
HARVESTS AND PRACTICES IN CIl1"L,RniES SUR:

DO COHPAC'l' li'ARMS, MhSAGhNf, 99, AND THE SAi·IAHli.NG Nh.YON

!'lAKE A DIFFERENCE? CONTENTS REVISED

Frank Lynch, S.J.
AS OF~~ 17,I9'if-

In mid-October 1973, 600 rice farmers of Camarinas
interviewed regarding their organizational 'member­

areas, harvests, and farming pr-ac t i cc s , Analysis
indicates that with relatively f'cw exceptions,

no organizational attachments than the
(SN) or a compact farm (CF). SN is

new creation (half of those who belong
the SN than four months before being interv:ie;,r(,d),

not that improved yields nor
lolith membership in it.

receiving Hasagana 99 assist­
advances, especially where the

riceland. In view of these and
suggested for the 1499

wl'i tten his-

is an historical fact, d c vc Lopc d briefly in e:tp!'Jc:ndix to this report,

that without compact farming there would probably have been no Bicol River

Development Program--not at this time at any rate. This realization

alone should make us curious about the efficacy of the compact farm. hgain,

have read and heard so much about the liaaagana 99 rice-production program

about the governm;:,nt-sponsored n~hlOrk of barrio associations, or Sam3.-

Naycn , that wou Ld have to be dull indued not wonder just how much



good they arc d,)inC. This r-opo r t attempts 0. J ir:li ted nssess~lJent of th<;ir

worth in Came-rinen 'snr as of rr,jci-O.ctQbur '1973; it is u!H'lerf3to:>d, o f

that, f o r better or l:.fCl',SC, ~he state r ur-a L D.ffnirs miGht have change d con-«

sidr:rably in t h e months t hn t have passed z i n c e

PUHPOSE AND SO[;RCES 0,1" 'L'dE H.oPOPT

This report concerns important differences th".t may exis'c bc twe on the f'o Ll.ow­

ing kinds of r i.c c farmers in Cal~;j,rin(;s Sur.

1. Those who belong to ~~+"...f.s~~. and. those who do net;

2. These \-11:10 b oLor.g to tt10 ~~~15_EL':L~ and those who do not;

3. Those whc r-c ce i ve d Nasngann-99 rice-produotion loans and t ho s e
v;hc did not, ----.--..~

4. who f'ar-mo d i~..£i par ce Ls and -th;;sc who f a rme d paia~:.s.:~

and

50 J'ho s e who,sc f a r-ms wc r e in one d~.nt!'ict Carr.arin'~s Sur and t.hcsc

whos e farr":lG ~·:C'rc it: anc t.h e r,

The d i f f c r cn c e s we ·'11'8 "specially interested in these: (a) s i.z e of r.Lce-

Land parcel being farmer; (ll) totr<l n e t hru-ve s t r-opo r t e d ; (c)

total gross harvest; ((3.) gross harvest PO)' h e c t.az-ct (e) of high-yielding

seed var-Lo t i ec j arid (:f) practice of mode r-n fiU'mille tochniques. For pur-

poses of ~;0.is a t udy i'le.t .,,<::eth,:, posi tim: that in thee" s i x characteristics

thor" will probably be EO ~~ignificant d i.f f'o r-on c e s (null hypothesis) bc t wcc n

the differ-nt ki:taI" of f(~rnicrs.

1'he data on which tho r-cpo r-t is ba s e d wor e gatlh2'od in mid-O'ctober 19'73 :' n

33 mund o i pa Lat Loz of CamD.rincs Sur (all the Ce r amoan Peninsula t owns of

Caramo~ul, Garchi t o r-c na , Pz-c o e n t a c i on , and Sirur.w.). Interviewed \'IOr8 600 r i c e

farrnt,rs, tl1e-tl1ird.s ,)i' chosen randomly iI");;] th(~ lists of Sa!'1ahang !'!<'.yon

(SN)· and Compact Parr:: (CF) u.cnbe r-ah i p lists. Three cl,~~;ses r-capcuderrt

wer-o distinglJ.i.sh(:d, ncme Ly : Class .A, ~1'2~b01'.s of b c.t.h the SrI and CF; Class B J

farmers nane d by t!~(: Class ~~-C- r8GpC!ldcat.s bari-Lc.-

members c on l y o f 0­

"tas Gcmpu,ed cf

Cla~s C, ',nly of the S;'. f'. f'cu r t h c Lr.se CD)



EXPLMJJiTION OF Hii..JOIl V"RII1BLES
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has

Sur followed one or
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presenting the study's findings, Wf: insert here R few paragraphs of

regarding the organizational and behavioral variables with whi ch

~~L~~..L..1:iasagana 99 , ~nd the ..Samahang Nlwon

a brief history of compact farr,;ing in Camar-Lne s Sur, see the Appen-

to then btl t belonging to neither tho SN nor a CF. For a detailed

of the r-ospondorrt s and t ho manner in which they "10re selected,

r-oadcr' is referrGd to SSRU Ros ea r ch Hepclrt Series, No. 1 (:Jecemb"I' 1973),

all compact farms is the acceptance by its members of joint

iii res:pon8ibili1ty for the, production 10a::l8 they roceive ; Ordinarily this credi t

but beyond this r-cqud r-oncrrt little else is consistently de,..

practice. Thus premembership training may .01' may not be required.

of members pe r compact farm (wh i ch in 1973 actually averaged about.

inCamarines Sur) may be fixed, 01' may be determined in tile particular

farr:1cr-r.wnbe;rs may :'1' :nay not be neigh­

farms; consequently, their agGregate '

mayor may not be operated as a single production unit. Farms may

or rainfed. Produce may be pcoLe d f01' mar-ke t Lng , with the pro­

saIc prorated amo.rg the member-c ufter deduc t i.cn of the loan repay-

or the members ffiay handL« sales n.ncl lean



of these various alternatives, or ':1. convenient combination of both.

fcrr'iall:;r launched by the Philippine

on Hay.21, 19'13" had two general objectives: (1) to offs0t the

a series of typhoons and

in Hindanao; and (2) to

the critical rice-supply shortage that normally occurs during the

inception the program cover-ed approximately 500,000 hectares of irri-

100,000 hectares ef rainfed land in 4'3 rice-producing provin-

Production Loanswor-o to be granted to agreeing t o accept 11

technology package of high-yielding rice' varieties (HYVs), ferti­

pesticides, and hf~.rbieides. The durat Lon of the program was to be

one J'ear.2 Program imple:ne~tation wouLd be executed by the National

Agriculture Council (NFAC), in c cope r-a t i on with the 'National Economic

Development J"luth')ri ty (NEDA), the United States Agency for International

(USi,ID) t the Philippine National Bank (PNB), the Agricultural

i,dministratinTI (ACA), and the Central Bank (CB) of the Philippines.

use of the recommended package of t echno'Logy was to be carried out

a supervised credit s cherao of participating rural banks (HBs), PNB

coo pe r a t Lve s , The farmer-cooperators

and we r-c supervised and ?uided by techni-

Loan. under. the ],l99 supervised credi t achcme was set at F'700 pe r

budgct e d as f o.Ll.owa : . a max i.rnum of ~380(as de t e rnri.ned by· tho Pro-

Technician) fertilizer, pe.sticidcs, and herbicides; and a maximum

of certified aced, irrigati:m fees, and labor for tr:ms-

(78 percent),



PNB' a r-ur-a I bank.

In Camarines Sur, for t!IG c r op season endinG in October 1973, a total of over

million was released to 17,lt08 farn-cr-bcrrm'/cTo cultivating a total of

24,47Lt hectarefj.3 Of the 600 58}"} respond8m:s intervi-ewed in mid-October 1973,'

almost all who had r'e c e i.ve d ;'199 leans testifi(,d their loans were released

at the time they ~"edccl

p.la:nl:ll'g.. ::'pn,.jLll/,;, and su~£i[;tence, Loan pr-o c e e de vlerE' to be released in one

sum and au t ouat i ca.lLy c r e d i t e d ';0 Special Savin;;.s Deposit (SSD) ac c oun t

The ~~lL~(SN), 01' 3arria Ass c c Lac Lon , was c onc e i ve d by the "Jew

organization to provid a one f'ounda't a on for a nation-

a t t aani.n.; 11 more e q ui, t ab Lo distribution cor .i.nc omc and ,;cal t.h and providing

tho common wan a dignified level of existence" (Pz-e s iden t i o L Decree No, 175,

dated April 111' , 1973) e , 'The SN W2lS to be a "pre-cooperative" organization

preparing Lh e w""y for

According t o' ~ts chart o r , the SN is Cl. "bod~{ co r po ra't o compo se d pr-Lma.r i Ly of

sm6.11 farn:'Jrs l'ooidint, ",nil/or farming\'i.i. thin th!; g,,"ographical limits of a

barrio" (Letter of Lnp Lcmcn t at Lon No. 23, dated .J\lI~f 9, '1973). ThEJ SH's gem,­

ral ob j e c c Lv e is to ho Lp b.ir-r i o r-es i d en t s , oGpeciaIly small farmers, to im­

pr-ove the quality Gf t he i r Li.ves ; rr.orc s~jecifi~aIly, to assist them in Lno r-eas-

ing agr.i.cultl~ral pr-oduc t i.cn az.d bettering the social and cultural aspects

their lives.

In even mor-e practical ter;;;s, the SN is to (1) facilitate the processing

of Land tra'1sfer cc r t.Lf t ca t az (,LTCs), C::) catalyze the ~)Uilding up of barrio

(3) channel or coordinate s"rvic("s f'c r barrio, (4) offer training

in tho IJractice of f'o r-maL crganizatioll and. E;illf-Co·:Grl1!::ent, and <'5) 1;(,&011

coope ra't l vo principleD an d practices.

stood
of :-~ay;974, lO;:Ul r-c paymcnt rate in Camar-i.ncs ,sur
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measures of riceland areas and harvests, by kind of 'rice-
cultivator (Camarines Sur, mi,d-October1973)

Characteristic Irrigated Rainfed
and measure

Aa
z

Total TotaJ
0

1. Total area of sample parcel (in hectares)

Median .92 .80 .60 .42 .72 .87 ,84 .68 .72 .79

Total N
b

75 84 43 82 284 51 60. 72 86 269

Me.~n 1.25 1.06 .79 .73 .97 1.18 1.16 1.03 1.08 1.10

S.D. c .83 .64 .51 .52 .68 .80 .75 1.00 1.03 .91

c,v. .66 .60 .65 .71 .70 .68 .65 .97 .95 .83

'I'o t a.L N 75 84 43 82 284 51 60 72 86 269

2. Total net harvest (in cavans of palay)

Median 29.39 28.83 20~00 14.00 23.29 24.35 17.61 12.56 15.50 16.68

Total N 72 77 41 80 270
d

49 58 66 83 256
d

l-iean 40.28 37.12 28.15 25.90 33.48 30-61 31.97 19.98 23.51 25.65

S.D. 31.79 27.70 24.78 28.42 29. 19 20.67 40.52 17.06 33.87 30.01

c,v . .79 .75 .88 1.10 .87 .68 1.27 .85 1.44 1.17

Total N 72 77 41 80 270
d

49 58 66 83 256
d

aSymbols

_...

c.,
for respondent class are as follows: A - member of compact farm (CF) and

~ Samahang Nayon; B - member of CF but not of SN; C - member of SN but not of CF;
z D - member of neither CF nor SNc:
:0-

bBy!:U "Total N" is meant the number of respondents in the particular sample.
><l

~
c Abbreviations for names of measures are as follows: S.D. - st1lndard dev i.a ti on;

'-J C.V • - coefficient of variation (S.D./mean)...,.



(cont'd)

Irrigated Rainfed

Total Total

3. Total gross harvest (in cava n s of pa Lay )

z
41.000 l1edi':1n 68.30 49.10 33.00 23.30 43.92 48.90 26.00 27.00 34.20

Total N 72 ?7 41 80 270d 49 ~ 66 83 256 d

73.74 62.86 43.63 38.05 55.74 58.29 55.76 35.14 39.89 45.25

S.D. 46.58 46.69 34.48 36.34 44.44 31.53 53.11 n.~ 46.82 42.29

C.V. .63 .74 .79 .96 .80 .54 .95 .78 1.17 .93
Total N '72 77 41 80 nod ~ ,58 ~ 83 256 d

I 4. Gross harvest per hec t are (in cav xna of pa Lay )
~

Median 58.30 56.70 59.70 ~.~ 56.60 49.60 46.30 39.80 37.70 42.70

Total N 71 77 41 80 269d 49 ~ 66 83 256d

61.39 60.07 58.78 55.46 ,58.79 56.55 55·55 45.55 42.33 48.68

SoD. 22.64 25.53 22.25 29.65 25.61 26.91 29.52 23.94 20.46 25.57

c.v. .~ .43 .~ .~ .44 .~ .53 .53 .~ .53

Total N 71 77 41 80 269d 49 ~ 66 83 256d

dsample size was reduced 'by eli~ination of respondents for whom appropriate data
were lacking I incomplete, or doubtfuL

I
~

~



0' Characteristic Irrig'lted Rainfed
t'j and measure::d

IH M99 Non-M99 Total M99 Non-M99 Total
t':J

?3
1. Total area of sample parcel (in hectares)

Hedian .87 .48 .72 .88 .68 .79

Total Nil. 141 1,43 284 105 164 269

Mean 1.20 .76 .97 1.17 1.05 1.10

S.D. b .76 .51 .68 .74 1.01 .91

C.V. .63 .67 .70 .63 .96 .83

Total N 141 143 284 105 164 269
I

()O 2. Total net harvest (in cavans of pa Lay )

Hedilln 30.13 16.64 23.29 21.18 14.40 16.68

Tot:tl N 134 139 273
c 106 155 261 c

Mean 39.75 27.29 33.48 31.48 21.66 25.65

S.D. 30.33 26.81 29.19 32.97 27.20 30.01

c,v . .76 .98 .87 1.05 1.26 1.17 .

Total N 134 139 273 c 106 155 261 c

I a Se e note b. Table RS02.01.

\!
bSee note c. Table RS02.01.

cSee note d. Table RS02.01.



z
3. Totell 'gross ha rves t (in c avans or pa.l ay )

0
Median 62.70 28.80 If3.92 45.90 26.40 34.20

Total N 134 139 273
c 106 155 261c

Menn 70.~7 41.16 55.74 56.90 37.28 45.25

S.D. 48.03 35.31 44.44 44.73 38.71 42.29

c:v • .68 .86 .80 .79 1.04 .93

Totnl N 134 139 273
c 106 155 261c

1+. Gross harvest per hectare (in cavans of ps La y )

Median 58.60 54.70 56.60 47.90 39.10 42.70

Tot:>.l N 133 139 2?2
c 106 155 "261°

Hean 60.45 57.C3 58.79 54.97 44.29 48.68

S.D. 24.34 26.76 25.61 27.41:) 23.27 25.57

c,v. .40 .47 .44 .50 .53 .5)

TCl'to.l N 133 139 272
c 106 155 261c

~

~
~

'0
....:l
-I='"



1. TotA.l area of s3.mpleparcel (in hectares)

111 1.34 .73 .54 20 0.50 0.49 .98 11

1.37 1.04 .76 32 0.81 0.40 .49 31

1.22 .79 .65 9 0.6~ 0.35 .57 16

1.31 .70 .53 23 1.32 0.62 .47 15

1.20 .44 .37 26 0.8:3 0.52 .63 43'

.72 .47 .65 ' 24 0.45 0.29 .64 24

Total 1.20 .76 .63 134 .76 .51 .67 140

0 2. Tot!tl net harvest (in cavana of pa.l ay )
I

1a 41.40 39.58 .96 20 20.36 27.63 1.36 11

44.94 28.54 ·.64 32 29.97 '26.53 .89 31

45.33 34.55 .76 9 30.75 30.62 1.00 16

34.91 25.19 .72 23 42.14, 30.72 .73 14

47.35 25.76 .35 26 27.60 26.65 .97 43

25.75 28.97 1.13 z'4 15.46 17.29 1.12 24

Total 39.75 30.33 .76 134 27.29 26.81 .98 139

<:-t o.Symbols for districts are as follows: 1 - Sipocot; 2 - Naga ] 3 - Magarao;>-z
4 - Milaor; 5 - Goa; 6 - Iriga.c::

>-
~

bseenote c,>< Table RS02.01.
\D

cSee note b ,~ Table RS02. 01.
-10"



1a 82.50 53.89 .• 65 20 29.64 32.87 1.11 11

82.50 53.96 .(i5 32 47.71 32.93 .69 31
62.22 46.30 .74 9 36.13 31.90 ~88 16

74.74 45.65 .61 23 54.71 . '33.21 .61 14_

73.54 36.69 ~50 26 46.42 40.85 .88 43
41.21 39.26 .95 2i1- 24.00 25.52 1.06 24

~
Total 70.67 48.03 .68 134 41.16 35.31 .86 139

4. Gross harvest per hectare (in ca,,- of !lS-lay)

1a 58.10 19.57 .34, 20 74.64 38.49 .52 11

66.42 25.00 ,.38 31 60.32 25.82 .43 ,31

52.78 21.45 .41 9 56.25 29.05 .52 16

56.57 19.27 .34 23 45.86 16.16 .35 14

61.73 20.45 .33 26 54.40 20.97 .39 43

59.92 34.73 .58 24 56.46 32.08 .57 24
"-< Total 60.45 24.34 .40 . 133 57.03 26.76 .47 139>z

~
'-0
--:J
-l""



~ 1. Total area of sample par-ceL (in hectares)0

111 1.70 0.84 ' .49 18 1.41 1.26 .89 ~

0.75 0.35 .~ 2 0.85 0.92 1.oB 17

1.19 0.73 .61 31 1.47 1.35 .~ ~

1.17 0.68 ~B % 0.B7 0.49 ~6 ~

0.75 0.52 .69 6 0.58 0.40 .69 12

0.70 0.55 .79 15 0.70 0.58 .83 ~

N Total 1.17 .74 .~ W8 1.05 1.01 .96 1%

2. Total net harvest (in cavana of paLay )

45.67 49.68 1.09 18 22.93 16.35 .71 ~

20.00 14.14 .71 2 19.94 15.63 078 17

23.87 29.78 1.25 31 26.68 ~.~ 1.82 ~

35.88 30.64 .85 ~ '26.10 15.65 .~ 29

24.00 14.68 .61 6 15.92 9.54 .~ 12

24.73 20.62 .83 15 13.81 13.83 1.00 ~
~

> Totai 31.48 ~~7 1.05 106 21.66 27.20 1.26 1~z

~ a. b. cSee notes a, b. and c, Table RS02.03~

~j



M99 Non-M99
t:<:l

Mean S.D. C.V. 'I'o ba L N Mean S.D. G.V. TotaL N~
H
t.....J
Ul

3. Total gross hc rv es t (in c avans of pa'Lay )
:.z
0 88.28 70.49 .80 18 41.21 29.24 .71 28

34.00 24.04 .71 35.24 23.88 .68 17

49.26 35.08 .71 31 48.11 63.5:5 1.32 37

58.50 37.44 .64 34 37.80 21.63 .57 30

43.17 23.28 .54 6 26.00 14.89 .57 12

39.93 30.52 .76 15 25.81 29.90 1.16 31 .

~
Total 56.90 41f.73 .79 106 37.28 38.71 1.04 155

4. Gross harvest per hectare (in cavans of pa Lay )

60.33 25.24- .42 18 39.68 19.96 .50 28

59.50 60.10 1.01 2 57.41 30-9'3 .54 17

45.32 21.37 .47 31 36.43 15.15 .42 37

54.56 24.33 .45 34 48.77 23.11 .47 30

62.83 18.87 .'30 6 52.•83 24.53 .46 12

65.67 41.70 .63 15 43.00 25.55 .59 31

To to.1 54.97 27.49 .50 106 44.29 23.27 .53 155
c..,
~:z
q
>
~

'!J
:--J



! test for the significance of differences between means was
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0.01 (M99)

0.02 (M99)

0.01 (M99)

0.001 . (M99)

0.01 (M99)

0.01 (M99)

0.01 (M99)

Rainfed
(H99 v e ; Non-H99)

riceland areas and har­
statuses, by kind of

has the significantly

- 14 •.

0.001 (M99Y
c

0.01 (H99)

0.001 (M99)

0,01 (1-199)

Median test for the e i gnd f'Lcnnc e of diffarences between two
was applied.

.=.:::.::~~_::::;;.::...:.;::;= (see Table RS02.02.2)



RainfedIrrigatedCharacter­
istic and
di.strict ._--:;.__~ ...;;....._~__=--_~_~_-::.-_---=~

z
o. 1. 'I'otal area of samplenparcel (see Tables R,s02.03. 1 and RS02.04.1)

0.01
(4)

0.001
(5)

2. Total net harvest (see Tables RS02.03.2 and RS02.0Lf . 2 )

0.01
(1)c

0.01
(2)

0.05 0.05
(1) (1)

0.001
(1)

0.02
(3)

0.02
(4)

0.02
(2)

3
4

0.01
(5)..,..

c... a The t test for the s Lgn i f'Lc cnce of differences between means was used
~ throughout: .

1;; bSy,mbOls for dis tric ts are as follews: 1 2 - Naga ; .3 - Magnrao j

....; 4 - MHa'Or; 5 - Goa! 6. - Iriga.

~ cance:i;~e~i~~~~~:)i~~~C~~:ds~~n;~~c~~~~;rg;:a~~;e~;~:s~~ ~~;~~:t:he signHi-



4. Gross harvest 'per hectare (see Tables RS02.03.4 and RS02.o4.4)

0.0;;
(1)'

0.05
(6)



Total area. of' sample parcel (see Tables RS4;l2.03.1 and RS02.o4.1)

1
b

0.001 0.05 0.01 0.01
(4) (1) (1) (1)

o(~~ O(~~d n;s.

·4

0.001
(4)

0.01 0.001
(4) (4)

0.02 0.001 0.01
(3) 0) (3)

, n.s.

--J 0.001
I (5)

2. Total net harvest (see Tables RS02.03.2 and RS02.o4.2)

0.05
(1)

0.02 0.01
(4) (4)

0.01
(4)
0.05
(5)

, IlThe .1 test for the significance of differences between mea.ns was used
~ throughout. •

:; bsymbols for districts are as follows: 1 - Sipocot; 2 - Naga ] 3 - Mngllraoj
~ 4 - Milaor; 5 - Goa; 6 - Lr i ga ,

~ cance:r::e:i;~kt~;) i~:;C~::ds~~n~~~c~~~~;rg;~ai:~e:;::s~~ ~~:;~=t:k1eSignifi -



0.01
(2)

nos. 0.01
(4)

0."'11
(5).

~oss harvest per hectare (see Tables RS02.03.4 and RS02.04.4)

0.05
(1)

0.05
(2)

0.05 0.05
(1) (1)

0.02 0.01
(4) . (5)



~ 1. Farmers using modern rice varietiesb

Proportion .79 .61 .60 .67 .67 ¥80 .83 .63 .63 .71

'rotal N
C

75 84 43 82 284 51 60 ?2 86 269

2. Farmers using modern weeding techniques

Proporti vn .83 .87 .79 .73 .81 .73 .70 .49 .38 .55

Total N 75 84 43 82 284 51 60 72 86 269

.:t 3. Farmers using modern seed-testing techniques

I
Proportion .77 .76 .79 .71 .75 .78 .80 .52 .58 .65

Tobl N 75 84 43 82 284 51 60 72 86 269

4. F-3.rmers using modern lnnd-preparo.Hon techniques

Proportion •.93 .93 .93 .81 .89 .86 .83 .64 .52 .69

Total N 75 84 43 82 284 51 60 72 86 269

5. F.'1rmers using modern transplanting techniques

Proportion .85 .87 .83 .79 .84 .88 .85 .53 .45 .64

Totr.,l 1'1 75 84 43 82 28 Lf 51 60 72 86 269
c..,s: a Se e Table RS02.01.

~
note a,

bBy modern rice varieties is meant the tungro-resistant high-yielding

'.D
varieties (HYVs) which include the C, BPI, and IR varieties (except IR8).

-.)
cSe e note b, Table RS02.01.-I="



6. Farmers using modern pest-control techniques

a Proportion 1.00 .96 .95 .85 .94 .98 .97 .82 .79 .8'7

Total N 75 ,84 43 82 284 51 60 72 86 269

7. Fa r-mer e using mode r n weed-control techniques

Proportion .~4 .88 .84 .66 .80 .96 .90 .78 .75 .83

'I'o-t a'L N 75 84 43 82 284 51 60 72 86 269

N
8. Fo.rl'1ers using modern fertilizers

0
.96 .68 .78 .86 .36 .49Proportion .90 .52 .72 .21

Total N 75 84 43 82 284 51 60 72 86 269



Total

JANUARY 1974

Rainfed

M99 Non-MSl9

- 21 -

M99 Non-M99 Total

Irrigated

. modern riceyarieties is meant the tungro-resistant high-yieldinges (HYVs) wh:i,ch include the C, BPI, 2nd IR varieties (except IR8).

.72 .63 .67 .84 .62 .71
141 143 284 105 164 269

Farmers usin$ modern weeding techniques
·Proportion .85 .76 .81 .77 .44 .55

141 143 284 105 164 269

Farmers using modern seed-testing techniques

.76 .75 .75 .79 .56 .65
141 143 284 105 164 259

Farmers using modern land-preparation techniques

.94 .85 .89 .86 .58 .69
141 143 284 105 164 269

Farmers using modern trnnsplanting techniques

.85 .83 .84 .87 .50 .64
141 143 284 105 164 269

modern est-control techni ue s

.98 .90 .94 .97 .81 .87
141 143 284 105 164 269

Le RS02.09. Proportion of r-Lce farmers using selected modern varietiestechniques, by kind of rri.c eLand and M99-1oan status of cultivatormarines Sur, mid-October 1973)

• Farmers using modertl rice varietieso.
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Irrig"lted Rainfed

M99 Non-M99 Tob'll M99 Non-H99 Toto.l

Farmers using modern weed-control technigues

.86 .74 .80 .93 .76 .83

141 143 284- 105 164- 269

,Farmers using modern fertilizers

.94 .61 .78 .79 .29 .49

141 143 284 105 164 269



l

0.0<jC
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by 25 or more Filipino citizens, whether farmers or not,

of age or older. They must be rcsidint: or farming in the

al'O ge ne r.a.l.Ly heads of hous a-,

Since e a ch SN has a max i mum ,-membership of 200, on Ly r are Ly

need a second SN t c a c commoda t e 0,11 those who \\-ish to belong to

the Sri requires completion of a membership training course.

to gain full membership he !!iUS (; also (1) pledge to adopt im­

practices I (2) pledge to comply \lith a savings program called

(BSF), which receives from t ho lending institution 5
:t",aJfly]~rO(lUC;',J.urJ loan approved for all SN member, (3) agre e to con-

of pa.Lay per hectare per harvest, oJ:'" the equivalent in cash,

Guarantee Fund (BGF) , (4) P&J tho required one-time membership

and (5) contribute ?5.00 annually, 11 f'e o which goes to the

cd'· '~"fH'P'"-'''+'i"f'>''' of the Department of Local Governments and Commu-.

(JJLGCD) provj,des a modo L to be u:::;"d in prepctring documents

and registration l~f an SH. In this process, a minimum

must sign the appro:priatc articles. A reGistered SN is

has been incorporated, with the necessary papers submitted and

such an SN has acquirc:d 11 juridical personality. A barrio asso­

not yet b o e n incorporated remains at th" le\rel of an ~_

1973. there were 19,350 member::; belonging to a registered

in CamarincG Sur. About half of them had become members less

136 registered Srls totaled 5,634.
members in 391 organized associations. Hembership

of t ha t -date (P'111, 192) that 57 percent of' the SN

this first financial ""ligation. Only '18 percent had paid

hOl,-ever, an unde r s tmdabLy 10\'1 ratio in view of t 'ro fact

.JillmARY 1974



h:rs<J.S! Ha.rvest! and Praeticps

most had b'"",uin the SN for cn Ly a months. 1+ The Barrio Savings Fund
at '1:"6,457.50 as of October 31; the Barrio Gua r-an t oe Fund, at f'1,808.60.

Sur
38
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by
by t he

entire
the total

respondent
This was
the payment

- 25 -

ar-ea men.sur-emcrrt D.l1dchroe productivi t~i figur:1s I,(;:'e sovght frOl'1 r"spond­
The approximate sizE: of the fl'.rm parcel s oLc c t cd for discussion, RS

as the cavans of palay which he and his hcusohoLd got from it, were 01i­
by dir,'ct questions. 'I'h e total harvec t from the parcel was arrived a t



was
of
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in 831W Research Report Se r'Le s , No. 3 (Febr-uar-y 1974). In thi::,

,'10 addros s ourselves only to the question of who had adopted the fo1-

spondcnts we r e also a"3':.Gd if they had practiced ce rvta i n modern farming _

in. the current crop Bl,ason. 5 If they sa.id they had not, they 'tlere

if they wer-o at Le ac t awar-e of t.hem , In Di t he r case, the source of
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l1ilaor, Camaligan, Gainza, ~lina­

Labac , Pamp Loria , Pnaacao , San
Fernando

Gon , Lagonoy, Sangay , San Jose,
Tigaon, Tinambac

G5-::I', Bclatan, Bato, Buh.i ,

Sipocot, Cabuaao , Del Gallego,
Lf.bmanan , Lupi, Ragay

Naga City, Baao , Bula, Ocampo,
Pili

Magarao, Bombon, Ca.Labange ,
Canaman

.__---"-'Co=n~st:;.;;;.it~l1t llIunicipali tiesDistrict name

1. Sipocot

2. .!1~

3. ~~~

4. l:!.ll~_oL

5. ~

6. ~

purposes, the 33 rDunicipali ties of Cnmaz-Lncs Sur covered by the

di v i.de d into six di s t r-i c t e , Each au ch district is composed of four

contiguous municipalities, as follo~lB.

/5""/:; ...."".t',,... ,,"'... proximity, the Sipocot, Goa,' and. Iriga districts also

groupings. It La hoped that as n.ew data accumulate we

a.Lt c rna'tLve divisions baaed on other i)mpirical grou~ds.6
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600

279

321

can make small-s~u'!lpl(;

1'7

313

296

report (pag;? 2) that in this st~d;y

- 28 -

FINDINGS

287

262

25

quadrrurt ,)f t~.lis two-by-two matrix of our sample.

prev.-:liling. in Car.narincs Sur a t the t Lme our respondents r-e -

the v(~ry begi:lning of

(If r'2sp,)nd[;;n~ \-Ior') di~;tinbuish·:'d. j, through D. ClassGS A and B

!'1ur:ibc:r.s; classes C and D a re nato? Accordinr;to th~~ ofii
w

•

qu"drnnt'(CF momue r s \-;ith0u1: ;'199 loans)~

the i11cluoion of these; unoxpe c t cd cases, along with the 25 ~:h~

__------,----c......-,----=--------

th c pr-o bab Le cff0CtS o f r-i99 assiste.l1CO on both CF members and non­

and of the prob:.,blc '"ff'ects of CF c:1"mbcrship on those who received

ver,our sar1p10 includes 17 cases in ·.~:,ich eF nOl1r:embers reported .an Jil99
had the 17O,l12S be en follo\-Ied strictly (as

these' casC?s) ~ itl l: c.hou Ld have no r~3spond'.:~nts in



first four findings below, I~ell as in .t.hi s t abu.Lar' sUr.lm~ry.

Ave z-ago harvest
Vari;'l,_b_lc_s ( c-..a..:..;;vo__n-,-s_o:t2.:.~) a,.

CF a l orio

CF + H99

H99 alone

Neither

tho differences i'!l average harvests are not significant,

population of r-Lc o fO'rmers from which this sample was drawn.

our aanp.l,e is in this respect only dub i ou s Ly representative

samples 1'/01'0 employed, we never used mor e than 553 out of

and'sOlilotimea f'ewe r , Excluded from the an'alyses were farmers

or m.ixo d cultivation (both and rainfed) and those

- 29 -



·combined ir'rigatcJ-rainf(JQ aVi)raSG :p~):-'-hccta:re yield for CF members

58

members avc r o.go 55 cavans of I'alay per hectQn,; nonmombe r-s , 50 cavans ,

, no t significant. I L

'I'he procedure described in note
of -14 cavana betv.'cen CF mcmbcr-s

JANUARY
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mornbers ofeam-,

tho same r.1ay·not be

- 3'j -

:'lrigi~.te;d pzu-c oLe of non-compact

on Ly ab ou t throe-foUl"thc C'±' Q hectare (Table RS02.0'J#1),15

har-vcs t s per hc c t a r e fa!' irrigated pr.o t s , by month ,-[hon

joined tile eF. cere <:,8 f'o Ll.owe ; Ap":'il 1973 or earlier, 58

'10; June, 72; July, ;'4: Augns:;, 56; Septc'l'lbcr, ?5~ For

co.r r c s porul i ng moana arG !:,hcav<J.ns, 60, 60, 57, S1,

evident, GF mem-

1973) ,1'2..2":'li.~ ';hlu: thOGQ who joined

Fo r irrig::,tod parcels the r'iff8rCl1Ce is significant (75 ve ; 88

!. ::est) ; for rainfed par-c e Lc

is no t 3ignificant (1+8 'ITS. ItG cavans };

I;;ight !'Cpo:!'t largor per-·hcCf3YC yields than ths recent

be the reov'~rti()l1t. nil" ava.iLab Lc data ,,,.1101"!oG. UE to compar-e 228

COI7lPl3,ct before May 1973 wi t.h 35 who joir.cd
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amon>: 0 crators of rainfcoct rice farms H99/CF farmers stand out

much more modern, that is, much more likely than others to

lIlodern farming techniques (Tables RS02.09.1-8 and RS02.10.1-8).

Itivatin c' the same kind of ricelcmd, except in the greater tendency to

~.:::.:.::.;== (Tabl;:)s RS02.08~1-8 and RS02.10.1..:.8).

the 0.001 01' 0.02 Le vc L in all four cases--irrigated
gross (Table RS02.05.2-3). For the meaning of t hc
Sf'" page 25. .

CI,t t he 0.001 level Crable RS02.05.4).

mparison of farmers belon.ging to the Samahang Nayon .and a compact

A) with'those belonging only to a compact farm (Class B)

no important differences between the two kinds of farmers in farm

gross or net har-ves t , or pei--hectare yield (Table RS02.01·.1-4).

is t r-uo, of fa'!!:'ffi practices, .lith the ono excepti~ of modern rice

As should be expected (since the:( wor-k bigger parcels) ,H99/CF farme~

repo;t bigger total harvests. both net and gross. 14 Their mean net and

grpss figures, r<)spcctively, are about 38 and 70 cavans for irrigated

parcels, and 31 and 57 for r3.infed C'.I:ablG RS02.01.2-3).

'However. i·j99!CF farmers report significantly bigger per-hectare yields,

for rainfed arcel~. Thus, 'all irrigated parcels average about

9 cavans of palay per h~ctare, and all rainfed, about 49 (means). Only

the latter case do M99/CF farmers do notably better, getting about 55

vans per hectare, on the average, vs , 44 for Non-H99 respondents (Table

02.02.4). 15 Fo~ irrigated parcels 1199/CF farmers report an average of

cavans; other farmers, 57 cavans (the difference is nct signifif:ant).. .



vl'lI"ietiles--re,portedly used more f r-equ en t Ly by Class A respondents with

(Tables RS02.oB.1-8 and RS02.10.1-8).In other words

Class C (SN alone) with Cl[(s8 D (neitherSN .no r CF) gener",lly

~llt.~in fclTln ar811, harvest, or per-hectare

(Table RS02.01.1-4); Only b:o executions to this rule occur in

matter of farm practioes: SN members working irrigated parcels •

pest corrt r oL more often than do Class D rcspond"mtsj on rainfed

SN members US0 more fertilizer (Tables RS02.08.1-8 and RS02.10.

1'opegin with, 1~. generally ha.s ~r Earcels than the other five

districts, and in most cases the difference is significant (Tables RS02 •.

01-.1..04.1 and 06.1-07.1). Generally l<1rp-:er than others are the parcels

inSipocot, !'lilaor, and Ma@ja:r:.~l in t~der (ibid:).16

e total gross ho.r ve a t reported understandably follow the same t~end-­

reports the smallest ones; Sipocot, t"1G Inrgast (Tables RS02.03.

and 06.3-07.3).

net harvests arc' much the sam" everywhere, but Hilo.or does signi­

bettor than other districts in throe out 'of 20 comparisons--

harvest per hGctare show f'ew meaningful interdistrict differences

at all on irrigated land aas i s t e d by program (Tables

ana 06.4-07.4).

"lore made; fi v e for each of the four
irriga.ted (1'199 or non-M99) and rainfed
significantly larger in seven cases;

Naga, in hiO; and Goa, in one

JANUARY 1974
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tp favor th'} more substantial farmers is a de Li.bo r-a t e tac­

guidelines determining who should r-e c e i vo J\'l99 loans.

Sur, lending operations for Phase I of the Musagu!l3. 99

crop, Hay-Octob£r 1973) gave offici"al priority to irrip-:QtGd

as SUC:l by personnel of thu National Irrigation Administra­

Phase> I) by an M99 production t.e chnf cd an s Further, of the

planned for coverage in Ph a s e I, 20,000 were to be irrigutc;d

the' ,Non-H99 parce Ls , and consequently have larger net and gross

6-7). The same conclusion ve» su;:;gested by a finding pub­

Research Report Series, l'lo. 1 (page 16), namely, that M99

tl10 or more pieces of r i c e Land much mor e often' than do fo.rtnors

result from a mixture of findings, on the one hand, and, on the

additional information such ac premises, assumptions, goals,

norms, prefel'ences, or just plain facts. Conclus~ons vary ",it;) t.he

asks of the" data. Uppermost in my own mind as I

findings wer-e the goals of the Bicol River Basin

Pr-ogu-am., Chief among them are t:lese thre~, namely, increased

s . increased ag~icultural productivity, and increased empLoymen t-o-wi t h

ncr of these increases furthor specified. In keeping wi t h one of tile

rinciples of t h c nation's current Four-Year Development Plan (PY 1974­

eae increments must be such as \oJill result in a more equitable. distri-



into SSRU Research Report Series, No.2, at page 35)

~ ut._, '1 ~ •..Ji;~.

Pf?O.IfCT IIID_·_C_(_

Research Report Series, No , 2 (note 18, page 35), it is stated that

"can only presume that farmers with irrigated land repay their

s more quickly than those with rainfed Land s " For while repayment

were availablo, they did not distinguish the two kinds of farmer.

of the Lmpo r-t ance of the question; and the practical impossibility

data from the lending agencies, on September 30, 1974, Jo Vo

meda sought tho help of Nicaner S. Clasio, NFi,C provincial program

r , Fortunatoly, a seminar-conference was in progress at the time and

Reporting on the 129 farmers about whom he inquired, tho techni­

the following information regarding t h c M99 loans status of their

M99 loan status as of 9/30(74a

Fully paid Partly paid Unpaid Total

60 14 6 80
(75%) (17/6) (8%) (100%)

25 11 13 49
(51%) (221{,) (26%) (9916)

aLoans wer'8 for Phase I O~:;-octob8r 1973)

df == 2 Chi-square == 10.499 p::.: 0.01

\ Alls'd....:.:::.:..:.::.:.:::. I

~



(1: percent) i-a i.n f cd , "", ac tua.L'Yac t , auppor t \<las given' to

of which all but 4 30 (16 y-rcant) were As

r-ac e Land represented about ~'£.~ of t ne s.raa nr eu-so.r-,

which may' be harvested tldcc or even t hre c times a year

more productive than rainfcd r Lcc Land , As a matter of fact, \,e

an irrigated farm 'IIi thout an N99 loan averaged ,57 ca'vana

(and pr-e suniab Ly could double or triple this in a year's

rainfe.d farm' produced only 44 cavane per hectare--oncc

JANUARY 1974
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with rainfed land. As of' August 13,1974,
in. Camarines Sur had been repaid, but Mr.

10,,1974) does not distinguish repayments by kind of

hypothetical example may help. Suppoae we have 1000 hectares of·
~. 500 of wh.i ch arc irrigated and 500, r a Lnf ed , Assume that the
y of all farms follows the average figures we derived from our
loans are given twice a year for irrigl'.ted farms or once a year
ahl;;tYs at '!?'700 per hectare. .. '

"le give no loans .af all, the total 'production for the 1000 hectares
ix-year period (say, 1974-80) will be 474,000 cavan's C342, 000 from
gated hectares and 132,000 from th,c rainfed)'; Now, if we give loans
y:ar for the irrigl'ited parcels, this will up t ho total six-year pro
f:tgure to 492,000 cavans, an 'increase of only 18.000 cavans , FUJ:IDt~er

rit' s to Lncr-oaae d agricul tural productivity. , Since rain-

oels are relatively unproductive, loans .ahouLd not, be allowed them

t (if 'the matter is--and this' is t hc-~ lCfJson we iearn from the

the government's gO<:l_l of increasE,d rico production will probably be

s"rved b' ,.giving preference to rainfed farms... This statement ah cu Ld

prise tho r sador , for it is implicit in the finding that, while the

-H99 difference is only three cavans per hectare for irrigated

5'7), it is 11 cavarrs (55 va , 44) for rainfed. Supporting one

g per yenr can add more to the annual rice production figure than

two or even three irrigated crops.19 Hence if~i6 the

crCnce should be given to'~ farms, because they contribute

this incrom~nt than irrigated farms, and do so at one-half tho cost

n per year versus two).

a le8s'.20



that in the long run both the: nation and the individual

11' be better served by the multiplication of irrigated parcels. But

be careful not to confuse growinF more rice ~wi til the present dis­

irrigated and rainfed farms) and creating more irriGated rice­

involv es a small-loan prof,ram a.lrac d at increased rice ;'1'0­

and !IOW; the second is a long-term infrastructure program aimed

conversion. Both are important, and both are underway. But

pa rngr-aphe I draw~~~ that seem to follow f r cm

Tlic first is that the 1,199 loan program, by favoring

ove r rl'.infcd, widens the income gap between those who have a

ltlho have mcr-e , ThO;) second conclusicn is that the govo r'n-«

e -nz-oduc t Lon nroJ;:rLtm 11i~ht be bo t t or , served by giving preferential

that policy-makers consider thGS0 conclusions and

there appears to be s omc meri't in my

of f>4.200,OOO. In other words,
production ata rate of F'233 per

once a year for the
507,000, an addi t Lon

accomplished at a loan cost
supporting rainfed
irrigated parcels,

- 37 - 1971+
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income go.1).21

cllanges in the Nasagana 99 prograt:l may be called fort at

possible closure of



Appendix

COHPACT FARHING IN CAHARINES SUR

J:Jse V. Bar-r-ame da , Jr.



e first time compact farming was tried in the Philippines was in 1964, in

batoo Generally credited with the, conception and introduction of the

is Romeo Serquina, then the Cotabato branch nariager of the Agricultural

it Administration (ACA) 0
1 Serquiiia I S reason for pushing this form of

erative farming appears to have been that for which -the ACCFA was- created

952: to help bl'Unt the threat of insurgency and to bring dissident farmers

. to the government fold.

erative farming found enthusiastic acceptance and support ,among Cotabato

ers, so much so that the following year (1965) several ACA branch managers

to tho province to observe and learn from the experiment there.

year saw the formation of similar arganizatiol1d in several provinces,

them Iloilo (wner-o the farmers' associations were known as til-clos), and

(saranay).

ost successful of these was the "people-oriented" saranay in Pangas i.nan ,

it sought to strengthen the base of the Farmers ICooperative Harketine;

iutions (Faco~3.s). and to improve collections and the quality of member­

in, the cooperatives, the saranay Lrrt r-oduc ed two novel concepts: thRt of

int liability group, and proximity of residenCE: as tho basis for member­

the compact-farm cell.

Camarines Sur entered the CF age by two parallel routes. In that

ACt. regional accountant ~Tosc C. Horano, apparently having developed

of compact farming, tried to translate hiE ideas into reality



l4inalabac, where the Milnor-Hinalabnc Facoma had a \'!arc--

His interest in trying to set upCF groups sprang from t he flCA problem

collection--a problem of which the iJ.CA regional accountant was ke e~

same year, the Nueva Caceres \rchdiocesan Secretariat f,)r Social Action

• headed by Hsgr, J osc 'r 0 Sanchez, held a congress at the Atenoo de

Out of that congress there evolvc:d a cormnittee charged with the task

up a blueprint for organizinG fo.rniers into groups through whd ch

revive their flagging confidence in democratic institutions, and

t i ne learn self-rol.iance.2 The idea was to lessen the farmers I

s t r-a t e gy , designed as well to stem the inroads made by a

\"0.13 twin-pronged o The church \"as to go about regaining the

of the peasantry by invelving horself directly and actively in

the lay group was to asaur-c the farmers that rural-bank (RB)

be r',mdily ava.i Lab I s to t hcn if they would follow the modern

recommended by t e chnd cLans ,

then set the criteria for choosing the locale in which to

tits p.Lans , The place had to be an o conomd ca.Ll.y depressed area, the

irriW'tted, and 'the f'ar-mo r-s no longer acceptable to gove r-nmen t

financing ins-ti tutions as good credit risks u With the cri tC)1'ia

the committee became an implementing task force. 3

Morano, further-inspired by the Israeli' moshav type of farm

had reintroduced his idea in Inginan, Nina-Iabac, in Don area

facili ties provided by the government Irrigation Service

In thin attempt, Norano acknow'Lodgee the help of Rogelio Borja,

him to the farmers there.

C:e:.. Since Inginan fitted tole criteria ~et by the ABBA committee,

a member of the social action task f'o r-co , the ASBA decidod to



oz-gani.z a t LonaL theories to Morano's pre-ctic'll experience. In the

expuriment, un de r t aken in'1970, Morano and the l\SSA task

the principal stress from production t o social solidarity, -and

gr-oundwor-k for what is now rcfelTed -.to as the rural bank (RB)

Camar-Lnes Sur. In kec,Jing wi ththis social orientation, the

..'as planned along the aar-anay line; i.e., ,proximi.t;v of

required of members, who were jointly and severally liable for

Specifically, thO' members had to be ,neighbors,_ which Ncruno

moaning "with houses a stone's throw from one ano t he r ;" About

soon organ:..zed, and the term "compact farming" began to gain

Rural Bank of Nueva Caceres (RBNG) opened its credit vaults

f'Jr an -even mor-e solid type of social ac t i.on , Hence

b-,nks to f'o Ll.ow the - example of the -RBNe in supporting

t-farm program by Qxtending agricultural prod1.<ction loans to CF

DrOVla,~- !Ofinp" Lmpot un , the f,SSA and the, Eicom embarked on a joint

development program.5 As CFs sprang up in Buhi, Naga, BuLa,

Camarines Sur be-came the.firGt province in the.entire courrt r-y

insti tutions gave massive support to compact farming. 6

the idea of farm-cc!1tigui ty as a r c qud r-omcn t for group

egan to be applied, C1.1 though this constituent WD.S to become

when the }lD.sagana 99 program went into effect.

page 3



,;tty. Ravnnc r-a and the [~rchbishop took it upon

to explore pcssible r.JOl1TIS to aseur-c the program's continuitYe, i,t

DIm expense, t hcy ,'lrrrmged s2rieG of c on fe renc ce in Nago. City between

on the one hand, and, on the other, such technocrats as National

Council (NEC), nov National Econcnic and Development Authority (NEDJ~)

Gerardo Sicat;, Gell. Fidel Vcn t ur-a , chief of the Engineering Corps,

Director Thomas C. "Niblock and i F'r-ank Sheppard, Jr., of the United

Agency for Intcrn:ltion,'ll Dcvelopr~wnt/I)hilippines. To them Ravanez-a

Archbishop presented the problem. Tho offshoot of all the conferences

t, upon assur:mcc: of support by Secretary of ',griculturc .rturo R.

and Public W'Jrks Secr;)tary David M. Consunji after subsequent

thotWD cabinet members in r'!anila, tho Interagency Bicol Ri.vo r

was formed to dro.w up an integrated development program that wou Ld

··5·~L",,,, Ol.olLc<..L Extension (BAE). In Bula, i'orralba found support in

Orlando f,gri to. 'I'ho AC,', soon fell owed up the Bula pilot pro,joct

farmers' associations in Pili, Pamplona, and Lf.bmanen ,

concept was distinguished by its essentially soCial­

.leA approach introduced in Bula was abovo all IJroduction-



concepts had the same underpinnings in joint-liability groups;

:,dea$ developing along pa:t-allel and, in retrospect, corn-

doorne d cooperative uI,Jertakings: failure to use existing

barrio level as t ne bE,S" for strong membership. A barrio

the ::~, (Tagalog, B.ll.F~) became: the foundation on which

compact-farm groups, supplanting the indi vidual-'farmer membor--

natural-

became another CF "c omporro rrt ill tho ACA fcrmula; La t e r , when

principlD. In line wi t h its 'technical thrust, the ACA added

to tho:, c orrt Lgu i t y r-cqu i.r-ome-rt : the aPIJroximat0lj' c qua.L pro-

~f t hc farms compos i.ng a p roduc t Lon unit (ACA'1973a).8

and ,qi.milaritics characterizin;,;: thQ approaches of the fiCA and

.sh.:>uld r-emember- that he Ls looking at id",al prescriptions,

be; follow0d in prac ti ce , 'rhus while both the ACA ';'nd HB

Sur CF' members interviewed in October 1973 said thc'Y

Again, whi.Le irrigation is said to be n.andat oz-y, IJS pcr­

reported th"it they ~Iere workd ng rainfed r i ce Larid ,
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Roqu i r'o d Required

Requ i r-ed Pe qu i r-e d

Not required Required

Requd r-ed Not required

Not required

Required

Not required

Not

15-20 members

40-50 hoc t area

Pe qud r-e d

Required

Re quti r-e d

He'luir0d

Requ i r-ed Requ Lr-od

Required Required

Consolidated, follow- Tndf.vddua.L, fol-
ing one oV8rall plan lO'i>ling indivi­

dual plans

IndiVidual, with
individual re­
payment of loan

Table 'I

Comparison of t he ACA and RJ f'o rrnu Las for the
compact f'a r-m or ",clI1l "a r.acri



de ve Lop-,

condition

No distinction wasBicol B':l.Gin Team 1973:

see the farmer as (1, po i.n t of conve r-gcnc c for

leading to t h e Lmpr-ovoment of -i-h individual

as found in existing compact farms in Camarinos Sur (Llli.:

of t h.: Bicol River Basin Development Program (BRBDP), a

compact f'a r-m development was envisioned for the

and the ACJ~ concept j a close readine of tho "blue book" reveals

of allowing hd mseLf to be hung up on de tadLs , t h e reader should look

.:!:.~~s..:t of .t he contrasting provisions. Doing this, he will per­

the RB plan focuses on iJringing t.o ge t hc r mutual'ly compatible loan

whi Lc '~!18 stress is on solidarity of responsibility, 'it co ndcnes

,jpha~d,,()s unity in production and

ab o vo all as technicians. Both

tly conceiv'jd by the Plans and' Programs Department and the Social

ture Department of the BRBDP, compact farm groups wi;!.l be established

plans as reflected in the project pr-oposal include the establish­

a Compa~t Far:n Tr~1ining Ce n t o r- (C';:I':.~C), and ae ed banks. The' original

for implc'mentation calls for coope r at Lvo CF devEJlo'pm"nt in all exist-

cipali ties l1}Wrc' irrigated z Lce Land exists (~.: 33-31, ) . Planned

ions include provi.s.ions for increased t cchni c n.L training for techni­

farmers, morc c f'f'Lc i eri t marketing of Lnpu t s and outputs, and the usc

as a water-managemc~t unit. In reference to the latte~, it is likely

popular response will be posi tive, since it is clear from a recent

1973) that rice farmers in Carnar-Lnus Sur place top priority on
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Ce.tr~l C~operativc 1"ie,rkGting :;ssociatiol1, Inc.)

Lncor-p oz-at i.on of t h e Bicol
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~
RAS RSb

01 01
02

02 03

03 03

04 .03

05 04

06 03

07 03

field p~riQd)Short °t

BaLongay fishpond-estate survey
(Camarines Sur, December 1973)

PT/FHT efficienc; in Camarines Sur
(final study; November 1973)

Rice-farmer expendf, tures and M99
loans in Camarines Sur (November
1973) .

efficiency in Camarines Sur
s t udy ; September 1973)

Program awareness of MDOs, PTs, and
FNTs in Camarines Sur (mid-October
1973)

Rice-farmer prLtctices and priori ties
in Camarines Sur (mid-October 1973)

Fertiliz.er source loan time- .
liness in Camarines (Novomber
1973)

CO"ler of' this report.

of llvailabl'e publications, below.

h for FY74 is reported in two .e er i ea of documents. The details
design and implemcntation--wi thout findings--are found in the
esearch ,Activity Summaries (RAS01-14). Findings, conclusions,
dations are presented in the Research Report Series (RS01-10).

finformation regarding 33 municipalities of Camarines Sur is
ill a Special Publication (SP01).



~
Ca t e ,ory . Short title (and...Ji~riod) RAS RS

MS1 !1unicipality survey (Cmnarines 08 SP01
Sur, January 1973)

ss4 Local-eli to 09 SV01
Sur, -Lanuar-y

SS5 Case studies in coopcrntion 10 05CCnmarines Sur, February 1974)

sss Land-consolidation project study 11 06
(Camarinas Sur, Februaz-y 1974)

S87 study (Camarines 12 07
1974)

i',P1 aur-v ey no. 1 13 08-10
Sur, !1o.rch-i-lpril 1974)

sss Flood eff'ec t s survey (C<lmarines 14 SP01
Sur, ' April 1974)

activities and reports (cont'd) page 2



PUE,LICATIONS NOI'l AVAILABLE

• Rice-farm harvests and practices in Camarines Sur:
Do conpnc c f.'lrms, Masagsna 99, and t he Samahang
Nayon make a difference? (by :F'. Lynch, with an
::tppenrlix on cou.paet fQrming i;-:, C~l'l~xines Sur by
"J.V. Barramcda, Jr.)

1. 'SSRU rese:~rch plnns for Febru:lry-June 1974

July 1, '1973, to April 30, 1974

1974

le copies of the above publications I contact
$.t one of the return. addresses on the back
this report~' ,
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