CEAPTER VI
CASES OF CO-GPERATION

‘ iaalegans to the situaticn of oo-ownership in respect of
ownership of & holding is the situastion of co~operstion in respect
of operetion of a farm. The situstion of oco-operstion in farming
arises thus when two or more operstors operats & lot, each having
Lis own demarcated share ¢f the lot.

As can be seen from Hap IV, there are 35 lots in Bleek P
which involve co-operation, This oconstitutes about 33.7% of the
total number of lots. Iooking from the astandpoint of operation,

79 farms are ce—cperated. This represents about 50.45% of the total
137 farms in the Block. The extent of co-cperatiom in ths Blook is
thus oconsidorsably large.

Some of thess co-operated lots have two ce~operators.
Others bave thres. Table 6,1 shows that there are 26 lots with
two co-eperators, while Table 6.2 shows that there are nine lots
with three co-operators.

Phe screage operated by cach ce-operstor, se shown in
Column 4 of the two Tables, is necessarily less than the acreage
of & let whigh is usually three scres. It varies between cases,
renging from as small as half acre to as large ss 24 acres. Table
6.1 shows that in those lote eperated by tvwo co-operators, ihe most
frequent sise of & co—opsrated sub-lot is lg scres. There sre 42
gsub=lots of this acreage from the total of 52, This ie the eutcone
of equal division of s let of three acres inte twe sub-lots. The
remaining sub~lots are of different other sises ranging fiom Lalf acre
to 2} acres. Table 6.2 depicts that in those lots operated by three
co—operators, s sub~lot of omo acre is the most frequent cases,
sccounting for 16 out of 27 sub-lots. Again, this is the logical
cutoome of dividing a lot of three acres into three equal sub-lots.
The rest of the sub-lots in the Table very between half acre te 13

ACYe8.

The existence of the situstion of co-operation in the Block
is due to e numbsr of circumstences, set out in Column 6 of the twe
Tables., Most notable among thess 1is that it arises from the
situeation of co-ownership of lets. As we have seen irn the previous
Chapter, all ce-owners operats their sub-lots. Hsnce they are
co-operators. It can be ebmerved thet all tke 12 esses of co~
ownership depiocted in Ffable 5.1 ccour again here, either in Table 6.1
or Pable 6.2 sccording to whether the co—owners are iwo or {hree.
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TABLE 6,1
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TARE 6,1 (cot,)
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e 6.2

ED LEOWS wiTH MWREE CO.CRERATORS
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Pew reassons may be suggested all ce~owners eperate and
do not remt oeut their sub~lots. Some ::y these bave &lr:cag by
L;ylinum become clear in the course of cur discussiom in the
provious Chapter as to why co-owmers acquire their sub~lois., Ons
is that some of these co~owmers ere landiess in respect of land ether
than mu sub-lota. Ce~eperating these sub-lots is thus perhaps
the only ssurse of agrisultural employment opex %o them, ard perbaps
alsc the enly mein souree of inocome. Others operate their subd-lois
eolely to ebdtaim the steple foed of padi. To remt out these small
sub~-lots amounts to redueimg drestically the amount of padli obtainable.
Co-owners with large padi beldings, such s Ksmaruddin bin Bohir of
cage number 1, Table 6.2, eperate their co-owned sub~lots perhaps for
resaon of ecale. It is worth noted that Kemaruddin is a Committee
Hember of the lecal Persatusn Psladang, in charge of tws trseters of
ths soclety.

Another circumnstance giving rise to the situation of
co~oporation in the Blogk im temsncy. It is tenamoy of two modes.
First is where the de facto owner rents out one part of his lot amd
operates himself another part., A typical example of this is case
number 9 lot 2814 inm Tabdle 6.1, where the de facto ewner of the let,
Arshad bin Haji Ismail, remts out to Almad bin Fabs 1lj acres of his
lot, and epsretes himeelf the remaining lg acres. There are in all
six lets inwvolved in this 'partial tenancy' as shewn in Table 6.1.
Hext is where the ewner remts out his whole lot to two tenanta, each
with e spoecified acreage. The representative example of this is
case number 14 let 2819 in Table 6.1, where Mekhtar bin Abmad and
Sareon rent im end operste 1§ zores each of the let. Table 6.1
shows that there are three lete of this ‘whole~let tenaney® situation.

It is not ebvious frox the informatien provided by the
Questionaire why thess twe modes of tenancy arise. Ve cemnot thus
tell why in some cases only a part of a lot is reated out, and no%
the whole; and why in otbers & lot is rented out te two tenants and
not t0 one. FPerhaps we ean explain thie in terms of the economie
capacity to operate of both the landleords and the temants. Seme of
them may ba too old and weak, or too scarce of eapital, to epsrate
the whole let. It may alse be intelligible in terme of land soarcity.
A temant remting in s sub=lot ef 1} acres or less operates it because
he cannot find any higger land to operate slgsevhere. It may alse be
explainnble in terma of other circunstances such ss scarcity of
employment opportunities. As interesting pessibility, however, is
that this phenomenon may be explained in terms of the various relatien-
ships, particularly blocd releationship, between the landlords and the
temants. It is quite commen here for an owner te remt out a part of
his lot to his relative with the view of helping the latter to ssours
an employment and & sourse of inocome. It is unfortunate that the
Questionnaire doee not provide ma with the information regarding the
relatienship of each temsat o hls landlord. Oiherwise, we can
perbaps establish specifieally that landlordise is not solely a
osuse of poverty but also & source of employment and income, and its
underlying motive ie mot omly exploitation but alse consideration and

halpful.



The next oireusstanaa giving rise to the situation of
co-eperation in the Bleck is gift-to-eperste. Again, there are
twve kinds ¢f such gifts. in owner nay make & gift of a part or
parta of his lot to a giftee or giftees, while he himself operates
the remaining part. This can be 1llustrated by case number 6 lot
2691 in Pable 6.2, where the owner, Jamjam bim Eaji Omar givee one
aore of his lot to operate t¢ esch of his sister, Askinaton and
brother-in=-law, Haji Ardul Sslam. A1l of them operate the lot and
become itas co-operators. Table €.1 shows six lets of this partial
gift’, vwhile Table 6.2 shows two. Alternatively, the owner may
make & gift of the whole of his lot to more than one persen. In
this case, only the giftees epsrste the lot and sre co-cperstors.
This situation oan be clearly seen in cases number 7 lot 2812 in
Table 6.2,, whors the owmer makes & gift of the whole lot one acre
each t0 her sons, Abmed bin Tamsm and Shemesuddin bin Pamam, and
son—in-law, Harun bin Maskst., Table 6.1 and Table 6.2 beth acoount
for twe lots each of this ‘whole~lot gift' as a circumstancs responsible
for the mituatien of co-opermtion.

In the above aituation of giftes/co-operstion, the giftees -
a2 ocan be zeen from Celumm 5 of the two Tables ~ are ususlly very
clese relatives of the gifter, suchk as sons, daughters and in-laws.

In contrast with teanante, they pay no rent., I$ ie obvious why these
gifts are made., That these gifis are made in terms of sub-lotse and
not the whols lot is obviocusly dus to the fact that the giftor in each
case has only & limited ameunt of land.

Finally, some situations of co-eperaticnm in the Bleck are
dus to a combination of two or more of the above aircumstances. Aa
obvious example of this is case number 9 lot 2806 im Teble 6.2, where
the lot is co-operated by its two co-owners, Haji Ibrabim and Badri;
and & tenant of Haji Ibrabim, Admad. Table 6.2 skows only this one
lot of the 'mixed situation', while Table 6.1 shows two.

$he prevalence of the situsmtion of co=-operatien in the Bleck,
like that of co-evnership, may give rise to a member of ecomemic and
other problems. As Ws have seem, the exient of co=operation here is
considersbly large being atout 33.7% of the total mumber of lots or
50.4¢ of the total mumber of farms. This is of great significanocs.
It means tkat whatever preblems that may arise from and whatever
implications that may attend the phenomenon of co-opsration will
affect the total situatiem in the Bleck extensively.

Foremost among the scomomic prohlems ie the question in
relation to unit of operation. As we have ssen in the twoe Tables,
the acreage of the co—eperated sub-lots varies betweem half acre %o
24 acres. In all eases, it is smaller than the original lot
elienated. At lesst 24 of these sub-lots are of one aore or below.
A great majority of thess ce-eoperaters do not operate padi~land
anywhere else. Nost of them slso do not operate any other land at
all. The problem of unit of opsration is thus & very serjious one
hers. He cannot exmotly say how many of these sub~lots are eperated
drestically belew optimum, end bovw many & little bdslow, for lack of
dete on indices of efficiemey. But from our experience and



observation, we are reaseonsbly eertain thsat
& one~acre padi farm and do mothing else,
intensive o be in a state of sfficienaqy.

for a family %o operate
the farm is too labour—

| Fext equally important economic problem is operstionsl
fraguentation of famms. If the co-operstor, besides cc~eperating
his relevant sub~lot, operates slso cther lot or lots in the Blook,
frageentation of his padi farm emerges in eo far as the scatier of the
lots and/or sub-lots is eoncerned. It oan be seen from Nap IV that
there are twe fragmented farme invelving co-operated sub~lots, while
four other farms, though they invoclve sub-lots, are fortunately

adjoining, and henoe not fregmented in the sense of being scattered.
Table 6.3 sete out all these farms.

This situstion of fragmentation is augmented with regard te
the whole farm when a farmer coc~eoperate & sub~loi, or operate &
frageented farm involving a sub-let(s) in the Block, besides operating
a lot or more guiside the Hleok. There are at least 16 cases of this
nature of fragmentation in the Block, as set out in Table 6.4. It
can be sesn that with the exception of three casez all these farmers
co-operate only a aub-lei each in the Blook. It is obvicous that the
degree ef fragmentation of these farme is incressed by the farmers®
mere operation of & sub~let in the Rloaok.

Co-operation of a lot among twe or three ce-operators may
also give rise to various probless in relation te matters which affect
tte whole lot. Examples of this are decisions with regard to water
supply of ithe lot, and decieions with regard to variety of padi %o be
planted in view of pest, kirda, and passage~ways for those whose
sub-lots are away from the earth track.

Besides these direct eoconomic problems ¢f ce-operation,
there are others as well that ariss from these ciroumetances whioch
zive rise to the situatien of ce-operation. The prectioce of gift-
to-epsrate, so prevalent in this Bleck partioularly im relation teo
sub-lots, may pose its owm problems, Boonomically, the incentive
to operats and manage well may be less on e gifted land than en owmed
land. Socially, it may create discerd amcng relatives, particularly
if some are gifted while otbers of the same order sre not. Payobo~
logically, it lessens the challenge to the younger geumeration to leek
for employment themselves sinoce they can hops for some relative teo
make & gift of land to them %o operate.

These problems are alse equally applicsble to tsnancy,
insofar ae it is & cause of the situation of co=operatien. In
addition te these, of course, landlordisz can be & scurce of
sxploitation. Mestly, the rent charged in wmsction with theae
co-operated sub-lots is ef *bagi-dua’ basis. How fhsglad.m‘ charge
cen be excessive with regard to highly productive lets has been
discussed in Chepter 1.

Pinally, tensncy smd gift as practised in connection with
these co~opersted sub-lots may produce & serious result, It has
been moticed that the resulting umits of eperstiem are mostly small,



TARBLE 6.3

FRAGNENYED PADI PAMNS INVOLVING
O~ OPERATED SUB-LOTS

Be. ¥o.* let or Subd-let Remaxk
1 &) Sub~lot 27839
ist 2795 Seattered
Let 2800
2 £ Sub-lot 2797
Sub-Lot 2806
Ad jeining
let 2801
it 2805
3 ¥10 Sub~lot 2817
4d joining
let 2821
P86 ub-let 2862
4 5 ed joining
lst 2866
‘ Sub-lot 2844
2 F124 v Scattered
lot 2856
6 F12% Sub-let 2844 M
1ot 2848 Ad Joining
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TABLE 6,4

FARSS Wi A SUB-LOT 18 BLOCK P

IWHHEG LO7T(S) cisewmens

No. | T3 ?-:Eﬁ*g’e: Lot(s) de -
e, e 8) Jutside of the Blech/Acrongef/Crop
1 Sabelot 7788 Lot 2888, Bleck K, J acres, Padi
2 Subelot 2787 5g. Tomgg! Kamem, 3 acres, Locaswd
Subsled 2006 g. Sireh, b acres, Cecomst
tsd 2801 Bats 6, B seres, Coconnt
3 1 Seb-lat 2837 fatu &, | aeve, kuapesg cultivetics
b B Subelot 285 deta 6, 24 asres, Cocomut
data 4, & eeree, (ocomut
5 2 Subslot 2855 5g, Tengpl Haman, area uknown, Cocomst
G W Subslot 2670 Bats &, 3} scres, Cocomut
7 ) Subslot 2039 Sye Gulangy, 2% acves, Cocomut
Sg. Sireh, ) acre, hampang cultivation
B &8 Subsint 2847 Batu 5, area uebacun, Coconst
§ ] Subolet 2255 Bate 5, area unlowun, Cocomt
i L 1] Subslot 2897 Black ¥, | sere, Pad!
datn 7, 2% asves Cocomut
1] 4 Subslet 2887 Bstu 7, 5 acves, Cecomut
12 ) Swb-Lot 2891 Bata 7, ¥ acres, Cocomst
B 7Y Sub-let 2812 Bleck S, 1 acre, Pedi
14 124 Subelot 2844 Batu 8, 3 acres, (oconut
Lot 2856
1 125 Subelot 2844 tls Tiran Bursk, 1 acre, kempong coltivaties
st 208 A
16 BS | Seblst 2888 Batn 5, 5 acres, Cocomnt




and that most of the co-epersters do not possess land elsewhere.
Further, even the giftore and the landloxds have im most cases
enly & very limited smoumt of land. Their ewn farms are thus
reduced te the extent of gift snd renting out that they make.
Hence these prectices of tensmay and gift are thus responsible for
the creation of the situation of underemployment botk with regard
tc the tenants and giftee2 es well es landlords and giftors.

In a grewing pepulation like thet of the S.8., the
prevalence of underemployment may produce & sericus repercussien
in that it serves to oconesal the real magnitude of unemployment until

such & time when the problem has become too sericus t© be easily
%&&lﬁa




