farmera'of Hambantota.

In fact four farmers of Yodzkandiya had abandoned cultivation.because B

of wiid animals.

- There was a clear pronouncement. that greengram was least
affected: by rains at early stages: by the Gonnoruwa farmers, whlle an
agreement with-this.statement: was seen among a fairly-large proportlonvf~

of farmers.in;H&gama,:Mapakadawewa=and Chettikulam: - This' crop was not -


http://'GcAa.ve.Zfca.'

101

‘elécted as ‘either not affected by rain at harvest or as a drought

resistant crop in any ared. B Y

s _ Labour shortage and excessire labour charges were the maih»
. problems faced by farmers of Chettikulam andbﬂambantota for harvesting
their crops. Excessive rain too was mentioned by relatively 1arge

number of farmers in each area.

The average yields were low. In maha it varied between 1 bushel/
acre in Mapakadawewa to about 10 bushels/acre inrMahakanadsrswa. The
yala ylelds in Elahera were,. 5 bushels/acre in Attanakadawala and = -

7 bushels/acre in Bakamuna respectively. The majority of farmers in
each‘study area produced 5 bushels or less per acre. '

:fThreShingiwas done manually. Only one farmer in Mahakanadarawa
and one in Magamaqhad used a tractor for threshing..

Lack of marketing facilities, was considered a major constraint.

to -production by the farmers of Mapakadawewa and Hambantota.

The Elahera Project farmers indicated a very,strong preference
for very short duration crops, specially 1% months. The Badulla farmers
- and the Mahakanadarawa farmers had a liking for crops of a_longer.life
; span of mainly around 3 months. Plants Qith a life of ) - 2% months
| with an average of 2 months was the choice of farmers in the other

areas.

Short plants of height 1% - 2 ft was the choice of most farmers
in all study areas; the preference for the shorter plant of 1% ft
high was stronger among the Hambantota, Mahakanadarawa and. Attanakadawala
farmers, while a preference for 2 ft or slightly higher :plants was.
marked among the Chettikulam and Badulla farmers.

More than one pick with a special liking for 3 picks, was the

&

expressed preference of farmers of all areas except Magama and _
@ Gemunupura/Tissapura where farmers -mostly desired only one pick at

harvest.
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Large green seeds were considered to be suited for the market- by

the farmers of all areas except Badulia. A better marke* for round

seeds too surfaced from the opinioh by the farmers.

'BLACK GRAM
[

Blackgram, a traditional crop of Sri Lanka is mainly grown in the E

unirrigated lands of Vavuniya during maha : - About 60 -70%n0f the land -

area devoted to this crop, as well as of production during maha ; 1is
from this~district. ‘None of the other districts singly contribute more
than %02 of the islandwide production.' Only 10% of the-total production
during'alyear is obtained'from the %ala' crop.h'The'majorJCOntributors
to yala production are Kurunegala, Puttalam and Jaffna districts..

’

The cultivation of blackgram\expanded and production reached

high“lébels”during 1976:to 1978 when there was a-total-ban'on imports of

pulses. The price scheme introduced in 1975 was a further incentive

to productlon.

Of the pulses grown in Sri Lanka, blackgram is attributed with the
least risks in cultivation and storage, and gives good yields under
low levels of management . - |

'’The disease of economic importance is 'Rust’ (Uromyces ‘phaseoli).

None 'of the varieties grown in Sri Lanka including the recommended
varieties possess resistance to this disease. The recommended improved
varieties MI I. and Type 9 aim at higher levels of management. These - -
tuo varieties have a large seed size for which there is a better

¢

export market..

Three ‘farmers of this area stated that they had- abandoned

cu1t1vation ‘of this crop due to-pests.

Survey findings

Dlscussions relate to the study areas of Vavuniya and Badulla,

and the Tank areas of Anuradhapura. Blackgram holdings in Vavuniya were

- large; the average size in Chettikulam was 6 acres, and in Pavatkulam

about 3 3/4 acres. About 1/3 to 1/2 acre was the average size of

* s
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holdings in the tank areas of Anuradhapura. In Mapakadawewa the a§erage
size of the holding were ‘around:1/2 acre, and the Gemunupura/Tissapura
holdings were very small; the average holdings beingfabout1/5th‘of-an

acre.,

October is the favoured month for sowing by the Vavuniya
farmers. The farmers of the tank areas of Anuradhapura sowed both in
September and October and most of the Badulla farmers sowed late in

' December. All farmers of Vaviniya and Badulla broadcast sowed their .:
seeds, while dibbliﬁg was the most popular method of crop establishment
in Mahawilachchiya, and dibbling was equally practiced as broadcasting

| ' in Mahakanadarawa.

'".Thé VavuniyaAférmers used relatively high seed rates, all . . .
using more than ‘8 lbs per'acre7and'the.majority using 15 1lbs/acre. /
" The majority in Badulla used 5—10_lbs.pér:acre and in Mahakanadarawa
and Mahawilachchiya'less ihan.S lbs/acre.

« All farmers of Chettikulam, and 90% of the Pavatkulam. farmers
were .aware of both local and improved varieties. Farmers in the other

_aréas. too were well aware of improved varieties.

Farmers did not experience difficulties in getting the seeds of
the preferred varieties. Though the majority of-the farmers used '
their own seeds in all areas, about 30 -50% of the farmers of |
Mahakanadarawa, Mahawilachchiya, Pavatkulam and Mapakadawewa bbtaingd
their«seeds~fr6m boutiques. ::The APC figures as a soﬁrce of some
‘importance in the supply of seeds: to: the Chettikulam and Mahawilachchiya

farmers. : Fertiliser applications were nil..

In all areas excepting Pavatkulam almost all farmers claimed to
_have wee&edj;heir crop holdings. In Pavatkulam only 10% had weeded .
their ‘holdings, ALl the Chettikulam farmers had hand-weeded their plots,
. whileaalmostfaii the'AnUrédhapuraffarmers weeded their plots with a

&

mammoty. In Badulla both methoas were practised equally by the farmers.



-not use any control measures while the rest used insecticides.

Yellowing of leaves, whitening of leaves and curling:of leaves,
stemrot and rest were the diseases re;orted by a few farmers in each
study area. In most of such cases in Pavatkulam, the Badulla 'study
areas and the Tank areas no measures had been adopted to control
diseases.v Use of Azodrin 60 was reported in Mahakanadarawa.. In
Chettikulam chemicals ‘such as, Folithlon Azodrin, Thiodan and Endrex
were used.: Agrozan a weedicide was also mentioned, as,being,used for
arresting diseases. p | _ s |

Aphids;'pod borers, stemborers; worms and. flies weré the pests
reported by the farmers of the Tank areas and'the Badulla study areas.
Endréx,:Lanate, Azodrin 60~etc.,.were used for comtrolling the pests.by
the Anuradhapura farmers; the Badulla farmers did not=adcpt'any

. control measures. The pests for blackgram in Chettikulam were generally

different from those of the areas in other districts. The leaf eating
catterpillar was a majcr pest in Chettikulam ~ Insecticides had been :
used by all farmers except one who reported use of Agrozan (a weedlcide)

to control this pest. '"Gehave La’ , leaf rollers and termites, pod

borers and weevils were the other pests reported in this area.

Though a large number of farmers reported pests, in Pavatkulam

almost all had not specified the pests. Most farmers in this area did

Mockeys caused damage to the crop in.both‘Chettikuiam and

Pavatkulam.

2"The Chettikulam farmers were of opinion:ithat -this crop-was not
affectéd;byhrain at early stages of growth though susceptible to damage
by rain at harvest, and it was drought resistant. The Pavatkulam -
farmers and the Mahakanadarawa farmers too to a legser extent agreed
that~this crop was drought resistant. .
Excessive rain ‘and lack of labour were very major problems of-

the Chettikulam farmers at harvest. Thirteen farmers of Pavatkulam

: mentloned falllng -of pods as a.problem at harvest.
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Threshing was done almost exclusively by tractors im both
Chettikulamvand Pavatkulam. In the Tank areas too there was evidence
of little use of animal and tractors for thresh1ng. In Badulla however,

all threshing was done manually.

The average yields were very low (2'and 5 bushels/acre) in
the study areas of Badulla, and varied between>8 and 12 amoﬁg the
other study areas. In Chettikulam and Pavatkulem,most_farmers pro&eced
about 10 and 7.5 bushels/acre respectively. In the other areas the:;

majority of the farmers produced 5 bushels or less per acre.

Labour shortage was considered a very major constraint for
cultivation by the farmers of the study areas of Vavuniya. Lack of
marketing facilities was relatively a constraint for the farmers of
Mahakanadarawa and study areas of Badulla. 777777
A distinct preference for long duration crbps of around 3
months of life span was evidenced among both the Chettikulam and ‘
Pavatkulam farmers. The Anuradhapura farmers ﬁreferred shorter lives

of 1% - 2 months.

A two feet high plant was the choice of the majority of farmers
in Chettlkulam and there was an indication of a liking for even .
shorter plants by the Pavatkulam and Mahakanadarawa farmers. '

Vavuniya farmers were almost unan1mous in their preference for
only one pick at harvest. A desire for more than one pick, emerged
from the responses of the Anuradhapura farmers. . '
' ' ' e

Judgihg from the very few‘respopses of the Badulla fammers,
the ehoicevof the Mapakadawewa farmers seem to be akin to that of the
Chettikulam farmers ( 3 months duration 2 ft high and 1 pick) and the
preference of the Gemunupura/Tissapura farmers resemble those of
the Anuradhapura farmers. B

N MOét"of'tﬁe farmers who stated’an’opinion on the desired:

characteristics of seed for the market, voted for a large black seed.:
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of thls ‘Crop. lanting around m1d October to mid November in well

SOYA BEAN .~

£

Béckgrohnd e o
Dbl g ;! » : ‘ ®

l“éoya bean was 1ntroduced to Sr1 Lanka recently; early in the
decade of the seventies. The value of this crop lies in its high
protein content making it a cheap source of protein of special
importance in the food and nutrition programmes in, .the, country The

YR

'Thrzposha programme was. one maJor user of soya at the time this

. study was undertaken, and 1t continues to be so even now. The other

ST L LU x.:

major use is in the preparation of animgl feed by the Oils and Fats ..
Corporation. The greatest drawback in promoting the consumption of .

soya as human food was mainly the lack of knowledge and the ‘inconvenience

of processing 1t. A break-through has now been made. 1n providing soya

-foods to the people in convenient processed forms such as soya meat

and soya milk. It is expected that with the interest currently evinced

by food manufacturers in this crOp, the commercial use of this product

would demand a greater supply_of'it.
The dry zone is the most suitable env1ronment for the cultivatlon .

drained highland or chena is .recommended, so that the crop matures
during the period between January and the end of February. 1In a normal : G
rainy season no 1rrigation is necessary. For cultivation under irrigated
conditions in well drained paddy fields during yaZa, planting is done’

between end of April and early May and ten irrigations are necessary.

‘mThe recommended varieties are:

David . '90 days, fairly large dull cream seed-
Bossier 92 days, medium sized shiny dark cream seed;
‘Hardie 92 days;lsmall dull dark.cream seed; '
Improved Pelican 91 days, large dull light cream seed;

.8J2 .. 92 dayé, small shiny dark cream seed;

. PBI;m o iy - 82 days, veryi%mall shiny dark cream seed.

“The land has to be ploughed, harrowed and the soil uorked to a
fine tilth before planting;- Plantifig' is done on the flat under rainfed >

conditiorns: or on-ridges. raised 4"<6™ and ¥ ft apart so that the
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furrows may be used for irrigation. The recommended spacings for
. planting are 1% ft between rows and 2"-3" within rows and 60 1bs' of

seed/acre, would be required for such planting.

»

Application of a basal fertiliser mixture containing 50 kg of
Urea, 150 kg of Superphosphate and 100 kg Muriate of Potash is ~
recommended treatment of the seed with a commer cially prepared
nitrogen-fixing bacteriai culture immediately before planting ensuring
that the soil is moist at planting, eliminates the need for top
dressings of Urea at later stages of the crop, as the bacterial
nodules established in roots will absorb the Nitrogen from the aif
converting it into an assimable product in the plamt, providing the
nutrién; for later developmeﬁt of tﬁe crop. :If the seed is not

inoculated, the crop needs the following tép dressings of Urea.

25 kg 3 weeks éfter.planting,
25 kg 6 weeks after planting, and _
50 kg when 50% of the crop is in flower.

1. ' Weeding should be done prior to each application of fertiliser.
White flies and the yellow mosaic virus have been identified as

causing broblems, to this crop - Leaf eating caterpillars are

currently causing considerable defoliation and the stink bug complex is

a potential threat to the production of the crop.1 Spraying with any

of the following insecticides: Tamarone Seven, Monitor, Lebaycid,

Trithion, Azodrin etc., have beén recommended for control of all these

insect pests.

The rabbit can cause damage to érops by eating up young plants -
to about fourth week.:. Plots can be enclosed with one row of -cadjan

barrier to prevent damage.

1 M.E. Irwin - page 7, Second Interim'Répoft of Progress - The Sri Lanka
Soya Bean Project - October lst 1976-Dec. 31st 1977. Submitted by
International Soya Bean Project INTOSOY. .
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' The crop can be harvested in 3-3% months when the leaves yellon,
and ‘drop off, :and“the‘pods tnrn“Brown.' Plants are cut with a sickle and
dr1ed on a threshing floor until the pods are brittle. ‘ Threshing can
be done either by tractor or by putting the dr1ed plants into a gunny
bag and beating them with a stick S ' o

Expected average yields range from 1000-2000 lbs/acre' the s

' 1rr1gation crop in yaZa usually giv1ng highEr yields than a rainfed

"aha crop. T PR ' : 7,

Seed should be thoroughly ‘dried in the sun and thereafter:. .. .

stored 1n'a cbol place to ensure’ viability. The viability is associated
with seed size, smaller seeds’ which have a lesser fat content being

mcre viable than the larget seeds. As viability deteriorates rapidly

- seeds pruperly stored as well as fresh: seed obtained from the Department

of Agr1Cllture should be used. It is always de51rable to do a germination

test befcre sowing and adjust the seed rate accordingly.vu

R ~ e

Fortunately soya: bean seeds are not : readily attacked by storage
pests. Hb%ever if farmers encounter <amage by: storage pests i
insecticides recommended for seed dressing could be used. Dusting -

the seeds with a BHC 10% commercial dust reduces damage by weevils:‘

- Survey findings

As'already mentioned"in Chapter Two, the decisibn to include
this crop in the study was made after the selection of the study areas
and the samples of households for the survey. Only a few soya bean
growers were netted in the study. Thlrteen farmers had cultivated the
crop during maha 76/77 "5 in the Elahera Progect area, 4 in Gemunupura/
Tissapura, 2 in Gonnoruwa and one each in Mahakanadarawa and Pavatkulam.

Eleven. farmers in the Elahera Project cultivated during yala 77.

Farmers indicated that planting was usually done in October/.
November, and mainly by dibbling. 'Row sowing too was practised by

some farmers.
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The Elahera farmers showed evidence of using mostly 30-60 1bs

of seed per acre for plantlng. In the other areas, farmers used very

small’ amounts of less than 7 lbs/acre.uqﬁ

RPN VT P . S A A=
LESN T BEETEN NS I

As expected, feportihg farmers from all areas stated thaE‘Fhey

vwefe aware of only improved varieties. Hence, their preferencee”too

were for only improved varieties; .The® agrithlthialsextensioﬂﬁéentre

figured as;the main-source:of!seed material, =’ “+ "

Only one farmer in Gemunupura/Tissapura fertilised his mahd

* crop:and thaﬁwtoo:with-only“topfdressihg of Urea., 0Of the'll"yala‘

cultivators in.the Elahera:Project, one in Bakamuna applied basal’

Efeptiliset; a&duS in Attanakadawala applied top'dreééingéfof Ufea.

i

Almost all farmers claimed:to haVe'weeded“their crop holdings

 ‘by mammotying. : . S

Yellowing of: leaves was the ‘common complaint of the farmers in
reporting diseases that damage the crop. Aphids and worms were reported '

as pests of this crop by; the Gemunupura/Tissapura and Attanakadawala

f\farmeré.--One farmer in.-Attanakadawala mentioned the grasshopper as a .

‘pest: that damages his crop. The rabbit was mentioned as causing - -

damage to their erops by farmers in all reporting areas and 4 farmers .

had abandoned cultivation due to damage by rabbits.

HarVesting was done manually by most farmers. Traector
threshing-and threshing with animals were also observed in the Elahera
Project. Excessive rain was mentioned as a problem at harvest by o

Gemunupura and Attanakadawala farmers.

 ;¥Yields ‘under:rainfed: ‘cultivation in makia’ Were’ ‘low; not ' exceeding B

10 bushels/acre and mostly less than 5 bushels/acresﬁfThé Yala yiélds

under irrigated conditions were above 10 bushels/acre and yields of
24+46.:bushels/acre too were also:reported: -
S cods kb R IR

There seemed to be a general agreement that this crop is not.”

affected by rain at its early stages of growth.
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A common desire of the farmers, was‘forea}plant'with a life span“
of 2-3 months, 1-2 ft high, and with one pick at harvest.
g ] R R T T AR R ! SR B IR

5.5. SUMMARY -~ g xinct - - O AR TRy 5'?”?35

It 'could be said that in general the levels of management of iserussit
cultivation of the coarse grains. and grain legume ‘crops studied have

been very low. : ‘ iy
UL Coaea v e s - . Lot ke e e :

AT HER. SRR

were hardiy fertiiised’ even when grown ‘on a commercial scale, and though

it was claimed that the—holdings were weeded it is doubtful whether the

practice was adopted in an effective manner. L mebmegE v

Farmers seeém to need education in 1dentifying diseases andﬁalso in-

=R RN

the use of €Ehie correct chemicals for controlwof ‘digéhses and pesns $37

Ty g . b
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Farmlng systems vary ‘from area to area»ana ‘the: des&res enpressedpu:

regarding the 1ife’ Spans and heights of plantS(were prbmpteﬂuﬁy.the:neeﬂs

of the different systems.} Research geared ‘towards impruwement:ofrpianxs
types ‘should therefore recognlse ‘the differential neadsJof)SJanem&nafﬁer
establishing the suitability of ‘the system for the area. '
b 2ew g‘;_,aeznﬂ
The yields rea11sed per ‘acre of land under thencultmvatons hgvels of
management were' very low, the maximum average obtdined Mas:vety much below

the half way “mark of’ potential yields. Clowsbadoosids bas s

Seed selection and upgrading of seeds have-tn bs,encnuraged to prevent
the degeneration of stocks. ' & LaSW anciiiboeny

' e A 2 Y aale araw 009 syn

The farmers also need advise in using the desirable quantum of seed,

timing of planting to expect dry weatﬂefeaskharvests and to arrest

diseases wherever appllcable. e

P N S P ;
CEETL sy DYSULY g



v
-

As a fifst'step in promoting intensive cultivation, should not
research and extension efforts be pitched at lower levels of achievement
and aim at providing a higher rate of return for a small incremental
step towards a higher management level. Bridging the wide gap '
between practice and expectation becomes easier when the task is takeﬁ
in étages. |
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Chapter Six
COMPARATIVE ADVANTAGES IN THE CULTIVATION OF THE CROPS

Cultivation of any particular crop is motivated by more than one
consideration. High cash return/acre, low risks in cultivation, cash
inflows at appropriate times to finance the cultivation of other crops
in the farming system and non-monetary consideration such as food security
and less effort, are some factors that play a significant part in the’

choice of crops from among those suited to the physical environment.

The farmer preferences 1n crops for cultivation during maha and

‘yala and the reasons for such preferences as ascertained by the survey,

i

would throw some light on the maJor ..considerations -in the choice of crops.
Therefore, this information will be discussed and analysed first in this
chapter, followed by a conparative analysis of the costs of cultivation,
returns, and labour requirements to discern the motivating factors‘in‘

the choice of crops.

Information on resource use and costs'were subject to the limitations
on reliability due to recall’ in single . .interview surveys. The costs and
returns were therefore computed ‘only in respect of areas where a minimum

of five farmers had provided reliable data.

6.1 FARMER PREFERENCES IN CROPS FOR CULTIVATION

The farmers were requested\to mention the crops they would wish to
cultivate during maha and yala in their order of preference and the reasons
for their preferences. The question as posed was unconditional and the
preferences were expected to be prompped»by;eaperzencesioj’the farmers

wnder the prevailing dgrofecolo‘gicaz, social] ciltural and economic
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'selection.

scores are,

conditions and their knowZedge of the crops.l An average preference

' score was computed for each crop, scores being assigned to the farmer

responses on a scale ranging from 0 to 4.

AN
A

6.1.1 Preferred crops for. the farms during maha

' The average preference scores and the distribution of first
preferences for crops for cultivation during maha-are;giyen,in Appendices\
6 and 7. ' '

Considering the first preferences alone, paddy emerged as the
""" oid o geonn o Wyl

mostly preferred crop in all areas eXcept Gonnoruwa, Mapakadawewa and

Pavatkulam, in Gonnoruwa it was equally preferred as_ cotton or kurakkan,

RS

..and in. Mapakadawewa almost equally as maize.' The relative rankings of

'f“crop in terms of average scores_differed from that based only on first

N
preferences in some 1nstances, the features that determine the preferences

are probably sharply focussed in the picture presented by the, average

e

scores, as it closely fits the pattetn of farmer behaviour in’ crop

et

'Some noteworthy aspects of crop preference depicted by the average .

! ISR

l i

. 1, The almost exclusive preference for paddy (scores of 3 5 & 3 7
out of a max1mum ‘of 4) in the Elahera Project area, with no

interest in. any other cereal o B : xdh

L2 No singular ipreference for: paddz in the -areas of Annra&hapura

- though 1t ‘émérged as a first ,;pn_ef.erence; kurakkan-hadi1an almost:
equal score'as‘paddy in three of :the.study areas,sanﬂlnaize~fo1howed
paddy with a high rating in Mahawilachchiya the fourthiarea; |

(11

3 Highest preference for paddy (3. SY Tu GEmu p ra/Tissapura,

accompanied by a high preference ﬁer malae,:;sw CREL R TR

ik \“ bus \‘i\;f_, Wy ‘!‘ILT"F‘

REIVIANNC ST N T

1! Accessibility ‘t6: the- different types of land influences the. responses.

R 2 First preference -_4, Second preference ~ 3; Third preference - 23

Fourth 'and lesser order of preference - 1; crop not mentiqned - 0.
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4 Loss of position of paddy in the order of preferences among cereals

to kurakkan in Gonnoruwa, and maize in Mapakadawewa;

| ® A
5' . 5  Kurakkan being ranked next to paddy with a relatlvely high rating
§ . in Magama;
"6 A marked preference for blackgram, which was rated higher than
‘ even cereals 1n the study areas of Vavuniya;
| '7 Highest preference for cotton, a non food crop, followed by
‘ S preferences for kurakkan and chilli, a non-cereal crop, in
- . ?onnoruwa;
8 A marked preference.for at least one other crop besides a cereal,
... ...which perhaps had:proven to have a comparative advantage over others
in terms of cash inflow or net retum,.-ini all areas, except

Mapakadawewa. The importance attachec to blackgram in Chettikulam

,'and Pavatkulam-and cotton. in Gonnoruwa have been already»néntioned
in. 6 and 7 above. - The:-preferred crops of the other areas were
cowpea in Elahera; cowpea and chilli in Anuradhapura, cowpea,

) greengram and chilli in Magama;~and'chpea'in Gemunupura/Tissapura.

. \ : '

An examination of the reasons for the preference of paddy or any

° other cereal, indicated that: in-areas with low paddy production capécitieél
both paddy and other cereal crops were favoured, mainly because they .
provided food security (Appendix Eight). Reasons reflecting commercial
concerns, such as high income and sales were also attributed to the’
preference for paddy by a fair proportion of the responses and thel’
‘responses adducing consumption purposes as a reason were comparatively. -
low (only around 504) in Elahera.

These are pointers to the value placed on paddy as a marker”
oriented crop too, in this area. The desire for growing maize was
prompted by both food security and marketing concerns, in the areas of
Anuradhapura and Badulla. Kurakkan emerged as a crop grown purely as a

- rice substitute. ~ "

1 See foot note 1, page 57.
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The over—rldlng motive for growing blackgram, Chilll or cotton was
for sale, even in Chettlkulam where blackgram is traditionally consumed
by the people, none of the farmers who had ranked this crép among. their
first three preferences mentioned consumption purposes as a-reason for
their preference. Cowpea and greengram seemed to be preferred for both
motives of obtaining incomes from sales, and securing%of,food for the
household. ‘

R TR G T SISO L .
In order to ascertain whether the response to the question was

also conditioned by a farmer's specific situation in relation to availabi-

© 1lity of lowland, theraveragewscores were computed separately for the“two

.1 groups-of -farmers, (i) those with lowland and (ii) those without lowland

for each. of" the-purana villages (Appendix Nine).
*?WTheVdifferential'effect of this factor on the respoiises was very
marked in-all villages} the coarse cereal or the hostly preferrequaeh

crop of the area were rated highly and ranked first by the farmers with

.310 paddy land. Thus it could be seen that the preférenCeﬂindicaiedL had -

- been also been 4Anffuenced by the individuale situation in relation to his

land assets. The preference scores therefore, reflectiihéﬁdesiryb under
the conditions: eirecumseribed by the environments; .ineluding lowland
avatlability as '@’ Factor of the environment . S '

6.1.2 Preferred’¢tops for the farm during yaZa
A B
Appendices 10 and 11 provide the information relat1ng to farmer

preference for crops “for cultivation during yala and Appendix 12 the :

reasons for the preferences. It may be observed that

1  Paddy did not emerge as the most pmeférred crop. fbr yala. It
i+ 'y ranked first only in Chettikulam with an average score .xm
gfnl,9:end being‘nominated as a first preference by 49% of the
fermere.ﬁ_Even‘in Elahera a high paddy productiop7eapacity area,
ir'ﬁad"a much lower preference than chilli, and those.who
preferred paddy were motlyated to grow it mainly for consumption

purposes.
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2 Chilli wequivocally was ihe chosen crop of the Elahera“f&rmers.
(Scores 3.1 and 3.3) as it yielded high incomes: In Chettikulam -
this crop had a relatively high score and ranked almost equally
with gingelly. |

“3" " Gingelly was' the most preférred Crop in the study areas af
Anuradhapura, and in Pavatkulam it was 'an almost exélusive’
preference (Score 3.5). This crop was also favoured ih Chettikulam

e

The reasons stated by the farmers for their préfererice in growing
this crop did not. indicate it to be a very high ineomevyielding‘
crop} it was grown mtnly becausé it was the only possible crop

- that. could be growm wnder drought conditions.

4 Meneri ranked first in the preferences of the Gonnorwsa farmers ..
"‘and wag grown to neet cereal needs, as it was the suitable cereal

SiLi

"fbr the sedson.

5 'Groundnuts had a fauﬂly htgh ratmg in Bakamwza and some _
slight preference forhlt 655 indlcated by the Gonnoruwa farmers;
this crop was conszdbred as a hzch zncore crop by farmers in

2iai;

both areas.

6 Cowpea scored fairly higly in Attanakadasala and Mahakanadarava,
and 16% of the Tesponding ‘farmers df“Mahakaﬁédaréﬁa’iﬁdfcﬁffhg
it as a first preferencé. Some slight preferénces were indicated

Prilyeier

in the other areas- of Anuradhapura “and- Pavatkulam.'

‘7 The poor responses of the-fhrﬁ%ﬁéiof’mﬁgama, khpdkadbwewaiﬁﬁa e
Gemunupura/Tissapura clearly indicate a lack of interest due to
the non-feasibility of yala cultivation. e dued o
| iy
From the above findihgs, and those of the analysis of crops grown .
and their contrlbutlons to farm income2 it is evidént thit’ the'ra%iOnaZe'?f
wnderlying the farmers' preferénces and behaviour re garding crops ‘for -
éuZtivatipn 18 to produce sufficient grain for the hbuseholds' food,

TGOS

1 Currently gingelly has entered the export market and its production is
more market oriented.

2 Chapter Four, pages 49, 50 and 51.
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while'at' theisame time maximice farm income by grounna at least one

other: crop foal on nor-food of highcash. vafue.  With these two = -
primary motives, farmers have evolved systems to suit their™ . ‘ .
environments. The.economic implications of growing the different crops .

would have been examined next. .

6 2 ECONOMICS OF PRODUCTION

2The Numbers and ‘extents of the chena and highland crop holdings on
which:costs of cultivation and returns were based are given in Appendices
13 and 14 respectively.1 The data in respect of Mapakadawewa presented
difiiculties in computing costs, as the Crops were grown mainly under .
a. mixed cropping system. and this area has therefore been excluded for
this purpose. The costs of production on irrigated lowland during yala
were computed for the study areas of the Elahera Project and the respective

number of holdings and extents are indicated in Appendlx Fifteen.'“

6.2.1 Cultivation wnder rainfed conditions o S
Cost of cultivation o

The total cost/acre, total cost/acre by operations, cash cost/acre,

cash costs as a percentage of total costs and labour inputs/acre, for

‘each crop under chend 'cultivation and also separately for cultivation

in highlands are given in the several pairs of Tables 6.la and 6.1b, 6. Za
and 6. 2b,J§ 34 'and 6. 3b, 6,4a and 6.4b, 6.5a and 6.5b, respectively.

AR

In both chena and highland farming expenses on operationstsuch as
preparation of land, fencing, construction, weeding, bird scaring etc.,

which are _generally .incurred. for the farm as a whole, and. not’ in *eSpect

'of separate crop holdings, were. also not, reported separately foc eaéh

crop, except in instances where the farm land was devoted to only one aa
or two crops and or crop holdings were large. For the purpose of’ this
exercise of computing crop specific costs, the reported total costs were

apportioned to each crop holding in proportion to the extent -of -each .
crop holdingf : . e e

hii S,

1 See para 3 in the Introduction to Chapter Six, page 113,
The areas of the Elahera Project have been excluded in the computation
of costs of cultivation of chena and highland holdings.
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The major findings of the analysis of costs and “labour use are

given below:

Total cost of production -

“1" Total costs varied about Rs 300/- to Rs. 800/- per acre for
cereals , Rs. 400/- to Rs. 1050/~ for pulses and Rs 800/-
‘to Rs. 1010/~ for chilli (Tables 6. 11a and 6.11b).

2 Generally, Magama reflected very high costs and Gonnoruwa i

reflected low costs, in comparison to the other study areas.l

3 Cultivation of pulses and chilli inourred higher costs than

cereals.

4.: - Cultivation of. cowpea inichena seemed to haﬁe'been'costlier than

i = cultivation in. highland 'in ‘all the chena dominant areas, probably

‘because culnivation was ftrated in chena'’lands, and ‘not:

-.particularly due to any differential effects of the two types
of cultivation, as in Chettiktilam and Gemunupura/Tissapura, both
highland dominant areas, the ¢osts though: not very different,

were greater for highland than for chenaucultivaeions.

An

Labour costs including family labour was the major component in
the total cost structures of production of all crops,it was the
almost exclusive component in the production of cereals accounting
for 95-99% of the total costs and formed about 80-95%Z of the
production costs of pulses except in the case of blackgramvin
Chettikulam where due to the use of tractors, the eontribution of

labour costs was conperatively low.(53.6Z).

oy

1 Among the nine areas considered for analysis under this heading Magama

had the largest.and Gonnoruwa the smallest household work force, both

" areas had full time farmers and had ‘less than 20-3Q% participating in

secondary activities and poor supply of agricultural labour for work
outside the household farm (See Chapter Three profile of study areas).
As hired labour use can be reported more. accurately -than family
labour use, errors in reporting family labour input and consequently
total mandays-and total costs would tend to get moTe exaggerated in
predominantly family labour dependent areas than in. argaswith a
great degree of dependence on hir¢d labour. Therefore, differences
in absolute costs or mandays and percentages, based on total costs or
total mandays should be considered with caution in comparisons
between areas. Comparisons of relative measures between areas WOUld
be less affected than that of absolute measures.
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Operationwise costs

1 Land preparation consumed a high proportion of the cultivation |
costs ranging firom about one fourth to half the total cost for
cereal production and from about . 1/5th to 1/3rd for pulses and
‘about: 1/4th for chilli, the highest rates and costs being
reflected in Gemunupura/Tissapura )

2 Costs of sowing and planting and harvesting costs excluding the
processihg of - harVest were tHe other compbhent dosts that were
generally o&f impdrtance ia the ‘production process, these operations

- involved heavy use of labour. Harvesting,including processing
costs, ranked equally or second to land’ preparation costs in.
almost all instances, it consistently exceeded land preparation
costs by an appreciable amount in the cultivation of greengram in

.ithe areas of Hambantota and Chettikulam. Greengram requires
-3 picks at harvest and this may explain why even the harvesting

‘ costs alone exceeded land preparation costs. e

3 Weeding costs too were high in the cultivation: of’cowpea and
maize, more so in the highlands.ithan.in chena falso:in:the
cultivation of chilll. It was seen to be of sufficient importance
in the cultivation of greengram in the highlands of Chettikulam,

. and blackgram 1n the highlands of Mahakanadarawa.

\
*Considering that Weeding 1s an essential practice in the cultivation

" of" pulses, it sounds out of ‘tune that weeding costs were very
'zlow for blackgranm® cultiVatlon in the areas of Vavuniya ‘and of not
much significance ‘in greengram Culleatlon in the ‘afeas of
Hambantota; the specialised areas for the respective crops.
Blackgram being broadcast sown in Vavunlya ‘while both dibbling -
! \”ﬁfand brbadcast sowlng were practlsed 1n Mahakanadarawa may explain

,fthe differences in weeding costs, and hence the attention paid -

_5¢“”“to weeds. However, a similar explanation cannot be offered in
" the case of greengram, because Chettikulam farmers broadcast
?their seeds, while Magama and Gemunupura farmers practised

dibbling more than broadcasting seeds.

N

1 Chapter Five, page’ 98, para 4.
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Costs 1ncurred 1n fenc1ng, constructlon of watch huts, and crop

protectlon from w1ld anlmals, birds ‘and thefts and transport
though of not a high magnltude, focusses attentlon on the fact

that time and money are spent in such act1vities, mainly in the

'. chena lands.

Tractor costs, formed about & -27% of the totai costs varying

between areas and between crops. The highest costs of tractor use

was 4n respect of blackgram forming 27% of total cost,in the v
highlands of Chettikulam. Tractor costs accounted for 9< :11% of
total costs in the_chltiﬁation of blatkgram in the cheras of
Mahakanadarawa, Pavatkulam and Chettikulam. Use of tractots was
most prevalent in Chettikulam and costs varied from about 6% of
total cost/acre for cowpea in highland to 27% for blackgram in ¢
highland.. In the Hambantota district, tractor costs accounted
for 3.5% of costs of cultivating greengram in chena and also -
12.27% for cowpea in Gonnoruwa. Costs of hire and fuel for pumps-
were reported in a very few isolated instances in Chettikulam,
Mahawilachchiya, Palayakulama and Gonnoruwa. In a well organised
system of highland cultivation, irrigation costs could add in a

substantial manner to the total cost of production... .:

Cash outlaz1

1

-2

s

3

Cash costs for cultivation of cereals were mostly in the region of
Rs, 100/- to Rs. 250/-, while the cash requirements for pulses
showed a tendency to exceed Rs. 250/~ reflecting expenditure as
high as Rs. 600/- to Rs. 800/-. '

Cash invéstments were generally higher and also formed high

‘proportions of total cultivation costs in the areas of Vavunilya-and

Hambantota; this was more evident in chena cultivation. The'
relatively high use of hired labour in both districts and tractor

use in Vavuniya were the main reasons for the observed differences

‘between. these:areas of the Dry Zone districts,

“Labour costs accounted for almost all the cash spent ‘in the =

cu1t1vat10n of coarse cereals in all areas. In the cultivation

Costs of all inputs other than family labour; (work1ng capital) see-

definition of Cc in Append1x 18.



of pulses and Chilll however, it ‘varied between 55-804, (1gnoring
the data for cowpea in the highlands of Anuradhapura where the
small amounts spent were mainly for seed and other costs)

(Table Q 6a“and‘6‘§b)

4 Cash investments on blackgram in the range of Rs. 300/- to Rs. 600/-
were high compared to. other crops, in the areas where this crop
was grown (Table 6. 3a and 6.3b). Tractor use accounted for 31%,
'184 and 15/ of the cash costs for blackgram cultivation in
Chettikulam, Pavatkulam and Mahakanadarawa respectively

5 ’Cash investments made on;chilli:were of the same order as for
;cowpea'in the areas of Anuradhapura except in4Mahawilachchiya
where expenditure on. agro~chemicals were high and amounted to
247 of cash costs (Table 6. 3a)..

6 Greengram had the highest cash investment of Rs. 788/~ in comparison
to other crops in Magama, ‘an area where this crop was important
(Table 6.3a). -

Labour use and‘WageS'

1 The total labour units ref 1ected for cereal as well as pulse
cultivation varied mostly between 50~ 100 cwts/acre Chilli
showed evidence of a much higher demand for labour the total mits
applied varying from 88 to 140 between the different groups of

farms

2 Cu1t1vation in the study areas of Anuradhapura was very much
based on family 1abour being dependent for only about almost 20/
of. its total requirements in the cultivation of kurakkan, maize,
cowpea -and blackgram (in Mahakanadarawa) and for about 10% of -the
requirements in the cultivation;of‘chilli; (Mahawilachchiya chend
-ﬁrOVided an exteption) on hired labour (Tables 6.5a and 6.5b). The
-~ data related to a mzka season in which paddy cultivation was
= affected by“a“pfolonged'drought, specially in the tank areas.
'Whether this same picture’ relating to usé of labour prevails in a
normal paddy;cultivation season too needs examination. A cursory '
examination of the study area profiles indicate that this picture

fits into the general description of the household work force;

]
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relief: work is undertaken;inllieu.of no workin paddy.lands during.

drought .conditions. e S T T

The Vavuniya cultivator, though he used comparatively miich less ~

"labour (mostly 40-60 units) seemed fairly heavily deperdent: on

:ﬂ‘dThe higher cost pe

Returns from cultivation S

N P PN R AR

hired- labour, about 30-70% of ‘the total requirement s for the crops
cultivated,yere,drawn from outside the family.

Gonnoruwa, like the study areas of Vavuniya, utilised less labour{

" (around 50-60 mandays of labour/acre) for the cultivation of ‘the

crops, and was also dependent to a fair extent on hired labour.
It may be recalled that in this area the households and consequently

the household ‘workforce were small compared to all other areas.

- Magama reflected a very high use of labour (97-110 mandays) and

was also dependent on hired labour for about 407 of the requirements.

Cultivation in Gemunupura/Tissapura’was also family labour based

and resembled Anuradhapura'in total labour consumption.

Cash wage rates varied from area to area and was observed to be
the highest in Vavuniya, specially in Chettikulam. But, in these.

areas labour wages were paidialmost exclusively in cashj:~

.contracting of labour for almost all the main stages of cultivation

~ and for transport was a common practice among Chettikulam farmers.

In the other areas, labourers were also provided with food in
most‘instances and the average lahour:cost/manday;includingfﬁood

costs, indicate that the shighest cost (in the range of Rs. 12-13/-

" were incurred per manday of labour in Magama, while costs

varied mainly'between Rs. 8150/— to Rs. 11/-, in the other study
areas of the Dry Zone (the very high cost of Rs. 12/- for blackgram
in Chettlkulam is an exception that needs mention) and between

Rs. 7/- to Rs. 9/50 in Gemunupura/Tissapura. (Appendices 16a i
& 16b and - 17a' & 17b) ' SR

abour unit for blackgram in comparison to all

bfother crops within’ Chettikulam, and a slight difference in favour :

of chilli and greengran within Magama, may prove to be instructive.

R e gk

e
‘-~'“;(:»'

The average yields per acre, and the average. selling prices.

relating to the farms in chena lands and ‘highland are given in tables

1
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6.18a & 6.l8b-respectivelyr' The-average.yields per acre were discussed
in Chapter Five and farm prices will be discussed in the subsequent
chapters on marketing. However, a few obaervations on the average
yields and .average prices relating to the farm units considered in.the

analysis of .economic. of production in this chapter need mention.

‘1 Average yielda per acre based on the limited gamplee;werezgenerally
wﬁzhigher,than the corresponding figures based on the larger samples;
...given .in Chapter Five, except in the case of kurakkan; this would
mean- that a greater proportion of farm units with relatively
..higher yields havelbeeniincluded in the sample considered for

analysis. in this chapter.

2 Prices received by Gemunupura/Tlssapura farmers were generally low

“compared to those received by farmers in the Dry Zone areas.

profitability

Profits could-be measured in terms of returns:to'the major factors:
of production; returns to land;-family labour gand~cash are recognised as
the indices to which a farmer would: pay attention in making decisions.
regarding the choice of crops for cultivation. Such indices, computed

as indicated irn Appendix 18‘are'presented;in-tablesv6;7a &l6.7b;

1 In general the net returns/acre '£6r all crops grown in Gemunupura/
Tissapura were very low in comparison to other areas,’and due to

the heavy labour input reflected negative retuins for both land

and labour.

2 Both kurakkan and maize yielded poor returns in the chena lands
of the Hambantota district in comparison to the other districts

" of the Dry Zone.

3 Kurakkan may be considered as'an economically unprofitable'crop
in all the areas, both in chena land and h1ghland it con51stently
'showed negative returns per acre in all areas when family 1abour
‘was valued at hired- labour rates, and showed e1ther negative or
nil retumn for family labour in Hambantota and Gemunupura/Tissapura,
while reflecting returns amounting to abaout l/ﬁFb,EQEI/?thgii
hired labour wage rates in Anuradhapura and Payatkulam In -

RS

'Chettikulam ‘the returns to family labour was higher being about

. TS
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“4/5th the wage rates of hired labour This crop is’ generally
‘grown as a rice substitute and production is not market’ oriented.
The opportunlty cost for ‘labour engaged in its cultivation seems
'extremely low as ‘cultivation is resorted to msinly when’ the paddy'
crop is not’ promising and hence éven a low return to labour may '
”"be considered satisfactory in such a situation, specially because

Athe ¢rop ensures food for the households.

4 Maize provided fairly high returns for family labodr being about
4/5th or more of the hired wage rates in the area of Anuradhapura.
Though the net return to land was negative in Gemunupura/Tissapura,
where maize was a major crop, family labour derived _half the wage
rate of hired labour._ Maize seqned to be an unprofitable vanture

in the areas of Hambantota.

5 Pulses provided greater gross returns per acre.than coarse
cereals though their yields were comparatively much lower,
mainly due to the relatively high prices. In terms of:net retum -
per acre, retums to family labour and return to cash, blackgram .-
- had a very. high economic advantage over the cereals and the other
-pulses, in areas where such comparisons-wereﬂpossible.'wItﬁis of .
interest to note, that both gross returns and net :retums:per acre..
‘for this crop in Mahakanadarawa exceeded those of the areas of -
Vavuniya where farmers specialised in its.cultivation.x'Cowpea was
more profitable than maize in most areas. Greengram provided

. high returns. in Gonnoruwa and in Chettikulam. - -

6 Chilli generally provided the highest returns to land, labour_and
cash in the chena lands of Anuradhapura, the value being extremely
high'inlcomparison to even cowpea. The harvested crop is sold in
the raw form as green chillies in Magama. Chilli thus provided
lesger profits in Magama than in Anuradhapura, but within Magama '
it compared favourably with green gram, though cowpea seemed to

have fared better than both these crops in this area.’

Which index of return influences farmers' decision in the choice

},Jamong;subsidiary.food crops?-v

éﬁltivationMare"being mainly doné under poor levels’ of‘management with -
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low cash. investment which. relate mainly to hired.labour,v,Hence,«under
these conditiens the_farmers’.decision regarding the choice of.a crop
viewed from an; economic angle,is;likely'to,be influenced mqre,by,the
gross.returns/acre.: The gross returns to .working capital. and,return

to family labour would. also be considered in the.decision making, .
process, the former being .of.more importance in a hired,labour depeéndent

situation and the latter in family labour dependent .situations. .

v Gross returns/acre are dependent on output per acre of produce

and price per unit of produce. An examlnation of the relative yields

Hand relative prices per unit would indicate ‘the comparative profit

advantages of the crops. The yields/acre (in cwts) and price ‘per,

cwt of produce asyreflected in the survey findings of the major .
cultivation districts of each crop are given in Table 6.8. The h
average gross return/acre based ‘on these yields ‘and’ average prices and
the Indices of price,- quantity ‘of production and value of production

are also shown in this table.

R ARSS S S S It

chillf fin ‘providing gross returns ‘of about ‘RS op ,'500/~ per dcre of land.

Blackgram ‘with ‘an advantage “in price’ of Rs 100/~ pér cwt’OVer Cprea
could‘bring in at ledstRs. 500/< more ‘per acre, the iiéid*ié&éiélof
Both crops being not very different from eich other and Being abdit

5 cwt/acre.” ‘Therefore, the more the land devoted to blacKgram the
greater is the gross profit advantage. 'Cowpea showed an advantage over
maize.~ '

Thus,- it is -seen that prices provided the incentive«f]or the .
cultivation of chilli and blackgramand to a. lesser extent for
cultivation of eowpea and:-greengram. Yet the:question:whywkncredse‘
in production of‘pulses~is‘brought.about‘by-eatensive cultivation rather

- than by increasing productivity remains unanswered.: :

Cotton -CompetrtiVe crop b A
Cotton being a major crop in Hambantota the econbmits?df P¥®duction
of this: crop in, this area was examined.. Profitability; jpdices, based on

information.relating topausample-ofgcotton growers in.Gomnoruwa surveyed

7
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during maha 717/78 for a study on cotton are given below:

ERS ST R

Table 6 9 - Co§ts and Returns from Cultivation of Cotton in Gonnoruwa

- mahd 77/781
. No. of farm units 36" =
Average size of holding (acres) T S 2usE
Average yield per acre (cwt) o : 2

price (Re./cwt) TR 0 st
TTotal input of labour (mandays) . ',‘f'é'ii 63 ¢ -

,..Total input of family labour (mandays) SERAEEN )

Average wage rate for’ labour(Rs 3T T 0,00

Cash costs (Rs:) =~ = . L7395, 00%
Gross return/acre (Rs.) 630.00

Net return/acre (Rs.) ‘ RS C62i235,00 0 LY
Returi tOifamily labour (Rs.) =~ ¢ - 7,58 -imEo
Gross return per unit of cash (Rs.) " 1,59

Cotton gets‘placed nearer cowpea and between cowpea and
' greengram,, if ranked on the basis of the gross return to land, and retuin

. to family labour, respectively in Gonnoruwa. Thus, the price differential

. in favour of cotton, doés mot seem to confer any profit- advantage to

this crop, over the pulses as the 'yield of cotton was low.

6.2.2 Cultivation under irrigated conditions
Coet of cultivation

The total costs/acre, costs/acre by operation, cash costs/acre,
cash costs as a percentage of total costs for cultivation and labour‘
inputs/acre,'for cultivation, of cowpea, greengram and chilli under
irrigated conditions in lowland, during yala 77 in the Elahera Progect,
are given{in_Tables 6r1Ql”6,ll, 6.12, 6.13 and 6.14 respectively.

: Tneutotal eest of cultivating cowpea and greengrgn_in,the , ‘
Elahera Project area were not markedly different from cultivating them

s
DA

1 :Computed from data reported in 'Cotton ~ the Economics of’ Expansion in
Sri Lanka': - J. Farrington, -Research  Study 30, "ARTI. =v syspuil

ok Costs of purchased inputs, amounted to Rs. 75/~, and the balance cost

was incurred for hired labour.
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~ (Tables 6.11 & 6.13).

in the rainfed areas of Anuradhapura and Hambantota (Table 6.10,

6.la & 6.1b). :But, the structures of the costs indicate the differential
treatments of these crops in the two situations. Generally, cash .
costs were of a high order in yagla cultivation in Elahera (mostly about .
Rs. 500/- to Rs. 600/-) when compared to the rainfed maha cultivation ‘
in other areas (often less than Rs. 300/~) and the cash costs formed
very high percentages; about half or more of total costs (Table 6.12 &
6.13). In Elahera, cash investments on fertiliser end agro-chemicals
of total cash costs. Such costs were very low.in ;he‘reinfed areas

due to the scant attention paid to these aspects of ‘crop care,

Chilli cultivation costs under the irrigateo eohditions were
in the region of Rs. 2050/- to Rs. 2150/~ and more than double the
costs incurred uﬁder rainfed conditions (Tables 6.10, 6.1a & 6.1b).
Cash costs were around 80% of total costs, and about Rs. 900/— to

Rs. 1200/- was spent on fertiliser and agro-chemicals in Elahera,, .

Labour inputs in Elahera too were high in comparison to the .
other areas Ilor the ¢dltivation of pulses and chl}liﬁ(rables'6.l4, i ¢
6.5a & 6.5b). Between the two study areas in Elahera; Attanakadawala
from outside the famlly while in Bakamuna only chilli cultivation
utilised hired labour to the same extent, the cultivation of pulsee
being mainly.dependent on family labour. '

R : : T LA

Provision of food with cash was the common:practice in paymétiti "6 f
wages for labour in Elahera. The wage rates ‘both .excluding and includlng
food in yala'77 in Elahera, were lower than -the average wage rates -

that prevailed in the other study areas dur1ng maha . (Appendices

19 , l4a & l4b and 15a & 15b)

Return from cultivation

1 The average y1e1ds reported for cowpea and greengram in the lowland

' of Elahera were very low belng about. 5 6 bushels/acre, the chena
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and highland cultivation had generally yielded higher retumns,
mostly :8~9 bushels/acre for cowpea (Tables 6.15, 6.6a & 6.6b).
The average.yield of 5 cwts of chilli per acre in Elahera was
high in comparison to the maximum reported average of abbut'one
‘ewt/acre in the chena lands of Anuradhapura, but even this:
relatively high yield was only about 1/3rd of the potential
yield §f this crop. ' '

The prices realised by the Elahera farmers for thier yala pulse
crops; Rs. 140/~ per bushel for cowpea and Rs. 175/~ per bushel

| for greengram were higher than what obtained during maha 76/77

in the other areas. (Tables 6.15, 6.6a & 6.6b)

Chilli fetched allower price‘of Rs. 8.50 per-ib during yala'77 -
in Elahera in comparison to the maha 76/77 price of Rs. lé/- per
1b in the other study afeas. The differences in prices éould _
be‘éttributed hﬁinly tc seasonal effects rather than effects of

cultivation conditions and or locations.

_The gross returﬁs per acre from the cultivation of cowpea was

around Rs. 700/- and though not as high as the returns from

thisvcrop‘in the rainfed lands of Anuradhapura, compared

. favourably with retuins in the other areas of the Dry Zone

(Tables 6.7a & 6.7b). G;eengram cultivation in Elahera too
provided retums which c6mpared favourably with those of the
Hambantota crép holdings. Though the yields were low, the high
prices that prevailed during yala'77 provided the comparatively
favourable gross returns to land. The returns to cash for both
crops, were however comparatively. low in Elghera due to the -
heavier'cash'expenses i@Curred. The return to family labour | A
was generally equal to the cash payments for hired labour in the

area. -

Chilli provided a gross return of Rs. 4800/~ to the Elahera

farmers and was about four times the corresponding value in

Anuradhapura, though the prices at which the prodice was sold

was about 35% less than the selling prices in Anuradhapura. Cash

investments were heavy on this crop, but returns too were High

' to reflect adequate net returns of about 1.6 per unit of cash

investment. The return to unit of family labour was again very
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high being 3 or 4 times the hired labour wages 'in the area.
Chilli has thus proven 1tse1f as a high income crop in

-..Elahera. The economics of . productlon of .this crop in Chettikulam
the other study atrea where it was highly preferred for cultivation
on the rainfed lands during yala, cantiot be ascertalned as no

f

data was available in this regard from. this survey.

- Cu1t1vation of paddy - a coMpariSOn

These discu851ons would be -incomplete unless the economics of
production of paddy, the crop of first choice of farmers in. most areas
is also examined and costs and- profits from its cultivation be
compared with that of the other different crops in each study area.
No 1nformat1on relating to costs and retums from paddy was sought in
this survey. Hence, a comparison is attempted with information from
entraneous sources. Such information relating as far as poesibie to

‘the specific season and areas of this survey; or else to corresponding

districts and eorresponding subsequent seasons are set out in Table 6.17.

. It is pertinent to stress here that the comparisons for maha
cultivation would necessarily be between paddy grown mainly under
irrigated cor:litions, and other crops grown under rainfad conditions,
while comparisons for yala in Elahera would be between all crops
grown under irrigated conditions. ‘ | - i

It is observed'thatil

1 "Labour utilisation is low for paddy in comparison to labour
.applications for cultivation of the other crops, grown both under

rainfed conditions on unirrigated land and under irrigated

O.‘#
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conditions on lowland.' (Tables 6.17, 6.5a, 6.5b and 6.14)
AIntensity of ‘labour use for paddy Seemed to be associated with the
areas capacity for paddy production.‘ There was also evidence of
much higher proportions of hired labour beitig utilised for paddy

than for other crop__b.2 Heavy demands of labour within critical
periods of short duration at different stagés of cultivation would
contribute to the higher degree of utilisation of hired labour for
this crop. It is likeiv that the aubsidiarv crops‘ate included

in the cropping system utilising as far as possible the otherwise
idle family labour. ’

2  Farmers invested floré tash for their paddy Eropa,rthén for other
crops; the cash costs for paddy cultivation were generally within
the. range of Rs. 550/- to Rs. 1640/- between the areas
(Mahawilachchiya provided an exception with a low investment of
.Rs. 370/~). The variation of investments suggest a correlation
between magnitudes of investments and paddy production: capacities
of the areas. Cash investments for cultivation of the subsidiary
crops in unirrigated lands were generally seen to be of lower order_

| of magnitude, the larger investments of more than Rs. 550/-
being reported for greengram and chilli in Magama and Blackgram in
Chettikulam, | : ' - _
3 - Wage rates reflected in the studies on paddy in some areas'were\

lower than the amounts. reported by farmers for cultivation of

l Labour requirements for paddy were around 32-50 mandays in the areas
where due to poor assurance of water, cultivation levels were low and
mostly manual labour and draught power were tuitilised in cultivationm.
The requirements for subsidiary food crops in these areas ranged mostly
‘between 70-115 mandays. For intensive cultivation of paddy in Polonna-
ruwa the requirement was about 92 mandays and cowpea, greengram and
chilli in Elahera required about 95, 120 and 161 mandays respectively.

Similar observances regarding the relatively higher labour requirements
' for subsidiary food crops in comparison to paddy have been made by
(a) C.M. Wijeyaratne - Crop Diversification in the Mahaweli area -ARTI
(b) Research Study (unpublished)

" 2 About 66 -744 of the labour employed in paddy cultivation in Polonnaruwa,

Hambantota and Vavuniya was hired labour. It was only in Elahera where
cultivation of subsidiary food crops was under irrigated conditions and
_in Hambantota where overall use of labour was relatively low due to
',tractor use that about 50% of labour for cultivation of subsidiary food
_ crops comprised of hired labour. In other areas hired labour formed
about 6 -30% of total labour;use.

a
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other crops on unirrigated land. It is not possible to comment
on whether the apparent differences, indicated actual differen;ial
wage rates or were due to response variations-caused by.differences

in'methods of inquiries, or”sample variations.

‘4  The profitability indices of paddy (Table 6 17) showed high
| ‘returns to. family labour, much ‘higher than prevailing wage rates
in the area. Excepting Vavuniya returns to land varied between
Rs} 600/- to Rs. 1700/~ per acre and net returns to cash was

about 1% to 2% times the cash outlay

A general comparison between gross profité from paddy wiﬁh that
of pulses and chilli on unirrigated land and*ghilli.on paddy’land at
varied levels of production and price prevailing at the tine~of3the survey
is presented in Table 6.31. s '
1t is Ainstructive to note that at the time of the survey,
blackgram and chilli with their price advantages over paddy, could when

cultivated ‘on unirfigated land even at the prevalent low levels 'of

‘cultivation give greater gross returns/acre than a paddy cultivation"

where yields do not exceed 60 bushels/acre. Hence, in low°paddy production
capacity are.s such as the areas of .inuradhapura and V:vuniya an acre of
cowpea and greengram on unirrigated.land could havé provided gross
returns of at least similar magnitudes as\an‘acre of lowland paddy. In
high.paddy production capacity areas where on the average yields‘exceeded
60 bushels/acre, profits from paddy would be ‘much higher than those of

pulses and even chilli in most instances- where the crops were grown as

”unirrigated land when chilli yields were ‘more than 2 cwts/acre, chilli

provided higher profits than . paddy.

coen ‘
A comparison of profits from paddy with that of pulses and Chllli
grown on paddy fields under. 1rrigated condition during yala is limited

" by the data available from this study and can be attempted only.in

1 Coarse cereals are not considered as‘they were distinctly of a lower
order in terms of price advantages, and profits. Pulses and chillies
are crops'icovered by the policy of promoting cultivation of subsidiary
food crops instead of paddy in ill drained paddy fields during yala.

s g ¢
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respect of Elahera a high,production'capacity area. Taking the paddy
yields of this area to be generally above 60 bushels/acre, this crop
provides much’ higher returns than cowpea or greengram. " Chilld ‘however
‘with its price advantage, even at low average yield of about 5 cwts/acte
and with a cash investment of about Rs. 600/- to Rs. 700/% more per acre
than paddy, providéd a gross return of about Rs. 2200/- more/acre. Net
return/unit of cash too vas very much higher for chilli (2 63) than

Paddy (1.6)

Paddy, due to the relatively low labour requirements for its

' cultivation provides very high returns for the input of family labour in

camparison to-the subsidiary food crops. Whether these subsidiary crops
be grown under rainfed conditions in unirrigated land or irrigated
conditions -in paddy land, o
A study of the area designated as irrigation system 'H' in the-

Mahaweli Area with a view to understand the reluctance of farmers in
undertaking the cultivation of subsidiary food crops in paddy fields in
yalal had indicated that "yala paddy growers seem to be at an advantageous
position when compared with the yala subsidiary food crop growers.
Despite the fact that most subsidiary food crops under congideration
had gven higher returns to a wnit of water (consumed by the respective
~crops) the net veturns to labour and other‘factors of‘production were
lover than those-f?ohrvpaddy".-- . '

6.3 SUMMARY

The farmer preferences confirmed the earlier observation that the
ch01ce of crops 1n the evolvement of a cropping system were primarily
determined by an environmental variable defined by accessibility and

‘quality of land and water, and the desire to achieve as far as possible

the twin obJectives of provid1ng sufficient cereals for the household

"8nd maximising farm incomes.2

R S v . . o ees ot
EERS RO ST S ot Cooani gt

1 C.M. Wijéyaratnei- Cropriversifiéation in the Mahaweli Area - in
print ARTI Research Study (unpublished).

2 Chapter Four - Farmers' Behaviour in use of land
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" Land and water nébounceb permitting, paddy cultivation was the
natural choice of any farmer because paddy aparit §rom being a staple
cereal, i8 ‘also very pnoé&table at high yields being competat&ue thh
cash crops in terms 0f retuwwns to Land, nequired ZeAA Eaboun than
Aubbrd&any 5ood cops 5on its cuﬁtruat&on, and enjoy% a gneatea security
due to an adswred miiket fon its paoduce. Tt advantageA gor ouﬂue&gh

any Alight QCOhOMLc dlAddUantageA thai occun in some p&OdthLOH situations .

Farmers howevet, have ot shield frou growing crops other than’ paddy,

and have rationally evolved cropping to systems to suit their environments.

Coarse cereals, specially kurakkan which would be considered as an

' unprofitable crop from a purely economical point of view in terms of

returns to land, have been also included in the system in situations

A'where land and or water was limiting for a highly. productive paddy
cultivation. -It could be even argued that kurakkan or maize is profitable

under these conditions specially in the event of a paddy crop failure
as it prov1des food and some returns to otherwise idle family labour

which has no opportunity cost. In such situations, and -also in high

_paddy production capacity situations farmers have cultivated pulses or

‘chillies mainly as cash crops to increase their farm incomes.'

i

The choice of crops from among pulses and other crops, uas'priceu

responsive. But price, could not be the only consideration, as the

Anuradhapura farmers preferred cowpea to blackgram though the 1atter was
more profitable, probably because they lacked experience in growing '

blackgram and also because chilli, a crop which was equa11y or more

- profitable was included in the cropping system.

In'taking“advantage'Of’favoufable'prices;?farmers-havetincreased
their incomes by only expanding the extents of land’ devoted for the
cultivation of thée crop at their’prevalent low levels of cultivation.: -

_There had been no evidence of increasing production through raising the

levels of cultivation. This Lack 0§ interest in increasing productivity
could be due to a reluctance in Anvesting on crops which demand too much
eggont and also face uncertainties 4in the market Son thein produce,

due to the Zack 05 cont&nued Suppont 5nom pm&c&ng and pnocunement
pot&creb. '

N
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Viewed against the background of these findings, it is evident 
that a study of the profitability of the farm as a whole with the
prevalent chopping system in an area, vis-a-vis proposed altewmative
asystems would be mone medhingéul than compaxiAonb‘beﬂveen single crops,
in undenstanding the farmen behaviour and in.evofving suitabfe and 1

‘more progitable cropping systems gon the areas. Comparisons between

farming‘systems would recognise hidden advantages such as rational use'
of family labour, use of cash inflows from one or more cfops to finance
other crops in the system. The finding the farmers do not geﬁérally
favour crops which demand heavy labour contribution is also noteworthy}in

\

recommending cropping systems.

- B A



Table 6.1(a) - Total Cost/Acre - Chena Land (Maha 76/77)

Anuradhagura Vavuniya - Hambantota ﬂBadulla ' Elahera Project
o ' :
o o > '
Crop e § E % - ©
_ 8 5 © 2 | g = fé
~l ,ﬁ he} 4] —~ © y 1] .
3 Q. [} 3 —~ k4 . ; 3 .
=z ~ g - kv, o 5 o3 : g
o - - - R, Y d = e o
> - A > » | Q g §'S. g g
i g q T b ru & ‘1 g
rI B R 2 : : g 550 8 %
Y -5 = 2 § oy ] = OB < m
Kurakkan 706. 466 476 498 513 606 396 917 785
i - (99.2) (96.6) (98.2) (97.3) (87.6) (98.8) (97.6)° (97.3) (98.7).
Maize 620 616 494 500 43 329 776 543 -
(99.1) (99.5) - (98.3) '(96.0) {23.6) (97.8) (95.1) .(98.1)
" Cowpea : 854 954 921 -~ 599 484 653 1058 . 522
) (92.8) (94.4) (91.7) (94.2) (92.6) (93.1) (87.9) (91.4)
Greengram - . 408 1049 :
. (90.4) (85.6)"
Blackgram . 769 568
| (87.7) ~ (80.1)
Chilli 808 - 909 : . 805 1073

(93.6) (94.7) (80.8) (90.8).

Figures in parenthesis indicate percentage cost for labour.

BeET
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Table 6.1(b) - Total Cost/Acre - Highland (Maha 76/77) o -
f““ Anuradhapura - B ‘Vavuﬁiza' " Hambantota Badulla 5;
Crop . g S 5 B 3
5 2 '_g £2 5 g )
~ 4 Q ~ o . N o©
- [ o o = . 2 _ : = Y
‘A ~ ~ A 3
© ~ ﬁ e ot XY Y v g
s 3 3 g3 S8 . 68
- g % . ® > g > . E o
. a £ £ £ § & 8 £ $ &
Kurakkan 520 .. . 430% . s - AA,:ﬁi,u 724
~(99.1) . ¢ ¢ (96.3) S T (98.6)
Maize | - 768. . 578 _— . 316 * . 653
; , (93.6) (96.8)° . o0 (98.1) - - (98.5)
Cowpea 629 866 730 536 . 536 , 372 546
S (87.7) (92.0) - (94.2) (91.5) . (89.6) . . . -.(78.9) - (94.7)
Greengram ' i ‘_' “EoL 6l c :
_ i - - (96.6)
Blackgram* - 818 ©.. . e84 . 520 ..
'+ (87.3) -+ =(53.6) (76.3) "
Chilli; 920
i (92.7)
% Figures in parenthesxs indicate- percentage cost for labour.
i

* Txactor costs amounting to. Rs 45/-, 186/-[_60/— formed 5%, 27.2% and 11. S%Aof the total cost
in Mahakanadarawa, Chettikulam and Pavatkulam respectively. .

LET
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* Table 6.2 (a) ' :
: CULTIVATION COST/ACRE BY OPERATION - CHENA r_(mqha' 76/717)

-~

-e

[ Operation Anuradhapura : Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla
Ld
r > -
i i z
° i 3 5 2 5 é 3
— -1 [%3 — L] [ - M
P 2 2 2 -2 4 3 H as
b4 = "3 S > - . ® Z 8
2 £ £ 2 § 3 £ i § b
o 2 £ £ o & & 2 S
K Land preparation 225 159 149 137 151 - 173 th2 361 37%
(31.8) (34.1) (31.3)  (27.5) (29.4) (28.6) (35.8) (39.4) (47.8)
U Sowing/Planting 201 78 14 108 85 92 82 155 125
P (28.5) (16.7) (26.0) (21.7) (16 6) (15s.2) - (20.7)  (16.9) (15.5)
a Weeding ’ 1 ' "o 59 51
k (0.2) (h 3) . (2.8)  (6.4) (6.5)
k  Other crop husbandry LY} 68 40 51 ©oi86 - 18 76 68 -
« Practice 6.7) (14,6) 8.4)  (10.2) .(na.s) (30.7) (h.6) (8.3) (8.6)
Harvesting 142 80 101 128 77 84 88 - w1 8o -
a ' (20.7) - (17.3) (21.2) (25.7) (15.0) (13.9) (22.2)  (16.0) (10.2)
n Processing 4s 22 . 26 33 35 4o ke 100 70
. - (6.5) (10.7) {5.5) (6.6) (6.4) (10.0) (12.5) - (11.6) 9.9)
Other 46 59 146 1] %] . 67 &9 100 72
(6.5) (12.6) - (9.5 (8.2) (9.8)  (11.0) (12.4) - (1.6} (9.2)
Total ’ 706 L66 . 476 498 513 606 396 917 785
- (100.0)  (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)  (100.0)  (100.0} .(100.0)
M Land preparation 184 200 156 169 24 - 105 287 216
" : , (29.6) (32.5) (31.6) (33.9) (49.7) (31 9)- (37.0) (39.8)
Sowing/Planting 88 LT I 73 61 95 - 63 47
i (14.2) (7.8) (14.8)  (32.2) (22.0) - (lo 6) (8.1) (8.7)
. Weeding 110 85 66 . 82 9 - 77 1ns
(17 7 (13.8) . (13.&) (10.4) (2.1) (23 &) (14.8) (n 8)
e After care . 87 ks 4o 59 e 100
: (5 8) (14.1) (9 1) (8 o) (13.7) (7 9) (12.9) (9 9)
Harvesting 99 75 : 38 - 82 65
(15.9) (12.2) (13 o) (1'4 8) 9.1) (ls 2) (10.6) (12.0)
Pracessing 60. 70 .. Sk 9 - 13 4
] (9 2] (n 3) (7 5) (10.8) (z.1) o (l.s) 0.7 {o.7
Other 51 .. . (] ., 50 6 et 3N 116 LX)
(7 N - A3 0 (7)) (10,0 (1.4) (9.4) (14.9) (17.1}
Total 620 616 494 500 430 - 329 776 Sh3
- : {100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)  (100.0) (100.0)
¢ Land preparation 213 230 274 150 61 - 188 324 177
' (24,9) (24.71) (29.5)  (26.0) (12.6) (28.8) (30.6) (33.9)
©  Sowing/Planting 133 100 144 93 82 - .. 18 95 5h
w - (15.6) (10.5) (15.6)  (17.2) (16.9) . . (11.9) (9.0) (10.3)
Veeding: 108 168 nz 33 105 - 110 64 57
P . (12.8)  (17.6) (12.7)  (17.2) (2.7 .. 069 (1s.5)  (10.9)
e After care : 78 148 14 61 83 . Te 60 144 104
(9.1) (15.5) (12.8) (.3) (17.2) (9.2) (13.6),  (19.9)
?  Harvesting 142 163 156 89 126 - 159 147 73
(16.6) (17.1) . (16.9) (16.5) (26.0) (24.8) (13.9). (1a.0)
Process ing 95 67 4y 29 22 - 15 39 23
. QL (7.0). (4.9) 5 ) (4.5) o (2.3) (3.7 . (u.4)
Other . -85 78 T4 4 - S h3 145 34
. (9:9) (8.2) (8.0) (6 3) (1.0) - (6.6) (13.7) (6.5)
Total . 854 954 921 539 &84 - 653 1058 522
. ) {100.0) (100.0) _ (100.0) (100.0)  (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)  (100. o)
G Land preparation - - - - - - .90 290 . -
- . ‘ - (22.1) (27.7)
Sowing/Planting - - - - - - 81 144 -
e : (19.9) (3n.
Weeding - - : - - - - 28 (1 -
€ : (6.9) 6.1) .

n  After care - - .- - - - 17 -
i A . : Lo e (n 8) (1) -
Harvésting - - T . - - - 325 -

9 (23 5) (31.0)
Processing - - - - C - - 15 -
ro. ) N (s 6) (1.4)
a Other . - - - - - - 38 .94 -
. - v : (9.3) (9.0) _
m Total - - - - - - 508 1049 -

(100.0)  (100.0) .
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8 Land preparation - - 283 . - ‘158 - - -
. (36.8) -(27.9)
Sowing/Planting - - lz ) - 111 - - -
.5) . 19.8). .
®  veeding - - %S " - - -
c . (7.8) (1.8)
| After care- - - 390 93 - W7 -
: (5.0) (16.4)
Harvesting - - 152 - 124 - - -
) (19.8) (21.8) B
9 Procéssing - - 32 - 4z -~ - - -
v ] (b.2) - (1.%) : :
Other - - 776 - 30 - - -
a0 . (9.9) (5.3) ’
m- Total - - - - 769 . . ..~ 568 - - -
: (100.0) {100.0)
.€- ‘Land preparation - 210 187 - 20b - - 302 -
h : : {26.1) (20.6) (25.3) {28,1)
© Sowing/Planting 215 165 - th? - - 220 -
i e (20.6) (18.2) (18.3) (20.5)
i Weeding 146 184 - 146 - - 202 -
(18.0)  (20.2) (18.1) (18.8)
! After care u8 86 - 137 - - 98 -
i : (5.9) 9.5) (17.0) (9.1) s
Harvesting 126 130 - 105 - - 188 -
(15.6)  (14.3) (13.0) oLy
Processing 27 109 i 29 - - - ! -
(3.3) (12.0) (3.6) .
Other 36 u8 - 37 - - 67 -
(u.h) {(5.3) {4.6) (6.2)
' Total 808 909 = 805 - - 1073 -
(100.0)  (100.0) T (100.0) (100.0)

~

(a)' Other crop husbandry practiée : Application for fertilizer and agrochemicals for contro|?.1'of pests and diseases

and protection of crops by watching, ‘scering of birds and animals.
(b) Other : Fencing and construction of watch huts and trangport.

R
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Table 6.2 (b)

CULTIVATION COST/ACRE BY OPERATIONS
Wighland - Maha 76/77
4 Operation Anuradhapurs Vavuniya H'tota . Badulla
' S B -
. =z ‘
° £ 5 2 5 5 3,
P 2 s 2 L 3 3 F
] = 5 5 z 2 S E 28
2 £ z - ¥ 3 E i3
o = z = b - S oF
K Land preparation - - 204 - - 13 - - T 299
u S (39.2) (26.1) (41.3)
. Sowing/Planting - - - 101 - 39 e -
r ST (19.4) (9.1) ' (15.9)
a Wesding - - 24 - “39 - - sk
, (4.6) . (9.1) ‘ : (7.9)
k . After care - - 18 - .84 - - b
N (3.4) (19.6) - (4.7)
Harvesting - - " - 91 - - 167
® (21.4) (21.2) e 1423.0)
" Processing - - 8 - 27 - - K ]
: (8.3) (6.3) x (3.0)
Other - - 19 - 37 - - 33
: 3.7) (8.6) (4.6)
Totsl . - - . S20 - 430 - - 728
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
L] > - - 211 180 - - 17 334
o ' (22.8) .31, 1) .. (37.0) (51.2)
Sowing/Planting - - 82 %9 - - 39 70
E T e T - . (10.7) - (17.1).. (12.3) - (10.9)
. Veeding - - 176 L 92 . .- - 87 133
_ (22.9)  (15.9) ‘ {27.5) (20.%)
e After care - - 48 53 - - 7 32
(6.2) (9.2) (2.2) (4.9)
Harvesting - - 102 60 - - . 34 . 55
. (13.3)  (10.5) (10.8) (8.9
Processing - - 78 67 - - 6 23
: (10.2) (11.6) (1.9) (3.5)
Other - - n 27 - - 26 5
(9.2) (4.7) (8 2) (0.8)
Tota) - - 768 578 - - 653
4 {100.0)  (100.0) (mo.o)(loo.o)
€ land preparation 126 206 204 122 137 - 127 197
(20.0) (23.8) (27.9)  (22.8) (25.5) (3h.1) (3€.1)
©  sowing/Planting 69 9 18 .8 82 - 73 93
w (11.0) (10.5) (16.2)  (15.5)  (15.3) (19.6) (17.0)
Veeding ° 186 203 160 146 58 - n 86
P (29.6) (23.8)  (21.9)  (27.2)  (10.8) (19.1) Q6.1
e After care 96 92 54 3 92 - 19 29
(ls 3) (10.6) (7.8 (5.8)  (17.1) (s.1) (5.3
®  Harvesting : 172 124 103 106 - 52 96
: (18 9) (ls 9) (17.0) (19.2) (19.7) (11.0) (17 6)
Processing 53 38 40 - 17
: ('- 0) (3 7) (7.3) (7.9 (7.6) (4.6) (3 s)
Other 8 17 13 21 - 1
(1.3) (8 1) (2.3) (2.4) (3.9) (3.5) (h 'a)
Total 629 866 730 536 536 - 372 s46
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
6 Land preparation - - - - 143 - - -
. . (23 k)
" Sowing/Planti - - - - - - -
e ) “g/ " (lo 6)
Veedi - - - - 90 - - -
e " (1467)
n- Other crop husband ractice - - - - 12 - - -
reree e (20.9)
Harvesting - - - - 135 - - -
: (22.1)
9 processing - - - - b3 - - -
r (7.0)
Other - - - - 7 - - -
a (1.1)
o Total - - - - 611 - - -
(100.0)

contd. ..
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Land preparation
Sowing/Planting
Weedling
After care
Harvesting
..Processing
. Other

Total

684
(100.0)

o
(26.9)

98
(18.8)

4
(0.8)

67
(12.9)

130
{25.1)

55
(10.6).
26

. (5.0)
520
{100.0)
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Table 6.3(a) - Cash Cost/Acre - Chena (Maha 76/77)

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hahbantota Badulia
c o « - 1
rop . ?
R B R .
5 a o L 5 g . 8
~ X s 3] ~ o a . 5.5
3 K q s 2 3 E %3
Y - 8 o b = 2 &
> - % > I B 0 % g9
3 5 ’5 8 t} g : E g\ gg
s ¥ § f £ 5. 8§ £ 3
Kurakkan 132 124 86 139 - 313 246 252 471 242
(95.5) (87.1). (90.4) (90.3) (79.7). (97.0) (96.2): - (94.7) © (95.6)
Maize - 117 62 75 108 253 107 . 423 129
(95.1) (94.9) (88.6) (81.5) (89.2) (93.3) (91.1). (91.8)
Cowpea 213 145 262 145 149 340 568 245
' (71.2) (63.2) (70.7) (78.5) (76.1) (86.8) (77.5) : (81.8)
Greengram : o ‘ : ' : 184 788 :
- ©(78.7)  (80.9)
Blackgram 263 411 ?
. (63.9) (74.4)
Chilli ‘ 116 158 495+ ] 612

(55.3) (69.5) . (68.8). o ) : - (83.9)

Figures in parenthesis indicate percentage cost for hired labour

* Cost of agrochemicals amounted to Rs 118/-, forming 23.7 of the cash cost

rAA



Table 6.3(b) - Cash Cost/Acre - Highland (Maha 76/77)

-Anuradhapﬁra
Crop - . v g 7 o g
' o 8 3 &
Gl 3 5 g
= £ § 3
s 3§ 9
3 B o m
o o 2 e
A [ = =
Kurakkan |, 82
. {99.8)
Maize 70 69
‘ : (30.8) (72.8)
Cowpea 105 70 43 154
R : (26.2)  (0.0) (2.7)  (70.3)
Greengram '
Blackgram ’ 310%*
. (66.4)
) . N
Chilli 196
: (66.1)

Vavuniya
8. g
o ~
il !
o~ v
4 ]
] o
w >
o o
(3] Y
215
(92.5)
157
(64.4)
220
(56.4) .
605* 329

(47.6)

(62.4) .

Hambantota

Gonnoruwa -

Magama

111
(97.3)

191
(59.0)

Figures in parenthesxs indlcate percentage cost for hired labour.

s @

dulla -

Ba

E 1

Gemunupura/
Tissapura

224
(95.5)

17
(87.1)

74

(60.7)

-* Tractor cost amounting to Rs 45/-, 186/- and 60/~ formed 14.5%, 30.7% and 18.2% of the

~cash cost in Mahakanadarawa, Chettikulam and Pavatkulam respectively.

XA



- Table 6.4(a) - Cash Cost as a Percéht?qe of Total Costs - Chena XMaha 76/77)

Crop

Kurakkan

,Maizé.
Cowpea
Greengran
Blackgram
Chilli

‘Anuradhapura

o o 5

, i -

5 .8 o ¥

—~ oAb kel Q

=] 1] M- 0]

O

£ F 2

o & £ =
18.7  26.6 18.1  27.9
18.8  10.1  15.2  21.6
24.9 15.2  28.4  26.9
- - 34.2 -
14.4  17.4 - 61.5
L]

Vavuniya
g
K g
2 =
5 o
p B
17K >
§ &
61.0 40.7
58.8 _32.5
30.8 -
- 77.8

Hambantota

:

g g

g %~

] g
63.8 - 51.3
54.6 84.6
52.1 53,7
45,1 74.5

57.1

Gemunupura/
Tissapura

Badulla

(V3]
o -
-

23.8
46.9



Table 6.4 (b)

Crop

Kﬁrakkén
Maize
Cowpea
Greengram
Blackgram
Chilli

Cash Costs as a Percentage of Total Costs - Highland (Maha 76/77)

Anuradhapura

o 5

3 o

, 11

S 2 9 8

: = s

ﬁ — 3 e,

™ - >

s g q m

A T = =

- - 15.9 -
- = 9. 11.9
16.7 8.0 8.0  28.7

- - 37.8 -
- - - 21.3

Vavunixé

Chettikulam

Pavatkulam

Hambantota-

Gonnoruwa

.| Magama

49.8

29.3
36.0
88.6

63.2

35.2

51.3

Aﬁadulla

Gemunupura/
Tissapura

R,
= O
~ W0

13.6

ST



Table 6.5(a) - Labour Input/Acre - Chena (Maha 76/77)

- Crop

k;rakkan
'Méizé :
Cowpea
' Greengram
Blackgram

Chilli

Anuradhapura

m/ | o g
o g 3 P
s -t N [¥]

= | L.

e r 2 3
r 5 g E
D R -

o I g ]

[+H 23] _Z =
25.8 53.3 71.9 74.5
(16.0) (19.3) - (11.3) (19.7)
74.5 76.0 79.2 75.5
(14.8) (7.1) (11.6) (14.6)
98.9 108.6 128.4  79.4
(17.2) ~ (8.9) (15.0) (18.3)

101.2

(17.4) .
93.1 104.3 " g7.8
(6.8)

(10.7) .

(41.6)

Vavuniya

8 g

I

= i

o i

b} o
. Q %

8 &
42.0 59.7
{54.5) (50.1)
31.3 '
(46,3)

- 45.2
(27.2)
46.3
(68.9)

‘v

Hambantota
3
<
s 8
§ g
3 =
53.4 110.0
(47.0) (41.1)
55.4 82.4
(20.9) (38.0)
89.9  105.7
(32.8) (34.0)
59.2 86.9
(25.3) (57.2)
105.2
1 (37.7)

99T

Badulla

Gemunupura/
Tissapura
N

|

- 108.8"
(23.9)

98.8
(16.6).

69.4
(33.4)

Figures in parenthesis indicate hired'lqbour units as a percentage of total labour unit.



Table 6.5(b) - Labour Input/Acre - Highland (Maha 76/77) o _ . . N
Anuradhapura - : : Vavuniia Hambanfota -‘Badulla
s
3 ¢ F
%’ -t ﬁ f) s s TN
Crop ~ 2 .. P! ~ 3 ) . ’ g o
: 5 Uk E 3 : 35
3 — g = H = o - -
> - A > - +$ ] ) % . §8
K] E d . b o g ]
o c g C g 5 g 5.2
£ n = = (3] " 3 2 - O
Kurakkan =~ ‘ 7 80.4 : 45.0 | . . 115.4
| B 0.4y (49.1) L (20.3)
Maize B 116.9  86.0 . 491 119.6 °
| . , (1.7)  (3.5) : 7.1 . (6.8)
Cowpea 66.7  99.6 114.3  76.4 49,2 48.2 °90.0
(1.8) (0.0) (0.1)" (le6.6) (22.0) o (25.3) - . (6.4)
Greengram ' _ . . . 58.3 . ' '
- ' C (21.1) .
Blackgram . 105.2 25.1 . 43.7
(20.7) (73.7) (47.6)
Chilli - 139.2 . . . e
. (10‘9)1» ~ " . Tt ]
AW ) o 0

S

-~ Figures in parénEﬁesib‘indicate-hired labour units as a percentage of total labour
units. ' K '

- LHT



Table 6. 6(a) -1 Average Yield per Acre ) .
2 Average Selling Price )

Crop

Kurakkan
Maize
Cowpea
Greengram
ﬁlackgram

Chilli

Avefage
Average

Average

Average

Average
Average

Average
Average

Average
Average

Average-
Average

yield
price
vield
price
yield
price

yield

price

yield
price

yield

price

per

per

per

per

per

per

acre
acre
ac;e
ac;e

acre

acre

Chena (Maha 76/77)

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla.
o o - g
=] = Ka
g 3 o G| ~
S 3 o : 5 5 g o
3 | E q 3 - 3 58
E ~ [~ ~ K - | % Qng
[0} ~ ﬂ -t o~ A4 13 5] <l e T
N - > + e 0 5 . L d
o g k! « i) o £ =
103§ 3 s 5 B B Bx
A = = = o A 3 g O &
bu/Ac 19.48 ' 8.74 16.95 10.90 18.50 17.47 12.02 12.50 "6.14
Rs/bu 26.00 28.00 23.00 28.00 25.50 21.00 21.00 23.00 22.00
bu/Ac 22.71 19.64 29.95 20.l0 21.80 7.39 8.80 14.00
Rs/bu 30.00 32.00 29.00 32.00 29.00 "28.00 26.00 25.81 -
bu/Ac 9.41 9.17 9.22 5.63 8.90 °8.19 15.80 6.03
Rs/bul06.00 109.00 118.00 93.00 85.00 85.00 110.00 - 68.16
bu/Ac: ' : 6.25 - 6.97 :
Rs/bu , 120.00 146.00
bu/Ac 16.37 7.47 '
Rs/bu 123.00 , 155.00 ,
‘bu/Ac U6.64 129.48 61.50 ' 1092 20
Rs/bu 13.00 13.00 12,50 0.95
. oe . ) ® L

8y1



Table 6.6(b) - 1 Average ?ield per Acre )

2 - Average Selling Price. ) H;ghland'(Méya 75/7?2¥3:

/ﬂnuradhapﬁraﬁf 4 ‘Vavuniya * 'Hambantota- Badulla.
9 m: '?gTJ
g k3 -~
. a o .
Crop g = ot g g g 3
~ Y] e . o HE
- 3 G © a o z v
kY, ~ 5 - k] . &3
© ~ - o = ¥ 3o
> - > s 3 .0 §d
o g [} ] P o =1 73
S r 3 K g 5 g g4
By b} = . - 6 A 8 Or
Kurakkan A§erage yielélper.a¢re bu/Ac L ' 11.48 9.1 20.4
' Average price = . Rs/bu , 27.00 28.00 Do 22.50
Maize Average yield per acre bu/Ac . 11.69 11.47 T T 12018 14.14
. Average price ~ Ac/bu r+ 30.00 31.00 - . . 7 29.00 24.60
Cowpea Average yield per acre bu/Ac 10.19 8.39 9.19 7.7 8.6 ' . 6.96 - 8.39
. Average price Rs/bu 11100 108.00 101.00 98.00 85.00 -103.80 80.00
‘ Greengram Average yield per acre bu/Ac . _ 6.5
: Average price | Rs/bu ' C 7 : l68.00 .
Blackgram Average Yield‘per acre bu/Ac w3 713.23 9.9 [ : '8.63
, ~ Average price ' - . . Rs/bu- ' : 157.00 154.00
Chilli Average yield:pet'acfe lbs/Ac - 63.03
: Average price ' Rs/1b : . 13.40

69T -
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Table &.7 (a)

RETURNS FROM CROPS IN CHENA LANDS-MAHA 7.‘6/77(1,)

V_ivun i'yo ,

Hambantots -

c Anuradhapura _ ‘ . Badulla
R g , § g > .
3 o £ -8 : - ®
0 = % v 4 - 5 - o
% - 2 - 3 ] g : RY
¢ $ = F - & - 78
g = 8 i % 3 & 1 §§
L. B 2 i? R 5 '.5 1§ 2 S
" Gross return pér Acre 499.00 243.00 392,00 30h.00 u7i.00 372,00 253.00 291.00 135.00
u Net.returh ger Acre(tncludmg family .. . Lo : s
r Vshour) «207.00 -223.060 <-82.00 <195.00 -h2.00 -233.00 -1b2.00 -626.00 -650.00
a8 Net return per Acre(excluding cost of . e o _
k family labour) 367.00 119,00 306,00 165.00 158.00 lzg.oo 1.00 -180.00 ~108.0¢
k Net return per unit of famtly 1abour 5.09 2.77 4.80 2.76 8.27 .19 0.04 . -2.78 +1:30
a Net return per unlt of cash {nvestmem -0.57 =-0.80 -0.05 <~0.4% 0.87 0.06 0.84 . -0.33 ©1.69 -
n Gross return per unit of cash investment 3.78 1.96  4.%6 2.19 1.50 1.51 1, - 0.62 0.56
M Gross return per Acre 672,00 625.00 608.00 636.00 631,00 - 207.00 232.00 361.00
a Net return per Acre(including family . : _ ) .
labour) 52.00 9,00 115.00 156.00 201.00 - -122.00 -543.00 -181.00
i MNet return per Acre(excluding cost of '
; family labour) 555.00 564.00 533.00 S527.00 328.00 - 7101.00 .-190.00 233.00
Net return per unit of family labour 8.74 8.00 7.60 8.23 22.50 - 2.3 -3.72 2.82
€ Net return per énit of cash investment 1.44 1.1 2,53 2,43 V.79 - =0.15- ~-0.29  -0.h1
Gross return per unit of cashv_!:weatment 5.74 10.25 8.1 5.83 2359 - RD: ) 0.55 2.8
€ Gross return per Acre < ' 1000,00 999.00 1091.00 524.00 755.00 - 695.00 1742.00 &11,00
° Net return per Acre(tncludlng family ) )
o Iabour) 146,00 - 46.00 170.00 -15.00 271.00 - 42,00 684,00 -111.00
Net return per Acre(excluding cost of ' . . _ .
p famlly labour) 789.00 854.00 830.00 379.00 606.00 - 355.00 1174.00 166.00
e Net return per unit of family Iabour 9,72 8.63 7.61 .84 18.42 - -5.88 . 16.82 3.60
Net return per unit of cash invesment 1.69 1.32 1.65 0.89 2.82 - 1,12 7 2.20 oégs
a8 Gross return per unit of cash imestment 4.70 6.89 4.18 3.61 5.07 - 2701 3.07- 1.
G Gross return per Acre - - - - - « © -751.00 1018,00 -
r Net return per Acre{inciuding family o '
e labour - -7 - - - - 343,00 =31,00 -
€ Net return per Acre(excluding.cost of -
n  family labour) - - - - - £67.00 230.00 -
g Net return per unit of family tabour ' - - - - - 12.83 6.18 -
r Net return per unit of cash investment - - - - - - 2.86 0.96 ° -
# Gross return per unit of cash Investment . - - - - - 4.08 1.29 -
- — G
': Gross return per Actee\ , - - 2012.00 - - 1158.00 - c - -
a Net return per Acre(including famlly )
c tabour) - - 1243.00 - - 591.00 ° - - -
. Net return per Acre(excluding cost of . ] )
family Yabour) - - 1749.00 - - 718.00 - - -
g Net. return per unit of famlly labour . - 20.92 - - 49.86 - - -
a let return per unit of cash {nvestment -~ - - h.72 - - 2.34 - - -
n Gross return per unit of cash Investmént - - 7.65 - - 2.63 - - -
¢ Gross return per Acre " 2378.00 1630.00 - ~ 1162.0D - - - 1092.00 -
-} Net return per Acre(lncludlng fani Ty ]
i labour) 1570,00 782.00 - 357.00 - - - 20.00 -
y. Net retun per Acre{excludlng cost of o ’
y family tabour) : 2263.00 1532.00 - 667.00 - - - 480.00° -
j MNet return per’unit of family labour 26.1¢  16.50 - 13.00 - - - 7.33 -
e Net return per unit of cash investment 14.65 5.94 - 1.72 - - - 1.03 -
s Gross return per unl( of cash investment 20.67 - 2.35 - - - 1.78 -

T 11,25

(1} See Appendix. 18
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Table 6.7 (b}

RETURNS FROM CROPS .IN HIGHLAND - MAHA 76/77

151

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla
¢ ' 9 2
R e .g é 'é £ TS
0 L] z 3 £ 3 § Ry
3 3 B L 3 i 2
P r-] - ) - - x o >a
" : & s g g3
= £ 2 2 2 2 € €
2 2 3 & & g 8 &
Kk Gross return per Ac. £ R, - - 320.00 - 257.00 - - 456.00
'y Net return per Ac, (includlng SR
‘¢ family labour) Rs. - - -196.00 - -175.00 . - - =-267.00
‘a Net return per Ac.(excluding ' : L
K cost of family labour) Rs. - - 237.00 - 217.00 - - 231.00 -
k Net return per unit of family
a labour Rs. - - 3.29 - 9.48 - - 2,52,
" Net return per unit of cash . .
investment ' Rs. - - -1.36 - 0.19 - - -0.19
Gross-return per unit of cash
inves tment Rs. - - 3.86 - - 1,20 - - 2,03 -
Gross return jer Ac, Rs. - - 281,00 392.00 - =-  335.00 347.00 -
Net return per Ac. (including .
a family tabour) Rs. - - -487.00 -186.00 - - 40.00 ~307.00
{ Net return per Ac.(excluding .
cost of family labour) Rs.- - - 210.00 324.00 - - 244.00 270.00
2 Net return per unit of famlly :
e fabour Rs. - - 1.83 3.90 - - 5.96 2.42
Net return per unlt of cash )
investment Rs. - - -5.86 ~1.74 - - ' 1,36 -2.98
Gross return per unit of cash
inves tment Rs . - - 3.96 5.76 - - 3.20 4.50
¢ Gross return per Ac. Rs. 1134.00 910.00 926.00 770.00 729.00 - 715.00 673.00
Ret return per Ac, (including ’ . . .
o family labour) Rs. 505,00 k4,00 197,00 234,00 193,00 =~  343.00, 127.00
w Wet return per Ac.(excluding ‘ ‘
cost of family labour) Rs, 1029.00 840.00 884.00 509.00 573.00 - 52b.00 599.00
P Net return per unit of family ’ ' . T
e labour . Rs. - 15.71 - 8.u4 7.74% 8.00 14.92 - 14.56 7.0
Met return per unit of cash . o B ’
8 jnvestment Rs 5.8% 1.63 5.63 1,90 2.2 - 2.80 2n
Gross return per unit of cash X o
investment Ps. 10.82 13.05 22.05 . 2.95 4.67 - 3.74 9.07
G Gross return per Ac. Rs. - - - - 1092.00 .- - -
r Ret return per Ac.(including .
e family labour) Rs. - - - - 480.00 - - -
e Net return per Ac.(excluding -
.n family labour Rs. - - - - 872.00 - - -
g Net return per unit of family .
r labour Rs. - - - - 18.96 - - -
a- Net return per unit of cash
m  jnvestment Rs. - - - - 3.19 - - -
Gross return per unit of cash
investment . Rs. - - - - b.97 - - -
B Gross return per Ac, Rs. - - " 1718.00 - 1555.00- 1332,00 - - "
1 Net return per Ac.(including : X .
a family tabour) Rs.’ - - 901.00 - - 872.00 812.00 - -
¢ Net return per Ac.(excluding :
k cost of family labour) "Rs. . - - " 1409.00 ~ 950,00 1003.00 - - -
g Net return per unit of family . - )
r labour Rs, . - - " 17.96 - 143.94 43.80 - -
a Net return per unit of cash :
m  investment Rs. - - 3.9 - 2.44 3.47 - -
Gross return per unit of cash
invgstment Rs. - - 5.55 - 2.57 .05 - -
¢ Gross-return per Ac. Rs. - - - - 844,00 - S . - -
p Net return per Ac.(including
; family labour) “Rs . - - - -76.00 - - - -
! Net return per Ac.(excluding :
! cost of family labour) Rs. - - - 647,00 - - - -
i Ket return per unit of family '
e labour Rs, - - - - 5.22 - - - -
s Net return per unit of cash :
investment ' Rs. - - - 0.61 - - - -
Gross return per unlt of cash )
lovestment Rg = = = bz28 = = = 2



Table 6.8 - Indices of Price, Quanpity and Value of Productionl

Crop

Kurakkan
Maize
Cswpea
G?eepgram
'Biackgram
Chilli

'3

i
i

_Price/i
owt o

(Rs)

52.50
58.37.
172.00
266.00.
276.00.
1441.00

Price
Index

1.00
1.11
3.28
5.07
5.26

27.45

..computation of the Indices.

Yield/
acre ' .

(cwt)

7.0

ll.0

5.1
3.3
4.9
1.1

Index of

quantity

of produ-
ction

1l acre

1.0

1.57
0.73
0.47
0.70
0.16

~ 1. The price, yield/acre and gross return/acre for Kurakkan

]

Index of

-Gross

return value of
per Ac. produc-
(Rs) - tion
368.00 . 1.0

" 642.00 1.74
877.00 2.38
878.00 2.39

1353.00 3.68

1585.00 "4.31

forms the base figures for the

esT
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Table 6.10 - Total Cost/Acre - Lowland (Yala 77)

Elahera Project

S Attanakadawala Bakamuna

Cowpea 794 789
(76.3) (76.7)

Greengram ' 915 1023
' : (84.8) (84.4)

Chilli S 2059 2148
: o (49.5) (67.0)

Figures in parenthesis indicate

percentage cost for labhour.
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Table 6.11 - Cultivation Cost/Acre by Operations (Lowland)

Crop Operation . 'Elaheré‘Project

Attanakadawala Bakamuna

Cowpea Land preparation .. 156 .. 184
' ' ‘ o (19.6). (23.3)
Sowing/Planting S 107 105
| (13.5) (13.3)
Weeding _ , : 86 - 99
N ’ . (10.8) (12.5)
Other crop husbandry practices 284 ‘ 206 .
‘ : {35.8) (26.1)
Rarvesting 109 131
N , (L3.7) (16.6)
Processing 33 47
o ( 4.2) ( 6.0}
Other A 19 ! 17
( 2.4) ' (2.2)
Total ' 794 789
‘ (100.0) (100.0) -
Greengram  Land preparation , 282 269
’ ‘ (30.8) ‘ (26.3)
Sowing/Planting 143 112
' ‘ (15.6) (10.9)
Weeding 92 : 924
(10.1) ‘ ( 9.2)
other crop husbandry practices . 201 274
| ‘ © o (22.0) © (26.8)
Harvestiné 142 170
(15.5) (16.6)
Processing 46 . 56
’ " ( 5.0) ( 5.5)
Other ' ’ ] ‘ 48
. (1.0) . { 4.7)
Total : 915 1023
: ’ ‘ (100.0) (100.0)
Chilli ' Land preparation : 197 424
: ' - { 2.6) (19.7)
Sowing/Planting 174 277
' ( 8.5) (12.9)
Weeding ‘ 196 303
. { 9.5) - (14.1)
Other crop husbandry practices - 1164 ‘ 894
. ‘ (56.5) (41.6)
Harvesting ‘ T 234 212
(11.4) { 9.9)
Processing _ 36 - 25
o . » (L7 (1.2)
Other o ‘ 58 13
' - . ( 2.8) ( 0.6)
Total - 2059 2148

(1Qo.o) {100.0)
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Table 6.12 - Cash Cost/Acre (Lowlanad)

Elahera Project

Crop : Attanékadaﬁéla o 'Bakamuna
Cowpea . . ... - 587 ) 356
e ' (68.0) (48.3)
Greengram' .. : . : 619 : 497
| : (77.5) (67.8)
Chilli © ' 1718 - 1661

(39.4) " (57.4)

Figures in parenthesis indicate percentage cost for hired °
labour

Table 6.13 - Cash Cost as a percentage of Total Cost - Yala 77

'Elahera Project”

Crop | Attanakadawala . Bakamuna
Cowpea } 73.9 . 45.1
Greengram o 67.7 48.6
Chilli | 83.4 77.3

Table 6.14 -~ Labour Inputs/Acre (Mandays) vala 19i7

Elahera Projeét

Crop

Attanakadawala Bakamuna
Cowpea 87.8 103.0
(53.2)  (18.4)
Greengxam - 106.1 132.7
: (47.6) ~ (30.5)
Chilli ' 135.7 7 186.7
‘ (52.1) ~(51.7)

Figures in parenthesis.indicéte hired labour units as a
percentage of total labour units. '



156

Table 6.15 - Lowland Cultivation - Yala 77 '

Cfop

wapea Average
- Average

Greengram Average
Average

Chilli - Average

Average

vrands

yield per acre
price ’

yield per acre
price

yield per acre
price;

Foon

bu/Ac

Rs/bu-

bu/Ac

5 Rs/bu

1bs/Ac

~ Rs/1b

‘Elahera Project

3
«
]
% §
i 8
8 L
Y @
4.91 5.49
140.00 140.00
4.88 6.42
- 175.00 .175.00
560.00 588.00
8.50 8.25



Table 6.16 - Returns from Crops - Lowland - Yala

Crob

: Cowpea

Greengram

Chilli

-Gross return per acre
Net return per acre (including family labour)

Net return per acre (excluding cost of family labour{fi

Net return per unit of family labour
Net return per unit of cash investment
Gross return per unit of cash investment

- Gross return per acre’

Net return per acre (including family labour)

Net return per acre (excluding cost of family labour)
Net return per unit of family labour

Net return per unit of cash investment

Gross return per unit of cash investment

Gross return per acre: “ ' :
Net return per acre (including famlly labour)

Net return per acre (excluding cost of family labour) :i

Net return per unit of family labour”
Net return per unit of cash investment
Gross return per unit of cash'investment

Rs

Rs
Rs

RS
Rs

Rs

Rs

Rs
Rs’
Rs*

Rs

Rs

Rs..

Rs

_Rs’

Rs

Elahera Project

Attanakadawalaf

687.00
-106.00
100.00

2.43

0.82

.17

854.00
-61.00

235.00

4.23
0.90
1.38

4760.00
2701.00
' 3042.00

46.80

2.57

2.77

Bakamuna

769.00
-20.00

"~ 413,00

4.92
0.94
2.16

.1124.00

100.00
626.00
6.79
1.20
2.26

4851 .00
2703.00

. 3190.00

. 35.36
2.63
2.92

LST



Table 6.17 - Profitability ofhPaddyl*
" - Mahakana- Mahavila~ Vavuniya Pavat- Bamban- Polonnaruwa
~darawa -:'chchiya - =  kulam tota - o
Maha ™ Maha ' Maha Maha "~ Maha . - Maha Yala °
- 76/77 76/77 77/78 76/77 - 76/77. - 76/77 78
. / t c
No. of farm units S o . n.a. n.a. - 32 n.a. n.a. n.a. . lo
Average size of holding (Acres) - 71 1.50 3.10 6.77 3.05 3.53 3.59 4.23
Average yield per acre: (cwt) S - 15,7 14.8 9.5 = 17.7 23,1 31.1 27.6 -
Price Rs/cwt 97,00 70.00 - 97.00 90.00 80.00 80.00 97.00
Total ‘input of labour/acre (mandays)’- - 45,3+ 47,1 18.1 2.1 50.7 91.8. 64.4.
Total input of family labour/acre 31.3 39.0 4.8 17.4 15.5 3l.0 21.0..
(mandays) - ' : - -
Average wage rate- for labour. Rs/manday 6.00 . 6.00 15.00 13.00 7.00 - 7.00: 12,000
Cash costs/acre S 551.00  369.00 750.00 871.00 1184.00 1639.00 1005.00°" °°
Gross return/acre (Rs) o - 7 1523,00 1036.00 922.00 1593.00 1848.00 2488.00. 2677.00
Net return/acre (Rs) - T+ 972,00 667.00 172,00 722.00 = 664.00  749.00 1672.00
Return- to family labour (Rs/manday) - =~ 31.05 17.10 35.83 41.49 42.84 24.16 79.62
Gross return per unit of cash (Rs) T 2.76 _2.81 1.23 1.83 1.56 . 1.52 - 2.66
Net return per unit of cash 2.42 2.17 1.13 1.57 1.47 - 1.39 2. 41

. .1 (a) Source of information in respect of Mahavilachchiya, Mahakanadarawa and Pavatkulam - Five Settlement
Schemes prior to Irrigation Modernisation, Vol. I, Vol, II & Vol. IIT respectively.

'(b) Source of information in respect of Bambantota and Polonnaruwa Maha 76/77 - Profltabillty and Resource
N Characteristics of Paddy. Farming - ARTI Research Study Series, No. 23. - -

(c) Computations in respect of Vavuniya (Maha 77/78) and Polonnaruwa (Yala 78) were based on the unpublished.
data from a National Agrarian Sample Survey - jointly conducted by the ARTI, Department of Census &
Statistics and the Central Bank. _ N Caay

n.a, - not indicated in the source document.

8st
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Table 6.18 - Comparisons of Gross Return/Acre

159

1. Between paddy grown in lowland and pulse crops and chilli grown on

unirrigated land during Maha

2 Paddy and chilli grown ofi paddy lands durlng Yala.

Crop Price/Costl Yiéld
' (Rs) {cwt/Ac)
Paddy 80.003_

Cowpea _ 172.00 (a)
{b)

Greengranm - 266.00 (a)
_ (b)

Blackgram 276.00 {a)
(b)

chilli 1441.00 (a)
(b)

HiH OWY 0w wnikF

N R W W,

Gross return
(Rs)

984.00
1968.00
2632.00

877.00
1290.00

878.00
1596.00

1352.00
1932.00

1585.00
3026.00

1 Prices obtalnlng at the time of the survey - 1976/77

2 Ppaddy yields given correspond to 30,60 and 80 bushels/acre. For other
crops, (a) denotes average yield of the major producing area obtained
from the survey and, (b) the corresponding district figures provided

by the Ministry of Agriculture.

3 Computed at the G.P.S. price of Rs 33/~ per bushel prevailing at

the time of the survey.

chilli grown on Lowland in Yala

Price/cwt (Rs)

Yala Maha Yield
77 76/77 (cwt /Ac)
Crop Elahera overall
area average
Chilli 938 1441 (c) .5.1
(d) 8.0

Return Profit/Ac(Rs)

At price At average
obtained price '

in Elahera obtained

during in other
Yala 77 areas during
Maha 76/77
4784 7349
7504 11528

(c} denotes the average yleld of Elahera Project area obtained from

the survey;

(d) denotes the average yield for vala '79 in Elahera prov1ded by the

Ministry of Agrlculture.
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i - Chapter Seven

" CONSUMPTION AND PROCESSING OF PRODUCE . - = ..
'AS FOOD FOR THE FARM HOUSEHOLDS - o apen

The use of the pédéuce as human food in the farm householﬂs as

;gascertggned by the survey, would be:the main tdpic.of:diécués;on in
.7this chapter. Awareness and use of 'Supplementaty foodsf_coéég;tu;ed,;
.by coarse grains and grain legumes under.study and the»dpiq%ons and .

preferences relating to these foods, are also discussed.

7.1 CONSUMPTION OF THE FARM PRODUCE AS FOOD BY THE FARM Hbusmows -

The percentage of farms that retained part of the produce for their
home consumption until next harvest provides a rough indlcation of the! -
. popularity of the product as a food item among the producing households, -

while the percentage of total‘prod&ce retained for consumption gives i’
some" indication of whether the-production was more consumption oriented
or matket ‘oriented. (Tables 7.1 and, 7.2) ’

f”Infdrﬁaﬁidﬂ'reiating to the items of food consumed at the three - *
main meals; ‘breakfast, ‘lunch and dinner, during the sevenidays.precgdiﬂg
the date of the survey was sought from the farm households. ' In addition,
the cereal or grain legume base of each food item was also ascertained
from the respondent. '

CA composite'sédte_for consumption based on all three meals was
computed in respect of e?ch’food~item;”~rhese scores are presented in’
P Table 7.3. The pattern of consumption during a pefibdehich closely
followed the harvest of most of the crops cultivated in the farmsAmay
. not be typical of what is consumed throughout théfyegng_The”farmgrs

were therefore asked whether the consumption pattern “Wwas ‘representative
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of consumption patterns throughout the year. A tendency towards a s
stability of\éonsumption patferns in the very high income areas, and in o
Gonnoruwa where the main income was from a non cereal crop ﬁrcviding an
exceptibﬁ, was observed from the responses. In subsistence prddﬁétion
economlies, consumption at times of relative abundance would not be similar
to that at times when the larders are almost empty; fewer meals or lesqer
quantities being'coﬁsumed‘at'suﬁh:time.~uThe:conSumption pattern during

the reference week could nevertheless. be an indiqation of habits which

are dictates of preferences necessitated by the socio-economic environ-

ment of the farm households.

The contention that kurdkkan is’ 'grown mainly as a substitute cereal
for rice in the food of the farm household is supported by the' observations
that almost all the produclng ‘households in the“study areas had retained
most of their produce for consumption, (Tables 7.1 and.7.2) and food
preparations from kurakkan were widely consumed in most households of
the produéing areas. Kurakkan emerged as an important cereal and can
be even considered as haif as important- as rice in providing the basic
food of‘the farm householde in Anuradhapura, Pavatkulam and Gormorwa, - }
if the compoéite score for all meals is the considered indicator .
(Tablei-'7.3). In the study areas of»Anuradhapura,.and,in Pavatkulam,:
kurakkan provided the most common meal at breakfast but had an almost
equal rating as rice for lunch. Dimmer is the only meal where rice
had an almost exclusive place in these areas. In Gonnoruwa, the pattern »
was slightly varied with rice bathi‘and;kurakkan food being consumed with
almost equal frequency: at breakfast and both cereals being consumed -

. at the other main meals too, but with rice bat’ being consumed at

relatively more occasions than kurakkan.

Rice understandably played a very dominant part in the food of
the people in the Elahera Project area.. In Chettikulam and Magama too, it
figured'as the dominant cereal though to a relatively. lesser extent.. .

than.in the Elahera Project area. . Kurakkan was hardly consumed or

'~ ‘Bath’ - Rice cooked by boiling in water..
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grown in the Elahera Project area. Breakfast in this area, and in
Magama consisted mainly of rice. Bread or wheat flour preparations were
also consumed on many occ351ons. fn Magama rice bath® was the main
breakfast meal with manioc or bread also contributing to mady meals.
Breakfast was very varied in Chettikulam with rice bath, rice flour
preparations, kurakkan, bread wheat flour preparation and ‘'thosat' il
being consumed with almost equal frequencies. Rice bath was the
predominant food at both lunch and dinner in all three areas. But in
Chettikulam dinner was also slightly more varied with r1ce flour
preparation, wheat flour preparation and thosat. ' '

Maize was almost as important as rice in the food of the farm 7

‘households of Mapakadawewa. In Gemunupura/Tissapura, maize and

.kurakkan together provided about one third the meals. Maize was the

main cereal consumed at breakfast in both areas. ‘ Hath and bread were
also consumed on some occasions. Rice bath accounted for nearly half
the lunch days and about 2/3. to 3/4 the dinner days in both areas.
Maize was the major substitute for rice at both meals in Mapakadawewa,
and kurakkan the main substitute in Gemunupura/Tissapura.

-

The majority of farmers who cultivated pulses used part of the

‘production for consunfption (Table 7.2). But, a large proportion of the )

quantities cultivated in the major producing areas were produced for the
market; "’ Pulses were consumed as basic food by the farm households-
mainly at breakfast. Cowpea contributed to about 7 -12% of the
breakfaStﬁdays in Anuradhiapura, Pavatkulam and Gonnoruwa.
Greengram - provided breakfast on about § -12% of the mornings

to the Hambantota farmers. Thosai with blackgram as.a main ingredient ;

_was consumed on as many as about 20% of the breakfast :days by farmers of

Chettikulam.  This food was also consumed at dinner. Cowpea or green
gram was consumed -at breakfast on about & -11Z of the occasions at

Elaheéra Project. None of the three pulses were consumed much'in .

1 '"Thosai' = A food preparation in the form of a pancake with .
blackgram as one maip ingredient and rice or wheat flour as the other
main mgredlent .

PADI . . o R
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Mapakawewa, though some cowpea breakfasts were mentioned. A few
instances of Me' were reported in both areas of Badulla and manioc
figured as the food icem of equivalent importance to pulses in the other

areas.

Someiinteresting features of the consumption habits are those .
(1) Rice was consumed almost exclusively in the form of Ybath' in all
areas except in Chettikulam where preparations of rice flour were also
consumed in many instances, for breakfast as well as -dinner. (2) Though
blackgram was a major cash crop in both Chettikulam and Pavatkulam, the
farm households of Pavatkulam hardly ate blackgram. This could be
attributed to the ethnic differences between the ‘people of these areas.
The Tamil community in’ Chettikulam,have traditionally grown blackgram and
eaten the food preparations of this pulse. (3) The Pavatkulam farmers'
food habits closely resemble those of the Anuradhapura farmers.
(4) Though stability of consumption patterns were observed in the h1gh

income areas, variation in food items consumed at breakfast and dinner

was observed only in Chettikulam.

7.1.1 Food value of coarse cereals in comparison to rice

The farmers were asked their opinion on whether each cereal had
better or. lesser food value than rice. Average scores were computed for
each cereal assigning a score of 1 if the food value was. considered better
and -1 if considered lesser than of rice, and 0 if con81dered to be equal
(Table 7.4). 90 ~-100% of the farmers in each study area reSponded in
respect of kurakkan and maize. But, the response was poor for sorghum.
varying betweenb30'r72%.among\the study areas. The farmers‘concept of
'superior food value' was articulatedﬁas 'greater sakthi' i. e. literally
more energy. Kurakkan was considered as superior to rice in almost all
the dry zone areas. It scored very high in Halmillakulama and Chettikulam.

It was considered very inferior to rice in Mapakadawewa and ‘almost

' equated with rice by Gemunupura/Tissapura and Gonnoruwa farmers. Maize

was considered Superior to rice only by the Badulla farmers ‘though the

differences in score were not too large, and the Attanakadawela farmers
almost equated it with rice. Sorghum was not considered superior to
riCé“ingany‘stUdy area. In Chettikulam where ‘about 7OA of .the farmers

{
responded, sorghum was considered to be as almost equal to rice. Im

€
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Mapakadawewa too it was considered as ‘equal to rice; This opinion however

was based only on the responses of 40% of the farmers.

/

Thé composition of the cereals in térms of thfee basic principles

- energy, protein and carbohydrates are .given below:

Parts per 100 gm of edible portionm

Energy ' Protein Catbohydrates

(calories) S .
Rice, parboiled home-pounded 349 - 8.5 ' 79.4
Rice; lightly milled, raw - 346 7.5 76,7
Rice,parboiled, highly milled 346 6.4 ©79.0
Rice, highly milled, raw : 345 6.8 78.2
Kurakkan - . , 328 - 7.3 72.0
Maize . o 363 10.0% 71.0
Millet (Sorghum) _ 349 10.4 - 72.6°

Rice containé,more,of all three principles than kurakkan, maize
is richer in calories and proteins and has less of carbohydrates than rice.
Sorghum contains more of protein, is of almost equal energy and has less
of carbohydrates than rice. This comparison of course relates to equél
weights of the different cereals. The quantities consumed however could
vary with the cereal comprising the equivalent meals. As no_infofmation
was sought on quantities consumed at meals, it is notlpossible to attempt

to find out the basis of the evaluation of the farmers.

Some noteworthy features are that, in Anuradhapura where both
kurakkan and maize are 1mportant crops in cultlvation, and knrakkan ' _
was consumed very w1dely as a substltute for rice it was con31dered to
be of a superior food value than rice, wh11e maize was con51dered to be

very inferior to rice. Even in areas like Chettikulam and the

' Elahera Project area where kurakkan consumption was low, this cereal

was rated superlor in food value to rice, 1n fact it was considered very
superior in Chettikulam and almost equal 1n Bakamuna. Mapakadawewa,
where maize figures as a main cereal in the diet of the people, was the .
only area in which kurakkan was con81dered 1nfer10r to rice. Here and |
in Gemunupura/Tissapura maize was con51dered superlor to rice.- But even

in these areas the level. of suverlorlty indicated was not very high.



166

- food.. Cowpea and maize were the only two grains that had been mentioned

' and ranged from IOZ to 724.T When opinions were sought regarding the ‘:

7.2 FOOD PREPARATIONS FROM COARSE GRAINS.AND PULSES j

7.2.1 Preparations done in the home I : : : o

A Kurakkan was consumed in the form of rotti,: pittu, string hoppers
and 'T%aZapa' - all preparation from the flout of the grain. Maize

however was mainly consumed as a boiled grain. Pittu and~rotti made A

with maize:flour were also consumed frequently but string hopper

' preparations were less frequently reported. Sorghum lent itself more

to the preparation of 'bath' involving the use of the grain and the use

of its flour wherever reported was again for preparation of 'bath'

Though the use of coarse cereals in extending rice meals had been promoted .
by the agricultural extension services, such use was rarely observed in

the responses.

Only cowpea and greengram among “the pulses were consumed in the
form of boiled grains or in a curried form. Blackgram was msinly used in
the preparation of ’thosai’. Use of the other two pulses in the ..~
preparation of this food item, was also mentioned by a few farm households,

- indicating a possible substitution for blackgram in this item of -

as being consumed in a fried form; either as a fried grain‘or in the form
of 'vadai' - a fried preparation with the grain as an ingredient. ; ' .

Sweet meats were also made from the flours of the different cereals
and pulses. o )
7.2.2 Pre-processed food

Thriposha' a supplementary food composed of soya bean and two

cereals was introduced by the Department of Health as an intervention in -

,upgrading the nutr1tional status of 1nfants, pre~school children (1-6

years old) and pregnant women/lactating mothers. The composition of
this food had varied from time to time and at the time of the survey it

- consisted of soya bean and sorghum as rav inputs and a pre—processed

wheat/soya blend which was imported. Generally a fairly large proportion
of farm households had heard of 'thrtposha’ The percentage of households »

that had consumed 'thrtposha' at one time or another however, was less,

»

suitability of this food for 1nfants, pre—school children and pregnant l'

: women/lactating mothers, a great degree of positiveness was expressed

o
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. » \
regarding the suitability for mothers and pre-school children, and there

were some reserQations regarding it's suitability::for infants,.. The: .

" majority- of those who had heard of 'thriposha! were unable:$o.mention.

even one of the’ ingred1ents of this 'food" the proportion varied.from
53 ~100% among tlie study areas except in Attanakadawala where only 292

‘were unable to mention any ingredient. This knowledge would normally )

reach the'farmeré~abart from interest in the 'food itself', through.
the health intervention programmes or processing agencies of soya bean
and sorghum or extension programmes for promotion of production of
these crops. It has already been observed that none of the study. areas
showed evidence of interest in growing sorghum, or soya bean and hence
it is not éurprising that they had very little knowledge of the use 6f
these grains in this subsidiary food. ‘

After acquainting the farmer with the components of 'thriposha',
they were asked yhether they would prefer this foo&.in a processed fofm
or as an equally nutritious food prepared at home. The responses
indicated a clea; preference for food prepared at home, except in two

areas where the rate of non-response was very high. Processing the

‘produce was:generally considered to be a major problem in promoting

consumption and production of soya bean and sorghum. The farmers'
responses cannot be considered to be an indication of a negation of this
hypotheses as ‘the survey had showed evidence of lack of experience:and .
1Qterest in gr&wing theseicrdbs, and it is therefore reasonable to
assume that they lacked knowlédge and exﬁerience of processing too.. -
They would be more an indication of a genéfal preference for food

prepared at home to a food brought from out of the home, or a freshly

' prepared food to a pre—proceséed food, rather than a preference based

on considerations as to how food can be prepared from sorghum and-

sbya bean.

7.3 SUMMARY

' The above findings lead to a conclusion that kurakkan.which 1s‘grdwn
for énd liked as a human food by the producer households, could be
encouraged as a substitute in part for rice, as well as bread anﬂ.wheat
flour in the preparation of food. Kurakkan can be popularised.for

consumption among the non-producers if it can be made available as flour.
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Maize unlike kurakkan is not a very popular substltute for rice, and

could therefore be developed more as a market oriented crop for use in

animal feed. of the three cereals, SOrghum hus very little poténtial
for direct substitution for rice or bread in food prepared at home.
Among the pulses, cowpea and greengram can. substitute for vegetables in
preparation of curries, blackgram seems to_have a limited but very
special:usekin terms of the food items preﬁered'from it; h&wever, it

serves as a provider of main meals to some sections of the;p0pulation.

Y



Table 7.1'-’Percentage of Households that Retained Produce for_Cbﬁsuﬁptionl

1 Percentages ara based on the number reporiing productions and consumption relating to the period

until next harvest.

Anuradhapura

: , . .8

-* 8 3 5

Crop % ~ o G

: 43 ] ]
-4 A Lo Q

3 L] o k4

s 3 3 3

: g g -8

s 3 g
Kurakkan 100 97 28 100
Maize .72 95 85 %4
‘Sorghum ' * - * 100
Cowpea 80 94 88 94
‘Greengram * * 85 *
Blackgram 60 * 62 67
Soyabean - - - * -

_Vavuniza
g
3 8
X Z
g8 %
o >
8 &
94 100
88 *
L ] L ]
86 91
100 -
69 46

*

Hambantota
o
E,
g %
o
3 2
100 92
100 100
* *
87 100
71 84

*

* -

* Percentages not computed as the base figure was less than five.

Badulla
o]
P i
A
5 g8
S SE
77 84.
100 98
* 67
100 96
75 100
70 82

- *

S w

Elahera Project

I Attanakadawala

87
87

67

82
86

*

691



Table 7.2 - Percentage of Produce Retained for Consumption%é.i‘

Crop

Kurakkan

Maize
Sorghum
Cowpea
Gfeengram

Blackgram

Anuradhapura © ‘Vavuniya -
0] -KU Eﬁ ) -
o E ) E -5 ) e
£ & % g g
=} E (0] o - 3 . .—; .
s = § o o &
>t a £ > + +
a q K L o
s T 3 g & 5
A m = \5”- ot
89 89 91 83 64 93
(618) (298) (1350) (510) ~ (312) (287)
21 23 33 24 82 -
(358)  (536) (463) (1200) (61) :
- - - 88 - -
| (24) o
19 32 39 3 53 48
(150) (130) (220) (264) (73)  (26)
- - 38 - 66 -
{21) (30)
14 10 36 5 5
(16) (221) (27 (1856) (686)

- ‘Hambantota

Gonnoruwa
’ Magama

.91 21

(792) .. (104)
. 92 e 85
(112)7 (62)
47. 21
(76)  (75)
19 13

(97) - (102)

" Badulla
© :
3 o
k3 g o
s &
5 83
¥ 33
g O &R
74 60
(16)  (57)
75 59
(330)  (753)
- * ‘
* €8
(60)
* *
* *

1 Figures given relate only to instances where the nimber of growers exceed Five.
Figures in parenthesis denote total production in bushels.
* Percentages not computed as the total production was less than 10 bushels,

- Elahera Project

oLt

47
(25)

56"

(22)

! I Attanakadawala

Bakamuna

48
(40Y
49
(23)
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Elahera Project

Badulla

Hambantota

Y

Vavuniya

Anuradhapura

(Composite score - based on all three meals)

Table 7.3 - Consumption Pattern During the Week Preceding the Surve
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Table 7.

erph.

Kgrakkan

Maize

Sorghum

ZLT | -

—

4 - Rating of the Cereals for Food Value in Comparison with Rice (Average -Scores)

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project

Palayakulama
Halmilla%ulama
Mahakanadarawa
Mahaviiachéhiya.'v
Chettikulam'
pPavatkulam
Gonnoruwa-
Magama
Mapakadawewa |
Gemunupura/
Tissapura'
Attanakaéawala
Bakamuna

+0.27  +0.78 +0.40 +0.21 +0.74 +0.50  +0.52 +0.40 ~0.62 =0.01 ° +0.31 +0.04
.,(100.0) (97.7) - (96.3) (100.0) (1l00.0) (100.0) (94.7) (100.0) (96.7) (92.3) ° (93.5) (88.,9)

-0.86 -0.52 =0.64 =-0.55  -0.40 ~0.60  -0.60 . ~0.28  +40.33 +40.49  -0.07 -0.44
(100.0) (97.7) (93.9) (100.0% (100.0) (100.0)  (89.5) . (93.3) (100.0) (96.9)  (90.3) (85.2)

. ~0.57 -0.57 -0.60 =~0.73 -0.08 =0.48  -0.13 -0.55 0.00 =~0.16 ~-0.35 -0.25
(72.4) (48.8) (62.2) (60.8) (68.6) (90.0)  (39.5) (30.0) (40.0) (66.1)  (74.2) (29.6)

Figures in parenthesis indicate the‘percentage of farmers responded.

¢ s » - ' ' . e % g &
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Chapter Etight

MARKETABLE SURPLUS OF PRODUCE

The term 'marketable surplus' in the context of agricultural produce
denotes the quantities of products available for consumption by the

non—farming population and also as raw materials for manufacturing and

el
g g

ThlS concept helps to measure the extent of commercialisation of

the productlon activities of a crop. While high proportions of marketable

, surpluses indicate greater market orientation of the producers lesser:

proportions of surpluses means that the producers are more subsistence
oriented. The FAO has categorised, farmers into three different
categbries'iased on the marketable surplus as a percentage of the total

production in the following manner.

,1) . Subsistence farmers; marketable surplus under 25% of the total

.. production.
ii) Transition farmers; marketable surplus ranging between425i¥502.

iii) Commercial farmers marketable share more than SOZ of the total

production.

. An attempt was made in the study to ascertain the prevailing extent
of commerc1alisat10n in respect of the indiv1dual crops,‘and also assess
the 1mpact of the major variables that determine the marketable surplus.
The timing of sales and the underlying reasons for the emerging pattern

were also analysed.

1 FAO/ECA'Report 6f the FAO/ECA Expert Meeting on Government Measures
to promote the .transition from Subsistence to Market Agriculture in
Africa". Rome, 19&4
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8.1 EXTEKRT OF COMMERCIALISATION

It was assumed that the marketable surplus immediately after’ h

harvest dependent on five major variables. and could be expreésed by the

following equation:
= {(X+p) - (5+ I+ C)u

where, Q denotes the marketabie surplus
X denctes stock at time of harvest
P denotes production
S denotes amount retained for seed
- 1 denotes payment in kind
C denotes amount retained for consumption of the
household : .

Post harvest waste or losses have not been taken intc consideration
in the computation of the markétable*surplus available with the producers.
Information on waste was not collected as this was outside the scope of

the study.

Table 8.1 clearly indicates the kzahd&g ep'cj‘conwercvaL o"zentattan °
for grain legumes. Blackgram,_soyabean, greengram and cowpea ylelded ‘
marketable surpluses of about 607-85% of total prqduction in their

respective major producing areas. Maize foc exiifbited a fair degree of

market orientation in Anuradhapura, with a marketable surplus of 60 -75%

in the study areas of the district. In conirast genérally about -10Z
of the total production of kurakkan is reporte& to have been sold.

Sorghum, which was encouraged as commercially oriented crop with
the intention of utilising sorghum flour fo partly substitute for wheat

flourl, however, did not reflect this tendency in the survey, because only

a small number of farmers were engaged in its cultivation. during ‘the

hreference period A Inqn;:ig§_maQe in the preliminary survey as well as

"1 The State Flour Milling Corpcration announcedé a fixed price for

sorghum in 1976, but it did not have.a proper system of collecting
the produce from farmers,
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in the main survey fevealed that, lack of proper marketing outlets ad

low prices have discouraged farmers from growing this crop.

8.2v FACTORS AFFECTING THE MARKETABLE SURPLUS : coraud aa

Detailed analysis of the components of the marketable surpius are
discussed below. The percentage of farmers reporting these compdnentS‘

of the surpluses are presented in Table 8.2.

8.2.1 Stocks at the time of harvest

i Stocks at harvest comprise the unconsumed and unscld parts of
the produce that had been retained for consumption and or sale.

’The percentage of farmers who reporféa,having stocks of grains”at
the time of harvest were generally greater among growersaf coarse
cereal, specially kurakkan than among the growers of greengram, blackgram _

and coapea.

The fact that aréundilllﬂth to l/3f§?o£'thézgrbw;fé iﬁiéﬁe étudf
areas had'with then an average stock of about 2—5 bushels of kurakkan
at time of narvest, support the observation that kurakkan Was stockedeas
a food secun s.ty measvure . in the evens of paddy cnop favlure Maize
was also stocked: for food security in the areas where it was’ ‘of suffiﬂient
i wporiance in the diet qf the people. pEEhE T
Instances of residual stocks in respect of thé"gfaiﬁiiégﬁmes
being relatively few in comparison to that of coarse cereals could among
other reasons be due to the lesser importance of these crops than
cereals for consumption. However, even the veryfew farmers who- teported
stocks of blackgram in Chettikulam and Pavatkulam had. on the average
12 and 13.bushels respectively. Average stocks of about 1 bushel of ..;:

B

i The author was given an. epportunity by the. :hen G.A. Hambantota b
Dlstrlct to go through some records available at his office. There
were “large nusbers 6f complaints received from farmers by him, regarding
the lack of marketing arrangements for sorghum, and his communications
with the Ministry of Agriculture and Landsand as well as with
¥arketing Department had brought only marginal benefits to farmers.
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cowpea among farmers who had stocks in‘Palayakulai and Mahakanedarawa
and correspondingly 2 bushels in Chettikulam were also'reported. A
fuller discu551on of the practice of stocking grains will be made later
in this chapter. |

8.2.2 . Retéition fot seed
The practice of rétatning a portion of production to use as
seeds in the subsequent season was widespread in all survey areas in

respect of all the crops studied (Table 8.2).

A reason for this behaviour could be the fact that the price
of seed materials rises to its peak at the time of planting and it
also may not be sufficiently available even at such high prices. Use
of oum see& repeatedly over time would result in the de gener'atiﬁon of
the quality'of the seed material, and retards productivity. This
finding calls for remedial action by the Department of Agriculture.

1 1t would be necessary to actively pursue a programme for'

distribution cf foundation seeds with the appropriate frequencies.

2 If farmers are to be encouraged to keep their seeds for the
subsequent seasons, advice and guidance on how to select good
seeds and how to keep them in store with minimum quality .

..deterioration have to be provided.

8.2.3 Payments in kind

Payments in kind wére‘bf'nO'significdnce in relation to production,
(Tables 8.2 & 8.3)and were incurred mainly for repayment of loans. The
highest ratio reflected were for kurakkan, the highest being 4% in.
Gonnoruwa. The absence of payments in kind for hired labour in the
cultivation of these crops is noteworthy. The high . prices and market .
orientation of the pulse crops could have induced the farmers to make

paymentshin cash for hired labour. Further the crop mixes in their

1 Chapter Nine - Seasonal Variation of ?rices
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system would have ensured a steady cash floor enabling peyment for way

in cash. . : , -

8.2.4 Retention for home consumption until end of next cultivation year

The importance of the coarse ceresls,'specially kurakkan in te
bésic'food of farm households, 1ﬁ”ﬁbéf'poaf rice producing areas, and
the comparative uses of the different pulses between the major producing

e

areas, and other areas have been discussed in Chapter Seven.

Referring to Tables 7.1 and 7.2 it is seen that almost all
households in the dry zone and about 807 in Badulla retained kurakkan for

consumption and about 90% of the produce in the dry zone except in

Chettikulam, and 60 -70% in Badulla was retained for this purpose,...
emphasising the highly subsistence nature of the cultivation of this
crop. Maize cultivation assumes this character in Hambsntote;énd :
Badulla. o ' o |

) Among the pulses, the mostly widely grown crop of any area was'
also widely consumed, by the farm households and at the same time
relatively higher proportions of the relatively_greater produce of.lthis,

made available for sale.

8.2.5 Timing.of sales ' '

Since ‘the farm survey of this study was timed to coincide with
the period immediately after the harvest it was thought. worthwhile

to examine the pattern of timing of sales by the producers. This

‘ information was obtained with regard to, (i) sales already made

(marketed surplus) at time of interview, (ii) retention of produce
for future sales and also (iii) additional retention of produce for

consumption beyond the next cultivation year.

The details of the manner of disposal and tiping of the marketable

‘ surplus are presented in Table 8. 4
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'bmaize when grown mainly for consumption as a substitute cereal.
(Table 8.4 - Badulla) ‘

Generally, with the exception Of’kurakkaﬁ"MOme than alinost
5% of the marketable surplus had been marketed <mm edzately after
1
harvest_

Ku;akkan, being grown mainly to supplement and also as a-
substitute for rice in times of uncertainty of the paddy crop and also
because of its high storage quality tend to get stocked ratheér than

being disposed of immediately. A similar teridency was observed for: -

As a result of sales immediately after the harvest the markets
are ustally flooded with excess supplies during the peak-harvést

season thus creating a very high demand for marketing services . -

. which is far in excess of what can be provided by the existing -

marketing facilities both in private and public sectors. This excéss -

demand for services is more marked in the spheres of transport,
storage. space, and in financing sale activities. These factors
ultimately result in low prices at wholesale an& assembly levels. As
such difficulties are more .promine.nt_ at assembly (farm) level than at

wholesale level the drop in prices at assembly level tend to be
proporfibnately higher than the price drop at wholesale level..
Monopolistic elements at wholesale and producer level could further
worsen this situation. The only alternative action.availabié'to
farmers under such circumstances is to postpone their salesﬂﬁnfil
such ti@e.the ﬁriCES begin .to rise which is quite possible if they

can form into effective producer associations:- Cooperative dction:

in grain marketing (other than paddy) in Sri Lanka seems- to be minimal.

1 This finding supports a general hypbthésis that a major portion of
the marketable surplus is sold immediately after harvest by the
majority of farmers in most of the developing countries.

2 See section on‘Stocks at T1me of Harvest (page 175).

L
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“An’ attempt was’ made to understand why farmers sell their

produce immediately following harvest. For this purpose, only farmers
who had sold 50% or more the produCe marketed by them during the period
from harvest to time of survey, were requested to’ state “the: ;péasons for
doing so. The reason ‘given by them haVe beén summarisedsand présented
in Tahle 8.5. The responses relate to only the major producing areas -
of each crop, ‘as the tumber of reSpondents weresufficiently high for
analysis only in. these areas. Kurakkan was exciuded from the analysis
as it 'did tot merit attention in this regard. '

The main reasons for early sales was more for honeneedsezther
to repay loans obtained for home consumption or meet the dhy to day
needs of the households. Sales effected by farmers to settle cultivation
"loans from producer buyers was not w1despread the proportion of '

farmers selling for this reason did not generally exceed 20/.' Blackgram

sales ‘in Chettikulam provided a noteworthy exception in that 75%

. “of ‘farmers sold for this reason. Hence, the survey evidence suggests

that the practice of bonding a crop for a loan did not preva‘z,l to any
alarmng degree in respéctiof these cropsij'lt is also interesting to
note that at least a few farmers interviewed have sold their produce
n anticipation of a price drop in the near future. Perhaps, |

- harvesting of their :crops may. have ended long before the peak

harvesting period, when prices drop to lowest level,

Farmers were asked whether they sold any'produce set- aside for
consumption,or consumed produce set apart‘for sales during the 3 years
. preceding .the date of the survey and reasons for such beha¥iour. The
:» responses indicated that farmers do 3ell produce set aparfffbr
household: consumption , to meet urgent cash needs unforeseen at the
time of‘harvestl, or’ when prices became attractive in theimarket .

1 Ranatunga and Abeysekera - "Resource Use and Profitability in’ Paddy
Products,"ARTI, 1977.
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.of drought. 1

Kurakkan has been thus sold for attractive prices during the periods

{

/

The reverse situation in which farmers had been compelled.to
cohdume éome.of the produce reserved for future; sales due to
etrecumstances beyond their control too had been evidénced. Such
situations were experienced .during .the mid.1970's. due td frequent
revisions of .amounts and prices of.rice and flour.distributed ofi
ration. Compelled by profit motives too, farmers had. consumed more . -

maize, cowpea, etc., far in excess of the normal levels, while :gselling

. their paddy under attractive prices. .

... This .analysis. therefore, helps us to conclude that if there
are no.violent,ﬁlqgtuacions:qﬁﬂthe-supply-of-the rice substitutes like

. .coarse cereals and pu;seggpr of their.pfices, the difference between

the marketableUSu;pJus;and,acgualwquantities sold would be small and.

the estimation:of quantities arriving at the markets can be made . fairly

_accurately,Wthus;enebling'the,better planning of investments in

marketing facilities and services.

8.3 SUMMARY .. - o ,

The cultivation of coarse cereals, kurakkan specifically énd.maiie
to a lesser extent were consumer oriented. Grain legume cultivation was
distinctively market oriented while maize too assumed this character in

some areas.‘

Payment ‘for hired labour in the cultivation of Eﬁese'crbps were not
incurred in kind. Farmers generally used their own seEd“fér cultivation -
from season to season'and therefore retained their seed requirements.

The impact of this practice retards productively.

1 Here it should /be. noted that .such sales influence the shift of the supply

curve. In this case the risk of future crop failures are beéing dis-
counted against the very attractive prices at the time of the sale.

.+ This occur when by an unexpected -:short supply of the produce under
consideration or of its' substitutes. o
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The majority of the farmers sold a major portion of the marketable
surplus during the period immediately following harvest and were not
able to benefit from higher off season prices.’ They were' however not

compelled to sell at harvest as a result of bondage of the crop to

FRal

traders and thus were able to sell at the prevailing market prices. g
Reasons concerned with immediate cash requlrements for household needs

or with, settlement of loan obtained: for -home consumption as well as g'
5 L"‘ v

|.>\

cultivation forced early sales.

' Farmers appeared-to be price responsive and manupulated their stocks

transferring stocks from consumptionto sales or vice versa depending on

the prevailing market conditions relating to the:- commodity or its close

substitutes.




Table 8.1 - Extent of Market Orientation ~ Marketable Surplus as a Percentage of Total Production’

Anuradhapura - Vavuniya Hambantota | Baduila; - ,Elahera ﬁidject
d PO -
o ] > - < o -
> - : ~
o q @ £ ; o o
_ v 3] : ~ 3
Crop K 3 K < 5 8 o . E o g
3 C ] o 2 3 2 3 EA; g .d
) - 8 - - X R , o Z:I% g ) g
A N T A A T T | A
s & 3§ % 5 8§ £ f & 2 3
Kurakkan 6.6 4.1 10.6 12.8 3.0 3.1 0.6 2.3 1.3 32.1 - -
‘ (618.0) (298.0) (135Q0) (510.0) (312.0) (287.0) (729.0) (104.0) } (16.0) (57. 0) 2
Maize . 75.7 73.5 61.0 73.7 ° 15.5 23.1 1.1 8.8 . 19.6 32.5 = *
_ (358.0) (536.0) (463.0) (RoQ.0) (61.0) (13.0) (112.0) (62 0)  (330.0) (753.0) by )
Cowpea 77.0 61.5 55.0 63.8 40.3  38.5 46.9 73.8  _+ 245 45.4  44.5
(150.0) (130.0) (220.0) (264.0) (73.0) (26.0) (76.0) (75.0) - - (60.0) (25"0) (40.0)
Greengram 51.5 - 58.2 % 5.8 - 75.6 81,4 * - 36:2  38.1
(12.0) (21.0) (30.0) (97.0)(102;O)A : . (22 o) (23.0)r
Blackgram 83.2 - * 86.6 58.7 - 83.7 84.7 99.5 - * * -k
4 (16.0) (221.0) (27.0)  (18560) (686.0) (39.0) -‘ : )
Soyabean - - * - -" - - - ' - L% 84.3 100.0

. (loo .0) (14.0).

1 Anuradhapura, Vavunlya, Hambantota and Badulla - relates to cultivation on unlrrigated land durlng
Maha 76/77. Elahera Project - relates to cultivation on paddy land durlng Yala '77
- Figures in parenthesis indicate total production in bushels. _ N
* Percentages not computed as the total production was less than’ 10_bushels.' T

z8t



Table 8.2 - percentage of Famersl (1) with stocks at time of harvest ' -
(11) who made repayments of loans in kind -
(1ii) who retained part of produce as seed for next cultivation.

' Anuradhapura Va\'runixa Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project
o o0om > o
s g Pz s 7
i 3 4 % 3 o PR |
. 3 E 4 = r o 3 s .- 'R Rl o
i3 3 3 § & g -3 &3 -
L : 8 3 8 i 23 i 3
) o 2 X § & 6 & 8 £ £ & i 2

' KURAKKAN ' " Ne24 ' N=29  N=68  N=42 N=18  N=l5 N=30  N=13 N=13  Nol9 - -

~ Stock at-time of harvest . 16,7 6.9 11.8 7.1 33.3 20.0 26,7 23.0 23.1 26.3 - -

“;Repayment. -0f loan in kind 4.2 3.4 4.4 2.4 5.6 - 20.0 " 15.4 - - - -
Retention for seed. © 91.7 100.0 - 91.2 52.4 61.1 93.3 93.3 69.2 84.6 78.9 - C -
MAIZE - N=18  N=39  N=S53  N=66 . N=8 * N=3l  N=23 N=29  N=64 - .

. Stock at time of harvest . - 11.1. 7.7 11.3 - 1.5 12.5 ) 29.0 30.4 10.3 . 26.6 S -
Repayment of loan in kind . - - 1.9 o - ' » 6.5 4.3 - 3.1 -
Retention foz seed’ 100.0 97.4 96.2 - 95.5 62.5 87.1 87.0 82.8 87.5 -

SORGHUM . - * N=7 * * . * . Ne6 - -

. Stock at time of harvest - - : , 33.3 - -
Repayment of loan in kind . - - . . - - -
Retent!.on for seed -, - 100.0 - _ 1 66.7 - -
COWPEA Ns20 =~ * N=34  N=12 'N=35  Ne28 T - N=10  N=ll -
Stock at time of harvest 5.0 - . 8,3 1.4 7.1 ' - - 9.1 -
Repayment of loan in kind - i - . 8.3 14.3 - - lo0.0 - -

*:Retention for seed _‘_;‘_oo_,_o - .91.2 .83.3 62.9 89.3 - 90.0 100.0 - ‘

| GREENGRAM . J* N=32  NeB4  N=63 N=21  N=ll N=30  N=16 " N=8 N=49 N=15  N=l17
Stock at time of harvest - 6.3 ;6.3 1,6 4.8 9.1 10.0 6.3 - 14,3 6.7 -
Repayment of loan in kind 3.1 - 3.1 16 - - lo0.0 6.3 .- - .- -
Retention for seed . 93.8 + B4.4 88.9 61.9 90.9 76.7 8.3 100.0 8l.6 66,7 70.6
BLACKGRAM Ne§ . - # N3z Relq - N=28  Na19 N=12  Nal6 “Nal5  Nel4
Stock at time of harvest - He 7.1 - 14.3 211 8.3 18.8 - 6.7 -
Repayment of loan in kind - L - - 7.1 10.5 - - - -
Retention of seed " 75.0 100.0 ) 50.0 - 89.3  94.7 83.3 5.0 80, °© N.4
SOYABEAN - PSR - - . A R T * N6 w
Stock at time of harvest - o - T - - o= T
Repayment of loan in kind - - T e e - - : -
Retention for seed - - : e - . - _83.3
‘See Footnote (1)~ Table 8.1 ~ =~ - : = ' ST o ‘N denotes total number reporting production

1 relates to the reporting farmers - ) * Percentage not computed as the no. of reporting farmexs was less than 5

€81



'rable 8 3 - Percentage of Produce Utilized for (i) payment in kind, and :
(i1} retention for seed material

Anuradhapura - Vavuniva Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project
. o : : ) qA ' ’
. a. > pari
g g 2 . - 3
: b1 M 8 g 3 P 5.
*‘ 1S TR S B . N TR
2 - ~ ~ e a El
i o - ] -] o
> o -§ > o] o g 5 3 §
- a3 5 o ! t: g 5 g ‘ 3 ’5
- bt}
s 3 3 i 6§ - & o §- 8z R
KURAKKAN . P=618  P=208 p=1350 P=510 P=312 p=287 P=729  p=104 P=16 _ p=57 - -
Payment of loan’ in"kind 1.3 7 0.7 0.2 o.1 1.9 - 4.0 2.3 - - - -
Retention for seed : 3.1 - 6.2 4.2. 4.3 2.9 4.1 - 4.6 4.0 21.4 - 7.5 - -
Marze. P=358" P=536 P=463° P=1200 P=6l  p=13 P=112  p=62 © Pp=330" Pp=753 - *
Payment of loan in kind - - o -- T - - 0.9 0.2 - 0.8 -
Retention for - seed 3.1 3.2 6.0 2.4 - 2.5 4.4 4.6 5.5 5.3 4.3 -
SoRGHWM . T * - Pel2  p=24 P=19 - - - * * - -
Payment of loan in kind - - T - - - - - - - -
Retention for seed . i . - 4.2 . 5.5 2.6 - - - L - -
COWPEA - o P=150 P=130 P=270 p=264 P=73 p=26 P=76.. Pp=75 * P=60 . - "P=25  pado
Paytient of loan in king . - 0.4 0.5 0.1 - - . 0.5 0.l -~ - - -
' Retention for seed . 4.3 6.0 5.6 5.2 6.4 13.2 - 5.3 - 4.9 . 7.8 7.5 5.6 .
| GREENGRAM e P=12, - * - p=21 . P=30 - P=97  p=102 . . =22 p=23
Payment .of loan in kinga - : - o - - - 0.3 0.5 : : - -
Retention for seed .. : 4.3 2,4 . LTS R .'5.6 5.1 ‘ o 8.3 8.3
BLACKGRAM: - o P=16 'P=6 . p=221 p=27 P=1856 p=£86 p=39 - - - = - *
Payment of loan in kind - - - 0.7 . 7.2 - - - - - -
‘Retention “for seed -~ o - 3:2 - -13.3 Do 3.6 - 4.6 4.1 lo.8 . 0.3 | - 22,2 17.9 - o
SOYABEAN I * - U - - - - %  paloo’ pelqd
Payment of loan in kind - - - - - - - - - -
Retention for seed __ - - - - - - - - - 10,7 -
See footnote (1) in Table 8.1 - : P denotes the total production in bushels
* percéentages not computed as production was less than 10 bushels __,’_:_ * negligible
. - . ¢ % v ?
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Table 8.4 -~ Disposal of the Marketable Surplus

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project
o

8 3 x : 3
i 3§ : Py 3
. - J il - | © ' 2 N o 9

'f_‘\'l a 3 = —5 g o 's = g [} [
-E‘ -t 5 vt ﬁ K L] a [ glnc -5 S
= F 35 3 £ 3 : 5 i 83 § 5
- : F-] [ > E o -] e o
[} [ .} Q- +» (]
- 6§ & 8 E g 88 & 3

KURAKKAN - 0=63.5 Q=13.0 Q=143.7 0=72.0 Q=116.9 0=23.0 0=32.9 @=10.5 * . Q=23.7 @ - -
S.M. 15.7 100.0 79.5 44.4 11.0 - - - 89.5 77 < -
R.C. 68.5 - 0.7 - - - - 3.8 o - - -
R.S.’ 15.7 - . 19.8 55.6 . 89.0 100.0 100.0 96.2 10.5 - -

.- MAIZE Q=271  0=394.5 Q=295.7 Q=886.0 * . > * Q=69.7 0=289.1 - *
S.M. 100.0 100.0 97.7 100.0 . S 69.9 49.2 - '
R.C. - - - - ' - 8.4 -

R.S. . - - 2.3 - A 3.1 42.5 .-

COWPEA - 0=116.4 Q=80.3 Q=124.9 0=168.7 @=31.7 @=10.0 - ©=36.3 Q=55.9 . Q=15.6 -gr11.6 Q=17.9
S.M. 70.5 88.8 8l.6 100.0 74.8 '80.0 90.1 .98.0 89.7 100.0 55.4
R.C. ‘ 4.6 - - - B - - - 0.2 L - GO D e 1.4
R.S. 24.9 1.2 18.4 - 25.2 20.0 9.9 1.8 . 10.3 Y- 43.2
GREENGRAM  * - Q=12.1., * .o e Q=74.0 ©=83.,7 = * = . * *
s.M. .. - 1.1 ' - 90.7 99.6 -

R.C. L - : L - S - 0.4 . -

. R.S. : - 28.9 9.3 - -

BLACKGRAM . 0=12.9 > 0=191.5 Q=17.0 Q=1607 5 Q=606 6 0=38.9 - * L S
S.M. 90.3 75.2. 76.4 - 89.9 60.6 90.0 - -

R.C. - 0.3 - . 0.4 . - - - o .-

R.S. 9.7 24.5. 23.6 . 9.7 39.4 10.0 - - :
SOYABEAN - - * - - - - .- - v o=84.6 Q=14. o
S.M, - - _ - - - - - - - 76.8 -
Rng'. - - - - - - - - 23:27 " 106.0
5.M. denotes sales made from date Of harvest to date of survey R.C. denotes retention for home consumption
R.S. denotes retention for sale later e See footnote (1) in Table 8.1

RSN

* Marketable surplus was less than 10 bushels - Q denotes the marketable.surplus in bushels.
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Sale of 508 or more of the marketed surplus at the time of harvest i . . "
Table 8.5 M

281

(Farmers reporting sales by reasons)
Numbexr of : REASONS FOR SELLING
Crop - Area ' ::rm:xt::n To settle To settle To meet en- To settle Need for To obtain Isadequate Lack.of Diffi’cultj High price
P PO 9 cultivation loans ob- hanced need Bank loans ready cash for storate fa- storage in storing pPrevailing
' loans from tained for of cash for ) cash hame con- cilities facili- due to in~ at the time
- o produce buyers house con- festivities ’ sumption whick had to ties sects and
N . ’ sumption damage of the pests
o L . : ’ produce :
r‘,’ LT ‘_r: 5 : ) ) -
Maize Palayakulama ‘14 6 10 - 1 - 2 1 1 -
’ (100.0) (_42.9) (71.4) - (7.1) - (14.3) “(7.1) (7.1) -
Halmillakulama ‘34 4 . 10 : 3 - . 4. 15 6 4 - -
B - : (100.0) - (11.8) (29.4) (8.8) - (11.8) (44.1) (17.‘6)‘ (11.8) - -
Mahakanadarawa = 25. - 12 2. e 2 5 3 5 - - 1
i T {100.0) (8.0) (48.0) (8.0) - (8.0) (20.0) (12.0) (20.0) ~ (4.0)
Mahavilachchiya 55 Y 18 : 3 - 5. 22 8- - 3 2 1
. : {100.0) .0 (10.9). (32.7) {5.5) . - " (9.1)  (40.0). (14.5) °  (10.9) (3.6) - (1.8)
" Mapakadawewa 1 4 T - 2 9 - 1 - -
e . (100.0) - (28.6) (7.1) - (14.3) (14.3) - o (7.1) - Voo~
. -Gemunupura/Thissapura 23 - : 9 2 . - 4 13 - 1 : - -
S : (100.0) - (39.1) (8.7) - (17.4) (56.5) - (4.3) - -
Cowpea  Palayakulama 12 - s 6 - 1. - 2 3 - - .
’ . (100.0) - (41.7) i (50.0) . - (8.3) - (16.7) "(25.0) - ' - . -
Halmillakulama 16 -3 6 T - 1 7 4 4 - -
. ’ (100.0) = (18.8) (37.5) (6.3) - (6.3) (43.8) (25,9) ) (25.0) ° - -
.Mahakanadarawa 24 -4 RS ¥ 1 - 3 6 3 2" - 1
: (100.0) (16.7) (45.8) 4.2) - (12.5) (25.0)__. (12.5). (8.3) - ' (4.2)
_ Mahavilachchiya ") | S S - - 5 194 4 1. 4 1
: (100.0) D (3.9 (36.7) ~ - - (16.7) (46.7) - 13.3) (3.3) (13.3). - (3.3)
Gresn  Gonnoruwa 15 - , 2 3 - 12 - - 3 - 2
Gram : (100.0) - (13.3) (20.0) - {80.0) - . - (20.0) - (13.3)
Magama ) 8 - - 1 - - 5 I 6 co- e -
. (100.0) (12.5) - - (62.5) (12.5) (75.0) - - ‘ -
Black Chettikulam 2 21 _ 9 - - 9 - - - -
Gram (100.0) (75.0) (32.1) - - (32.1) - - - -
Pavatkulam 2 2 3 - - 2.1 - - -
(100.0) (10.0) (15.0) P - (100.0) (5.0 Co- -
Al s > ¢ 9 N
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Chapter Nine

MARKETING PRACTICES AND FACILITIES AT FARM LEVEL

In viewing the marketing process it is said that there are ‘two
halves in marketing. ‘ "One half consists of buying, selling and title
transfering activities which coordinate the series of events. The other
half consists of physical handling of goods in this movement such as '
t'ra'nsportation,’ storage and sorting."1 The functions included in the
latter half are mainly 'performed by various marketing intermediaries
but some of the functions have necessarily to be carried out by the

growers themselves

In the present study an attempt was made to collect ihformation in .
relation to various marketing practices adopted by farmers under their
existing knowledge and the nature and ava:.lability of physical facilities. ‘
This information is required to identify the main constraints faced at

the farm level,

From the responses it was- found that natters relating to transporta-
tion and on-farm storage of produce emérge as main problems at farm
Level whereas other functions.involved %in- preparation of the produce for
sale like grading, packing and weighing ete., were being considered
as less important variables affecting ‘pricés and farm incomes under -

existing conditions.

1 P.D. Converse "The Other Half of Marketing", in A.L. Seelye (ed.)
Marketing in Transition, New York: Harper & Raw (1958), p. l4.
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“to increase the volume of produce result in heavy ‘post harvest losses.

9.1 PREPARATION OF PRODUCE FOR SALE

Unlike with commodities such as vegetables and fruits, sorting and .
grading assumed little- importance for crops studied in this report. : .
All grains are normally of homogeneous quality except for varietal
differences in size, shape and colour and quality differences caused
by pest damage etc. Therefore, 1t was found that grading as a function

of marketing was hardly adopted at farm level.

The packaging material used was mostly gunny bags of varying sizes.

Most farmers were aware of the capacity of each gunny at 31ght. The

‘ popular sizes of gunnies used were of 2% to 3 bushels capacity.

' There was no processing involved in preparing‘the”prodnce for sale

by. farmers. All products included in this study were offered for sale

by‘prodﬁcers in the form of whole grains. Separation of grains from the
cobs and beans and winnowing (for cleanlng) were therefore the only steps
involved. These services were performed mainly by the female members of

the family. The traditional methods used by farmers as they lack the ' 1

*Aknow—hoW'ofmodern storage methods, and also malpractices adopted by them

e R AR

'9.2" " TRANSPORTATION

Adequate and efficient transportation is a conerstone of modemn

marketing. Transportation is a cost to those who use it. Thus, the ways

‘to reduce this cost are of great importanceiboth to the individuals

" involved in the marketing system and the society as a whole., Usually

transportation cost is one of the relatively fixed charges of the marketing
margin, and therefore the behaviour of transportation costs influences
the changes in the farmers share of the consumer price. '
- B * . N ’ (
- \ . . . .
Generally three important factors influence the level of transport

costs borne by the producers, namely the condition of the main and accessA
roads, average distances from farm/house to sale point and mode of

transport used. This information 1s summarised in. Table 9 1 9;2.

and 9 -3 respecti\ne;lyw P RN */?“_' I A T I AR 4
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9.2.1 Road facilities

In this study the available road facilities from farm to house
and from farm or house to sales points were investigated. In all areas
Chettikulam and Bakamuna providing the exception access from farm
to house was almost exclusively by cart track and/or foot-path
In Chettikulam the farmers were accessible by all-weather motorable roads.
Bulk-purchasing sales points being ofteni located rieat motorable roads
farmers who dell their produce at these points would have reported the -/

-availability of motorable roads facilities too as a part of the. distance
_travelled. " But; what is noteworthy is that many farmers travelled on

cart tracks ifi the study areas of Anuradhapura, Hambantota and Badulla.
All in. the study areas of Vavuniya enjoyed all-weather motorable road
facilities. Elahera Project farmers also had better road facilities
than the remaining areas as a fair percentage of them reported accessto

sales point through motorable roads; all weather or fair-weather.‘ In

- the case of Badulla and Hambantota the road facilities available were'

mainly fair-weather roads which became impassable during the rainy season.

9.2.2 Distance from the farm to the sales point

Most sales were effected within a four-mile hadius nore-
often even within 2 miles from farm or house in all study areas
with the exception of Gonnoruwa and Magama in Hambantota. A fair
proportion of respondents in Gonnoruwa had to travel more than 8.miles
mainly because the chena lands were situated far away from the sales

point.

9.2.3 Mode of transport

The bullock-cart was the principal mode of transport in all
study areas, except in Badulla, where human porterage was usedlhearily;
Poor road conditions, low levels of production and incomeacould have
contributed to this heavy reliance on human porterage. Bicycles
too were used extensively in the areasef Anuradhapura and also in
Magama. Use of the public transport (Buses) were reported by two third
of the farmers in Gonnoruwa and a fair proportion of farmers in the tank
areas of Mahakanadarawa and Mahawilachchiya. - In spite of the good road

facilities available to the Chettikulam and Pavatkulam farmers the public
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transport was hardly used by them probably because the service was
inadequate in frequency.. However, bulk transport by 4 wheel tractors
and lorries seemed to be not very popular, perhaps it was only the larger 4 ”

-...farmers who needed this mode of transporti-r ¢ - A : ' -

consumzng modeof‘transport

'9.2;4.‘Transport charges

Discounting the extreme cases, generally the cost of transportation
f 1 cwt. of produce per nile varied between about 10 cts to around - A

Rs 2/— (Table 9.4). As is to be expected the public transport was ‘the

;cheapest ' averaging about 25-~50 cts per cwt per mile. The main mode _

of transport bullock-cart generally costed about 75 cts-Rs 1. 50

Humioi ;Uterage was the co,tlzest touching Rs. 2/~ per cwt/mile.i It

8 zronwal z‘:hat the" poorest farmers used f,he more axpenswe and tzme

P
P2 I R
!

There are two possible explanations for the varzatton . transport

i ;;

charges for the same "mode of' uransport even untk the same areas.

1 A All farms particularly chena within an area are not normally . ’
clustered togetber and conditlons of the:access roads too could 3
differ from farm to farm thus causing different quotation of .
' COStb for transport. . I o . .
2 Uneqpal.availability»and or concentrations of ownership relating
to a mode of transport.
, : e o
9.3 ON-FARM STORAGE
The second largest problem area with regard to marketing of coarse
grains and grain legumes is' that of storage. Information collécted on
on-farm storage. included the methods used in storing the}produce at
farmrleyei,mthe causes of storage damage, control measures adopted
and general problems enconntered.in storing the‘producea
9.3.1  The methpds. of storage .
i3 The methods of storage used by farmers are in Table 935, The
.most :‘populayr-method of dtopage. for both'coarse giiing* and grain’’ .
-

lagumes-wag toiput the produce into'igwmny bags and: stack them “on the

E fﬁoqr{ Alternaiiively -codfse grains''wére storéd by hanging bags containing
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the grain in space,'or in an Atuwal mainly in. areas of Anuradhapura and
Gonnoruwa in Hambantota. and bags stored on wodden racks in Badulla. The
,use of the ?3tssa 2 the tradltional type of storage for grains for

generations in the country was popular only in M?gama in Hambantota.
. meisd e, ik

YBT

In the case of graiﬂ legumes s:orage in large eatthehware pots

'was equaiiy pdpular ad stadking ot gréins in gunhy bagb. The B‘Lssa'

was used wideiy for thib purpoke only in Gemﬂnuputa/Tissaphta.

9.3,2 Causes of damage in storage and control ﬁeasures

Farmers has experienced losses caused by fungus, insects and
rodents. According to the survey (Table 9.6) weevils, flying insects,
termites, worms, white ants, rats and squirrels were amongst.-the insects
ano,todents that caused damage to the produce in stomage:.:: Xhe:weevil |
and rat damage stand out proninently in all the areas idmcase of both
coarse gfains-and grain legumes. Instances of damages due.to flying
insects were noteworthy in the areas of Gemunupura/Tissapura and

Chettikulam and fungus in Chettikulam.

_The protective measures used by farmers to avoid these :losses are
two-fold, chemical and other traditional treatments. Gamexene, Malathion,
D.D.T. and Run Rat are the chemicals more popularly used for such purposes.
It is distressing to note that Malathion and D.D.T. which are not
prescribed at present for treatmengs»are.be%ng'eztens;pelyuuaed“,:.
by farmers to protect.their produce from . storage damage. Traditional
methods used 1no1uded, mixing the produce with ash,.mixing it with.ash
plus lime leaves and mixing with matgosa leaves. Regular drying '
particular;yhatfortuightly intervals which is a safe method involving
least cash.outlay:is adopted by only a few farmers. .It was also:-observed
that .prgtective measures were more widespread in storing grain legumes
than that of coarse grains; number of producers who used protective . . -
measorestk>avoid storage losses were surprisingly low in the case of

coarse grains.

1A storing plage above the fire place. R
2 A thatched storage bin. Ly
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/9.4, OTHER PROBLEMS OF STORAGE. . ..

" The greatest constraint for storing coarse grains and grain legumes

" at farm level iwas the lack of'fhczlztzés and space (Table 9. 7). It may .

be recalled® ﬂhat stacking in gunny bags was the most’ prevalent method of .
storage and this practice. requires space set a51de for this purpose.

Farmérs utilise ‘even ‘their living rooms for such storage. Such limitations

could have compelled some farmers to sell a major portion of their
produce immediately after harvest even if they preferred to store their )
produce to benefit from off-season price increases.1 This situation ~
points to a need “for constructzng low cost, smll'scale on-farm
warehouses ensuring suitable storage. conditzons and securzty

. ESc_qrci..t_y. -,..g,f_ gomy bags was the second largest prob_‘lem ;of-storage
fbrsboth.coarse%grains‘and_grain'legumes.~-There,seemed;to be a general

shortage of .the supply of gunny bags; not being enough to meet the

’ increasing demands, arising from shifting from traditional bulk storage

i

methods to packing in gunny bags.2

Thefts of produce were also reported mostly by farmers in the areas }

of Anuradhapura, focussing attention on the need for ensuring security

in. storage.

Decrease of weight due to drying was the major problem.of the.
Chettiknlam farmers.,,Losses in weight in storage could reduce the effect
of .enhanced profit frgm%piming’of sales to take advantages of high
prices, and make stor;pg Jless worth its. efforts.

Discolouration of sgeds was also.mentioned by a fair number of

. farmers, and-figured next . in importasce to decrease: of- weight\due to

drying,lin Chettikulam implying a quality deterioration which:caould
again reduce. expected profits. |

A R FE - NI

¥ See aISo.Chapter.Eight = Timing of sales p. 177

2 The curreant price of gunny bags is very high (Rs. 17/-) in comparison

to what obtained during the survey period; being: algost 4 .times, the
previous price. ' .
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Farmers seem to need education in proper processzng practzces
reZated to storage o .

The practices involved in preparing the grains for sale were non
existent in respect of these commodities at theéfarm—level. The two
major marketing practices that apparently have an adverse impact on farm
incomes were transportation and storage. In'most areas, access roadsv
specially those from house to farm were of poor condition being cart
tracks or foot paths. Wherever motor roads were available for parts of
journey to the sales points, they were either of not much use due to
impassability during rainy seasons or non-availability of proper modes of
transport. Distances travelled however were generally short, not '

exceeding 4 miles in most cases. Only in the chena areas did farmers
travel more than 8 miles from farm to sales point. t

Bullock carts and bicycles were-generaily the main modes of

trénsport, human porterage was used heavily in situation where road

conditions were poor and level of production and farm incomes .-were low.

Transport charges for the same mode of transport showed substantial
variation even within the same area, probably due to variationé in
accessible condition to farms, and to the mode of transport. Bulk
transport was not noticeable in any appreciable manner.

\ | ,

™ The produce was mostly stored in gunny bags stacked in the farmers
houses; the traditional methods of bulk storage having given way to this
practice. Lack of storage space and scarcity of gunny bags posed problems.
Weevils and rats were the major causes of damage in storage'to both
coarse grains and grain legumes; the severity of damage réportedl;‘
being greater for the latter group. Control measures adopted by farmers
" varied from traditional methods of mixing with ash and selected types of
leaves to dusting with chemicals. Farmers however, ignorantly used
-prohibited chemicals such as D.D.T and Malathion which are injurious to
consumers. Thefts too posed problems in storing in some areas. '
Deterioration of quality and loss of weight have also been experiencéd

i

by a group of farmers.
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: im'xile some of the'storage probleiﬂs" could be solved by intensifying
farmer education programmes on better thf_égé practices, the need for
a well designed small scdle low cost ‘St-xli{:able on fazi‘mgsfdragé,fa:g_i_lity
in underlined.

U

a0
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Table 9.1 - Road Facilities1
Anuradhapura ' Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project
i B - o - ; ‘
4. 0® > 4 ) o
\ % E ,_3“." % o \ .-‘-;
502 4 5 % 3 B3 :
- d 2 H ke
& 3 g ~ 2 3 5 g ad 3 g
] - a8 | e & v g 30 o g
3 % 3 & % & & 58§ 3
n
< 4 4 5 & & &8 § §B o5 O£ 3
- o o = 8 .Y 3 = = &= < oM
N=29 N=43 N=82 N=79 - N=35 N=30 N=38 N=30 N=30 N=65 N=31 N=27
Ffbm_farm/house to
sales point '
Motorable road-All weather 24 18 76 39 35 30 10 15 2 10 19 20
. Fair weather 1 16 -7 29 1 - 28 21 24 33 "12 6
Cart track .16~ . 33 43 47 - 9 18 ‘18 11 24 10 9.
Foot path 2 .5 5 3 - - - -2 1 17 - 1
From farm to house . ) L '
‘Motorable road-All weather - 2 5 12 8 25 2 5 - - 5 10
Fair weather O 3 2302 3 - 6 *© 10 1 4 ® 5
Cart track 12 16 27 36 S 15 11 7 Y 13 14 7
Foot path 6 8 17 11 - 6 16 3 5 25  3 4

1 A household may report two or more facilities and hence totals can exceed the.total
number of farmers. ' )
N denotes total number of farmers.
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Table 9.2 - Average Distance from either Farm or House to Sales Pdintl

" Anuradhapura ~* Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla Elaherainéject'

g ] g o]
3 ot -
. o . . o
i3 5 & 5 94 T
: 3 4§ a 3 g & 35
Distance M A 5 ~ v/ 3 3 o mg“' ’ .s 2
‘ o] -~ o -~ o M o] [} 3.0, 1] 5
S o Y] > ) B 0 g g0 . g
v 35 2 R g o i g E’
11} ’ B
s ¥ & § & 3 § 8 £ 3 & B
N=29 N=43 N=82 N=79  N=35 N=30 N=38 N=30 N=30 N=65 N=31 N=27
Less than 2 miles 15 31 31 62 15 20 6 14 23 29 27
2-4 miles 8 18 36 23 7 14 5 1 11 21 3 2
4-6 miles 9 15 8 7 3 8 20 18 - -
6-8 miles 4 4 1 3 8 - -
More than 8 miles 8 3 4 10 _ 3 4. 16 : 5 4 1
Total number of responses 35 ° 62 90 107 33 44 43 42 38 69 3% 30

1 Total number of res'pénses exceed the total number of farmers due to reporting of
information for more than one sales point by a few households. .
N denotes number of farmers.
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Table 9.3 - Mode of Transport of Products from either the Farm or House to Sales Point1

Anuradhapura Vavuniya ~ Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project
. . o - L .
o © > o
s § & 1 _ g 3
- E 5 E 3 :
':_3' .ﬁ 3] - - o = N o 'g
i 8 g = B 3 3 § i 5 2
Mode of Transport - g - g 9 it X g % g 3 % g
I I R A O T |
& m % = 3] .Y -8 “-ﬂ- = O® . ] ‘M
N=29- N=43 N=82 N=79 N=35 N=30 N=38 N=30 N=30 N=65‘' N=31 N=27
Human porterage = 3 8 27 21 - 1 -3 2 27 47 4 7
Bullock cart 13 26 20 63 20 34 12 1lo 5 19 20 17
Two- wheeled tractor - 2 1 3 2 - 3 8 2 - 5 -
Four-wheeled tractor - - 4 2 8 7 1 1 - - 1 2
Bus | 8 - 1 1 3 - 25 s 11 7 2 -
Bicycle 12 31 25 3 - 2 - 16 - 5 4
rorry L - 2 - - - - - - S
Total number of responses’ 58 90 115 129 34 45 46 60 . 47 82 - 38 32

1 Total number of responses exceed the total number of farmers due to reporting of
information for more than one sales point by some household. ' -
N ‘denotes number of farmers.
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Table 9.4 - Average Transport Charges from either Farm or House to Sales Point (Rs/cwt/mile)

'

Mode of Transport

Human porterage
Bullock cart

Pwo-wheeled tractor

' Four-wheeled tractor

Bus
Bicycle’
Ldrry—“—‘*m; S

Anuradhapura

Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla Elahera‘Projeét
o]
1] ] > 3 .8
8 .2 e ~4
% 3 5 g s g ~ g_
3 ] [0\
— 3 8 = g o 2 N ko] }
=] 'ﬁ [} [} 3 -3 g [1}] g [0} [ I
K% ~ 5 ~ ~ o] 4 o4 5
o — ol od 3 N 1] 1} o 1}
) 3 e H B, 2 3 3 R g 3
< 5 & £ s & &8 B I O
g o) = = (&) R 8 = = O (=4 0.
N=29 N=43 N=82 N=79 N=35 N=30 N=38 N=30 N=30 N=65 N=31 N=27
2.22 - 1.88 1.00 - - 1.45 3.50 1.77 1.22 - 2.00.
1.04 0.76 0.35 0.84 1.35 * 0.92 0.84 1.04 0.75 1.64 Y.54 .
- - 0.13 - - - 0.36 1.05 0.45 - 4,18 -
- - 0.57 0.25 1l.40 *. 1,00 -~ ~ - - -
0.23 - 0:37 0.25 - * 0.49 0.5 0.63 0.44 0.13 -
1.28 1.59 0.44 0.29 - - - - - - - =
- ' - - o.a) - - — Py - _ - - .
* Not reportedias infprmation seemed unreliable.
) Y ] > L L] ' B
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COBRSE GRAINS:"'

GRAIN LEGUMES

r oy * L -
Table 9.5z~ Method of Storage of Harvested Grains-
Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project
| g 0§ & 3
g E ' E i 2SN 2
~ & 3 § E 8 o 3 o k] .
3’ . E L] ) = R 1 g 3. gg . 3* il
. = 2§ 3 % F : 8 0§ 5
Method: of Storage D e ) > T + 0 o
of storag S 3 % & & 5 ¢ § 4 & §i 3
- : T 0W® Gl 3 g 3 5 g g 5 )
a @ = 8 a 3 = 2 OB ¢ m.
N=29 N=43 N=82 N=79 N=35 N=30 =38 N=30 N=30 N=65 N=31 N=27
Atuwa 19 13 34 9 - 2 20 4 4 9 - 2
Hanging bags in space 15 21 23 37 - 5 23 2 - 5 3
Storing gunny bags on the G -
floor 22 45 72 79 26 26 21 16 17 © 42 4 6
pots : ! 3 8 10 - <1 1 1 3 - 1
Wooden racks . : S 4 -2 8 - - .8 2 28 38 - -
Dried gourds - - = - - - - - 3 5 - -
Bissa - - 3 - - - - 20 - 3. 1 -
Wooden boxes . = = - - - - 2 - B 5. = 1
Palin’ leaf boxes = - - 1 - - - - - - - -
Atuwa 1 b -3 - - - - - - 3 - -
Hanging bags in space - 1 1 - - - - - - - - -
Gunny bags : 25 16 62 39 69 - 56 27 11 11 35 35 32
Pots ' - 17 26 60 56 21 4 14 21 9 35 7 17
Wooden.racks . - 1l 1 - - - 10 4 4 4 - -
Dried gourds - - - - - - 2 - 10 - 1o -
Bissa - - 4 - - - 5 - 5 20 2 -
Wooden boxes , - - ~- - - - 3 4 - 2 1 5
- - 2 - 1 - - - - - -

Palm leaf boxes - ' -
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COARSE GRAINS

GRAIN LEGUMES

 Table 9.6~ Damage in Storage -

Anuradhapura + Vavuniya Hambantota ' Badulla -  Elahera Project
: o o g } . .«
. TS - B - B o o =
| 5 3 5§ £ 8 . S 3, &
Cause of. damage 3 % 9 5 E o g % 58 0§«
" i+ 4 § 9 4 2 5 g 3 52 ® 8
¥ B B % 3 % g k: % Sa 5§
«+ % 4% 5. & 5 § B & sz £ 3
¥ m = = 8 A 3 S = O < M
N=29 N=42 N=82 N=79 N£35 N=30 N=38 N=30 = N=30 N=64 N=31 N=27
Weevil ' o 19 41 61 71 15 .12 33 26 . 28 62 5 7
Flying insects - ) Ve 2 6 12 - 2 3 - 20 - 1
Rats- 137 ‘38 - 7 84 30 19 33 11 31 59 4 4
Fungus - .2 4 -8 2 1 - - 13 11
Termites , . e B o - 2 - -2 - - -
Wornms cm - -1 =6 == 2 1 - 3 1 -
Sqirrels e 1 - 11 F - 1 1 - - - - -
White ants >4 - 7 - - C - - - - - - - -
Weevil o 35 43 121 92 53 .50 63 38 37 75 46 44
‘Flying insects w2 T30 3 37 - 5 5 2 16 2 4
Rats : 11 16 54 36 66 7 31-. 12 12 36 14 1
Fungus 3 "3 "9 7 18- - - - - 5 3 5
Termites - - = 3 - - - - - - - -
Worms - - - v e 3 - - 2 it 4 - 2 1 e 2 .
Squirrels - - - - - - - - - - - -
White ants .~ & om0 2 g4 et - - - - - - - - -
e “ 3 » P LY - [ 4 . ¥ -
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Table 9.7 - Problems in Storage

GRAIN LEGUMES COARSE

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota:- Badulla. . Elahera Project
o .
T 8 3 g
: & B & : N g
~ 2 9 S ~ 8 © $ Se 3
Probl £ st 2 =5 2 3 g 3 3 3 83 £ £
roblems of storage % ~ g - = 2 2 o 83, % §
| s 2 i 5 3 8§ £ & % g §
g g i
5 3 3§83 & & R I -
[N b=+] = 6 . 8 = = 2] <5 ]
N=29 N=43 N=82 N=79 N=35 N=30 N=38 N=30 N=30 N=65 N=31 N=27
% Scarcity of gunny bags 1o 4 13 18 : - 2 3 - Co- 3 - 1
Thefts , 7 - 19 5 - - - - - 3 - -
Lack of storage facilities 11 5 20 22 2 - 10 . 6 1l 11 : - 2
" and space : ) ~
Decrease of weight due to drying - - - - 7 - - - - 7 - 1
Damage from insects/pests =~ - 4 3 - - - 1 2 3 -
Discolouration of the seed - - - - 2 - - - - - - -
Scarcity of gunny bags 8 2 15 5 - 7 5 1 - 4 2 6
Thefts 1 - 17 - - - - - - 3 -
4Lack ofaﬁgoggggefaCLIit%es 5 2 16 12 - " 11 5 - 10 4 2
Decreasé of weight due to - _ - _ 18 - _ - - 4 - o
drying
Damage from insects/pests - - 1 3 - - 3 .2 1 2 - 2
Discolouration of the seed - - - - 6 - . - - - - - -
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Chapter Ten

TEMPORAL AND SPATIAL VARIATION OF PRICES

The seasonal fluctuations of prices and the extent of integration
of the main wholesale market with the producing areas are studied in
this chapter. The analysis i1s based on time series price data collected

from the Department of Census and Statistics as we11 as from the .

Department forDevelopment’of}Marheting.

10 1 SEASONAL VARIATION OF PRICES ) ' ' ‘. Vj .

‘To examine the pattern of seasonal variation; monthly average
wholesale prices cellectedﬁbyg;heﬁDepartment for Development of Marketing
were utilised. This data covers the period from'jaauary1974 to February‘
1980, .and hcnce include 74 observat.ons. These arices_were the wholesale
prices that presailed in Colombo market.- Continuous price: series ‘were
not available in respect of soya beans, and blackgram. The study
therefore mlate to only kurakkan, maize, sorghum, cowpea and greengram.
In computing the seasonal variation in prices the aggregate method .

was used.

Table 10.1 shows the indices of seasonal variation in wholesale
prices. The average prices for the period under reference were as follows:
kurakkan - Rs. 59.50, maize - Rs. 49;40,*sorghum ~ Rs, 87.85, cowpea -
Rs. 181.30 ‘and greengram ~ Rs. 223.00:per:-1 cwt, respectively.

The seasonal wholesale price -index for kurakkan iexhibits three
peaks andthree troughs. :;The peak price months are December, May and
August while March, June and October are: low price months. The average
prices for the high price months are, December -~ Rs. 65.17, May - Rs. 62.93
and August - Rs. 62.54. 1In the low price months the situations were '
as follows: March - Rs, 54.52, June - Rs. 55.2? and October Rs. 54;42.
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However, ‘the wholesale prices of kurakkan have been relatively stable
in comparison to other crops as the difference between the highest
and lowest seasonal indexes were lowest (18) for this crop. The main
reason for this relative stability in prices of kurakkan could be
emanating fromvthe fact that it is grdwn mainly for home coﬁsumptioﬁ
and amounts offered for sale do not vary. significantlv from month to
month except perhaps under abnormal circumstances. This. is also
substantiated by the fact that the major portion of this crop 18
being retained at farm households to meet the consumption

. requzren@nts of the fb;rzh/ in the event of a crop failure of paddy . |
:(rice) which is the main diet of the people. Interviews with the

-:farmers as well as with the traders revealed that the farmers w111

-tend to sell ‘any avallable stocks of kurakkan from the previous
harvest, only after the standing crop is harvested. Accordlng to
traders, this has been the reason why the colour of kurakkan‘grains.
entering the market is usually reddish, whereas the colour of the fresh

( kurakkan grain is usually pale brown. ) o |

s : . o . C

The highest wholesale price for maize was recorded in the months

T4

of November and December and a slightly lower peak was observed in
May. .Lowe:t price levels were reccrded for July, the time at which -
yala harvests enter the market. The amplitude  of seasonal variations

in.respect of this crop was somewhat higher than kurakkan -( 30%)-

"(Tdble 10.2). This relatively greater seasonality of the price of =

méiie.can bé attributed to several reasons. -

a) Major portion of maize is consumed and sold during the
harvesting period due to poor storability of the produce,
o relative to: kurakkan. '

b) Maize is oné of the early" matur*ng crops in the chenas and
farmers tend to sell it just -after harvest to meet their -
immediate cash requirements. It is worth noting that for

© financing ‘paddy harvesting operations towards -end of
‘February“and early March, farmers are in need of certain .

. amount of ‘Teady cash. R .
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Table 10.2 -~ Amplitude of seasonhl variation indices of wholesale

prices

Crop Lowest Price . Highest Price Amplitude in

Index Index : Index

(%) : (%) | (%)
Kurakkan 91.42 . 109.47 18.05
Maize 87.86 117.05  ~ 29.19
Sorghum = 85.94 122.76 © 36.82
Greengram 79.06 " 125.31 . 46.25
Cowpea _ 68.44 145,84 77.40

Based on Data collec;ed from the Department for Development of Marketing.

The cultivation of sorghum had been given up by many farmers at the
time of the survey, and it is of interest to note that no official priée

series was available for sorghum after 1976.

It was however thought worthwhile analysing the available price
data on sorghum mainly to identify the price fluctuation patterns, in
case there be a re-introduction of sorghum cultivation on a similar

programme that is being launched for soya beans.

The highest prices for sorghum weére reached in the months of
February and March and the lowest prices recorded for the mdaths'éf
July to September. A second peak'ﬁas'usually reached in November‘and
December with.a_consequent drop in price in January. Farmers could be
selling almost all their pro&uce immediately after harvest because of
insect and other pest damages in storége which is relatively high for
sorghum than the .other two coarse grains and probébly also because they

are unaware of the types of foods that can be prepared with sorghum.

The amplitude of seasonal variation in prices of sorghum is highef
(37%) than in case of other two types of coarse grains. - ‘

In general the seasonal variation of prices is ht drer in case of
grain legumes such as greengram and cowpea than that of coarse'grains
(Table 10.2), 1In respect of greengram high prices were recorded in the
months of October and November, with February and March being the low -

priced months. Prices tend to increase from April and the peak prices
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are obtained in November. With the early harvest in December, prices

start to decline and it reaches the bottom in February coinciding with

‘the peak harvesting season.

The case of cowpea however, two sharp price drops are easily "
identified In contrast to greengram the lowest prices for cowpea is
for the month of June, at the peak harvesting period of the uaZa crop.
The seasonal price index for June is 68, whereas that for February

(peak harvesting,period of the maha crop) it is 77. The highest price

period for this crop is October and November. Cowpea also stands as the

crop which shows the highest amplitude of seasonal variation ( 78%)

‘among the crops studied. The'mainireason for. this high variability is

attributed to the fact that major portion of the production is sold

'during the two peak harvesting seasons.’”

10.2 REGIONAL VARIATION IN PRICES AND EXTENT OF MARKET INTEGRATION

In this study an analysis of regional variation in the prices was
considered _necessary, to 1nvestigate the extent of 1ntegration between

the major producrng areas and the terminal wholesale market, which is

situated in Colombo, the capital city of the country. Weekly Wholesale -

Prices reiuiing to the prinCipal tcwns of the distric:3 of Hambantota,
Anuradhapura, Badulla, Vayuniya and Colombo, collected by the Department
of Census and Statistics, were utilised for the analysis, the series

commencing_from January 1974 and ending in February 1980. |

It was hypothesised that the principal town represent the primary
market and that the majority of the producers in the surrounding areas

sell their produce at these markets or to traders operating from these

.markets,

In this study, the degree of influence of prices in the market on

pr1ce formation in other markets was, estimated by obtaining the correlation

coefficients, between the weekly wholesale prices of these’markets in

respectaofufour\commodities.l In theory,. if correlation coefficient of

1 The available data was inadequate for othericrops.

1Y)

Y - e o
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price movements of a specific'crop'between any of the two markets is
equal- to: }.00, then it -is understood that imtegration.isperfect
between the two markets. :'In other words,it implies the two markets
under investigation are operating under. the conditions of perfect
competition. - However, under-reallworlddeonditions the degree of
correlation is;nbmmallyfless;than.L;OOvbecause of heteorogeniety of the
commodities, imperfect:knowledge and poor transport facilities.

(Imperfect Mobility)

In, general, the values of the correlation coefficient showed large
deviations from 1.0; fanging from 0.0l to. 0.7 suggesting a relatively
low level of integration between the markets studied. However, when
it was examined whether these values were signifiéantly different from
1.0 at a given probability the indication was somewhat different from

the ‘apparent situation.

The'correlations were not statistically significant to suggest
that there is sufficient integration between markets in respect of maize
and kurakkan. The only significant correlation relating to the coarse
grains was for kurakkan between Badulla and Hambantota, which were
proximate markets among the others studied.

_ Highly signlflcant integration were observed between the terminal
markets in Colombo and the markets of Anuradhapura (the main producing
area) and Vavuniya for cowpea and Vavun1ya and Hambantota for greengram.
The very close integration between Vavuniya and_Anuradhapura for both
crops, and between Badulla and Hambantota for these crops,.as well as

kurakkan, are noteworthy.

Why was the correlation between»priee movements in the same set
of markets too low in respect of coarse grains, when correlatlon was
very h1gh 1n the case of gra1n legumes’ Perhaps the explanation could
be found from the demand side.! As was discussed earller, kurakkan and
maize were consumed or stored for later consumption more by the farming’
households themselves, and also may be even that portion of the production
which enters the market did not reach the markets at distant places in

significant proportions as there was a ready market among the consumers

A
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in the nearby markets. In the case of cowpea and greengram however, the
producers tonsumed only a marginal quantity out of their total
production and the quantities held in on-~farm storage also were minimal.
Further the majority of the producers were compelled to sell 50% or
more of their total marketable surpiuses during the period immediately
after harvest. Therefore it can be assumed that major portion of such
marketable surpluses entered the terminal markets such as Colombo, and

)

the markets in other distant areas..

Thus it is highly unlikely that low level of correlation found in
case of coarse. grains were due to such factors as transport bottlenecks,
information dissemination, speculative activities of trader etc..In fact
the evidences of high correlation of prices with respect to grain -.
legumes show a fairly satisfactory level of efficiency in these spheres.
The smallness of the country,&non—existence of huge natural barriers, .
together with reasonably effigient, telecommunication: facilities contribute
te thig fairly successful transfer of produce and price information. |

! ' T

10.3 SUMMARY

In ge 2ral, the amplitude.of zeasonal variation in prices was
larger:in case of grain legumes when compared with coarse grains. In
most cases prices hit the bottom during the period immediately after
harvest and reach’ their peaks during the main planting seasons of
the respective crops in maJority of the cases this season ‘being maha.
Though the lowest recorded prices seem to be adequate to cover the costs
of production, there’ is enough scope “for increasing farm incomes through

effectlve prlcing and procurement poiic1es.

\

3

The regional variation_in prices exhibited a similar pattern. The
integration between markets was significantly higher for grain legumes
than for coarse grains. "This situation speaks out of a fairly effective

‘ transport system and of a reasonably efficient price—dissemination system.
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Table 10.1 - Indices of Seasqﬂa} Variation in Wholesale Prices in Colombo Market%

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nowv., Dec.

Kurakkan ~ 104:99 102.59 91.58 ~97.13 105.71 92.8L 95.58 105.06 99.55 - 91.42 104. 03 .109.47

Maize 110.20 102.04 96.20 90.98 100.45 93.08 97.86 92.19 90.94 102.06 116.91. 117.05
Sorghum 93.61 122.76 113.25 92.67 98.32 94.97 85.94 89.85 67.34 98.83 111.17 111.30
Cowpea 994.64 77.43 96.80 78.05 77.58 68.44 79.15 104.20 131.89 137.29 145.84 108.73

Greengram 91.05 79.06 84.54 52.07 92.61 93.29 97.69 102.34 111.07 117.20 125.31 113.74

1 Indlces computed on the monthly price data collected from the Department for Development of Marketlng.

Monthly ‘Index Average price for the month during Feb. the reference period X loO
. aAverage of the monthly averages for the reference period

Reference period being the 62 months from Jan. 1974 - Feb. 1980.

60¢
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Table 10.3(a) - Correiation of Wholesale Prices among Markets - .
L -
Crop : Kurakkan, Period Jan. /1974 - Feb./1980 o
Colombo Hamban- Badulla  Anuradha- Vavuniya .
tota © .. = - pura
Colombo (n=41) (n=30) (n=18)""  (n=37) * (n=14)
' 1 ©0.0063 : 0.0050  0.1193 . 0.3458
Hambantota fn=3$)_ Y (n=23)*%% (n=32) . (n=15)
Sli. . 0.7407  0.2596 - 0.3656
Badulla e (n=24) (n=21) (n=15)
o ' 1 0.3665 - 0.2446
Anuradhapura o (n=58) . (n=34)
_ 1 0.0324
Vavuniya ’ : " ) ' 1

* significant at 5% level.
** Significant at 1% level.
*** Significant at 0.1% level.

Table 10.3(b) - Correlation of thlesale Prices among Markets

~ i B o
Crop : Maize ' - Period : Jan./1974 - Feb./1980
Colombo Hamban- Badulla - _Anufadﬁa— Vavuniya i
tota pura
Colombo " (n=46) (n=19) (n=38) . (n=27) (n=10)
1 0.0121 0.1250 0.3195 0.1113
Hambantota . (n=21)- ' (n=18)  (n=11) (n=8)
1 0.1366 0.4328 0.0034
Badulla =~ = | © . (n=54) - (n=35) (n=23)
. : . 1 - 0.2572, 0.0279
Anuradhapura _ . ‘ (n=44) (n=21) ‘
' 1 0.0251
Vavuniya SR o S (n=32)

1

* Significant at 5% level.
** Significant at 1s level.
*** Significant at 0.1% level.
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' 1
Table 10.3(c) - Correlation of Wholesale Prices among Markets

Crop : Cowpea

Period : Jan./1974 - Feb./1980

Vavuniya

Colombo Hamban- Badulla Anuradha-
tota pura
Colombo (N=60) (n=44) (n=51) " (n=51) (n=34)
1 0.0335 0.0007 0.3980**  (0,6837***
Hambantota (n=50) (n=46) (n=50) (n=29)
« 1 0.5275%** 0,4572** 0,5942**
Badulla’ (n=60) {(n=59) (n=31)
' 1 0.3350** 0.0725
Anuradhapura (n=71) (n=35)
- : 1l 0. 8001
Vavuniya (n=35)
1

1 Based on data collected by Department of Census &

Statistics

* Significant at 5% level.

** gSignificant at 1% level

~*%* gGignificant at 0.1% level.
- Figures in parenthesis indicate ‘the number of observations

-

Tablie 10.3(4) - Cor;elation of Wholesale Prices among Markets

’

Crop : Greengram

- Period _ Jan./1974 - Feb. /1980

. Colombo Hamban- Badulla Anuradha+ - Vavuniya .
: ' tota pura
Colombo (n=82) (n=54) (n=62) ‘(n=63) (n=49)
1 ' 0.3976** 0.2681* 0.5867 0.4946***
Hambantota (n=54) (n=50) (n=52) (n=39)
1 0.4272**  0.5092*** 0.3031
Badulla (n=65) (n=60) -  (n=48)
1 0.4387** .0.5752%**
Anuradhapura (n=68) (n=49)
‘ 1 0.6897***
~ Vavuniya (n=49)
' 1

* gignificant at 5% level.
** gignificant at 1% level
*** Sjgnificant at 0.1% level.
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“Chapter:Eleven " -

. MARKETING CHANNELS AND THE STRUCTURE OF WHOLESALE AND'
' ' 'ASSEMBLY TRADE ' =

The first hand marketing outlets for the produce comprises of both
institutional and non-institutional channels.’ “The"institutional channels
consist ‘o'f"‘t-h'e‘-'f cooperatives, the regional depots -6f the Department for
Development: of Marketing and the Agricultural Service Committees. =
Non-institutional sources include village boutique-keepers, traders at
the nearby town, the rural fairs and buyers -who bfing lorries. from
distant places. A few farmers, usually ‘the larger ones were ablé to Sell
their produce diréctly through the'commisSion‘agents‘wHo'dﬁefﬁté‘at'the
main -wholesale markets, such as' Colombo, Kandy and Chunnakam. '

SR et e o . - IR SR A AR §

11.1 NON-INSTITUTIONAL MARKETING OUTLETS AT PRODUCER LEVEL
11.1.1 Village boutique--keeper1 l

In the four districts surveyed, .the village boutique-keeper.ig..
the most, important buyer at the producer level. . The precentages of..
farmerg utilis;gg%vgrioﬁs markéting channels at .farm level and. percentages
of the volumes of sales affected through each channel are.given. in the
appendices 20(a),. 20(b), 20(c), 20(d) and 20(e), .The . officers in
competithgove;qment marketing agencies as ﬁell_as_thgjwpo;esale private
trade;s.ag;eggjgpatwthig‘has:beenithe;gase.ipialmp§tgothernprodugiﬁg Gt

areas as wg;;gaﬂThe.actipgtigs of these traders.are not.confined to . ..

. purchase of agricultural produce,. but also embrace the supply of

consumer;; gods.: ‘At times. they may extend credit tc reliable
farmers and alsg supply agricultural requisities,: such.as.agror

chemicals, and simple. tools... .

PR ESETI B RS T N Y5 B S EE T
-1 'Here ﬁhé?'villagéf is ristvavsingle village, but a-&mall bazaar whoda

hinterland extends over 2-8 mile radius. The patronage of the bazaar
depends usually on the modes of transport available to farmers.

-
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The farmers bring their produce both in small lots as well as
in full cart loads to the prem1ses of the boutique—keeper. Many
boutique—keepers interviewed, confirmed that they experienced peak
arrivals at least on two-days a week.. These two days would normally
coincide with the day on which the rural fair is held, and the day on
uﬁ,ich the rationed consumer items are brought from the Cooperative
stores by the farmers. Spot cash is paid to the producer on the basis

of 'going bazaar price , and accordlng to the quality of produce

~ brought. Since there are no standards or proper grades laid down,
.the determmatwn of the quality is done mainly through a bargaining

process between the producer and the boutzque-keeper. In this process,
there are reasons to assume that a boutique-keeper is in a more

advantageous position, for many reasons. Firstly,’ the tmmediate need

_ for cash fmm the part of the producer compels himto accept a .

GV

lower pmce than zmtzally bargnned Secondly, it is both tiresome

_ and costZy to take the produce back home. Thirdly, not many farmers

are able to fznd a second buyer who will buy at a higher pmce and who .

“also would read'l,ly extend credzt facilities in the event of any

energency in the future. This is because only the long patronage
forms the basis of mutual confidence and trust between the farmer and the

trader.

It 1s also not uncommon for farmers to let their sales

.

proceeds accumulate with the traders. Many traders whose progress

~.wWas to a.great extent due to this type of saving habits of the

producers were encountered during the conduct of the survey, This
procedure allowed the trader to 'roll' the money which is kept at his
disposal several times before_the producer asked for it. This practice
helps both parties in various ways. From the traders point of view,

it is an interest free credit facilityfv No prouisory notes or any
other documeutation is involved in tﬁe_procedure. It enhances the
capital base of the small scale business for which at present credit
facilities Qf;the established Commercial Banks are poor. It improves
the bargaining position of the boutique-keeper as against the commission
man or wholesale trader in the terminal market, because the former need
not depend upon the latter for financial help, particularly during peak

productlon periods. On the otherhand, because of the fact that pnact;ce

®

]
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of savings with ‘banks is -not widespread in rural commmities
farmers: gre morve happy nnth the security of their momey being

kept with the traders. They can withdraw any amount , even more

than What was deposited, at their discretion at any given point of
_time. Unfortunately, not many_produceré confide in co—ope_ratives- or
rural banks, those distant entities from which they are detached over

time in the same manner.

"Some vil’;aég'lleﬁéz boutique~keepers get_teleg.zﬁams or veré_.ra’rely

- ‘telephone messages, regarding the information on 'on going prices' of

" ‘¢éreals and pulses in Colombo. However,:all such traders do not have

this direct link with the traders in Colombo, the main wholesale market.
They get only second hand information from their owm bazaar’. The
speed at which the price information is transmitted to local.traders
dependé‘ﬂiainly on the efficiency of the communication and tramsport
network. ' ' ’ '
» \ o

Somei‘village level traders are fortunate to .claim the ownership of

one of two motor lorries, by ﬁhich they- could transport the produce they

' boughtf-'"fr"oiﬁ “fariiers’ ‘to the commission agents in. Colombo. Some others

may find t‘s’pace ina Colombo-bomd=lorry (owned by primary cq—operative
socfety ‘or by private individuals) at a rate ranging from Rs. 3.50-

Rs. 4.50 (at the time of the survey) per 1 cwt of produce transported
‘to Colombo. Inadequacy of motor:lorries:for transport of produce and
resulting lack of proper épace for-storag were. therefore, the main
difficulties experienced by the traders at village level. A high Llevel
of storage losses, 4 ~8% have been i'eported by imany village . level |
traders due.to bad etorage and inadequacy of proper bagging
materi_als.‘ (Sacks, Gunny— bags) .

Somz traders agzeed that :Ln the past they have gm,ned suffzczently
from seasonal variations in prices of many- ‘of these commodities. ’
However, there were others who complained that they experienced severe

losses due to vwlent price fluctuatwns. Lack of proper mar'ket

information has been quoted as the main reason for such sztuatwna

A few othens have blamed the government:fiox notadhening to a fixm
trade policy, a facton Which, acconding to thein uiew, coniu.ﬁwteé much
to the imegubanities of pice changes.
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At village level it is difficult to categorise buyers of these

products into the groups of wholesalers and retailers. This is because

" they" all~are ooing the assembling function, only difference being the

voluﬁé of proﬁuce bought by each trader. Althaugh a few traders have
Long. establzshed contacts with the commssion agents in the terminal
markets such as Colanbo and Kandy , nany of tham operate independently,
and they are not cpents of the commission men or of the farmers.

On thé other hahd 17 traders interviewed by us had their own farms

(6 in Badulla, 6 in Vavuniya and 5 in Hambantota) cultivated with the
crops under the present investigation. Two traders (ome each from
Badulla and Vavuniya) have had joint owmership in such farms. . 1In

the’ latter case, the traders have been mainly responsible for financing

~the cultivation while the management of the farm was in the hands of.

the participating farmer.. This information suggests that vertical

.mtegratwn of the activities frorr farm level to whoZesaZe level is

posszble»in the csde of the crops that are studied by us, and such
integration is taking place to a certais ertent, particularly in thé
districts of Vaviiiiya atd Badulla. This suggests the possibility of
some traders in the Colombo market to have links stretching back to ’
farm level, which nay perhaps enable them to control the volume of
supplies entering the terminal market. It is also interesting to note
that some relatively bigger traders operating at fhrn:level particularly
in Badulla and Vavuniya districts had arrangaments to sell the produce
eollected by them to institutions involved in processing cnimal feed,
such as the Government Business Undertaking of B.C.C. Co. Ltd., Oils
and Fats Corporation and Moosajees Ltd.

A

11.1.2 Traders at the rural fair

Rural fairs or periodic open markets are held once a week or
twice a week in the villages or nearby small towns. The market days
within a certain area are distributed in such a way that the same

traders are able to visit all of them.2

1 They establish friendship after doing business with each other for a
long period. In some cases they are related to each other through
marriages.

2 S.M.P. Senanayake '"Periodic Rural Markets in Kurunegala District.”
ARTYI, Colombo, 1980.

4
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- are common characteristics in most rural fairs.
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This category of traders usually do not beldng to the area in
which the fair (weekly or twice a week) is being held. They bring to
the fair from other places tﬁe commodities which>are of short supply in
the area, and at the same time they will collect the produce brought to
the~fair‘by<farmers. They come in lorries as single individuals or
as a.group of a few individuals. Selling of grains at rural fair is
very common in Badulla and Hambantota districts than in other two
places studied. Afthough, thene ane mny alfegations budi as
dea fing showt weights and measwwes, collusive behavioun, ete., made
against tradens they neventhelss assembling stage , to the existing
traders  (boutique-keepers) in the area. ‘

’
’

| Direct sales to the consumers by producers are mainly done at the
rural fairs, but volumes thus marketed are very mueh smiller than what
they sell to the ether traders who visit the fhirs. It is also not
uncommon for some individuale to buy a head-load or two of a certain
commodity from the producers and to sell the eame to the consumers.

Sales Assistants are usually engaged by v1sit1ng traders, and these

- assistants start approachlng the producer from the point of "Jocal

council market limit", upto the place where the fair is being held
So the bargaining process starts long before the producer unloads his
goods. It is not really competitive bidding, as while one sales
assistant 15 negotiating with a producer others alyays tend to keep
out until the fermer is withdrawn. The same process will be‘again

started with a new sales assistant.

The physical faeilities available in many rural fairs are poor.
The temporary sheds errected by Local Government Imstitutions. are
grossly inadequate and also space avallable is not.enough to cater to'}
the needs of the producers and buyers. Unavazlabzlzty of sufficzent

space for loading and unloading of gaods can lack of sarntary facilities

Lack of proper market supervision has led to various trade
abuses. Amongst these short weights and measures, excessive market
charges, and control of activities in the market by "personae non-grata"

stand as most prominent. Extermination of such practices therefore,
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should invite the early attention of the officials involved in improving

agricultura. marketing systems in the’coumtry.

Further, it was found that price information received by farmers
at’'the fair is more often timeworn (stale) and above all tends to be
trader-biased. There is little value to such information to the farmer;

as they have to wait for another week to respond to changes in price.

11.1.3 Assembly agent and the visiting trader,

Usually, the assembly agent purchases produce from farmers on

- behalf of a princ1pal trader operating in a main terminal market, for a

commission payment. But, in this study it was found that mostvaasembly
traders in producing areas act as agents for visiting traders (traders
who take lorries tobthe producing areas to collect produce). In this
case, the visiting‘trader employs a person from the same locelity to
collect the produce for him, provides him necessary finance, amd pay him

a commission depending on the volumes collected. It was observed that

. srall scale retailers or tea—shop keepers in the villages form the

majority of the assembly agents since such involvements allowed them to
earn an additionel income.: The prices to be paid to the producers are
usually determined on:thé‘basiE“Of sngoing prices that prevail in the |
distant places to where such produce is transported by the visiting
trader. However, it is interesting to note that prices paid by this
group of'traders are sometzmes Little htcher that what zs pazd at

the vtllage boutiques. 1In any case since this arrangement increases’
the number of buyers in a given locality, thetir activities nght introduce
some form of competition to the amstmg marketing outZets at producer
level. Further, as shown in the appendices, 11.1(a),(b),{(c),(d) and.
(e), some visiting traders are also purchasing the commodities directly
from producers, thus by—passing a second intermediary - i.e. assembly
agent; However, the number of farmers thus served and the quantities

collected are smaller than the number of farmers served and quantities
collected through assembly agents. Although visiting traders and their

1 See also Dudly Fernando - 'Pola in the National Context' Ceylon
Daily News - 2lst October 1975 and 'The Middleman's Paradise’,
Ceylon Daily News - 19th September 1975
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assembly ageﬁts form a regular marketing channel in almost all areas

. studied, Vavuniya district presented a slightly different case. There,

most of the assembly agents interviewed were the agents of commission
merchants operating in main wholesale markets such as Colombo and
Chunnakam They operate for a 2% commission from their principals on

‘the value of the produce collected.

As can be seen from the above mentioned appendix tables the crops
covered by the assembly agents do not show a variation; the main
criteria being their concentration on the crop. that is widely grown in

the area where their operations takes place.

11.1.4 Commission agents

Same farmers mostly the larger omes, have established comnections
with the canmigsion agents thus by-passingall other intermediaries

operating at the szZage level. They send their produce directly to the
terminal markets through transport agents. The activities of the
comnission agents will be discussed in more detail later in this chapter.

"It is sufficient to indicate here that the number of farmers served

by commission agents are very small, unlike in the case of vegetables.

11.2 INSTITUTIONAL MARKETING OUTLETS AT PRODUCER LEVEL

The first hand institutional marketing.outlets:ayeilablejtq producersv
include, Co-operative Socie;ies, purchasing centres:of_the yaryeg;ng
Department, Agricultural Service Centres, collecting centxes#of the
Sri Lanka Cooperative Marketing Federation and Agricultural Extensien
Centre. Amongst these, the Agricultural Extension Centres of the
Department of Agriculture is involved in purchasing the products only
marginally, more specifically their.buying is limited to the purchase
of seeds. Eufther, they are not expecﬁed to involve in large-scale

purchases as such activities lie outside the purview of the Department

of Agriculture. Similarly, the involvement of the APC in Buying these
commodities were seen only in Vavuniya district, among the areas surveyed.
In, Vavuniya district, the buying activities of the co-operatives were .
weak and hence, the importance of the Agricultural Service Committee.

In Pavatkulam (68%) and, Chettikulam (81%) the farmers inﬁerviewed
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>Street in Colombo. Either through the purcha51ng centres or directly

marketed their products thrOugh the APCs, the volumes being 79% and 89%
of the total blackgram sales respectively '

Fnka o D

Similarly, the Co—operative Marketing Federation (Markfed)wdoes not -
operate purchasing centres at village 1evel It is the Apex Organisation
of all Multi-purpose Co~operat1ve Societies and hence is involved in
wholesalling the commodities collected by its member societies. ' However,

farmers are free to send the1r produce direct to the Markfed, thus

-:by passing their primary co-operatives for sale on commis51on basis.

In this study, it was found that this practice was adopted by only
6% of the farmers at Mahakanadarawa .area in Anuradhapura d1strict.

The volumes thus marketed were also negligible' 2% of the total sales.

11.2.1 Marketing Department Collecting Centres

1
0

' The Department forDevelopment of Marketing operates a number of

purchasing centres scattered in the producing areas. As in the case

" of Markfed the Marketing Department also allow producers to send their

commodities direct to their Commi831on Sales Centre at 4th Cross

[

' through the Commission Sales Centre, the actzvzttes of the Marketzng

Department were of benefzt to a lix .1ted number of farers interviewed,
and that too only in the districts of Anuradhapura and Hambantota.

About 6% of the greengram cultivators of Gonnoruwa in Hambantota sold

“‘their greengram through the Marketing Department. Twenty percent of

the conea farmers at Magama also" ‘sold their’ produce, (about 552 of the
total volume sold) to the Marketing Department during that season.

The volume was only 1.5% of the total sales made by the sample

) of ‘Gommoruwa farmers during that season. In case of blackgram, the

totdtisales reported in ‘Weerawila had béen to Marketing Department but
the numbéer of farmers 'whé 'sold blackgram was very marginal in Hambantota
district. AR ' ' '

" In Anuradhapura also %% of the blackgram farmers'sold their produce
to the Markeéting Department. The number’“of ‘areas as wekl as number of S
farmens Senved by the Maﬂﬁeting'vepaﬂﬂﬁént' hab'been“bémy“iiﬁétci

Furtheér, their purchases of the ' crops under study ‘are also limited to- a
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few types. The volume collected too were negligible. Perhaps, the
reason could be the fact fhat the Marketing Department was held responsi—

ble for operating a floor pr1ce scheme only for cowpea and greengram

at the t1me of the survey.

11.2. 2 The Multi-purpose Co-operative Societies

... The purchase of these products by primary ZeveZ multz-purpose
c00peratzve societies is done on behalf of a multiplicity of.ongqntsations
operating at_the national level. The Sri Lanka Co-operative Marketing
Federation, Paddy Marketing Board, Oils and Fats Corporation, and -
Marketing Department are amongst such organisations. The Co-operatives
collect these produce from farmers and send to the- above organisations

depending on the agreement for resale, 1ndustr1al consumption, or.

. for exports. . .

The Co-Operatzves are supposed to find thezr own capztaZ fbr
financzngnpnrchases, mainly. through theAPeople s. Bank, provide persqnnel
for purchasing and to‘provide transport and storage services, for .

- which the co-operatzve will usuaZZy receive a cannzsszon of 2%. In some
cases, the cooperatives have to collect the produce from farmers and
send it to the principals in the terminal narket. After sales are
effected at the terminal market the principal sends the sales proceeds
to the cooperative after hav1ng deducted a commission for theit services
as well as handling charges. The cooperative in turm charges commission,
transport costs, and handling charges from the producer and the balance
will be paid to him. Our study showed that cooperative buying of

maize and’ cowpea was well marked in Badulla district whereas in
Anuradhapura district, their involvement was significant in most

crops under.study. The more\important crops were maize, greengram,
blackgram and covpea. In Hambantota "and VaVuniya, purc-asing activities
by cooperatives seem to be very weak. e

-y
iTe)

:-i."fvi Fodsm

OF THE BUYER ‘ T

LSRR P2

In view qf the. multiplicity of first-hand marketing outlets, available
to producers, it was thought worthwhile to obtain:farmerigfeferences__:
towards various types of marketing channels available to him in terms

of a few criteria identified during the preliminary survey.
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\ The general pattern emerging from this analyais is that whilst
the znstztutzonal sources were preférred by most fhrners in terms of
fair price and aceurate wezghts and 1 measures, the przvate sources are_
being preferved in terims of ready payments of cash for the products
gold and for léss cumbersome procedures. Both sources are being
criticised by farmers in the activities regarding the provision of
credit facilities,.location of purchas}ngj sites and cordial buyer-
seller relationship (the services offered to farmers or the manner in

- which the farmers are treated when they wanted to sell their produce).

It is interesting however, that fammers view - cooperatives as
the ideal outlet for marketing farm products; Equally, interesting is
that the village boutique-keeper(or the trader in the nearest ' town
according to our definitions) 7s being put in the second pZace, cawpered
with distant entities, like Marketing Department, as well as the
Comission Agents operating in the temminal mrkets. However, this
analysis refutes the two contrasting myths widely held in Sri Lanka,

about agricultural marketing, namely -

é M;_a) The private traders are serving the farmers better than the
cooperatives, and | L.
b)'hBy forming monopolistic marketing boards, the farmers can be
_freed from the clutches of so called unscrupulous private

traders.

GRT

of course, the attitudes of producers can vary from each other,
but if we accept the,fact that law of averages .approximate the real
world situation, the findings of this analysis should provoke the’
policy-makers thinking of the services expected by farmers through any
~marketing system imposed upon them. But one important point which has
to be emph381sed is that farmers are not always fbrfuhate enowgh to sell
 their produce to the preferred outlet. In fact, 123 farmers in the |
total sample of 459 farmers, did not sell their produce to the preferred
outlet. In improving fac111ties for marketing of these crops, the
reasons given by the farmers provide very good guidelines. Amongst these,
" the most important is limitations in purchasing by the institutional

marketing outlets. Such limitations are -
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i) The cooperative soctety in the area does not buy the produce..
b) When they (coops) buy, they buy only a féw -erops (f.e.. They may
- buy ‘matze, but not- cowpea). : B
@)  The quantities bought are: limited.’
wid) T The éoops tbuy onZy occasionally.:

fhé prdcedural‘difficulties i seliiﬁg tb ihstitucibnatrddtiéié

The’ nesd'fo:‘ready cash, transport-dlfficulties,.(due ‘to :pooT access
'tdipdrchésing'béﬁtrss)‘are also some of the factors: which might:determine

‘the final seléction of ‘the buyer by the farmers.

11.4 THE NATURE OF COMPETITION.

The foregoing analysis helps us to identify the various types of

marketing outlets that are generally available ‘to producers of these

crops. However, this does not mean that producer in a given area has

multiplicity of marketing outlets, among which .he could choose his own

~ according to his scale of preference. In fact, it has been shown that,

the ‘institution4]l marketing outlets, such as cooperatives and purchasing
centres 'of thé Marketing Department do have their own limitations and
problems in’buying these products. In areas where there is some form of
competition in the assanbly trade level, that competition generally |
originatés from the private buyers side (competition from vigiting
trdders -and traders who:come to rural fairs) the campetition offbrsd

by institutiomal sourcesbeing hardly adequate.  Thus, it is mot uncommon

.for a few traders in a given location to have bigger market shares, the

share of the rest being marginal. The bigger traders accumulate market
power in their hands through their greater capital base, ownership
of modes. of transport, continued patronage with producers and better

‘aecess to price and market informationm.

:,Thq;entry_into.the market by new buyers i8~ggsgh?im§§ed,énﬁin}y due
to capital restrictions.  For instance, if we assume the price of 1 cwt
of produce to. be around Rs. 100/-, then to buy one lorry.load of 2 |
produce (100 cwt) the buyer should have Rs. 10,000 in his possession
just to pay for the produce bought. Therefore, it can be argued that
the néw‘buyer should have at least Rs. 15,000 (Rs. 10,000 for one lorry
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“‘rents and other expeﬁses will be around another Rs. 5,000, 'In view

load and Rs. 5,000 to continue purchasing operations till he sells
the first load in the market) in hand as working capital. The building

of the fact that he has to advance soﬁe'moneyrtb'his7clients-before »
the har&est, which he is obliged to provide, if he were tOFStayiin

the business, the actual sum needed should be'vety-muchfgteater‘than

this figure. This is the reason why, in many areas we find only a
“handful’ of: big traders, the'test’ acting as intermediaries between the
A “‘prodﬁcers and bigger tradets. This' latter category of traders have

'direct links with traders in main terminal markets, as well ‘as better

“access to price infoimation. The fact that many traders as well:as.

farmers interviewed said that:they:get the price information from town

or from other traders should mean that they set the price in accordance

“with the price set by the bigger traders.

11.5 THE WHOLESALE TRADE,

In Sri Lanka, the'#dst dmportant wholesale market for grains is

" Colombo and therefore,‘iﬁformatibn<presented'in’this section is

' predomifnaritly related to'thé same. However, the general points. that

"emerge from this analysis’ would apply to two' other main wholesale

gsection is l6cated along 4th Cross Street;: Pettah, Colombo 11, and the

e

‘markets as well = i;é:“kéﬁﬂygaﬁd Chunhakati.The Commission sales

Wholesale-Trsde'mainIy aIbng'Sth Cross ‘Street: -0ld Moor Street and
Maliban Street are also the plaées'where grain trade is highly

concentrated in"Cdlomho."Theutwd“major categories of private-traders

" ‘operating at' wholesale level are, (a) wholesale cum retailers, and.

" (b) commission agents.

11.5.1 WholesaleQCum;retailers

The wholesale-cum~retawler buys hzs requirenents from the

commission agenmts either for ready cash or for credit.” He in Tunn 5e LR

hAA goodb to his buyens ,mostly fbr ready cash, but occaszonally for

LAY

N credzt Some wholesaiers of course’ have links with commiss1on agents,

S D U S L B AT O -

either through the latter enteripg into partnership with the former, or

commission agent himself expandihg his business to cover wholesale
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tradewanwellgl.;It was noticed from observations that: many wholesellers
display:samples of various:products, although they may:not be actually
available with them. If the buyer agrees to buy a.certainrcommodityﬁo
which is not ‘available with the trader’then the wholeseller.will

instruct a labourer-to-bring the required amount from another:trader.-
However, thé buyer-would think-that the goods?areWbroughtifromathex'ﬂ .

traders own: warehouse.

11.5.2 Commission agents 2

“There are about 500 grazn traders tn Colonbo market and about
125—150 get divect supplzes fram producing areas "4nd are concentrated
at 4th Cross Street. The traders here are mainly involved in commission

sales. The produce 1s bnnght to them from all’ producing areas in the

'country, by traders at assembly level Unlike, in “the vegetable trade,

very féw producers sendrtﬁggr produce direct to the comwzsszon agents.

The sellers find their own' transport and transport charges ‘are borne
by’ ‘them. The buyers consist of wholesellers at Sth Cross Street,

hotel- keepers in Colombo and suburbs, and retailers from various

'vparts of the country Both 4th and Sth Cross Streets are thetnost

aongesfed areas in the czty; space for parkzngvand furn-around of vehicles
being grossly znadequate. The’ loading ‘and unloading of produce

therefore presents a big problem. There is a big gang of labourers

at the service of both buyers and sellers for loading and unloading,

called natamys'.'\They are pa1d on piece rate, about —/50 cts, a piece.

- The -labour chargéSﬂfor=unloadingawill be bomme by.the seller,
whereas the charges ~for loading is paid by . the buyer. . Usually, the

1 * This group ‘is commonly. known as Commission Agents and General Merchants.

2 'The author is extremely:grateful to Mr. Muthukumarana of . !Sanastha
. .Lanka Welgnda Manthrana Sabhawa' for introducing him to many
_ commission agents and wholesellers to collect the information presented
here.

3 Some ’natanys’ hire push carts from push-cart owners for a daily
payment of Rs. 25/- each. - It is interesting to note that th “
push carts are owned by only a handful of indiv1duals, and hire"
charges are exorbitant. According to the labourers the owners can
earn the total cost incurred on purchasing the same within about
six months.




226

commi581on agent arranges far the services of labourers for such purposes.

“The commission ‘agent does not Buy the produce outright, but sells it

on behdlf of the seller (the seller could be a village level trader
or a real producer) The conh 18810k qgent receives a oommtsston qf
5% of the value of the sales effécted However, the commission agent
may advise the farmer or the village trader on market and price '
trends and thus ‘enter into verbal agreement to postpone sales, until :
the conditions improve. In such cases, the commission agent’ arranges

for storing of the produce at his stores.

" Onthe spot observations..as.well as the interviews held with

some traders- who volunteered to provide information, revealed'the

- following::

a) Although the business names are different, it is ppssible.that
one individual trader or a group of individuals (a fanily) to owm
more than one shop. When they are not in the same family,bit
was found that they are socially related to each other.

b) Many traders have a regular clientele, due to Long atrnonage,
mutual thust and for other socio-cultural relationships. For
such clientele credit facilities are being provided either by
accepting post-dated cheques or sometimes on mutual trust, and-
personal knowledge of client's credit worthiness.

c).. Almost all comnmission agents do actually handle the isale of all

- types of grains, but, this does not preclude some individuals
specialising in selected types of commodities, thus enabling

" 'them to have a certain‘degree'of control over the prices of

"' such commodities. This power tends to be more intense when these
tradersshave established links, though provision of credit, .
etc.,: or.through social relationships with the traders in produc-
ing areas. In such circumstances it is possible for some of the
traders to limit the supplies entering the Colombo market as
they are in a position to arrange for storing the produce in the

1 Commission,for.potatoes and chillies is 3%.
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producing areas themselyes. However, many traders denied this
practice while others agreed that there-is a possihility of such
practices emerglng. In the latter case, it was told by farmers
and others, that.Colombo traders provide finance for such _
operations.for an-interest, ranging from 15 -25% for a period

up to 6 months.

-d) The entry into this bustiness seems to be extremely limited.. . Lack

of space for néwfbusinesses at popular places presents. the
biggest. bottleneck, with resulting necessity for an initial capital

...of a few hundred .thousand rupees. The ownership of business

,lpremises is highly concentrated and further it is mostly in

. the hands of one ethnic group. Thus, the eﬁtfy by other social

. groups,. into the business is difficult. |

.r~Sinece there is hazexpansion of the auvailable space, the entry - .
ts effected thnough¢fbllowing,two méans:

1 By changing; the tenancy - (normally called as 'change of bill')
under this system the new-entrant has to pay for-the stock in
hand, furniture,_equipments, etc., as well as a payment for

goodwill"of the business. Many a tlmes the payment for goodwill
V is exorbitdnt so that only a few could afford to pay. The -
interesting point is that, because of the limited availability
of shop space in the context of high demand, ‘aliounts to be paid
as goodwill afé“élways on the increase.. Here again, preference
is‘ﬁsually given to persons who are already in the business,
or who has social and/of economic connections with the persons

intending to transfer tenancy.

2 "By sub-letting the space for a specific period. In this case,
" the tenandy is not transferred to the new-entrant, but he is
“given the right to carry on business for a flxed monthly or

’da1ly‘paymeht

N SRS

The busine&s3%° the warket starts early in the morning. " Price
information is collected through’brokers and’by telephone calls. At
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times bargaining over price is done under the cover of a handkerchief
using their fingers. This 'code language' is known oniy to a few "

buyers who have a regular clientele nith the trader. .

It should be noted that the evidences discussed earlier on
structural and_behavioural aspects of the Colombo grain market in

suggestive of an impare - competition among the traders. However for

‘a rigorous test of the exact nature of the competition in the market

these evidences has to be compared with the performance characteristics

such as volume of turn over, inventories held, profit levels etc.

Quantified information was not available to the authors on these

characteristics and it is unfair to make value Judgements over the

structure of the market. The apparent imperfection with regard to the’

entry conditions and other factors that lead to grouping of traders

etc., may require some remedlal measures. Perhaps, the general tendency

for more and more government intervention in trade during the period

preceding to the year of this investigation, and the frequent price

changes effected by the government could have contrlbuted to the observed .

structural and behavioural characteristics.

11.5.3 Instituticnal marketing outlets ‘ .

At the time of this investigation four organisations were
1nvolved in procurement and marketing of coarse grains and grain legumes.

Those, were,

-a)' Paddy Marketing Board (PMB)

b) ‘Department for Development of Marketing (MD)
c)vails and Fats Corporation (OFC)

d) Cooperative Marketing Federation (Markfed)

Amongst these, the first three operated independent floor-price

~ schemes for some of the crops studied. However, the actual operation

of the floor-price SCheme-introduced by the OFC was implemented by the
PMB on behalf of the OFC. This was mainly because the OFC- did not have
a proper purchasing mechanism in producing areas. The PMB: operated

floor—price schemes of its own for blackgram and soya bean, and on

- behalf of the OFC for maize and sorghum. The MD operated an independent

floor price scheme for cowpea and greengram.
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However; since Januery lé@dza:ceﬁmon floor price scheme was

“4estab1ished By the government in respect of twelve commodities including

‘thhe entire list of commodities covered in the present study._ The

chapter.

Under the earlier floor price scheme-the Ministry ofAAgricultufal
Development and Research was issuing ad'hoc?directiveS‘to the Paddy
Marketing Board to-collect'these produce'when-the Ministry received
complaints from Government Agents in the districts as-well es‘from
Members of Parliament in the producing areas.: Accordlng to such L

directives, Paddy Marketing Board in turn purchased through the local

cooperatives some of these produce as a special service to the producers.

Table 11. 1 - Purchases by PMB - 1974~ 1980 (in tons)

1974 1975 1976 1977 - 1978 1979 1980

Maize 04 11,776 10,704 15,476 7,666 125 404
‘Sorghum 46779 71 96 % 2 0.1
Blackgram - - - 7,352 . 6,721 n.a. 14,3
. Soya bean - - - - 411 290 320
Gingelly - - - - - - 1,947

Source : Statistical Bulletin - Paddy Marketing Board

1 The Paddy Marketlng Board Act. No 14 1971 has given powers to the
Board to involve in procurement hulling, milling and distribution

. .of ‘rice/paddy. For the Board to:engage in purchasing of other::

. .commodities, the Minister of Agricultural Development and Research

should issue an order under section’13(2) of the above act.
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Table 11,2 - Sales by PMB ~ 1974-1980

M-?.i,?e,_ o 1974

1975
1976

1977 -
1978

1979
1980

Sorghum 1974

1975
1976
1977

Blackgram 1974
1975

1976

1977

1978

1979

1980

‘Soyabean  1974-1977

1978
1979
- 1980

O&FC -

. 02
1,882
2,317

6,144

40.5 7

13

- 1980

‘Source :

1,425

No sales

No sales

BCC Co.

CARE ~ Private __Ltd.  Exports
- 5,158 - -
T 168 (siﬁggggre)

1,650 - 1,600 -

859 - 662 . . -
122 - - ke
206 - 194 . -
4.5 - - -
232 -~ - -
432 - - -
- 545 - . 6,000
' (Japan)
- 1,545 - T -
- 4,517 - 10
(Japan)
- 14 - -
250 07 148 -
281 - - -
319 - - -

Statistical Bulletin - Paddy Marketing Board

But PMB due to other problems ‘such as non-availability of

adequate storage and lack of market outlets etc., was engaged in

purchasing these commodities on a periodic basis.

Since procurement of .

these products was a sideline activity of the PMB, it was compelled to

started flowing into-the. PMB stores.

'clear 1ts stores, etc., to enable them to purchase paddy when pAddy

This became an unmanageable task

to the PMB, beceuse ‘of the time difference_between the peak'hqrvesting

1

oE
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season: of' the crops under ‘study and that of:paddy was too short, i.e.
about a month. The amounts of ‘produce collected by the PMB is given in
Table 11.1 during the 'six” years from 1974 21979 and the flrst year ‘of the
new floor price schemei.e. 1980 . It is’ interesting to sée’ however, ‘that
anlike for paddy; PMB does not have an’inbuilt mechanism’ for disposing
the produce collécted under the floor price scheme. It is wideiy

known that the rice rationing scheme of the government provided the »
outlet for paddy that’ was collected through the guaranteed price o
scheme. Due for these two reasons, the PMB ‘faced severe problems with
regard to storage and working capital. On top of this, the vulnerability

of these crops for storage damages posed a new set of problems to the

' PMB. This is why the Paddy Marketing Board was compelled to ‘dump some

of the produce collected under the floor price scheme in foreign markets
while there was a severe shortage of leguminous dhall in the local
market. - The author was constantly observing the newspaper advertisements
of the PMB appeared over last 2-3 years and of ‘the dpinion that, the
advertisements which ordered the cooperatives to stop buying crops other
than paddy always caused downward pressures on open[market prices of
these crops. ' ' 1 '

' !

“The information given in Table 11.2 provide evidenceﬁfor non-
availability of dependable buyers for the produce cqilected‘by the
Paddy Marketing Board (PMB). The 0Oils and Fats Corﬁoration was the
largest buyer of maize till 1978, but after that it has completely"
given up the purchases from PMB. It is only in case of soyabeans
the PMB has a reliable outlet, the CARE Organisatiom.'*The PMB had
been able to export 4,000 metric tones of maize to éingapore in 1976, and

the following year, but had not been able to continue it since then. '

!

' The Department for Development of Marketing Jperated spectal
floor price schemes‘for'cowpea'and greengram. The purchases were done
mainly through its ‘own purchasing centres located iﬂ'the producing
areas. In addition, the MD opened up a wholesale store for dry-provisione
which included all theé produce covered .under the présent study, at _
4th Cross Street, Colombo in the heart of the private grain market in
1976, and farmers were encouraged to send their produce direct there,
for sale on commuission basis. This was regarded as Pne of the most -

|
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-effective manners in which the Department could offer competition to .

the private traders. The quantities purchased and handled,by the MD
ﬁhr0ugh both these arrangements are given in Table 11.3. The MD
operates a network of sales depots scattered in many parts of the
island, and it also has contracts with institutions such as hospitals
and armed forces etc., to supply some of the commodities collected by
them. However, both these arrangements seems to be inadequate for
disposal of the entire quantity-éf produce bought by.the Department. .
Thus, the department'complains that its operating capital is held up

"in unseld stocks.

The apéx level cooperative'fbr the entire primary cooperative

network in the island is the Cooperative Marketing Federation. It

.also encouraged the cooperatives. in producing areas to collect and send

the produce under present study to the wholesale centre of the Markfed.

- But, as the co—operatives were acting as viliage level agent for PMB

also, the quantities received by the Markfed was negligibleQ‘ ) A .

The neﬁ floor price scheme implemented in January 1986 L
envisaged to safeguard the producers from shérp price drops during the
period immediately after harvest. . In this sense it w:3 an 'insurance
price' which enabled the producers to cover theirrproduétionLcosts
even if they were to sell at minimum stipulated prices. Also, the -
floor prices were announcéd at the beginning of each‘seéson,;so that -
the farmers knew the lowest prices they will receive for their products

before their planting decisions were made.

The new common floor price scheme replaced the several independent
schemes implemented by various government institutions. The PMB, the
executing agency is expected to buy at the stipulated prices‘ai the. .
time of harvest in order to sell when market'prices go up. No attempt

was made here to replace the private trader, the objective being the

increased compefition in the market. Under the new scheme the
Agricultural Service Committees producing areas have been appointed. as

agents of the PMB..
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During the first four seasons (2 years) of operation of the new

. gcheme the Government has revised’ the prices four times. However, the
" quantities collécted by the PMB sééms to be too low. There could be

several reasonsfor this.’ Amongst theseé some of thé known teisons

include,

" a) The purchasing agents (Agricultural Services Committees) lack
necessary resources such as capital, packing matérials, equipments
fdt tés;ing etc., and therefofe do ﬁot'éngagg in purchasing these
commodities. ' ' ‘ -

b) The lowest open market prices for ungraded pfoducfé could fetch
better incomes to farmers, even if that price is little less

than the floor price.

‘¢) The strict standards and quality specifications laid down by
the PMB may have discouraged producers to sell to the PMB.

d) ‘The delays in payment to producers.by PMB and its authorised
agents will compell the producers to sell to the private traders.
For whicheverx reason this situation has arisen, one important
point 1s that the mere announcement of a floor price is of limited

benefit to the producers, if the operational side of the scheme 1s weak.

Thus, it can be seen that there is no dearth of institutions

involved in marketing of coarse grains and grain legumes at the national

level, with their corresponding agencies at producers level in the 1sl§nd.
Nor, is there a lack of policies to help both the producers and the
consumer. Howevef, comparing the quantities handled by these.institutions
together with that of private trade, it is clear that these agencies
could hardly offervcompetitive prices to the producers. The major.

part of the deficiency seems to have ‘stemmed from poor implementation.

of the existing policies, and inefficient management of the procuring and

distributing mechanisms.

11.6 SUMMARY . .

Available information is hardly sufficient to diagnose the exact

‘nature of the competition that prevails in the grain wholesale trade

in Colombo. Quantified information is seriously lacking with regafd
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to:the most important performance characteristiCS_such as- level of
profits, returns on investments and volume ofiturnover; ‘However; there
are. few deficiencies related to structural and behavioural cﬁaracteriStics
of the market. These deficiencies could result from the’ imperfections

in the market or as a consequence of the -environment within which the
market has to. operate.

There is no dearth of Government policies or . institutions to

-support the producer. However, all in all they have failed in. their

efforts due mainly for operational weaknesses and management deficiencies.

js\]

s




»

e -

235

Chapter Twelve

pnospxcrs FOR EXPANSION IN THE PRODUCTION OF COARSE GRAINS
| AND GRAIN LEGUMES - (SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS) o

“To discuss the question of what are the prospects for expansion of

production of the coarse grains and grain legume ‘crops, one should

first examine the needs and motivations for erpans¢on. The thrust of
agricultural and food policies in Sri Lanka since 1ndependence had been,
on import substitution and self sufftczency in ba51c food items. A
discussion of the economic 1mp11cations or Justification of these
‘policies vis-a-vis alternative policies falls outside the scope of this
study suffice it to say that these polic1es even if not the best from

the economic v1ew point, are justified on the grounds that they seek

A to reduce the political vulnerability of the country in a situation of

serious disturbances or crisis in the food market.' Thus, accepting self
reliance in ba81c foods as the major motivational force for national food
Production, the limits within which policies relating to self-sufficiency
should operate have to be prescribed Leading from this point a

whole host of questions arise, self— ufficiency in which food 1tems"
import substitutions in whicn areasq;'a crop . in 1tself or in technologies
involved in produc1ng the crops7 etc.' Policies have clearly indicated
that self—suff1c1ency in rice 'is one goal but here again the question
arises as to self-sufficiency at what levels of consumption’ Another '
clear policy indication is for substitution for 1mports of wheat B
flour.: But there are many un—answered questions in this area too.H
Substitution to what extent and by what9 Cereals, pulses and root crops'
or only cereals and if so which one or more of the cereals' rice,

sorghum, kurakkan and maize? BN
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Nutrition, an important dimension of food has received considerable
attention in recent times. Food policies therefore necessarily absorb
this third dimension and hove the opliftment_of the nutritioﬁallstatus
of the people as another goal.

Free availability of a commodity either through imports or production

does not necessarily imply that it reaches all sections of the people.

The price at which it would be available to the eonsuners would be

an important consideration in trade poiicies, perﬁaps eveh critical when
it relates to food items.. ‘These trade policies which are closely

linked with food production policies have 4 part to play in the selection

of food crops for import substitution oriented production programmes ,

in determining the desired degree of self—sufficiency to which production

programmes should be geared to, and in providing support to sustain a

continued interest in the crops by the growers.

The demand for the different cereals and grain legumes have to be

considered in the selection of crops for expansion of;productionl

. Absence of or changes in demand affect production. In a reverse .

situation of insufficient supp1y<of.any_commodity, specially in the
absence of suitable substitutes, consumers experience great hardship..

Consumer preferences influence. the demands, very much so, in a situation

....of free availability of many alternatives to choose from.

Hence, a plan fbr.a well integrated food production programme has
to recognise the relative importance of each of a complex of factors,
and also identify the necessary and sufficient conditions for operation
of the plan. Plans are limited by the data base available and their -
success is affected by unexpected deviations from the basic assumptions.
An attempt-would,-however, be made here to examine the prospects for

expansion.of production of the crops studies, undér very simplistic

- assumptions relating to demands, consumer preferences and nutritional

. requirements, and the strategy for achieving production goals discussed.

12.1 REQUIREMENTS OF COARSE GRAINS AND GRAIN LEGUMES

Demand for any food item by a household depends on its size, and

composition by age, its income, the price of the commodity, prices of -
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substitute and complementary .commodities, and also food preferencés.
The. task of forecasting demands.is.thus not made easy in a situatiém '

where . for want of adequdte and reliable information:the impétt*éf at

least a few major factors cannot be studied:in depth.

Before proceeding to estimate demands based on consumption
patterns and nutritional requirements, some mention need be made about
consumer preference.. Coarse grains are considered as inferior food,
are priced lower than rice or wheat, and constitute the staple food
of the rural poor through necessity. It has been generally observed
fhat as the income levels rise there is a greater preferénce for the

softer grains, rice and wheat.

In Sri Lanka, coérse grains are being produced and consumed mostly
by semi—subsistence1 farm families in the low paddy producing areas,
as a substitute for rice. Hence, it could be said that for the
country as a whole, even at present, there is a high level of sophistiCa-
tion in the .consumption of cereals. - Drastic reversals in food habits
in favour of coarse cereals are not likely to occur except in times of
a serious shortage of rice and or wheat which could be due to low
production either within or cutside the country, or forced by RS
restriction on imports or adjustments of prices. Even in such
situations of a shor;age,pf.rice_or-whéat, the substitution will nbt
be confined to only coarse cereals; roots and tubers ‘and leguminous
grains too meet the demand for substitution. It is assumed that an
increased demand for coarse cereals will not be brought about through
férced -measures, but by strategies such as partial substitution for
wheat flour in bread and-popularising-consunption by factlitating and
distribution of the products in a.form that would be convenient for thé =
preparation of food. ' o
With regard to other food habits, what is of relevance and concern

for this study is the éextent to which the community will move towards

’

1 They‘afg'terme&tééﬁi;éubsiétenCe-as even though most farms are of é‘
subsistence nature with regard to cereals (including paddy in some
area), they grow pulses and other crops mainly for the market.
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consuming more and more animal protein in relation to vegetables.
The prospects of any big change in this direction is remote. On the
other hand the current consumption patterns indicate that there would

be an even greater demand for, and reliance on vegetables rather than

© animal protein due to the increasing price gaps between the commodities

that provide . the two different sources of protein.'

In the absence of a series of data on actual food consumption;"‘“’
the information on the net food availability'presentedAin‘the annual
food balance sheets could-eerve as a proxy variable to indicate. the
pattern of consumption. The net per capita supplies of selected food
items are given in Table 12.1.

1

Based on the recommendations of calories and protein requirements

- for the various age groups, by the Medical Research Institute, the-

weighted average for the Sri Lankan population excluding infants-léss '
than 1 year, york out to 2,000 calories and 43 grams of protein per
head. 1In terms of the national average supply of these nutrients during
1975-79(1.e 2,257 calories and 48 gm of: protein) the nutritional

supply slightly exceeds the recommended levels; a seemlngly satisfactory

situation regarding the nutritional status of the people. But, an
examination of the composition of the average diet at the national

level, as well as by income groups reveals the deficiencies in the diet

- of the country's population,: spec1ally the low income level groups.

(Tables 12.2 & 12.3)°

The supply position in respect of cereals is very, satisfactory,
with rice being short. of the recommended requirementg.hy-less than
4 kg/headl. The oversupply of wheat flour, more than compensates for
this shortage. The low demand for coarse cereals in a 31tuation of an’

abundant supply of wheat flour is once again underlined

1 The supply is averaged over the entire population while the average
‘requirement is based only on the population, aged 1 and above, and
therefore an over-estimate as the requlrement of children would be
less than this average : -

v

an
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| The supply position in respect of the items which are the main
sources of proteins i1s far from satisfactorv. " The short falls in ?,
‘pulses, animal protein, milk and milk products, and vegetables‘could
be considered to be'roughly 2/3rd, 1/2, 2/3td of the totalirequirements.
Further, the maldistribution in the availableisupply'of:food'1and the

' greater dependency of the low income level population on vegetable'
" sourtes of protein, have’ their impact, specially on the low income level

groups of- the population. 'Table 12.3’ provides a picture of the
differential composition 'Of the diéts of different income groups,
Animal proteins specially meat and eggs were lacking to a great
degree in the diet of the ‘low income groups. " Fish consumption
however;’ was ‘relatively more satisfactory. ‘EVen.among‘the poor
- “*{nconie’ groups, this commodity was generally accessible than meat
SRRt & eggs, partly due to the prevalence of fair degree of households

"‘engaged in fishing 'in ‘the low income groups and also’ because many

¥ yarietiés of fish were ayailable, ranging over a wide range of
prices; making it possible for theilouﬁincome groups to purchase
smaller varieties of ‘fish at cheaper prices. With the current :
price levels of fish, the’ consumptlon ‘behaviour could reflect'lh

* low overall consumptlon and or maldistribution;

As rice was'available on ration to almost all'housEholdsﬁat‘the
* time of the survey theré vas hardly any difference ih”conSumption
" between the different income groups, but though ‘overall consumption
‘of coarse gralns was generally low, the group with incomes less
“‘than Rs.’ 200/— per household per month consumed relatively much

higher amounts of these CEreals,

Wheat flour: was ‘tonsumed more dn’ the form of- bread by the higher
incomé’ groups; while the use of flour for’ preparation of food

" was observed: mainly in low income grOups.f““””' S
'h"need*for’eipanding'the'supply'of”ﬁégetahlE?SOurces of protein
is clearly indicated; a rise to about twice the present levels in order

" to achieve at a satisfactory, but far from ideal nutritional status. -

iy WhE
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.

The estimates of requlrements nf -cereals and pulses for human
food at the current 1evels and composltion of supply are given in
Table 12 4

- o , . e -

Productlon of coarse grains have generally declined since 1978 and
the average production of the three coarse grains, ‘maize, sorghum and
kurakkan during these three years 1978-80 was -around at, 607 , 200 cwt,
S 300 cwt, and 210 600 cwt respectively, totalling 823 400 cwt. o
Hence, an immediate increase of about 114 000 .cwt. and an. incremental
increase of 1. 77 of each years production thereafter, is necessary to
meet at least the demands at the current level of consumption.-

The production of rice at current levels is around - 1,328,000 tons and

at the current consumptlon 1eve1 which is considered satisfactory,

L1 384 000 tons were requ1red in 1981 a short fall of 56,000 tons which .

;‘calls for an increase of 4/ of current availability. Policy decisions

regarding ‘the extent of replacement of wheat imports by rice and other
grains,»would place additional demands on productlon of cereals.1 The
quantitative needs, 1ncorporating the various alternative policy .

decisions will not be a subject for discussion in this report.

W1th regard to productlon of grain legumes, ‘the current total pro-
duction of cOWpea, greengram, blackgram and soya bean together is about
799,4002cwts determining the level of consumption. But as already indi-
cated, there is a big gap between desirable levels of consumption and
current availability and hence there is a great scope for expansion of
production even when considered purely from the point of view of demand
for human food. The current level of production falls short of 1,400,000
cwts in 1981 to meet the requirements of the pulse component (7.75 kg

per person per year)in a nutritionally recommended diet.

The importsiof beans and pulses and the productions of the grain

"legumes are shown in Figures II & V respectively. The extents of land

devoted to production of the different crops during 1975-1980 are given
in Table 12.5. One observes a drastic decline in the extents cultivated

under coarse cereals from 1978 to 1980. There is also a fall in the

_total land area cultivated under greengram, cowpea, soya bean and

1. Currently maize is the only cereal which has some demand outside the .

demand of human food.
2. Average for the three years '78 - '80.

[ B4
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blackgram. In respect of oil seeds such as ground nuts and gingelly,

the former registers a decline, while the latter has claimed more land
over the recent years 6832 increase). Given this background, it is
very difficult to forecast product1on during subsequent years. Shifts
occur fram crOp to crop dependina on many factors, prtce zncentzves
havmg the greatest zmpact on dectswns of producers. No attempt will
be made to discuss the gaps between furure supplies and demands, and
land requirements and product1v1ty levels for desired targets. The
rest of the chapter would be devoted to a d1scu551on on the analysis of
constraints to production and measures to be adopted for expansion of

production.

/12,2 EXPANSION OF DEMAND® *

The study has revealed that presently kurakkan and maize arevbeingl
grown only as a substitute cereal for rice and the demand for coarse
cereals 1ncluding sorghum, as human food is not high enough to warrant
promotion of expansion of these crops. In the context of the experimental
efforts to 1ntroduce wheat as a crop the value of this goarse cereal as .
human food is bound to decrease further if wheat cultivation proves to

be a success, but maize has its uses in the livestock feed'industry

YAl
MRV

which currently absorb about 8,000 tons annually.

Three pOSsible‘demand shifters can be identified to promote

further utilisation of the three coarse cereals kurakkan, mai;e,and

) sorghum within the country.

12.2.1 Improvements in livestock feed industry
Maize being a principal raw material for livestock feed,:it has
a derived demand which is affected by changes in the demand for thé
livestock feed. Policies relating to livestock development would thus
have an impact on demand for maize and hence its production. At present
the quantum of locally produced maize used in livestock feed manufacture
is low. This may be partly due to the livestock feed manufacturers:
being not in a position tc obtain a regular supplf of the local produce
in sufficient quantities to enable them to utilise their available

m .



242

manufacturing capacity. A suitable marketing mechanisml should be able

to correct this situation and expand,the demand for local produce. ‘-

M - L]
12.2.2 Introduction of new agro-based industries S
Another untapped area for utilisation of coarse cereals, maize
in particular, lies within the field of agro-based industries; -
‘specifically relating to the extraction of vegetable‘oil.‘ Such a

venture could be'undertaked.by'both local and foreign investors.

12.2.3 Popularisation of: use of cereals by 1ntroduct10n of pre-processed
food '

The low demand for these cereals as human food could. be attributed
to the abundant supply of wheat, specially in the pre-cooked cpnvenient
form of bread. '

.4) . There is potential for the utilisation of some. of the cereal -:
grains particularly sorghum,‘substituting-for-upto 10% of' wheat
flour in bread. An efficient mechanism for supply of grain for

_ conversion to flour. regularly and suffic1ent1y, has to be

&

evolved to effect .and sustain a programme for substitution.

ii)- An additional demand could be created if consumers, particularly
the urban dwellers were provided access to the cereals in the
‘form of flour or a pre-processed food such as flakes, crispies,
~and biscuits. This area ‘could be explored with a view to
providing such items at a cost that would be acceptable when
comparisons are made between meals of these products and meals
with bread, and future investments encouraged if the market is
favourable. In any case, if the qualities of these new products
are comparablé with that of imported items there could be a
ready demand from the tourist industry.

The grain legume erops as a group are produced in thts country,
maznly for humm consunptzon. Exports of such grains were. fairly recent
occurrences and confined only to blackgram which has a relatively

. - : : .
o - .

-

1 Chapter Twelve, p. 251.
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restricted market within the country ‘The need for expansion of .
production of the grain legume crops, for the purpose of raising the
nutritional standards of the population has already been discussed.
Cowpéa and greengram have potential for expansion as they are mainly
substitutes for vegetables in turries and Being used for preparation
of other food 1tems. Blackgram has very . special uses in terms of

food items and has a restricted market locally.

Soya bean, a h1gh protein grain legume, and a recently

introduced ‘crop ‘to this’ coumtry, is utilised as a component in the‘iﬁ
preparation of 'Thrzposha ,'a supplementary food provided by the Ministry
of' Health for ‘the nutritionally impoverished groups as an intervention
in nutritional’ up11ftment. ‘A purchase ‘of 2 84& 800 1bs had been R
targetted for this purpose’ for 1981.1 Soya bean is also used as an'
ingredient"of‘animal{feedi “The present overall demand for soya beans for
all purposes is estimated at 10,000 tons. Soya has a wide range of
potential uses in pre-processed food, such as m11k and meat and it is

N

poSsible to' increasé’ the demand- further.

" The potentzal for eaport of cereals and the pulses used specually
in animil feed could be fuZZy eaplozted ‘The maintenance of international

standards and ‘grades is a sine—que—non for this purpose.:i

T . L i Doin P
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01203 IMPROVEMENT OF PRODUCTIVITY

:{f‘;“;-‘, ;-_':' = L,A.,. \f!}i. . YRR I o :.,-

Increases in supply to meet‘1ncreased demands have generally resulted

' from expansion of land devoted to the .crop. (extens1ve cultivation) rather

~ than by increas1ng the product1v1ty per unit of land already allocated

for the crop (intensive cultivation) Pronvtzonal Measures. such as prtce
zncentzves, credit, research and eetenszon fhczlztzes have. failed to

increase the average yteld per acre of the crops over the last decade.

ppear

_ canstrnznts,lwhzch are haznly the cause as.weZZ as the result of

D LV L

(1) the basze structure of the fhnrtng systens tnat aneonmvdhte these

SIS L3 Paen bs

1 Exports of beans and peas (mainly blackgram) in oWts, o casgnil
1977 1978 . 1979 1980 L _
2431 22006° 27600 “ 21161
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crops, and ( 2) the low priority and support provided by the state to
these crops in comparison to even the other crops such as chillies and
potatoes wzthzn the subsidiary food, erops, zn the programmes for
empanszon of'fbod prodhctzon.

12.3.1 Low levels of management and-lack of specialised knowledge of
crop husbandry ' ’ ' o

The cultivation of coarse cereals and grain'legumes has always
1
been an adjunct to paddy cultivation. These crops along with chilli

and yams are mainly grown in family farms which combine paddy on

7”lowland the 'subsidiary crops being mostly cultivated under the tradi—

‘tional chena system on unirrigated land. The farmers have by trial and
error evolved . cropping systems suited to their environment, income ‘

levels and family labour, the underlying motives being to increase

 farm food supply specially with regard to cereals, and to increase

farm incomes with very little additional cash investments for ,
cultivation of the subsidiary food crops or cash crops in the system.2

Generally most of the male labourers withdraw from the chena

* cultivation immediately after clearing the jungles to attend to land

'preparation ‘for paddy cultivation ‘and thereafter the experienced

farmers concentrate on the paddy cultivation operations while the
planting, sowing and tending of the crops in the unirrigated land is left
to those who dould be spared from the paddy cultivation. In highlands

close to the homesteads it is mostly the women who -attend to the subsidi-

ary food crop cultivation in addition to their household duties.

Thus the management :of these crops unlike in paddy, does not receive the

‘individual and continuous attention of at least one member of the family

let alone the experienced farmer. This results in lack of specialised

knowledge of crop husbandry.

The traditional chena system of cultivation itself: indirectly
contributed to low levels of management. This system which provides for

recuperation of soil fertility during intercultivational periods, and \

Pt

Chapter Four ~ Summary, P- .58
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also -inhibits weed ‘growth, helped in maintaining the productivity
levels, even though low, constant from year to year without’ use of
fertiliser or improved weed control practices. Viewed against the
fact that chena cycles have increasingly become shorter due.to the

pressure of population on land ‘and also the policy of regularising

the encroachments: on chena land and allocating such land to the farmer

‘for settled cultivatioh, the soil would need ‘eénrichment with applied

nutrients during each cultivation season and weed growth has to be
properly controlled in order to at least sustain a satisfactory level

of productivity.

'80il acidity inhibits productivity of'ctops such as maize and

* probably soil amendments may become necessary from time to time in

some farmers' fields.

vt vk

The farmers' practice of usiﬁg mainly their‘own or neighbour's
seeds leads to degeneration of stocks and has an impact on productivity. ’
Farmers lack skills in identifying dlseases and use of correct chemicals’
for control of diseases and pests. Other areas in which farmers
need education are in avoiding excess use of seed, and times of planting.
12.3.2 Instability of the market for the produce and the inadequacies

of the supportive policies. for prodyctipn;.

The market for the'coarse cereals and’$rain légumes had always
been unstable and pricing and other supportive policies had not been
constitently committed towards any planned increase in production of
these crops, to motivate producers to acquire specialised knowledge
and skills for théir improved éultivation. Farmers however have
responded to favourable policies by cultivating additional land or -
redistributing the available land to take advantage of the profitablé":
crops at any given time. Past experiences-of impact of trade and
, procurement policies have indicated such trends.1 They .seem to consider
that a rational way of increasing the 1ncomes from a unit of land in

the face of uncertainties of the market is to practice a low—cost,.

R T R T M- % s B S S S
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1 Chapter One , Page 3 - para 2 and 4
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less effort, mainly family labour dependent farming with the_flexibility

of re-alloc. :ion of land among crops of the system to take advantage

of the market.

No special effort was made to single out crops within this group

of coarse cereals and pulse crops for a forceful and sustained drive

towards achievement of set goals of production. In the promotion of

enhanced production of subsidiary food crops, chilli, onions and

potatoes .were singled out for special effort long before the coarse

cereals and pulses as a group gained some importance in the food

prednction programmes.1 Chilli competes with'pulses_on many farns on’

unirrigated 1and,%;\A comparison of numbers and amounts of loans taken

for cultivation for chillies, with that of the residnalﬂcategory of

subsidiary food crops comprising of cereals, pulses and oil seeds,

gives a rough indication of the levels of intensities of cultivation of

the different crops. The cultivations of ill-drained paddy fields in

yala too ‘generally favoured chilli to pulses as 1t was a more profitable

Crop.’

12.3.3 Farmers' opiniens

Farmers' responses to the question of what was considered the

major constraints to production of each crop‘indiCated concerns about

the basic resources of land,labour, cash and water for.cultivation and

also manketing facilities and reflected a lack of interest in Crop .

No marked d1fferences were observed cropwise within an area.

The relative 1mportance of the different resource constraints were

however reflected.4 Information on prices d1d not figure as- a major 1

constraint{f N
1 Chapter One » page 2 - para 3

2 Chapter Six , page 125 - item No. 6

3 Chapter Six, page 129 - item No. 4 . - ' : o -
4 Lack of marketing facilities and water for the farmers of Hambantota,

shortage of land for cultivation of maize and cowpea for Gemunupura/
Tissapura farmers, labour shortage for cultivation of Blackgram in
Chettikulam are worthy of note. . ' : - : L

"
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12.4 APPROACH TO RESEARCH

Agronomic research conducted on these crops had so far been
geared towards increasing the productivity of single crops. Such o
research results though of great value, have not had the desired impact
on productivity. Producers “on a' commercial scale would normally be ;
willing to acquire and utilise such specialised knowledge ‘and reap
the benefits of the research. But, contrary to expectations, the
settled highland cultivations in Chettikulam, which can be treated as :

approaching commercial scales of productlon, because holdings were

" 'very 'large and blackgram the dominant crop was grown for the market also

reflected low levels of crop management. In the context of a production

situation where these crops seem to be of secondary or marginal value to

" semi-subsistence farms, such research may not be able to make a

meaningful contribution to improved farming. An improved variety - a
major contribution of research - may be adopted but without the attendent
practices which involve high cash investments and special skills., As

has already been discussed, the basic structure, philosophy, and o
resources of these farming enterprises do not favour the aim of high
level productivity ‘concomitant with high levels of investment and

gaining of expertise in crop husbandry. Therefore, the research

approach ‘and research recommendations need to be oriented to suit the »
existing farming structures, and evoke the interests of the farmers in
increasing the product1vity of all crops in their farm. In the o

interests of the beneficiaries, the research should be based on a farm

* cropping system approach and principally be area and season specific, o

recognis1ng the paddy production capabilities of each area the land
water and’ labour resources of the average farm, the existing patterns of
cropping and labour availability, and also ideally aim at providing
recommendations of crop-mixes, holding sizes, and management levels

feasible for adoption resulting in increases in the productivity of

- each crop:.and:of the farm incomes. lCropping systems research will

find-its useful:applications in ‘the context of stable farming systems.

1 Such.an approach is currently being employed in the Dept. of’
Agriculture/IDRC project in the Dry Zone - Research Station at
Maha Illuppalama.
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A“PIOJeCt and other Irrigation Development projects. The foregoing

12.5 STRATEGIES FOR INCREASING PRODUCTION

Incréases in production can resilt from the increases in the’

I ]

acreage under cultivation as envisaged in the Mahaueli ﬁevelopment e

(4

discu351ons have highlighted the pOSSlbllitieS for 1ncreasing the
demands_of the different crops, the elements of the environment that
have influenced the reluctance in the upgrading of levels of management
for_increasing,prodnctivity,and thus prevented the acquisition of

specialised knowledge, identified special areas of deficiencies in érop

. husbandry, and focussed attention on the status of the agronomic research

_and the need to orient it to suit the existing farm structure.

Strategies could be devised to achieve the desiredvgoals within the
given framework of pollcies and exlstlng farming structures,  both
physical and economic, or to change the farming env1ronment in terms of
policies and structures to suit the goal Before proceeding to discuss
strategies it is pertinent to mention that the lack of @ réliable data
base relating to subsidlary crops; both food and other crops, constrains
the study and preparation of production plans in respect of these
crops. It limited the scope of the analysis of this study and prevented

"‘

a fuller discussion of production goals and strategies in relation to.
a time scale. A discuss1on of strategies becomes more meaningful when
related to specific production plans which emphasise the relative
positions of the crops w1th regard to competlng crops, in the overall

plan of agricultural productlon.

‘12 5 1 Strategies of immediate relevance in 1mprov1ng production to

meet the current demands w1th the existing semi-subsistence

farm structures

’ |
1., An;immediate benefit of the research done so far ‘could be made ‘to
‘accrue to the farmer and the nation, if based on the findings,

- 1-efforts-are directed towards providing recommendations for crop

»

marnagement levels which, though not considered to be fully
exploitative of the potential, are capable of increasing the
prodhctivitylto sufficiently higher-levels to pnovidé better
retiins than at present, with little additional tnputs and

expertise.
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2 The distribution of foundation seeds to farmers at appropriqte
jrequeﬁcies would be a basic steép in improving levels of
-productivity. The Department of Agriculture could actively

pursue a programme for this purpose.’

3 Intensified farmer education on seed selection for sowing/planting,
use-of desirable quantities of seed, time of planting, identifica-
tion of diseases , use of the correct chemicals in control of '
each disease and pests and stordge practices could contribute to
‘an upgrading of management levels and hence increase of
productivity. The extension service could concentrate on these
aspects relating them if appl1cab1e to recommendations ‘that would

ensue from suggestion at (1) above.

4 The use of ill drained paddy lands for cultivation of these
”orops during yald_is a strategy that was intended increase water
use efficiency and increase production of subsidiary food. crops.
hFarmersibneed to be convinced about the benefits of such a
dec1s1on vis-a-vis cultivating paddy under insufficient water

1
condltions.

5 Operatzon of a fLOOP price schemezprovides a support for production.
 For such prices to be effective they should be based on- timely
information on the market trends and production costs of the crop
itself and also relative to its competitors. The information
required for this purpose should be reliable and obtained

through a continous monitoring process.

L

1

For a comparison of paddy cultivation with that of chillies and
pulses, see Chapter Six, page 132 para 4 to page 133 para 2. .The
benefit cost returhs and water use efficiency need tdé bée studied.

in the context of water being no longer a free input for the farmer
and the States policy of determining the crops grown in Yala based
on water availability.

The Ministry of Agriculture and Research .has introduced a revised
floor price scheme since 1980 Chapter Eleven,. page 232, para 2

to page 233, para 3.
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6  Provision of well drained small scale, low cost, factlity for
on-farm storage would reduce crop losses during storage and =
increase the supply, and also provide a greater incentive for
increased production as farmers will be in a'better position to

manipulate sales to take advantage of the prices.

12.5.2 Strategies for expansion of production in a long term programme

Expansion of production by increasing both'thé:dendhd and supply
' can be considered seriously only if a firm comnntment to enhance the
production of any of the crops is entrenched in the Zong term pZan. Crops
. have to be singled out for speﬁtfic attentton. Strategies could and

need be varied according to the purpose and volume of produce in:

respect of which production is planned for.

1  Production for industrial needs

Produce required for industrial purposes have to be-available

"for purchase in sufficient quantlties and in time by the users.
The extents of the time concentrated demands could motivate
production on commercial scales, and if profit is sufficlently
attractive, ‘the unirrigated lands and ill drained paddy fields
in yala in the farm may be devoted mainly or ~ntirely to the
crop, specially in areas which are located in close proximity
to the industrial plants. Once in production of a crop and
haV1ng acquired expertise'in its husbandry, a farmer would be
reluctant to withdraw from it unless compelled by very adverse

" market forces or other very severe problems

Farm structure - crop specialisation, and scale of operation

In a situation where the demand for a crop is mainly for an
industry or even an export market, various policy options
relating to the crop farm structure can arise. Should pollcies

favour crop specialisation and large scale mono—cropping or-

A
1 Demands identified are for maize in livestock feed industry and )
extraction of vegetable oil, sorghum as substitute for wheat flour. in
bread, and cereals and soya bean in pre—processed food. Chapter Twelve,
page 241 para 1l to page 242, para 2. o

2 Export market for both cereals and pulses for use as livestock feed.
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- encourage both large scale and family farms with crop
specialisation or allow a continuance of pfresent system are some
basic questions that need be answered as other strategies evolved

have to necessarily suit the farm structures.
p

Market mechanisms and extension services

Manufacturers require a regular supply of raw materials in .

‘ Sufficient quantities to maximise the utilisation of the ayailable,
manufacturing capacity. ‘The flow of raw material from the farms
is condentrated at the time of harvest; presently the naha harvests
providing 95 -99% of the products during a year. Thus the need
for planned production, purchase and storage to ensure the ideal

'"position relating to the’ supply of materials is emphasised. An
effective method by which th1s could be achieved is to encouwrage
5@21 mmuﬂactunené £o enten into contnacts with ,5am~m5 dea Yy

‘with fanmer cor openatweé if not possible thncugh exuung ones,
then thnough Lnémmz gnoupé maLnBy fon puncmée 0f the produce
at a pne detenmined pfwce acceptab& to bota mnau I The

:'Ministry of Agricultural Research and Development could take the
respon31bi11ty of bargaining with such agencies in the initial
hperiod.' Prov1sion of extension adv1ce and 1mproved seed could also
‘be undertaken by feed manufacturers. What is proposed is a
parallel mechanism to what is currently operated by the Ceylon
Tobacco Company in relation to ‘tobacco. The storage aspect would
loon large in the process of ensuring a regular supply throughout
the year. It is assumed that in the planned contract buying
system the manufacturers would make an all out effort to buy
almost all their entire requirements for a year at the time of
the maha harvest and make their own arrangements to store the

grain for use during the year.~

2 Development of cropping systems

v StabilityAAcropfmixes, size of holdings_agd_;_gmmgs, C e ‘

Stable farming systens have to be evolved within the context  of

1
the policies regarding farm structures, for each distinct agro-

k Contract buying has to be necessarily effected through Farmer Co-
operatives or informal groups when production is in small farms.
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ecologlcal zone. Whlle providing a set of altemative systems

‘ for each area it would be desirable to restrzct the nurber of

erops within each systen and area. Such stable systems would
promote speczalzsatzon in crop husbdndry and also facilitate
concentration and attention by the state in the productlon of

any single crop. -

The potential - for. promotion of coarse cereal and pulse production

“in areas ‘where -the ‘land and or water are'Ziniting}fbr;paddyr

cultivation could be eaploited if a system exclusive of paddy,
but' éapable of yielding incomes high enough to purchase?the

“'requirements of rice for food or compensate for loss in. rice for

food:due to its cultivation could be developed .for such areas.

' Mived farming is a. practice that is prevalent in some parts of
-~ the'country. ‘At the current low levels of management this practice
‘ seems to have to some advantages to the growers, in that it

‘" saves labour in sowing and other oﬁerations, as no differential

attention is given to the crops grown. Whether such crop-mixes

provided an environment of coexistence with benefits of ~sharing

" 'of nutrients and complementing of crops for proper development

of each (eg.shade for one plant from another etc.) or inhibited

" the proper growth and development of one or more crops, may

| land

~beSCIoée1y~examined in order to decide on whether such practices

" should be eliminated or accommodated in the stable farming

system

With the development‘of stable farming systems for eéach area

-answers “to what should be the holding:-8izes of different types of

land within a farm in a specified area, for provision of a
sufficient farm incomes and or that can be managed by the family
labour alone or with available labour should eherge;» :Such
information would be of value in the allocation of land in new

settlements to mmnzmzse the wunderutilisation of'the unzrrzgated
1 i , I

1

Chapter Four, pp. 59, last para; pp. 54 para 2 tgnpp:”56>péra“5,ﬁ“

[P
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The stabzlcsatton of cultivation of paddy Lands durzng yala
could also form a component of cropping systems reséarch in any

area.

Provision of suitable supportinghmeasures

Extension Services

Advisory leaflets containing recormendations of research had

been made available in respect of most crops. No special

- field extention programme was inst1tuted for these crops except

in the special project areas which were chosen for promotion of

.. cultivation of pulses among other subsidiary food crops. such as

chilli and onions, during yala. The main concern of the agricul-

tural extension services was the paddy crop. The extension
. officers. were also however expected to provide the necessary

'advice and services in respect of all other f1e1ds crop in

their areas., Extension efforts relating to the coarse cereals

- and pulses have to be spec1ally 1mproved to meet. demands of
_higher levels of cultivation. The sen u&ce coubd be mde moie
effective i it 4s geared to suit the 5cuwung Agétemé 06 the area;

the officers could be made fLQApOMLb/@Q fox the ovenall menwemewt
of the fams and to aAM_At thc 6afun?ll. in the cuﬂtuaum 05 w&t |

c)wpé in the Agbtem. i

Extension work shoutd abo be extended to coven marketing aépeca

'quldance should be prov1ded in advance of each cultiVdtion season

.regarding pos81b1e oversupplies of any commodity within the

system, ‘to enable a proper choice of crops for cultlvafion.

Coarg L

’ Pric1ng and procurement

EELS IRV Y U £ R

‘,Float pl&ceé can have the de51red 1mpact on productlon if

v_“complemented by su1table procurement arrangements and distribution

systems. Government 1ntervent10n in procurement should be

acutely competitive with, but not eliminate the private

-

1

See Footnote 1 of pp 249 and Chapter Four, pp. 58 para 1.

AT
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_involvement in marketing. The state could regvlate the markets

‘;and the prices, if proper buffer stocking arrangements are &
introduced for the produce. With regional specialisation of "
crops, it would be economical to establish meg&ona[ buééem Ata:kb ..

Schemes as opposed to a national scheme.

. Credit

Though farmers mentioned lack 6f cash as d constraint for &
" cultivation of these crops;1 dtiﬁibaiioh‘od"thé foan faci bities
prgvided fon these onops wden the medit scheme’ fon the
‘subdidiany food cucps was veny poor.  The introduction of
stahiliSedhfarming‘systems,‘the development of a loan scheme to
'facilitate:the“financing operation of the entire farm could be
" developed. 1In the formulation of such a scheme the cash and kind
flows 04 crop produce , potential for 4inancing an opua/t&cn
B nefating to one aop from the proceels of another, amd needs of
cash™§on " hining pabour, have 2o be necognised te requlate the .
nezeaée 05 anms An Atageé gon eﬂéec/twe ude 4in pwiuc,am

“f

12, 6 CONCLUSIONS

The facts that the demands for cereals and grain legumesxhad been

almost exclusively for local human consumption in the form of food

Aprepared directly from the grains, with a great degree of substitutabillty

and complementarity among them and other grains, and that the extent

of support and dr1ve for 1ncreased production prOV1ded by the State
varied over time, w1th the demands of these crops being regulated by the
availabillty of mainly wheat and r1ce, and also masoor dhal in the case
of pulses, could be a few basic reasons for the inabllity to create
sufficient . interest among farmers to enhance production through use of

improved technology. Farmers who grew these crops'continued'to grow

"thénm in theé traditional manner2 in chenas which helped maintain static

1 Appendix 21 | | - .

2 Excludes Soya bean to which farmers have been introduced very
recently along. with the use of- -fertiliser and other improved
practices.
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‘levels of productivity even at the low-input level.of cultivation; the

coarse grains were grown to satisfy food requirements at the farm level,
and pulses along with other food or cash crops.for:the market. : Quick
responges to demands and prices of the mérket’Oriénted crops have been
observed to be brought about by extensive use of land fot :the mos;'i

favoured crops. )

'Thus, .in any serious attempt to increéseﬁproduction of these::
crops, first' and foremost the heedé for these crops ‘within the ‘food
policies and production programmes vis-a-vis that of -other -crops that
have a .direct impact on these crops should bé examined, and whether
these needs warrant special interest in promotion of any subgidiary!

crop for provision of food should be ascertained.

Préduction for newly created demands in areas other thén consumption
of grain directly as.fodd1 with assurance of absorption of the produce,
could activate interest and promote specialised cultivation of any
particular crcp. If such demands arise in the area of pre-processing
for food, they indirectly meet the needs of the food production

programnes.

. In the context of the chena system of cultivation giving way to a
settled system of cultivation of highland, the development of farming
systems suited to each agro-eécological zone should provide a ;ound base -
for cultivation for the farmer, and facilitate the planning for.promotiog
of crops selectively. The farm structures and systems should be
flexible enough to gear themsclves towards large scale production of
any one or two crops from within the system.

The systems should be supported by pricing, procureﬁent and credit
policies which should be sensitive to the differential needs of the
crops, and also at the same time recognise the competitiveness and/or

complementarity of these and other cash crops in the system. Generally

o

1 The demands for Soya bean arehvaried and lie within the food industry
and livestock feed industry. ) . :
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.group, thls group having a lower priority than any single crop among

.there had been a tendency to plan for coarse cereals and pulses as a

. others in the subsidiary food crops group;_ Floot prices however are .

j,fixed differentialiy for each ctop, biit tot with 4 consideratlon of y

the competition effects of prices of oine bh dnother.

Thus with c¢reation of new demands, the movement towards settied
farming, regional specialisations, suitable farming systems, and, ‘
suppbrting policies flexible enough to suit varying needs of farm
structures, type of demands and crops, it should be possible to expand
production in the pulses, and coarse cereals, specially maize, by

improved methods of cultivation.

a*
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Table 12.1 - Per capita Supplies of Selected Food

T
Food item

Cereals .

“'Rice

'Wheat flour

Other grains
Pulses

Greengram

Othe; pulses
Fish

Eggs-

Meat T

Milk

2 4 oL " & ®
Items (kg per year)
Average

©1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 (75-79)

92.37 96.82 98.18 109.84 103.15 91.89 89.53 99.01 82.43 94.02 10900 97.18 91.87 94.%

‘ S : ik : :

39.49 32.98 31.79 29.51 23.44 33.15 34.28 32.60 38.57 40.55 43.00 45.04 37.92 40.42
3.74 2.97 2.67 2.15 1.88 1.77 2.68 3.06 3.58 3.47 4.01 2.76 2.30 3.22
1.10 0.69 0.20 0.17 0.15 0.18 0.32 0.32 0.54 0.38 0.48 0.60 0.52 0.50
5.23 4.73 6.46 5.74 2.54 2,51 1.02 0.47 1.45 1.27 1l.16 2.57 3.87 2.06
9.29 11.11 10.81 8.25 7.28 8.29 7.84 6.46 7.00 6.88 9.66 9.66 B.Qﬁ 8.43
1.83 1.84 1.96 1.92 2.00 2.49 1.96 1.47 1.52 1.48 1.52 1.41 1.66 1.52
1.63 1.74 1.95 1.71 1.77 1.73 1.71 1.20. 1.86 1.41 1.26 1.29 1.18 1.40

12.81 13.16 11.56 12.05 12.97 16.01 16.37 11,17 11.52 12.42 14.60 14.60 14.77 13.58

38.57 37.74 38.78 47.47 37.61 35.11 35.19 35.48°34.88 35.65 34.91 34.77 34.60 34.96

Source

- Food Balance Sheets

AYA



Table 12.2 - A Comparison of average Requirements of Selected Food Items for a Balanced Diet w1th averaqe

Supply (kgs/person/year)

. ’ - ' ' Average requirement

Average supply for a nutritionally
during 1975-79 : ._recommended diet
Rice ‘ . o 94.90 o 98.75
Other cereals 43.64 _ 31.80
Wheat A 40.42
Others | : | 3.22 .
?ulses , : 2.56 ) 7.75
Anim;l foods .- ' 11.35 - 27.01
Milk and milk products A ‘ ' 13.58 52.02

Vegetables . o ’ A 34.96 , 53.49

Source.of information - Food Balance Sheets.

Weighted average computed on.the basis of the recommendation of the Departments of Nutrition,

Medical Research Institute and thé percentage distribution of population age 1 year and above

by sex and age at the Census of Population 1971. - The specific requirements of pregnant and lactatlng
mothers and children under 1 year of age have not been considered in this computation.

863
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Table 12.3 -~ Per Capita Consumption /Month by Income Groups

Under
Items Rs. 200
Rationed rice (lb) 7.98
Outside ration rice (1lb) 7.91
Other grains (1b) 0.77
(kurakkan, maize etc.)
Wheat flour (lb) 3.98
Bread (1lb) 2.98
bhal (1b) 0.69
Greengram (lb) 0.20
Othef pulses .0.06
Meat (1b) 0.26
Fish (1lb) 1.69
Eggs (Nos) 2.15

Rs.

200~-399

7.59
9.87

0.44

3.45
3,92
0.76
0.23
0.07
0.48
2.50
7.41

Rs.

400~599

7.21
11.80

0.49

2.94
4.28
0.76
0.32
0.09
0.81
3.05
16.10

Rs.

600-799

7.23
12.34

0.45

1.96
5.50°
0.81
0.23
0.05
1.12
2.92 .
28.77

Rs.

800~999

6.30
11.44

0.55

1.37
4.87
0.80
0.29
0.06
1.18
2.01
35.97

[ & '3
all '

oo Lncone
& over g . P
5.56 7.58
13.56 9.68
0.40 0.57
1.73 -~ 3.40°
5.98 3.78
1.02 0.74
0.25 0.23
0.16 0.07
2.03 0.54
3.65 2.34
58.57 8.46

Source -~ Prelumlnary report on the socio-economic survey of Ceylon 1969/70.
Department of Census & Statlstics

667



Table 12.4 - Estimates of Requirements of Cereals and Pulses for Foodl

09¢

. ! . . Q0.
Year Population2 Rice Wheat flour Other grains Pulses
(in thousands) (in thousands) (in thousands) (in thousands) (in thousands)
‘ ' long tons ‘ long tons . cwts: cwts
1981 14850 1384.10 589.52 . 939.26 746.74
N}
1986 16155 1505.82 o 641.36 1021.86 ' 812,41
1991 ' ) . 17577 1638.24 697.76 1111.72 883.85
1996 ) 19122 1782.30 ) 759.12 1209.49 961.58

2001 20804 1939.04 ’ 825.88 1315.85 . 1046.14
. rd

1 Based on average supplyiduring 75-79. _
2 198l - as at Census on 17th March 1981-.
Figures for the other years estimated on an assumption of a growth of 1.7s%.

[y




"Table 12,5 =~ Extent of Lahd Cultivated under Each Cfop

Source - Ministryvoangiiculture

25965

19625

Crop 1975 - 1976 1977
Maha Yala Total Maha Yala Total Maha Yala Total
Kurakkan Tt Ue1B72 4417 66289 47894 1125 49019 61923 1322 . 63245
Maize 7 94875 <Y, 4165 99040 . 74765 417 75182, 90074 696 90770
~ Sorghum 7814 1469 9823 2365 81 2446 3390 41 3431
Cowpea 13490 8088 21578 24988 22528 47516 53620 20917 74537
Greengram 18488 4378 22866 16844 3823 20667 24568 5941 = 30509
Blackgram 4329 697 5026 10704 1875 12579 30909 3370 34279
soyabeans 2029 .. 789 2818 1102 678 1780 1300 1202 . 2502
Groundnuts 15542 i 3667 1909 13196 3419 16615 13101 - 2911 16012
Gingelly 4 5186 26236 31422 7724 39214 46938 5192 28272 33464
1978 1979 1980
Crop Maha Yala Total Maha Yala Total Maha Yala Total
Kurakkan 42850 755 43605 26085 685 26770 18897 943 19840
. Maize COWYTLIT 69987 731 70718 '57244 507 57751 56841 861 57702
+.Sorghum 1321° 32 1353 407 92 499 239 o 239
Cowpea 48672 19444 68116 62262 12529 74791 43493 19621 63114
Greengram 25168 4964 30132 26776 3348 30124 26581 8495 35076
Blackgram ..31760... 2983 14743 20883 758 21591 n.a. n.a. n.a.
Soyabeans : 41&33" 629 4770 2129 887 3016 n.a. n.a. n.a.
-Groundnuts. 17230 3227 20457 9629 2855 12484 - n.a. n.a. n.a.
Gingelly 12975 28977 41952 15327 41292 58224

77849

19¢



mej‘ii_’f__l DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS OF AGRO-ECOLOGICAL REGIONS OF P
‘ [\
SRI LANKA
Agro-~ Monthly Histograms of 75% 75% Expect~- 757 Expectancy of dryness of Major soil Terrain
ecological rainfall probability for ancy value particular months groups
regions respective regions ' of annual . € O - > £ = "= a
rainfall(ins) 5 & 2 2 3 3 2 8
Dquxl > 30 Jb F {M My} Jun Jul Aug }Sep 'Reddish Brown Undulating
o ' o S Earths and Low
' Humic Gley Soils
DLS‘ "> 20 J4 F M My Jun Jul Aug iSep Reddish Brown Undulating
' T Earths with high and flat
amount of gravel
in sub soil, Low
Humic Solidized
: X Solenetz -
ILg;fI > 45 Tk .F%}M“Myg Jun Jul 2uz i{Sep - Reddish Brown Rolling,
- . o Earths, Immature hilly and
o Brown Loams and undulating
' Low Humic Gley .
o - soils ‘
IL, “ L > 35 J F {M My} Jun Jul Aug }Sep Reddish Brown Undulating
e oy T ‘ ; Earths, Non ~
JFM.AMJJASOND Calcic Brown
soils and Low
Humic Gley soils
* Denotes wetness for the month - J} denotes second half of January
: iM denotes first half of March -
. Similarly for other months
R} e ® y <4 [ 2 .




a8 »

[ 3

L

Appendix 2 - Population by Age Group

District

Anuradhapura

Vavuniya

Hambantota

i

Badulla

. Elahera

Project

Study area

Palayakulama

Halmil lakulama
Mahakanadarawa
Mahavilachchiya

Chettikulam
Pavatkulam

Gonnoruwa
Magama

Mépakadawewa.
"‘Gemunupura/

Tissapura
Attanagadawala

Bakamuna

263

Age Groups

L.ess
than

14 : Over
years 14-20 21-50 51-65 65
38.2 21.6 36.7 3.5 0.0
35.2 21.3 32.0 9.0 2.5
38.3 23.0 31.9 5.3 ° 1.5
36.4 21.7 31.0 8.7 2.2
30.2 24.9 38.0 5.9 1.0
36.3  21.9 ‘32.8 6.0 3.0
43.4 10.7 42,0 3.9 0.0
29.5: 20.8 . .37.7 8.2 3.8
38.0 21.7 29.9 1.6 2.7
47.8 17.0 31.2 3.9 0.0
30.2 . 16.7 39.1 9.9 4.2
34.0 21.5 5.0 1.5
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Appendix 3 - A NdTE ON THE COMPUTAT ONS OF INCOME FROM SINGLE CROP

Computation of incomes from szngle crops presented dlfficulties
as some crops had not been harvested at the time of ‘the survey and A
estimates of productlon hao to be 2mployed in place of the, actual 4

production. At the time. of ‘the survey during March-April 1977 and maha

_ 76/77 the paddy crop had not been harvested by even a single farmer

in Mahavilachchiya or Pavatkulam (only 3 farmers CUlLlVBtEd) most -
farmers in’ Halmillakulama Mahakanadarawa and Yodakandiya, and a small
minorlty of farmers in the other areas. The average»yields‘and average
selling price relating to the reporting fatm households were used to
estimate thelpaddy-incomeS'of households where  thisicrop had oot been.:
harvested. For Mehavilachchiya where none OL the farmers had harvested

their paddy the average paddy y1eld was obtalned from an extraneous

_source.l In the Elahera PrOJect area, the yaZa paddy crops of most

households were standlng in the field at the time of the survey.
Hereagain the average yield based on the reporting farm households, were
used to compute the missing information of individual households.

The use of an imputed value for the paddy income of each‘household
is not likely to have any serious i.pact on the average household
income or the pattern of composition of these incomes. It could slightly
affect the distribution pattern of households by total incomes and farm

incomes. The pattern of distribution of paddy incomes of households,

.specially in the colonisation .areas of Mehakanadarawa, Mahavilachchiya

and Elahera Project area, could be expected to be affected to‘a greater

'degree by use of imputed values. The distribution of paddy. 1ncome

v

was however not considered for/a separate analysis.

1 A study of Five Settlement Schemes prior to Irrlgatlon Modernisaczion,
Part II - Mahavilachchiya. The average y1elds were based on informa-
tion obtained through maintenance of farms records throughout tha
season on a sample of farmers. .

L
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. Appendix 4

. List qﬁ_the questions as posed to farmers diecqssed in the cropwise

\

i analysis under.Chapter.Five

;#wvdenotes that crop. speC1f1c informatlon was sought in respect of,
Kurakkan, Maize, Sorghum, Cowpea, Blackgram, Greengram, Toor dhal

and Soyabean.

# 1 When and how do you normally sow your crops and what are the seed
rates? in (i) Maha (ii) Yala

* 2 What are fhe‘verieties known tb:§ou?
* 3 Which of these varieties do you prefer to grow and reasons7

* 4 Were you able to get seed materlal of the preferred varieties,

and source from which you obtalned it?
5 Were you able to get seed materlal in L1me7

6 Did you use fertiliser on your lowland holding/highland holding/
. ' and chena holdlng during (i) tha 76/77 and (ii) Yala 76 or
7 Yala 777 .

* 7 Ndme of fertilisér aud‘quantity used and time of application?

8 Did you have any dlfflculties in obtalning fertiliser during
Muha 76/77 and fala 777 If yes what are the difficulties?

9 Do you agree that pulse crops enrlch the 3011 and is beneficial

to the succeeding crop?

10 Did you weed youx lowiand holding, highland holding and chena
"holding during (1) Maha 76/77 and (ii) Yala 76 or Yala 777

* 11 Method of weeding adopted if any during the reference period?

* 12 VWhat diseases appreciably reduce the yields of your crops?

13 Do you believe that soﬁing times has an effect on the incidence

. ' of disease?

. * 14 If yes, that times of soﬁing exposes the crop to the highest
~ risk of attack?
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15

17

+18

19

20

21

22

23

24

What insect pests appreciahly ieduce the yields cf your crops
and what control measures do you adopt?

What are the other pests that appreciably reduce the yields of
your crops and what control measures do you adopt?

Have you at ény time abandoned or were you considering, abandence

of your cultivation of any or due to high incidence of damage

caused by diseases or pests? If yes, what diseases/pests.

What problems do you encounter when harvesting the crops grown

by you?

What yields did you obtain from the crops grdwn by you during
Maha 76/77 and Yala 777 '

How do you thresh your crops?

What are the crops that are least affected by rain?
i) at early stages of growth, and
ii) at harvest

What are the crops that are least éfféétgd by drought?

Indicate your preference in respect of the following characteris-
~tics ¢f a crop?

V‘Age {months) height (ft) No. of picks at harvest Head type.
indicate your preference in respect of the following:

Characteristics in view of marketing, seed size, seed colour amd

seed shape.
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Appéndix 5

The conversion rates from volume measure,

Kurakkan
Maize
Sorghum
Greengram
Biackgram
Cowpea
Soyabean

to weight measure

Equivalent of a bushel
in Tbs"

52
59
56
59
64

65
64

267
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Appendix 6 - Preferences in Crops for Maha Cultivation (Average Scores)

Hambantota

" Elahera Prdjéct

Badulla

Vavunivya

Anuradhapura

eunueyeg

eTemepeyRUR]Y

eandessty,

/eamdnunuen

emomepeyedey

eurebey

eMnaouucd

- meTnyleaed

>

weTnyTIIvYD

eAtyoyoeTTaeyey
emMeIRpRURYRYCH
eure TR T TTUTeH

eur TnyeLeTed

Crops

Crops studied

1.0

Kurakkan
Maize

0.2

1.1

1.3
0.9

2.1.
0.7

1.4

2.2
0.9
‘0.1

2.2

2.1
1.2

2.5

0.5

3.4

0.1

0.3

1.9
0.1

0.1

Sorghum
Cowpea

1.1

l.0

1.6

1.9

1.9

1.3

Greengram

‘3.5

3.2

0.9

0.1

0.4

Blackgram
Soyabean

-

Cash crops
Chilli

1.4 1.5
0.1

2.5

- 0.8

Tobacco

Sugarcane
Cotton

0]

2.8

Other grains

3.4

3.7

3.5

2.4

2.3

Paddy

2.2

Meneri:

0il seeds

Gingelly
Groundnut

0.1

* Less than 0.1

L




Appendix 7 - First P;efefences in Crops forfuahaVCultiva;ion ' _ u?

_ Anuradhapu#a - Vavunizaﬁ Hambaﬁtota - Badulla _ Elahera Project
o o o 8 o
PR | % 2 @ - 3
. g g 2 § &* 8§ = £ rs b a
N=29_: ;.N=4_'3 1N=82 N=79 N=35 N=30 N=38 VN=3O N=30 N=65‘ N=31 N=27
Paddy : 55.2 44.2 50.0 58.2.  55.7 16.7 28.9 60.0 43.3 84.6 93.5 81.5
Kurakkan 17.2 18.6 14.6 6.3 2.9 3.3 23.7 - - - - -
Maize - 2.3 1.2 6.3 - - - 3.3 6.7 9.2 - -
Sorghum - - = 1.3. 2.9 - - - R - - -
Cowpea 6.9 2.3 17.1 8.9 2.9 6.7 5.3 6.7 3.3 4.6 - 7.4
Greengram . 3.4 - - - - - - 3.3 - - - -
Blackgram - - 7.3 = 35.7 70.0 - - . - - - -
Soyabean - - - . - - - - - - - 3.2 -
Chilli - 17.2 32.6 8.5 17.7 - - 13.2 26.7 - 1.5 - 3.7
Cotton - - = - - = 28.9 - .. - - - -
Tbbacco‘ - - - 1.2 1.3 - - - - - - - -
Sugar cane L - ;é‘ - - - - - - - 6.7 - . - -
e e e - 3.3 - - - - 3.2 3.7

691
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Appendix 8 REASONS FOR PREFERING TO CULTIVATE A CROP DURING HAHA“)
Anuradhapura _ Vavuniya Hambantota .- Badulla Elahera Project.
: 2 3 £ g i 3. F
'2 3 2 -5 _3- : g ] ‘5 3 2 ]
2 o B F X E] £ a3 X c
i =z 5 = 3 f 3 g § 2§ F
Crop Reasons z = S > H g § [ 2 g9 2 2
for preferance K 3 .g -E b < 8 £ 2 j'i: < a
Mo % No % Ho % No 2 No % No % o % Mo $ No T No T No 3 No . %
Paddy For consumption 13 72.2 24 96.0 35 67.3 35 67.3 21 91 312 65.0 16 88, 6 55.2 14 58.3
For sale - - 52.0 4 7.7 4 7.7 - 15.0 § 2 6.9 v 4.2
High income 6€33.3 - - 1019.2 18 3t.6 1 k.} 3 6 20.7 312.5
Easy to cultivate 1 56 2 8.0 611.5 1 1.9 - - - - 2 6.9 833.3
Traditional practice - = = = 1 19 1 1,9 2 3-7 - - T -
Easily marke(able Sl T TR T T S . - §13.8 - -
Other 3167 - - 1.9 1 19 - - 1 2 6.9 3125
Total responses , 18 100 25 100 52 100 52 100 23 100 8 9 100 24 100
Kurakkan For consumption 18 85,7 34 97.7 &1 88,1 Em - - 9 = s
For sale = = 1 29 1 1.6 2 3.8 - - . 4 - - =~ -
High income 2 95 - - 915 3 58 « =~ - - - o e ) FA= = A e .
Less water necded/
Resistant to draught 1 4,8 - = 1 161 1.9 « - « < « - e - 1T 20 = =« <« - -
Easy to cultivate 3 I'a.} 12,9 7113 = = = = « et a0 o & = L
Less diseases - S I Y. T T VA 2 U
Other 1 &4, 8 - - 2 3.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total responses 21 100 35 100 62 10052 106 - - 13100 29 100 19 100 4 160 - - - - - -
Naize For consumption 850,026 7685 B 26.7 36 QWG = = o STV BR T A BULUW VRS S ==
For-sale S 31.2 11 3.4 5 16.7 1581,7 ~ - « - - <« 1 67 9 30011196~ - - -
High income h25.0 6 17.61136.31952.8 - - -~ - Y - . - 5 16718320~ - - -~
Easy to cultivate 3188 1 293100 5139 - - - - - - 167 - - 589- - - -
_Suitable for the cnmate- - - -t - = - + s =« - -] 672 675289~ - - -
" Less diseases - - - - - 383 - + - = T - e e e e e -
Other : 6.2 ~ -6200383- - == = =« - 3100 3 5.4- - - -
Total responses 16 100 34 100 30 100 36 100 - =~ - - - =-15100 30 100 5 100~ ~ - -
Cowpea For consumption 15 62,528 6852953.3 33193 19 76.0 13 65.0 13 59.1 - - - 26 52.0 12 57.1 3 27.3
For sale 937515 4297 1w0h13 0.4 - - 2100 8364~ .- - < 91801 48 1 9.1
High income 11 45,8 10 28.62943.3 34 1,7 & 160 .7 35,6 7318 - - 24 48,09 L2.9 7 63.8
Easy to cultivate 2 8.3 - ~10145.9 2 3.0 - - 1 60 = -~ « - . - - 1 W8 - -
Less water needed/ T -
‘Resistant to draught 1 4,2 - - ’0 n. 4 I ‘1.5 2 8.0 1 §0~- - = - - 4 8.0 - -
less disessus - = 1.8 o= 2 e o1 hs5e - - w7 2001 4.8 - -
‘otner 1 b2 1 2, 9 5 7.5 | 1. 5160 - - 1 4§5- - - 6 12,0 k19,0 - -
Total respoiises 24 100 35 100 67 100 67 100 25 100 20 100 2 100- - -~ - 50 100 21 100 13 100
Greengram For eonsumption L e - - ~ TG = e = e e . -
For salec el B T T 1 1 7% T T T S
High Income = e e e e e et e e e e 1266,7 5 e e e m e e .
Short duration N -~ - =156 -~ - = =Ye . - -
Total responses A S S S S S S - - =18 100 - R N -
Blackgram For sale - - - 2 6.2 - =i~ 3 10,7 - - .- - - - - < -
High Income =~ = =~ 1549 - - 31 86200.4- - - - - - - - - - -
Easy to cultivate - = = - 61U8.8 -1t 298 28,6 - - -~ - - - - -
Less water n-eded/ .
Resistant to draught” -5 - - - 2 6.2 - -« 3 862 7.0 = = =~ ~ = R -
less diseaces L. - - 4 e . e 1 3.6- - - - - - e e e e e -
Less experses L T S T ) = 3 10,7~ <~ = = = - s e e e - -
Other . - = = = 79 - 3 B6- - - = & = o o e e 4 4 - .
Total ressonses *e 732 180 - - 35 10028 100 ~. - - - = b e A ol
Chillies . For consumption 419.0 410.0 13 26.5 15 30.6 - ~-.= = 6200269 - A T
For sal: b19.01230.0 918510204 - -'- - 10 33.384 13,8~ - o - - - < =
High income 18 85.7 28 70.0 28 57.1 36 73.5 - - - - 21 70,08 79.3- - - = - - - -
Easy to cultivate - - - - 36, - - = - .- - - - 1 3,4~ «- e e e e = .
Easily marketable - - « = 2 by - - - - =~ = 1t 332 69- - - -~ =~ - - -
Others ) " 48 - - 1 2p0- - =~ - = = - =1 34 - - - - - - -
* Totel responses 21 100 40 100 49 100 49 100 - <~ = = 30 1060 29 100 - - -~ - <« = - -
Cotton For ssle - - D T I T - - - 8 222 - - - - - - - - - -
High income - - - - = = = e e s 2 28 778 - = =« « =« e - « - -
Resistantto draught - - =~ - = e e e e ee = ] 28 = = e e e e a4 e e -
Suitable for the area - = - - - = . . - - - = 1 28- - - - - - e - . -
Total responses - - - - LI A R - = -3 W0 - - - - - - - - ==
Total responses relate to crops that had an average score of

(N

" mentioned each such cash. crop as a Ist, 2nd or 3rd preference,

0.9 or more and only the number of farmers who




Appendix 9 - preferences in Crops for Maha Cultivation Differentiated by Availability or Non-availability of

Lowland (Average Scores)

* First preference - 4; Second preference - 3;
crop not mentioned - 0.

Anuradhapura % Vavuniya . - Hambantota Badulla
o
o . 3 ; ~ :
Sl oA . - g 3
Crops:: Z s F 5 3
] - - M ]
S et P o % ':‘U
K g 5 : S g
_ I d
8 - , § 3 2. =
o Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms Farms
with- with with- with with- with with- with with- with with- with
out low- out low- out low- out low~- out low~ out low-
low- land low+.’ land low- land low- land low~ land low- land
land land ’ land "~ land land land
‘Crops studied -
- Kurakkan 3.5 1.7 - 2.3 2.2 0.2 0.8 2.8 1.4 1.3 1.3 1.2 0.8
“Maize 1.7 1.0 1.8 - 1.7 0.1 0.3 0.9 0.5 1.3 0.8 3.8 3.0
" Sorghum - * - - -~ 0.4 0.1 - - - - T~
“Cowpea 0.8 1.9 0.8 1.5 1.6 1.2 1.0 1.0 1.9 0.7 0.2 0.7
‘Grégngram | - 0.5 0.2 . - 0.3 0.9 0.6 1.2 0.9 1.2 1.1 0.5
Blackgram: *% - 0.5 0.5 0.1 4.0 2.8 - 0.1 - - 0.3 0.3
‘Cash_crops
Chilli 1.7 1.9 2.7 2.5 0.4 1.0 2.0 2.1 3.4 2.5 - 0.4
Tobacco - - - - - - - - - - - 0.2
‘Sigarcane o= - . - - - - - - - - - 0.5
Cotton - - - - - - 2.4 2.9 0.7 - - -
Other grains ) ; e : : : ;
paddy 2.0 2.4° 2.0° 2.2 0.6 3.3 0.4 2.1 - 3.3 1.1 3.1
Meneri - - - - 0.1 = CoT - - - - -
0il seed crops o . _
Gingelly - - - - - - 0.2 - - - - -
.. Groundnut = - o= - - - - 1.1 0.2 0.3 0.2 - -

Third preference - 2; Fourth and lesser ordexr of préference - 1;

7

- 142



Appgngi; 10 - Preferences in Crops for Yala Cultivation (Average Scorqi* :

PR
UGN

o

*

First preference - 4; Second preference - 3; Third
' crop not mentioned - 0,

Anuradhépura

s g &

o g d Hﬁ'

2 F 4 3£

. 3 G g a

C e ,% L g 2

(-4 e} =

- Crops studied
Kurakkan - - ‘0.1 -
Maize " - o - - - -
Cowpea - 0.6 0.8 1.2 0.6
Greengram - - 0.1 0.1l
Blackgram L= 0.1 0.1 0.1
Soyabean - - - -
Cash crops S
Chilli e - 0.3 -
Tqobacco S 0.1 - -
Other grains o S A
Paddy . : 1.2 0.5 0.3 0.6
Meneri N - - - -
Oil seed crops

Gingelly S 1.9 1.9 1.4 2.2
Groundnut - - - -

o

» Vavuniza
13
7 &
g

-8 -1
- 0.5

0.1 -
1.0 -
1.9 0.4
1.1 3.5
0.2 . -

Hambantota

PETAN

Badulla
a

~
7 Bf
2 i
£ o
0.2 -
- 0.1
0.3 -

' Elahera Project

_ l Attanakadawala

preference - 2; Fourth and lesser order of preference - 1;

k4



Appendix 11 - First Egéférggpe in Crops for Yala Cultivation

‘Anuradhapura _ : ' Vavuniya Hambantota ) Badulla Elahera Project

P palmillakulama’

Mapakadawewa - -

Crop

Attanakadqwala

Mahakanadarawa’
Chetﬁikuiaﬁ
Gemunupura/
Tissapura

Mahavilachchiya
Bakamuna

*'palayakulama
|
iuPavatkulamv .

i

Paddy
Kurakkan -

48.6  10.0 13.3 6.7 - 19.4  25.9

"I T ¥ 4"G0nnoruwa
Magama

Maize

Cowpea - ,6.71 5.3 3.3 .- B;i : ﬂ'f » -

Greengram

Blackgram

Soyabean - - c- - - 0% -

Chilli - - 2.6 3.3 - . = . 709 59.3
Tobacco o

Gingelly

Groundnut " - - - - 5 - 7 - 2 105 6.7 Lo i- 32 T4

Meneri ‘ - - - '; - e - - . 39.5 - Y- - ' - -

€L



Appendix.12 REASONS EOR PREFERING TO CULTIVATE A CROP DURING  YALA
Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota #lahera project
g 3 > s
< o - ‘@
E E] s E’ & & %
s = - S S - 5 b °
¢ Reasons x s § = 2 3 s £ g
rop €aso :, E E z g E 4 E § 5
ey = ~ r
i 2 __F 3 & g 8 2 2
No % No % No % No % No % Mo % No % No % No %
Cowpea High. income 1 16,7 3 27.3 8 29.6 3 60,0 = - =~ = = 1N 550 - -
- Less water needed/ 3 50,0 3 27.3 5 185 3 60.0 - -~ =~ = -~ - - -, - -
: Resistant to draught = = 1 91 8 29.6 4 80.0 -~ - - = = = - - - -
For consumption 2 333 3'27,3 2 7.4 4 8.0 - - - - - - 6 30,0 - -
- For sale - =1 91 - = 1 20,0 - - - - - - 2 10,0 - -
Other 1 167 2 18,2 4 14,8 - « <« .« o o o o -2 10,0 - -
Total responses 6 _100. 11 100, 27 100, ‘5 100. - - - . - -~ 20 100, =~ -
Paddy For consumption -7 77.8 - - 7-77.815 100 - - = - 12 8.7 6 66.7
High income 1 hna - = 1 111 - - - - - - 3 21,4 - -
Other 2 22.2 - =1 na - - - - - -1 7.1 6 66.7
Total responses 9 100, -~ - - - 9 100.15 100 . . - - 1.4100. 9 100.
ThiTIT ™~ "Wigh Tncome - - - - - RO - S {1+ B 26 92.9 2T 9T 3
Other - - - - - - - - - - - 4 14.3 4 17.4
ANl responses - - - - - - 14 100 - - 28 100. 23 100.
Gingelly Consumption ] 6.7 - - = - - -~ = - - - - = - - - -
- For sale ’ 4 26,7 3 13.6 3 9,4 7 20.0 - -2 74 - . - - - -
High income ¢ 1 67 2 91 2 6.2 1 2.9 - - - - - - - - - -
Less water needed 3 2.0 291 3 947 20M 9.75 185 - - . . . -
Resistant to dreught 3 20.0 12 54.5 14 438 24 68.6 -~ - 489 - - - - - -
Only possible crop 3 2.0 3 136 2 6,2 6 17.1 - - - - - - - - - -
Others 2 13.3 1 45 6 18.8 - -1 83 - =« - - - - - -
Total responses 15100, 2 100, 2 0. 35 100. 12 100. 2 100, - <. - - - -
neri ¥ consumption - - = - = - = - = - = = b 3.3 - - = s
Less water needed - - - - - - - = - = = = 7 4,2 - - - -
Suitable for the area - - = - - - - =~ = e -« 2 1NM.7 - - - -
Others - - - - - - - - - - - - - g . N7 - - - -
- Total . respunses . - . £ el e - - = =~ = 19100, - -
Groundnut High “income - = T = = = =« = = - 4 < 4 5.0 - - 10 6.7
; - Consumption - -~ = L= w - - -~ - S N - 3 20.0
Less water needed - - = - - - - - - = =~ -« § 62,5 - - - -
Other - - - - - - - - - = = - 1 12,5 - - 5 3.3
. A1l responses - - - - - s = = = = - 8 100, - - 15 100,
. Py . a4
&

9L2



“Appéndix 13 - Number, Total Extent and Average Extent of Chena.Crop.Holdingé on which Costs of Cultivation

and Returns were Based g
Anuradhapura - Vavuniya Hambantota - Badulla
o ]
[1°] .}
‘ g % o
” ' g ~ 8 il s 3
9 el '
crop i 3§ & i3 : s
g -: 5 - L] 4 N s % ga
9 “ -ﬁ > + ) o] s 5 ]
o g 5 _ ] + o g u
n g 3 g g s g 5.2
A = ~ = 5;, A 3 = . O &
.- Kurakkan n 21 11 40 33 . 6 1o 24 9 5
- = X 27.00 10.50 54.75 41.25 8.75 15.00 48.25 6.75 3.50
LR 1.29 0.95 1.37 1.25 1.46 1.50 2.01 0.75 0.70
~ Maize " n 14 15 19 43 A 17 14 . 12
= x 14.00 11.00 ,14.14  46.63 2,26 -7.81 5.31 11.50
T x 1.00 0.73 0.74 1.08 0.38 0.46 0.38 0.96
- Cowpea s 'n 13 17 20 37 6 15 11 5
£ x 8.50  7.75 9.87 27.50 ©2.75 3.14 - 4.42 2.50.
X 0.65 '0.46 0.49 G. 74 0. 46 0.21 0.40 0.50
-  Greengram n ‘ ; ' ' 17 13
' = x 5.45 13.51
o % . ’ 0.32 1.04
Blackgram n 120 11
~ : £ X 6.91 56.50
% 0.58 . 5.14
Chilli n 6 20 17 14 EE
=X 6.25 20.25 23.38 20.75
X 1.04 - .1.01 1.38 - 1.48°
n denotes number of holdings, gy genotes total extent in acres,

¥ denotes average extent of holding in -
acres

SLe
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‘Appendix 14 - Number, Total Extent and average Extent of Highland Crop Holdings on which Costs of Cultivation

and Returns were Based
Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota  Badulla
. s . ,
: g Z
3 g3 g N
Crop 3 5 ;: f 3 k g f g
A4 - 5 - A a8 g Q.g
[ ~ o e ] M 3 04
s 3 3 s -k F g 5 o
— ¥ o > ]
o .
- T s 8§ & 8 §2
Kurakkan n 12 - 10 , o 5
N 5.96 o - 9.37 S © - 1.13
. OX 0.50 0.94 R - 0.23
Maize  n 14 15 6 U 2g
T x 5.70 7.38 1.66 - 11.63
x 0.41 0.49 ‘ , 0.28 . '0.48
Cowpea ' n 6 8 28 27 - 15 6 . 12
= x -5.25. 5.75 8.49 13.98 5.89 2.76 3.00
X 0.88 0.72 . 0.30 = 0.52 0.39 0.46 . 0.25
Greengram n ’
€ X 3.38
. X 0.48
Blackgram n 5 26 15 .
£ x 1,33 140.13 22.75
- 0.27 -5.39 1.52
Chilli n 6
= X 2.38
. X _ 0.40 .
n denotes number of holdings, " = x  denotes total extent in acres, X denotes average extent of holding
: : : ' in acres
. s . & o 2 i

9Lz
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Appendix 15 - Number, Total Extent and Average Extent. of Lowland
Crop Holdings on which Costs of Cultiyation and
Returns were Based '
Elahera Project
Attanakadawala Bakamuna

Cowpea n 7 14
£ X 9.13 5.01
% 0.45 10.36

Greengram n 5 10
£ x 2.13 2.75
g 0.43 0.28

Chilli - n 15 ' 14
= x 19.75 - 12.62
e 1.32 0.90



Appendix 16a - Wage Ratesl - Chena Cultivation Maha 76/77

" Anuradhapura Vavuniya ‘ .~- Hambantota 3 . Badulla

o
o ] >y
k3 -
« 8 sz -
g 3 o 2 g g S .
) 'ﬁ ' ] 3} - [ =RV
- N S 3
- . - L ’ .
o a8 1] + 9 E 1]
i — o > g 8.9
FA § 3 § & 8 2 ¢ E
Kurakkan _ 7.50 7.75 7.00 7.75 9.50 8.00 6.00 _6.00 6.50
Maize 7.00 7.00 5.75 7.50 10.50 6.00 . 6.75 5.00
Cowpea 7.00 9.50  7.25  6.50 9.25 . 6.75  7.25 “7.00
Greengram B 5.50 7.00 '
Blackgram ' ' - 7.25 10.00 -
Chilli , 7.50 8.50 7.75 . 7.25  7.25
- 1 Average wage rate = Total cash payment for hired labour )
o Total no. of mandays of hired labour
* ¥ v® ’ ¢ ¢

8LT



Appehdix 16b -

Crop

Kurakkan
Maize

" Cowpea
Greéhdfém'
Blackgram
Chilli

Wage Ratesl - Highland Cultivation Maha 76/77

Anuradhapura : ' Vavuniya -
g w8
R N B g
0% 3§ 1 i 3
~ g 3 2 3
ﬁ ~4 5 o o K3
> - ﬁ > 2 o
g B s i
p 3 e g o
o m = = § o
7.75 8.75
8.00  9.50
'8.00 8.00 7.75  6.50 9.50
' - ' ' 5.50
7.75 ' ’ 12.25 110.00
6.25

8.00

Hambantota Badulla
\
o
o N
% ‘2.4
a4 oo
2 54
g 84
3 O
5.50
7.50 5.25
' 5.00

1 - Average wage rate -

Total cash payment for hired labour

Total No. of mandays of hired labour

- 6LT



Appendix l7a - Wage Rates Including Cost of Food Providedl - Chena Cultivation (Maha 76/77) -

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota « Badulla
o
a 2
o : % ] = ™
~ Q. N ~
5 2 & % 3 g 3
Crop E| Cl m 3 3 3 g ”gg
§ 3 & 3 7 - % £ g 22
.-} 5 ﬁ ] + o E gm ’
r I R I & : 5 3 ik
¥ m : § ¥ 3 S OE
Kurakkan 10.00 10.50 9.5 10.75 lo.00 © 8.00 9.75 9.75 9.00
Maize 10.00° 10.75 . 7.25  9.25 10.75 . 9.00 12.25 7.25
Cowpea 8.25 9.50 9.25  8.50 9,25 -~ 10.00 12.25 8.50
" Greengram | 9.75 12.75
' Blackgram ‘ 9.75 10.25
© Chilli 9.75  9.75 9.75 ~ 12,75 12.75
1 A . te — Total expenses on hired labour
L. Average wage rate - Total No. of mandays of hired labour
2 Food is not generally provided.in this area
L N } ¥ a® s 4 [ Y a

-8
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Appendix 17b - Wage Rates

Crop

Kurakkan
Maize
Cowpea
Greengram
Blackgrah
Chilli

Anuraghapura Vavuniya = %
d “w g
% 5 % E ~
F g g 3 :
? &} I B .. ~
4 — g ~ 2 g
o o~ o] jor] vl
> i A SR rs) e}
[ g o I i o
s o 5 5 @ 5
o m o= = 3] N’
10.00 - 8.75
) 11.25 .l3.25~ '
! 10.75 8.00 9.75 . 8.75 9.50
_ 5.50
9.50 i 12.25 10.00
8.50

Including Cost-of Food Provided1 - Highland (Méha 76/77)

Hambantota Badullé
. ~
:m‘ gm
: ‘3. 'Q‘g .
. (YR 3O
2 58
5 B
S - G
o 9.50
12.50 8.50
9.25 7.75

1l A wage :'tg _ Total expenses on hired labour
= verage wage rat€ - fotal no. of mandays of hired labour

2 Food is not gehérally provided in this area

182



282

)
Appendix 18 - A Note on the Computations of Indices of Returns

Gross returns/acre =yxp y denotes the average yield/acre, and
P the average selling price per unit of produce

Net return/acre = y X p - Costs/acre ' : .

sy x pi(cfichﬁo) where c e cg and c_ denote costs of family
: labour, cost of hired labour and other
expensesl respectively.

= nh x‘vh c.=n_xw . where , n_ denote number of hlred labour
and fam fabour units respectively.

w, denotes the hired labour wage rate and
w_ the opportunity cost of a family labour
it ‘

c - .0 and c¢_ denotes costs incurred mainly in
e~ *% . cash for paywent of hired labour draught
power use and material inputs. .

Net return/acre =y x p - (_nvh+co)

(family labour valued at hired " n denotes total labour units
labour wage rate) .’n =en +
' * ™

Net return/acre =y x p - <,
(assuming that family labour : ‘ .
has no opportunity cost)

' Cash investment is recovered
Return for a unit of family yxp- cc =Y XP- cc - without interest and balance

'f"”“' ' . n n considered as accruing to the

£ £ family labour investment
Return/unit of cash yp - e ) _ Wages for the family labour
= investment is recovered at the
c ‘ . prevallirig wage rate for hired

labour and balance is the gross
return for total cash investment.

Gross return/unit of cash
(attaching zero value to LXxXp
family labour + owned inputs) c

1 C includes imputed vélue of own seeds and own tractor uée, but excludes ;ralue
of own buffalo use. Buffaloes were hardly used in the cultivation of the crop on

unirrigated land.




¥ e

\

Appendix 19 - Wage Rates (Lowland)

Crop

Cowpea

Greengram

Chilli

Crop

Cowpea
Greendram

- Chilli

Elahera Project

Attanakadawala Bakamuna
4.75 5.00
' 5.25 5.25
5.25 5.50

Wage rates (Lowland - including cost for food)

Elahera Project

Attanakadawala Bakamuna
8.50 9.00
9.50 8.25
10.00

9.50
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Appendlx 20a - Percentage of (1) farmers utilising
(2) produce marketed, through various channels in Maha 76/77 .

Crop : Kurakkan

| 74

iza . Badufla

\ ©
- g Anuradhapura ko Vavun
g 3 o g | 2 ~
: o % - .9 3 - o
3 - o = Fi = 4o
Channels 2 ~ -1 o 4 3 a5
of g 3 ' 5 5 P 8 ' B,
@ g o 2] §s
Marketing i %- 5 ] : a g a
' & = = , = » 3 - g - 34
N-2 9-10.0 N-2 0-13.0 N-19 9-114.2 N-6 0-32.0 - N-4 ©-12.9 ° N-2 @-1.3 N-10 0-21.2
: $ % S . D T Sy % E % 8 % % 3 .
Fair - = - = - = = - - = - - 0.0 22.7
Assembly Agent - - ‘- - 211 18.4 16.7 18.8 - - - - 10.0 14.2
Trucker BuYer - = - - - - - - - - - - - -
Marketing ) . ,
Department - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Co-operative ‘
society . L - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Markfed - - - - - - - - = - - - - -
Village Boutique , 7 ' :
Keeper - * * 84,2 81.6  83.3 81.3 % % % 500 63.7
Commission Agent - - - - - - - - Lx . - - . - -
Agricultural _ ' - , - . =
Extension Centre * * - - - - - - - - . -t - - - -
* Percentages not computed as no. of farmers reporting sales, were less than five.
N denotes number of farmers reporting sales.
Q denotes quantity sold in bushels.
. .' 1] ‘< [ ] 3
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- -Appendiz 20b - Percentage of (1} farmers utilising )
(2) produce marketed, through various channels in Maha 76/77

Crop: Maize. '™~

" Anuradhapura Vavuniya Bambantota . Badulla

®
g ]
N - 9
g 3 g 5 8 3 3
3 % g = F g 3 42
Channels = - _§ o A 3 a3
g > ] 2 g
of > 4 q 8 ) , 'g. 53
marketing - ~ 3 8 g s g g3
[ g a x 2 g ; . O &=
N-16 ©-271.0 N-37 Q-394.5 N-36 Q-790.0 N-58 Q-886.0 N-4 0-9.9 N-1 0-3.0  N-1 0-7.1  N-16 Q- N-36 Q-142.0
L] s 3 * L * % % ? ? % ? % % L] L) * 3 "%
Fair = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 87.5 59.3  63.9 43.7
Assembly Agent 31.3° 38.9  18.9 15.1 19.4 20.1 6.9 6.1 - - - - - - 6.3 15.4 . 2.8 4.1.
Trucker Buyer - - 2,7 1.0 - - © 1.7 5.8 - - - A - - - - 1_- -
Marketing - . :'. ] ] ) -
Department - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Co-operative . : .
Society 18.8 8.1~ 45.9 60.1  52.8° 62.3 67.2 76.9 - - - - - - - - - 1l 25,7
Markfed N - - - 5.6 1.8 - = .= - - - - - - - - i= -
Village Boutigque ’ ' ) >
Keeper 31.3 21.8 43.2 22.6 ' 38.9 15.7 29.3 11.2 - ] * > L * - 50.0 24.6 25.0 23.4
Commission Agent - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - -
Agricultural '
. Extension ) ) .
- Centre © 7 18.8 31.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* Ppercentages not computed as no. of farmers repo:tinq sales, were less t.han five. .
‘"N denotes number of farmers reporting sales.
Q denotes quantity sold in bushelas.
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“Appendix 20c - Percentage of (1) farmers utilising
: S : (2) Produce marketed, through various channels in Maha 76/77

Crop - Greengiam

Anuradhapura ' Vavuniya : Hambantota , Badulla
o S
& el o
g ; g g g
Channels i g - 0 - ~ o
of £ g. Ly g 5 g
Marketing g E: S e § % '-g
' : o a +
~t = Q- o =¥
3 g g 5 § 4 g
N-3 0-5.9 N-4 9-8.6 N-2 Q-4.2 N-2 p-3.1 N-16 0-67.1 N-8 0-83.4 N-2 9-0.1
% % % v % % % 3 3 % ¥ $ % L.
Fair . | - - - - - - - - 8.5 g9 - - s
Assembly Agent . - - * * - - - - 6.3 0.9 62.5 94.4 - -
Trucker Buyer ;~”— - - - - - - - - - - - AL - -
Marketing Department - f- = - - - - - 6.3 1.5 - - ‘ - -
co-OPefative Society * * - - * * - - 6.3 1.6 - - - -~
Markfed ' o= - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Village Boutique Keeper * * * * o * * * 12,5 6.1 372.5 5.6 e -
Commission Agent hd * - - - - - - - - - - - -
_AgriculturaLAExtegsionW7 o o N S T

"~ Centre - - = - N - - - - - - - -

* Percentages not computed as no. of farmers reporting sales, were less than five.
N denotes number of farmers reporting sales. :
Q denotes quantity sold in bushels.

» @ $ =
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N Appendix 204 - ﬁercentage of (1) farmers utﬁising
i o (2) produce marketed, through various channels in Maha 76/77
Crop .~ Blackgram
‘ Anuradhapura » Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla
- a . g . v . .
; 3 B 2 . ¢ ~
TR - 32 £ . . . I
PR 4 -5 '§ 5 5 E o ?:' 58
Channels .ﬁ ~ ﬁ ~t - 3 E '3 33
vy g 3 k F 3 2 3 g g
. )
Markéting . - 3 2 p g g ga
‘ o ] i £ ol 8 g o&
N-4 Q-11.6 ' N-2 Q-5.0 N-27 Q-172.2 N-7 Q-13.0  N-32 Q-1445.6 N-25 0-367.7  N-10-35.0  N-1 Q-0.3 N-2 Q-O.
LI ? LB 3 $ ‘? % % 2 ? $ ? $ S L) ? 3 %
Faix ENEAES A = - . - - - - .- - - - ; - Rt = - - o *
Assembly Agent L o+ 222 271 - - 9.4 2.5 20.0 5.1 - - - - -
“Triacker Buyer i e u e e 307 1784 - - - - 4.0 1.1 - - - - =
- Marketing Department . . - - -3.7 2.5 - - - ~ - - .. > - - -
Co-operative Society ~ * ®uTT. - - LS - 14.3 3.9 - 3.1 1.0 = o=t = .= - - -
Markfed - Z - - - - - - I - - - - - - - -
 “9ikYdge Boutique : . o : ’
“Keeper . * * - - 66.7 36.1 85.7 96.2 < 9.4 3.1 28.0 14.9 - - .« - -
Commission Agent i hd * - «i'.; 7.4 16.8° - - 3.1 2.8 ' - - - - - - -
Agricultural Producti- S . . : .
vity Committee 3 - - - - - - - - 81.3 88.7 / 68.0 78.9 - - - - -
Mill - -7 . - - - - = 31 1.9 - - - - - - -
R

Percentaqelé‘mt computed as no. of fézﬁers reporting sales, were less than five.
N denotes number of farmers reporting sales,
Q denotes quantltyx sold in bushels.,

[X:14



v
Appendi.x 20e ~ Petcentage of (1) farmers utilising
) (2) produce marketed, through various channels in Maha 76/77
Crop ~ Cowpea '
Anuradhapura : vavuniya Hambantota Badulla
‘u .
5 E 5 %" '
- . K _ o
. ) E] ~
Channels 3 E § '§ -g g g § g ©
of o] a2 o : 24
Marketing - g 5.; 3 - g E 2 ’ § 3 §g
: i |- > E o .i g
] . 8 ¥ 8 g g 8
N-16 Q-82.0 N-20 Q-71.3 N-38 Q-101.9 N-38 Q-168.7 N-6 Q-23.7 N-1 (-8.0 N-1l Q-32.7 N-5 (-54.8 N-3 Q-0.3 N-13 Q-13.9
% % ) % L I * % 2 ) 2 3 2 T8 L I
Fair - - 15.0. 13.3 - - 2,6 0.4 - - - - 72.7 45.4 20.0 1.8 69.2 48.9
Assembly - ‘ S
\Agent 25.0 21.9 20.0 21.7 21.1 17.7 7.9 5.4 - - - - 9.1 32.7 60.0 31.9 - -
Ehysker - - 0.0 9.8 2.6 9.8 2.6 12.5 16.7 2.2 - - - - - - - -
Marketing ' i '
Department 6.3 3.0 - - - - - - - - - - - - 20,0 55.5 - -
Co-operative : -
Society 6.3 1.5 - - 2.6 9.8 21.1 32.9 - - - - 9.1 5.5 - - 7.7 7.2
Markfed , - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Village . - ; ) . o
Boutique 56.3 40.1 S55.0 '55.1. 73.7 62.7 65.8 48.8 50.0 29.5 hd b 2.1 16.4 40.0 10.9 23.1 38.8
Commission. ' . ' ’ ’ ' :
Agent 6.3 13.9 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Agricultural
Extension
_ Centre - 12.5 19.5 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Mill - - - - - - - - 33.328.3 - - - - - - - -
Neighbours - - - - - - T e - - - - - - - - - - 7.7 5.0
* percentages not computed no. of fame s eporting sales, were less than Eive.
N detl;oele-‘s gumber of gmersageporting saleg . z PO 9 ~
Q denotes quantity sold in bushels.
) e «® 4 .
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Appendix 21 - Ranking of Major Constraints for production of crops (Average Scores) . 7 ‘ !

Anuradhapura Vavuniya Hambantota Badulla Elahera Project
o
§ & 3 g 3
§ 3 i 3 T i3 3 }
7 4 g 3 g i i : |
f 0% 0§ 3 £z : T B i -8
Y - > ) © g g a ) ‘
L : § 8 | 8 ga 3 g 1
i 3§ 3 & & § 4§ § & 2
— —— —r— —— ———— —— — —— g ————— -——~ A H
Land shortage 0.7 1..1 0.4 0.6 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.4 0.6 - o.rl '
Labour shortage 1.0 0.2 0.6 _ 0.6 0.9 0.4 0.5 0.2 0.3 * - 0.1 ,
Lack of funds 0.9 1.1 1.0 0.9 0.5 0.4 1.3 0.9 1.3 0.4 * - t
Lack of knowledge about prices 0.1 -7 0.1 - - - - - 0.1 * - -
Lack of marketing facilities 0.7 .0.5 0.4 0.7 . 0.3 1.1 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 - ! ’
Lack of water . 0.8 0.2 0.6 - - 0.9 0.8 0.2 - 0.1 -
Difficulties in obtaining seeds 0.1 0.1 - - - - ' 0.1 - - - - !
Lack of road facilities - 0.1 - - - - - - - 1.0 - - - '
‘Tack of inputs (other than seed) 0.1 - - - - - 0.1 - - -
Lack of ,agricultural implements - 0.1 - - - - 0.2 - . - - - .
Damage by insects and pests - 0.1 - - - 0.2 - - - - ‘
Damage by animals . - - - 0.1 - - - 0.1 1 - /0.l 0.1 !
MAIZE : ;
Lafid shortage . 0.4 1.1 0.2 0.7 * - PY 0.1 0.6 0.5 1.6 0.1 0.3 |
Labour shortage 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.2 - 0.6 0.2 0.3 ¢ - 0.2
- Lack of funds . 0.8 1.4 1.1 1.2 0.2 0.2 1.4 1.4 1.9 o.8 - * |
Lack of knowledge about prices 0.2 * 0.1l - 0.1 - - - 0.1l 0.1 - -
Lack of marketing facilities 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.3 1.2 0,9 0.7 0.7 0.3 - !
Lack of water . 0.8 0.2 0.8 - - 1.0 0.6 T l.0 0.2 0.3 ‘
pifficulties in obtaining seeds 0.1 0.1 d - - - 0.1 - 0.2 .- - '
Lack of road facilities 0.1 - . - - - - v - - - ' N
Lack of inputs (other than seed) 0.1 - - . - - 0.1 - 0.1l 0.1 - '
Lack of agricultural implements 0.2 v =~ * * - - 0.2 * '7 2.1** 0.1 - - :
Damage by insects and pest.s c0.1 - * - - - 0.2 -’ - -
Damage by animals - - . 0.1 - - - 0.1 . 0.1 0.1 0.1 '
Unavailability of tractors 0.1 - - - * - - - - - 0.1 - 1
Excessive rain - - - - - - - - 0.2 - -
Crop diseases . - .- - - - - - - - 0.1 - =~
skortage of buffaloes - - - - - - . - - - - | - 0.1
_ Difficulties in processing . — = - - .- - - - 4 - - - 0.]
Land shortage 0.2 0.1l 0.1 0.1 0.2 - o.1 0.5 0.3 0.6 0.7 0.7
Labour shortage 0.1l - na . c.’ —~ ved T.2 Ved Ced [VIU'R a.3
Lack of funds : 0.4 0.2 0.4 o.l 0.4 - 1.2 1.0 1.1 0.2 0.3. 0©.3
. . Lack of knowledge about prices - - - 0.1 - - - - - - * . 0.1l
b Lack of marketing taciuties ‘ 0.2 0.1 0:2 . 0.2 - 1.2 1.8 0.6 0.1 0.4 - '
Lack of water 0.1 0.1 o.1 0.1 0.l 0.9 0.7 = 0.4 0.6. 0.3 '
Difficulties in obtaining seeds 0.1 - * - - - 0.2 0.1 - - .
Lack of road facilities . - - - - - - - * - - -
Lack of inputs (other than seed) - - b - - - 0.1l - * 0.1 0.1l
Lack of agricultural implements - - - . - - 0.3 » > 1.20% - -’
Damage by insects and pests - - - - - - 0.2 - - - -
Damage by animals - - - - - - - 0.2 * 0.1l -
Unavailability of tnctozs 0.1 - - - - - - T a . - - -
Excessive rain - - - - - - - - 0.1 - - .
Crop diseases -- - - - - - - - 0.1 - -
Shortage of buffaloes - - - - ) - - - - - - . 0.1 '
Difficulties in processing - - - - - - - - - - - 0.1
BLACKGRAM
Land shortage 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.6 - 0.2 - 0.3 - 0.2
‘Labour shortage 0.2 - 0.3 0.1l 2.1 0.7 - - * b - 0.1
Lack of funds 0.5 0.3 0.5 0.3 1.8 1.4 0.1 0.4 - 0.1 - 0.1
Lack of knowledge about prices - - 0.1 - . - - - - . 0.1 -
Lack of marketing facilities 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 - 0.1 - -
Lack of water 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.3 - 0.1 - 7] 0.2 0.3 0.1
Difficulties in obtaining seeds 0.1 - 0.l - - - - 0.1 - -
Lack of road facilities 0.1 - - - - < - - - - N
Lack of inputs (other than seed) 0.1 L= - - - * - b 0.1 -
Lack of agricultural implements - - - - - - 0.1 - . - -
Damage by insects and pest-.s - - - - - - 0.1 - * 0.1 - i
’ Damage by animals . < Coa C - - L - - - - } OHS“ A 0.1 T~ !
Unavailability of tractors 0.1 - - - - - - - - - o _—
Excessive rain - - - - - - - - ' o.l - -
Shortage of buffaloes - - - - - - - S - - - 0.1
No guaranteed price scheme - - - - - - - - - - - 0.1
COWPEA .
Land shortage 0.6 l.0 0.4 0.7 - 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 1.2 0.6 0.6
Labour shortage 0.6 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.1l 0.5 0.1 o.l 0.1 0.2 0.4
Lack of funds 0.6 1.2 1.1 1.2 0.5 0.4 1.3 1.2, 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.1
Lack of knowledge about prices 0.1 - 0.1 - - - - - 0.1 0.1 0.1l 0.2
Lack of marketing facilities 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2 1.2 0.9 0.3 0.6 0.7 -
Lack of water 0.1 0.6 0.3 0.5 - - 0.8 0.6 0.8 1.0 o0.5
Difficulties in obtaining seeds 0.1 - 0.1 - - - 0.1 - 0.2 - -
Lack of road facilities 0.1l - - - - - - 0.1 - - -
lack of inputs (other than seed) 0.1 - hd - - - 0.1 - 0.1 0.2 . )
lack of agricultural implements - 0.1l 0.1 * - - 0.2 - 0.1 - -

. Damage by insects and pests - 0.1 - - - - 0.2 - - - - |
Damage by animals - + 0. . - - - o1 2 .01 o1 0.2. 0.3
Unavailability of tractors . 0.1l - - - 0.1l - - - . - 0.2 -
Excessive rain - - - - - ~ - - i 0.2 - - i
Crop diseases - - . * - - - - 0.1 - - o
Sncrtage of buffaloes - - - - - - - - - - - &
No juaranteed price scheme ' - - - - - - - - - - NS S
Lack of storage facilities '0.1 - - - - - . - - - - '
Difficulties in processing - - - - - - = 0 1 .

** Mainly iack of water Baseg“g t'rom iov c?2€t£a§nt§n5ank§d gn ordtlar of mportance. Scores being ccmputed for each constraint,
' -
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Figuye ' : :
3 ““'"mwcnow AND JMPORTS OF RICE AND IMPORTS OF WHBAT FLOUR . 291
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Figure III°

TMPORTS OF MAIZE . .
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Figure v . o » )
PRODUCTION OF MAIZE ,?' SORGHUM  AND.SKURAKKAN
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. Figure V

- THPCRTS . OF ‘BEANS AND PEAS CPULSES)
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Figure VI pRopycrioN OF CONPA GREENSRAM BLACKERAM ANO SGVABEANS
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