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ABSTRACT

Sd Lanka is one ofthe nine major produceN ofNaturai Rubber (NR) in the world. ln terms

ofproductivity, it is now the third best. However, if Sri Lanka is to retain, or better still,

improve its position in the fast expanding and increasingly competitive global rubber

business in the next ten yea-rs, it has to pull itself up by the bootstraps, smoothen the many

rough edges, and adopt new technologies and practices, suited to the local agro-climatic

and socio-economic conditions.

A study on smallholder rubber production was calaied out in the Moneragala dist ct. Both

p mary and secondary data werc used for the study. Primary data were collected from

nbber famers. Pre-tested, struclured questionnaires were used to collect primary data ftom

farmeri. Secondary data were collected from Rubber Research Instilute of Sri Lanl4

Rubber Development Department of Sri Lanka, Depaftnent of Agricultue, District

Seqetadat of Monaragala and the Agriculture inslmctols who are working in the region.

The sludy was conducted in hve Divisional Secretariat divisions of Monaragala distdct

and the simple random sampling method was used fot the primary data collection among

the farmers in the selected five DS divisions. 'lwenty rospondents (rubber producers) were

randomly selected from each selected DS division. The total sample size was 100 rubber

producels.

T* results ofthe study indicates that inajority ofthe farmerJ. (5+o/o) were between the age

Iange of 41-60 years. Rubber cultivation was predominan y a male occupation a.nd

majority of the farmers (52%) had attended the pdmary level educalion. The average

fanning experience ofthe respondents was 7.5 years and more than halfofthe respondents



(57%)hadthc farying experience ofless than 7 years. The averago cxtent ofland cultivated

was 1.7 acres and it u'as observed that 93'% of respoldents' cL tivated land size was lcss

than I acrcs. ,1770 of rubber famers had produced 50 100 kilograrns rubber per month.

Average number of untapped trccs was 112 and average lapped trees were 205. Yicld per

month was 160 sheets- And the average of cost ofproduction per monlh w:rs Rs. 6, 240.

Multiple regressions analysis was canied oul to find out the amount of conclation made

by the independenl variablcs ili cxplaining the v.lrialion in the dependent variablc.

experience i11 rubber faming and numbcr of tapped trees had positive and highly

significant corrclation, whercas extenl of land used had ncgative significant relationship

rvith rubber production ofsmallholder rubber fanners.

Despite impressive progress in thc Sri l,arkan rubber indLLsl-ry. il is still plagued by a scrics

ofcritlcal issucs such as declining planted area. labour shortage -more specifically skilled

tappers, low land and labour productivity, an ageing labour forcc, inadequate resources,

and high cost ol'production. Thc forcmost challenge before rese.Lrch institutions and the

rubber industry hcrc is to dcvelop a golden clone which will not only bc vcry high yielding

but also have olher positive attributcs, such as compatibility with over exploitation, low

frequency tapping witbout loss of yield and so on. Research cfforts have to be given top

priority.
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