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SMALLHOLDINGS AND COCONUT
REHABILITATION.

(A Preliminary Report) . ~yp.
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By M. L. M. SALGADO (Acting Diseitor) and V, ABEYWARDENA (Biometriviani)-

The following is a preliminary report on the position of the subsidy schemie as in Sept
1956, in relation to smallholdings based on an analysis carried out by the Coconut :Reséaﬁf

Institute. | s *

Detailed analysis of the data collected from the Depﬁrtmént of Coconut Rehabilitation

under coconuts are riot available to us yet,

- still incomplete. Further the statistics regarding the number and acreage of smal]h&i?in]

The préliminary report furnished below is based on (reasonable) estimates of the exteht
smallholdings under coconuts in various districts in Ceylon. For Chilaw District, howeve

_fairly accurate data are available and moreover the data for Chilaw District with respect |

' Subsidy Applications * have been analysed in detail, N o L
Therefore a general view of each district in the Island and a comparatively more detaile
report for Chilaw District are given below, ' [
- TABLE I
‘ Total acreage 2D FOH IDY ' :
District under cocowut | _ATTTIED FOR SUBSIDY Percentage of -
smallholdings No.of" . acreage using '
{estimated) holdings Acreage . sc:gsidy 6
All Ceylon - - N 681,669 21,157 - 97,321° 14.3
Colombo District .. 156,128 10,351 - 44,073
Kurunegala District .. 198,824 3.833 22,3094 .
Chilaw District . 47.399 2,837 16,319
. 131,591 == t13,701 .
Galle District . 29,082 1,087 3.826
Matara District .. 34,702 616 2,832
Kalutara District . 28,372 866 2,823
Puttalam District .. 28,549 210 1,952
~ Ratnapura District” .. 17,001 550 1,792
¥" . Qther Areas . 38,816 202 1,363
. . Kegalle District . 58,931 2090 1,186
Kandy District . 13,934 225 ' 1,053
Batticaloa District .. 9,841 . GO 270

fThese figures are relatively acenrate,
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able ' gwes the estimated acreage of smallholdmgs under coconuts for each district, te
os actual data for the total acreage for which subsidies have been granted, and also the
portion of the total estimated acreage of smallholdings which will be manured.

-1t should be noted that the estimated total acreage is on the higher side, in that it includes
ie-gardens also.  As such the-percentages worked out will be on the lower side.  This factor
d. not make an appreciable difference because subsidy applications have been made for
home—gardens also {i.e. less than one acre).

t is observed that only about 15 per cent of the total acregge of smallholdings in Ceylon

second comes.Colombo District (28.3 per cent}, The other districts have recorded a poor -

.t "tal ac.reage covered by subsidies, the order of precedem!e is Colombo District, then
unegala. District, and Chilaw District third.

For Chilaw District, this response was expected, with the Coconut Research Institute nnd' -
E propaganda work in full smng. besides the traditions of good husbandry for which the District

" lombo Dlsmct recording the relatively hxgh demand, can also be attnbuted to the above
or as well as the higher level of literacy in this district, and also probably the switching over
' income £rom paddy lands owned by coconut smallholders.

Chilaw District

Reasonably accurate statistics are available for Chilaw District. The detailed analysis
f subsidy records is complete for this district and moreover the statistics of smallholdings under
T this district are relatively accurate,

able 11 below gives for Chilaw District and its sub-divisions, statistics of (1} the total
jamber of sma].lholdmgs (under coconut), their acreage, and also the average size of holdings
_' the different zones, {z) the number of holdings that have been granted subsidies, their total
freage and the average size of holding, and (3) the proportion of holdings and of acreage v.hxch
Ave: réSponded to the subsudy scheme.

TABLE 11 .
TOT DING: APPLIED FOR %, USING
. AL HOLDINGS SUBSIDY SUBSIDY
Arca o < ]
y 1ze of | .. 1ze 0
. No. | Acreage hold:'ng’; No, Acreage holdings No. | Acreage
CHILAW DISTRICT . .| 10,464 31,591 2.88 1 2,837 | 13,991 4.73 |25.90 43.7
v {a) .

P.K. South .. .. 7,175/ 19,037 | 2.65 2,351 | 10,111 4.16 |32.8 53.1

Otara Palata ] 2,349 0,937 | 2.95 878 3.971 4.52 {37.4 57.2

Kammal Pattu | 1623 3494 | 2.15 (35 1,001 3.31 |31.5] 48.4

Meda Palata | obg1l 4500 2.7 456 2,585 | 5.3z |20.0] 57.4

Yatakalam Pattu .| 13620 4.100) 2.062 470 1,804 ¢ 3.36 [30.5] 45.5

—(b) ,

P.K. North ..l 3,789 12,654 | 3.31 486 : 3,680 7.54 12.81 29-3

Yagam Pattu SDT3290 43051 3.8 4 208 4 447 | 0.00 |15.7) 3301
Munneswaram Pattu i ‘ .

(south} . o] Losbl 34900 3.39 ¢ a7 Loxsszopog.se aby 387

‘ Munneswaram Pattu ) i
. (north) Llo228 s22 ) 229 13 15 | 8.85 | 5.7 2z.0
Anav:liundan Pattu .. 1,180 401770 3.52 | 94 700 .15 | 7.9 38.3
25

¢ responded {o. this scheme. Chilaw District records the highest response (43.7 per cent}




‘ - It will be observed that for thls district 2 total of 2,837 out of 10 964 holdmgs (1 e. 2550
" - cent) have applied for bubsxdy On the basis of acreage this amounts to 13, 79t acres (

35,591 (i.e. 43.7 _per ‘cent)—a very considerable response. This shows that the respons;
been better in the case of big smallholders.

Pitigal Korale South has covered 32.8 per cent {rom the point of view of the numb
holdings and 53.T per cent from the point of view of acreage ; it may be ne coincidence
C.R.L. is situated in P.K. South and that traditions of efficient cuitivation and manuring mg
have permeated from the proximate influence of the Coconut Research Institute.

- -

As against this, Pitigal Korale North has c:overed onlv 12.8 per cent of the number F
_ holdings and 29.3 per cent of the acreage. .

The situation with regard to the other sub-divisions of these Korales are clear from Table Ié

TABLE 111
4 ppl:cahons for subsidy by size of smal!holdmgs n Chdaw District

k) - No. of holdings of size (acres) | Total Proportion o,
, Z2} L5 L10. /15 L20 L2y 45 LD L15 s

| CHILAW

DISTRICT  ..| 1266 593 2,837 - 44-6 z0.9 20.3 8.3 3.i
i (a)

oy P.K. South .. 1,148; 491 2,351 48.8) 20.9; 19.3 6.0 4./

' Otara Palata o 4ol 174 878 46.7 19.8 22.3 7.4 4.

,i; Kammal Pattu  ..] 303 107 - 511 50.3 R0.90 14.3] 4.4 I.

Meda Palata o2 102] 4800 41.2) 20.9 z20.20 9.3 8

. Yatakalan Pattu ..! 235 108 475 49.3 22.7 18.9 5. 4[

b T (b) ‘ : . *

t PK.North  ..|' 118 10 . 486/ 24.3 21.0) 25.5) 16.2] 13.1

$ l Yagam Pattu .. i) 4 208 30.7 20.7 23.1 14.9 Iv.l

! Munneswaram South 3 41 171 2t.1f 24.00 22.2] z21.1 TYI1.]

I Munneswaram North I 13 30.7 7.7 15.4 23.1} 33..

- AnavillundanPattu I 1 14.8 18.1 38.3 9.0 19

X Tab!e 111 shows the distribution of the apphcants for subsidy by size of smallholdings in
‘ Chilaw District.

; ¥t is observed thut neaily half {44.0 per cent) of the applications came from smallholding

b of less than 2} acres.  The position in the main divisions and sub-divisions of the district ate

v i - seen clearly in the Table. A noteworthy point is that in Pitigal Korale South (as compared

ig : with Pitigal Korale North) a relatively higher proportion of the upplications for subsidy were
from the smaller smallholder (48.8 per cent against 24. 3 per cent). 3

oz in general it appears that the response to the subsidy scheme, follows the literacy patiem

! and/or the proximity of the areu to the Coconut Research Institute—Otara Palata recording
the highest response and Mutineswaram Pattu North and Anavillundan Pattu the lowest,

1 This stresses the importance of cducation and propaganda in the success of this subsidy
. scheme,

A full report with regard to all the other districts in the Island will follow in due course
and on the basis of this report the actual disposition and posting of Advisory Field Officer




it Instructors) should be determined; the principle being that the response 1o, subsidy
me should be inversely proportional to the future posting of Advisory Field Officers. On-
principle there should be greater intensification of Advisory Work where the response has
¥, low on the basis that in arcas where applications have been liberally made, much inducement
ot necessary in contrast to areas, where (a) advice, (b) special pleadings and {¢) the organi-
i of Co-operative Societies where loans can be arranged to meet the cost of the balance
as to be paid to the manure firms by the smallholdings. ‘

*
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