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A s:Lmplifiecl method of classifying lands according to their aui ta.bili ty 

for the grow·t;h of tea is :i:.•equirt�d for making decisions on diversiftcation9 

rcpla.nti.ng 11 management and conservation needs on ox:i.sti.ng te,:. lands o P.reviou.s 

attempts at land sui tablli ty/capn.hili ty classif:i.cations fo1• tee ara discussod 0 

Tho principles of a sui tab:lli ty classification in acco1•d with cu:r·rent inter­

national '1;1".inking on the subject are presen·tede Fom.• suj_tii.b:tli ty classes o.re 

recognized accord.i.ng to the degree o:f limitation 01::- hazat"d for the g:r·m...-l;h. o� 

t0ao Subclasses are separated on the basis of' the kihd( 0)0:f' linrL tations presant o 

A yield potential is aGm.gned to aach class,. On the basis of theso ;ymelo. 

potentials, the expected yield 1.mder standa.-rd management are p1.•adictecl for 

diffei•ent fields of St ., Coombs and St ,. Joaclrlms Estates and compared ,·r.i. th actual 

available da:cao The applications of this Elim:pl:i.fied system of lancl S1.rl.tability 

classification -�o tea estates and the evaluaUons that can be ma<le are discussetl o 

·1 e :,Cn t:t:�.}lp t:to,rH. 
Classifico.tion of 1.ands acr. ·:·ding to ·l,;heil• sui i;a.bilj_ ty for the growth of 

tea will serve many purposes9 'fhu.8 11 v,hen applied to u.i1eco:nomic tea lands, :J.t 

ca.11 be doc:.Lded whethe:i:• a particular trn-c .. ,:; of land is producing IHrni·ly on account 

of in.1lerent misui tal:1:l.li ty of the land for the growth of. ten on the one hand 01• 

poo:r management 0 defective ge:;istic mat,erial or some otho:i� r·ee.son on the ot;hel .. o 

L::mds can be 1;;aJ.':llark:ed fol' d.i'i.rorsi.:ficE�tion into other crops c.n the baf;;io of 

su.ch ev-aluat:i.ons., 

Docisions regarding the desirability of rcplnnt:tng la.'1da ,d th clo.,,_o.../! t0a 

and tha o:r-de:r i.n v;hich lands should be taken up for replanting cen alco be m.nd.e 

:from the sui tability classificu-ti<.:mo Na tm-ally O tho la:ndo vlhich :::hoi:, t:-10 
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Progrrum:.11e s of :i.n:f.illi:og cou�ld. be wo:rked out 1n a sii:a.i.1:;i . .r mf.'<11ne:t-., 

A t.h:i.1·cl area in v1hich the lan<l eu:1 ·tr.bili t:y classi:fica tion for tea. ca..;'"'l 

ba used is to measu:1:·e management per.formanoe. One� the ;y1.eld potentials fo"X' 

each la.."l.cl class under stano.ard management has be<";n assessed, the ;rield goals 

tov:ra.:rds which tlto management should aim ct�uld be fixed for fl.XJ.Y tract of lru1,l 

01• 0nt�1:te (; The exte:i1t to which management is meeting tha.oo eoi:tls can thon be 

easily dete:i:·mi:r:ee.o 

The su:l. tabili ty clast':Lficat:i.on. of lands proposed ha:t'a ind.icnt;3s not 

only the dog1·ce but aJ.:�o the kind of lir.ti. -�e.:t;ion 01• hazard. fo:t> the grov:th of tea 

that ex..i.sts 021 a gi'7en t:ract o:f land., A :f1.1rtller use of the class:l.:f:':J.cation \'iiOUld 

therefore be -�o work out th� cons31.";a.tiol'l measures r&q::.ired to keep the lands at 

-�he:1.r prosont levels o:f. su:i.·tab:'iJ.i ty 01� :i..mpro-va theme The use of tea. lands as

a renewabl0 :resource wbich could be ir,ane..ged fol" m.wta.:i..ned produc.t:ton :t:ndof:!.nj_ tely

thus becomes eaaie:r to ;,ila..Tl. as the consorv.e.tion ;:�(HHlD can be pred:i.eted o 

The fil•s-t attempt to i6.entify -.n1rl classify !'egior.is accoi•ding to their 

su;U;abili ty for tea b1.M;;ed on. i:ielec-ced lam1 chJ:t:i•t;!.0tt)ri sties r:e.o ma.de by Pa.n11boklrn 

{1970)who identified ·tha main a.gro-ecolog:i.cal regions o:f the 1.-ca and l"'u:obe� 

gl"ow:i.ng ro•eas. While i;his gave a gene:i.•a.l assessment of the cm.i tabili ty of the so 

according tc its sui ta.b:i.li ty for the g.t"o'l'rth of tea v:aa g:tveno 

Dlve:r:sifi<,:;a·Uon Pro�iec·�� :foJ�zrmla.ted. speci:f:lcat:i.ono fo:t' a n1and capability0 

olasf1if:lca.tton o:f' the Y!e-',; Zono as a basf s for. tl.ive1:•oify:tng uneconc:mic tea. and 

Smi th( d,td. · ) v101•lrnd out a se·t of :i te:r:i.a based on limitations o-:f climate, 

"hopoeraph.y, ooi1s r:u1d <lra.i11:1ge acc:!ord.ing to wh:l.ch lanch.:i vrnre classl.f:i.ed a.cco1�a.:i.11g 
r ei...,1-#l. l.'-...C• •• t � 

to their genera.1 ce.pabili ty :f o� agr:.i..cnl i;ure, incl udi11g , ...... ,.--i,L.:�o.it.¼mef c:�ops, pa,::r�ure, 

pJ.::mtation crops a::d. :for�stry o Un.fortun::d:sly, ara wi. th all capabiµ·ty Gl0.saii'icatio11 



this classi:f:'icatton was too general a.'ld failed to take :tnto account the 

unique requirements and characteristics of tea as a crop .. It. therofor� 

did not lend :ttsel:f' to very precise Q� useful interpretationso 

b:i_3,_.,,._,-Q_U .... ,; •!-t r-. .l. (1974):proposed a methodology for land cvaluat:i.on in 

the Wet Zone of frci Lankao This was based on division of the Wet Zone into 

pragmatically dofine<'l0mi::-1.jor land systems1
• ie ma.jo1· physiogrt•.phie x·egions., 

These regions were subdivided into physiographic units corresponding more 

or leas to the classification of Sm:i.-'ch.(&971 )mentioned abovo ,. The actual 

method. of' mappj,ng was to study the distribution of' land c1r.-.sses each 

physiographic un.i. t and L"' ,,,,.,_tv<>-r 0L.:
�l'-- this distribution to cover each phys:Lo•� 

graphic region. Unfortunately, tbis method was t:00 complex to be applied by 

·t;ho se not directly involved in the mapping it self, and al so the sample areas

needed -to i-epresen'!i the physiograph.i.c regions kept !.ncream.ng as tha mapping
It 

progressed and new phy�logr,,ph:.lc regions kept on being discoveredo

Do S:l.lva( 1978)outlined"a system o:f cJ.assif:lcation of' land within tea 

plantations designed to suit de,,alopment needs11
.. This was based on a simple 

division of the well-cl:ra.ined land. according '.;o topography and q,mli·ty of the 

soil(good soil and poor soil)and ill-drained lc.nd c.ecording to topography, 

z..,:i-!'l;x1ip:rnr�:r�"1wl:��1r.rt:�0.:r���r.ock�J�J>3;: a.yaiJ.abilj_ ty ot land 
t, 

e.nd location ., Recommendations regru::-ding -';;he divorsi:!?ication of untts not
�----t<., 

scl ted to tea }tlth other crops and u.!;e:; ·were al so made o 

The principles of a system of land suitability classification fo� 
0� 

131:-i Lanka were proposed by De .i\.lwis( 1976)aml have been adopted en the basis 
. I ''-

of land su:1.ta.bility classifications for diffo�:·ent uses by the Land ::t-16 tjae 

Division $ This sys�i;em is in accord with the FAO i?ra11!awork fo!' land [valuation 
oJl;.. 

{1978�� emphasizea the two�Jstiep appl"oach in which the physicl:1.1 suitability 

classification precedes the final (econom.i..c)land evaluation,i.,, 



In the present paper
0 

a simplified ve1•sion of this land su.itabili·l;y 

classi:f:'ication used by ·i;he Land Use Division is p:resen·t;ed. The simpli.f:l.cat-i.ons 
r,_ u.. 

tha.t ha.va been introduced a.re :reduotions in the .�mbers of cl.e.s.Ges and sub-
" 

classes and dropping of ·�he suitability unit. They are intendecl to f'acil:Lte.te 

.rapid mapping by qui�k:y trained pe:csonne'.:i, o This information is required 

·•,rnry eru.•].y to en'-".ble plantation manager's and pJ.mme:r·s to ma.lee quick d.ecj,siono

on ;natters such as diversification and cl 0, ... ,,_L 

2 •. IJ.•inciples of the Cla.ss:i.:fica.tion:

replant;i.ng progra.-nr.!l0S.:, 

'rho general principles underlying the lo.nd $u.itability classification 

as used here have been cutlinodby de Alwis (1976). n Lru:cl91 includes the 

a ttri bu-te s of climate, landform( topog:i�aphy), soil 9 geology ,li.yd:l"ology O veget,·atiou
ll 

,,_ \,)..)"\,.., 

microbial and f�1al population and past and present human activ:i.ty0 nL&"ld 

classificationn is the inte:rpretivs gt•ou:ping of' lands into units for a 

� yur,P0,§1)_.. "Land sui te.bili ty classification" is a special kind of land 

classification $ It is a. grou1)ing of Ian.cl into units whose beha:viou:r cru1 be 

12.1.:._�di.� under a pa::ticule.::c use and defined management<> The pa:cticuln:r use 

that w:s.s considered in this stucly was the growth of teao 

The a.ssuwp t;:ton on which this simplified lru.1.d sui ta.b:i.1:3.ty classification 

(a.) The classification is an interpretive groi.:.pine of lanu with res:pec·� 

to its potentialities �.nd limitations for the growth of t&a o It is not 

applicable to f.u�sessing land :fo:t• other uses � :f.or whichJil. s·.;1pa1•a:te su:ltabili t;y 

c1assifi.ca.-·;ions are rcquiredo 

(b) �:he land suitability cle.ssifica.tion for tea is only a p1�ed.ittion
. I 

reg&.J.'tl.ing the behaviour of land under tea \TI. th def::tnecl levols of managemento 

:a will not nec;esmi.r:i.ly reflect the pre.cent performance of tea on any t:r.·act 

of' la.'l'l.do 

(c) A sustained 1'..igh level of mru1a.game:n.t tut one that a majority of users

2-re ce,pable of attaini:ng, is assumed., In tri..is c,.,oe, the i.mplernen·�at:i.on of

the off'icie..1 2�ecol.:.lll'Lenc:a.-l;ions of the TEzE'. Ressru:,�h Institute :Ls the mane,gemziri:� 



(d} The land is cla.ssif:i.ed according to its current physical 

features, not taking into account futu,re improvemonts 

involving expensive :.i.nvestments (egomajo1" land le�roll:lng 

and ston0 terracing). The classification of a tract ot 

land may change afte:r such major improvements have been 

effected but will not alter as a result et improvements 

that are within reach of the avsrs.ge use:s- � 

(e) Only physical factors contxibuting ·to or liroi ting producti�'±ty._._

or use of the land as a, renewable :resource are considered in

this classificat'iono Size of holding, location, transpor·�ation

facili t:l.esi present ma'llageme:n.t e-1 vei, util.:.t·Hea and i.nf:rP.t.::rtructu.re,

la:bour 0 prevaiJ.in& market conditio11.s e·tc,. are not taken :i.nt<,

account. While these factors a.re j,mpo'.)'.'tant :tn the oconom.i.c

evalua·tion� they do not contribu·tc ·to the J?,..�.:,El_ic�l :p:roducti,·.ri ty

of the land$

(f) The same suitability gr·oupirJ.gs(sui·�ability classei:i and ::;uitebility

S'.lbclasses) apply tri..x·oughout the country o But the c:rl teria.
' •� . .::Z:�adopted in the major tea growing ::r.egiono(u:p=w�.g,mid ... coun:try

and lcwcocountry)differ slightly in some ca0eso

(g) The erui tabili ty g:roupinB;. are based o:a oll:.' cmrreii-1; lmowleJ.ge

and 1.mderstanding of the :factors ·that in:l":'lue:nce the growth cf tea�

As now inforwa-t:i.on becomes available "from resee.:rch and actua.l use
. l

of the land and as ·t,,whnclog:;les change, the groupings will e.ltero 

Ultimately, the yield levels pro"'•id.e the bast mee,s�a of the

effectivenass of ·the groupings ..

The sj_mplified land sui·l;abili·ty classification for taa 
L 

has £2u:r· s:n t,e.hility_C:1:_a.sses., Lands ;fa each clo.sn have the same 



hazard ir.io:raasing progressively :from class I to Class 4 as follows:-

§2�,,!.�l&ill.:tJ.ll.:a§� 
1 

2 

3 

4 

°J1!3£SX-e.,e ..£.tJ-.i.nrl;.�tio __ 11 QF.. ���� 
lfo significant limi tat:i.on or 

hazard. 

Moderate single limitation or 
hazard.-. 

li!odera:�e,non-interacting or 
mildly interacting,duel 
limi tatiom:lo 

One or in.ore severe liti tat:lons 
o:r strongly interac'ti:ng,due.l 
limitations� mu1tiple,moderate 
limi tationso 

very suitable 

Strl.. table 

Sui table 

Unsuitable� 

Olasse s 1 � 2 and .3 are considered su.i ta"J?le for the growth of' tea, 

in decrea�ln3 degrees� Class 4 is unsuitableo 

Six sui ta.bility subclasses are recognized within each clasa,. 

Those subclasses indicate the 1£1.nd of lJlJ!.i ta,i:!:,_Qn J.?'f hazard fo:r the 

growth of tea. The s1.1.bclaases and their coding siJmpols ar.e as :follows:= 

�1bclass � 
CL..: Jrv,..l'..U, c. 

Slope ·t

Rockiness 1" 

Soil depth d 

Soil group ff s 

Grav·el g 

All lands wi thin tho same subclass have roughly the same manage«> 
Lc'.L-.,,_cL.s: 

ment and coneervation needs. Jl..Sai-1 :i.n Class I have no limi ta:tions or 

hazard f'o1.• ·the growth of tea a.11d therefore no subclassas. ll. tract of 

land in Class 2 can have only one Sttbclam::; and would be designa.-�ed 2d. 

:for instance i:f the limi ta.tions present is the depth of soilo 



Lands in Class 3 can have two non--•inters.cting or l,l'.}.ldl;y injGer.ac·l;ing

moderate limi tationih A typical designation of a tre..ct o:f land in Cle.so 3 

would be 3rs where moderate limitations of rockiness and soil grou� axe 

both present <) 

Lands in Class 4 have ei th.er o:ae or mo�e sevex·e single lim.:l.ta.tioz1s, 

eg e 4t for a land which ls too s·t;aep for the auccci:rnt'ul c11.ltivation of tea, 

o:r s·tronglY: interacting dual or multiple lim:ttationa ego 4td for a land in 

which both slope and soil depth are limiting o 

'.foe c:ri teria. :for grouping lands in to subclasses ara qua1i t(,lti vo 

and consis·t merely of a :rocogni tion of the kinds of limi tationo or ha2;1'll•d.s 

present. As p1•eviou.aly S"!:a.ted, londs with no limitations or hazards go 

into Class I ic,,i;hia class has :no subcla.oses .. 

Criteria. for grouping subclasses into classes on the othor hand, 

should be defined clearly and as faJ:' as possible quantitatively in order �o 

arrive a. meaningful land su.i tabl:tty classification or land eve.J.ootim::to 

Tables ·1a and 1b g:l.ve the c:ri terie. :for placing lauds j_n classes o.nd 

subclasses. 

Tables 1u and 1b m�e 

on presently available data 

only fh•st l',pproximations of' tho cr:i teria based 
pool,u.L 

and the -p:r--e-wnt,,._ e:x:peri.once o:f n1.a:uy people ac·�ive
I 

in tea planting or research., As mo:re data become a.yailabla these c:ri torla.

may have -to be ref:lned. 



TABLE ·; .(a} . 

Cr:.tteria for placing lands in Classes according to their 
s!li tab:tl:i ty for Taa ..,. single limi to.:ticnso 

I �-s�t:1'f �j-•1
=

'"c11�;� ,, 
I

1
c1ass Lim ta.1. (agr-?-ecological ..
: ( cleg:r-ec) tio!i. region) .. 
! o:f lj 1�i tati o· .I

1(:acne) 

2 (mode;-2,. te) 

4( Sev-ere) 

WU 3 1.U2.,. �2- ' ..,
iu1 

All other up­
country regions .. 

-Slopa f
(%). ;

l 
Soil Depthl' 

(cm)e

UEcoun tr-;y: -
o-25-f -� > 90

• g
25..,70 I 50-90

> 70 < 50

Soil type 
(gi,ea-;; soil 
group) o 

¥ 

r:-!
1 Rockir .. ess 
1($g)., 

r-·
� 10=10 

Eelworm i 
in:f'asted ryp110�20 

!lydromorph< cl 
clayey and' 
eroched soil a.!. > 20 

lGra."vel 
�{Volo% in 
1top 90 cm)? 

0=10 

10 ... 50 

>50

I 

1,'!id-count:ry -,� j 
1(none) 
2 (modera·l;e) 

�-4 ( s�vere ) 

wm3 o-25 > 90 ryp 0-10 0-10 I 

wm2& im2 25=55 60-90 rbl&ibl 10-20 ,0 .... 50 

All other mid- Hyd.romorphic 

Jcountry regions., > 4.•56 < 50 g clayey & 
L. I- ___ ---1 . . ------· � . eroded soils_ > 2,0 . _. _ > 5P 

! I Low==coi..n. t"J>;I, • I 

i I ' 1 (none) wli f 0:2°5-,-> 9� ryp . 0-10 0-10
2 (modorate) wl2 i 25-70 50-90 

I 

rbl 10-20 i�-50 
4 (severe) All othe� low- I f Hyd:romorphic 

i country regionso > 70 < 50 , clayey & 

f I 
i eroded soilsl >20 ! > 50 .

--- -----.-..:w 
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CRITERIA FOR PLACING LA!IDS IN CLASSES ACCORDING TO THEIR 
SUITABILITY POR TEA-DU.AL MODERATE LJ.1[1TATIONS(INT&'1ACTIONS)o 

__ ,_ ___ 
MODERATE 
tD1ITATI0NS� 

�� 
·'l 

I ... .,.�
· Slope

n· I -----....-�-,.- I - -r�-
--·---=--'4�� 

�..!E 8,!,2!!L.§O�L DE�SOL!, TYPE·j-B�OCI4N!J,�S GRA�LI 
CJ.ass,.:! c���s.: c�-�sa 4 i cl�ss. � class � J class � I

class �tl��;2 class 4�::::-r t. cl:;:; l:;�ss -J--1 
Soil deptn I class 4 j class 4 I class 2 �- c�ass 3 I class 3 I cl�ss -;-:. 

- . l i I L_ 
[ Soil type �s�.�:. 3 _ cl�

ss

-=._j.
1
_�:�1-;��s _:_J�_I 

i Rocki_ne ss _ class 3 I class _3_ 
1 
�ass 3 I class 3 _,i. cla:s � I cla:_::_

1 
Gravel class 3 class 31 class 4 class 3 f cle.ss 3 I class 2

I I I . I � � ., . 



4. Yield i'.)Otentials o:f di.fferent cl.o.sGes: 
-- ..,,.,. ._, _______ =..:...;.;.... 

Ultimately, the beet evaluation of the physical suitability 

of land for tea under given management is done by the tea crop itself.o 

The suitability is then reflected in the yield. This makes it possible 
..,, 

to ass:i.gn a yield potential of tea foi• a:ny class of land_, �nde:r o.efined 

m.anagemen·!; .. Table 2 gives the yield potentials assigned to each sui tabili·cy 

class on the basis of data available and esti�ates of performance where 

no data are available o 

Table 2. Yield potentials o:f tea in different su.i tabili ty cJ.e.sses. 

Sui ta.bil:J. ty -;-=h�l§. r2otentj.Jl 
Class. 

1 > 2750

2 2250-2750 

3 1750-2250 

4 < ·1750

k� ha 

Mid-countr 

> 2500

2000 ... 2500 

1500-2000 

< 1500 

_ L,o'!,-,9, o.up, t_;x 

> 3750

2250 -2·750 

1750- 2250 

<·•·1750

* Management according to •.r .R .I .reco:mrnanda tions.

Tables 3 and 4 show a comparison between yields expected on the 

basis of theso yield. potentials and some yields actually obtained at 

St.Coombs a.�d St.Joachimt Estates� 
jo 

Tho d1. sc:repancies betm1en expected 
I\. 

and actual yields a.re reasonably small in most cases at St�Coombs0 The 

larger dif'ferences are explainable on the basis of the fact that parts 
. 

I 

of these fi.elds a.re under experimental plots, and also only average yields 

for each class rather than t.ne 1·ange are cons:tdered. \1/here larger volues 

a.re obtained(as in field No� 16)than the p1•edicted valuas 0 this could bo 

due to levels of management at the uppe1• end of the ro.ngo in each class c, 



I FIELD 

....J:!.9 .. 

1 

!!_BLE(32 

_§T .. cpor.ms ESTATE DIS"l'RIBUTION OF S{[.[TABILITY CLASS AHD 

_9_0].il!,�I son OF EXPECTEJ2.. AND AC'.!:TJ!J,JI ... J. .... §. ... I. ... ;D __ S;;.,.:,...__.,_, ____ _ 

•·-· . Al� _0[.fil)]!L.CULTfilTipli!J _(Ha),1

cLAss 1 i cJ�ss 2 [cri:'\ss J I cLti.ss 4 T·- ------- -·-- -
5o53 1.37 2o54 

EXPECTED AV 
YIELD KG/Ha .. 

TOTAL _L 

9o44 I 2315 

ACTUAL AV 
YIELD KG/Ha 

r 
2020 

i�
2 
i-=-- I� 1----7----1.. 

j___: , 9.83 14,66 l__'.'..·2� �.61 I 16.JS =2550_ 7 �l
I 4--p;-! � 0.13 J 4.2a _ 14.45 J 2200__ L 1440 J 

J.42 I 2450 1820 

5 4c69 Jo08 , 0.42 � s.19 � 2000 I 2200 T 

6 11:76 ! 1,38 I _:_ ��-8 _ 3.6;; L�475- J- 11?? -j
--7----rro47 

3o00 0 •. 28 7 Oa1S 4o93 3500 __ �10 

9 5.Y/ i 5��� - 'lie85 12550 I ·1445 

r� __ r-;-1;,, · --7 .... 2.s□-
r .. I , . 10 -�1-2475--_,-m�7

�- 12:3c·�- 1 ,_::'.:....,� l -2300 -t �
I� J MO - I 3,Ja 112.:;2 2300 _:i__s�___J 

L1,�:_9 _ I ::_ 77 _ o,?:.__!-. 1 �:_�_ a.oo 2:375 2110 I 
l..2:__l::29 ---�o50 r �: ._L..:�"�9.,_ 038 �-2JO? .. l _ 20:0=• J 
� ... 1110,,�! t 1�12 r � _J_.1� . ����!��-"1 � _ 2_3:s5 l 116 fw!4� . i 0.07 2.22 T 2625 -t 3J85 I 

�-� -�J _ _l, __ ....... ,_� 1; __ I -•-�-.__!._�-....! 



TABLE ill ) 

ST.JOACHI11 ESTATE DISTRIBUTION OF SUITABILITY CLASS 
AJ:ID COMPARISON OF EXPECTED .AND ACTUAL YIELD ., 

f FIELD a AREA UNDER CULTTVATION (Hs ) EXPECTED AV· ACTUAL AV ··1
!-NO. CLASS 11 CLASS,_2_,_f'L/!.SS 3 CLASS _4 TOTAL YIELD KG/Ra YIELD KGffi� 

I 1 - 8.28 - 9o0b 17a34 1975 1000 

2 - 1.s9 0.51 2a1a 10094 l 2225 a10 

3 - 5086 0.92 14�2
--

�-1800-- 1360 

4 .. 1.82 o.,ra· 6.25 io51 1725 665 

5 - 9.27 - 4.57 13.84 2175 520 

6 - 6.90 - 5.61 12.51 2050 890 

7 _ - 2.,26 0.32 15 .. 96 ' 18.56 1625 5.38 

8 4o03 14o0 - 0&51 18a54 2525 J1J5 

�, .. �• :---�---:--��-p,���--".--��-r--::.--._--:--,,--.---:--�----1 
9 - l Jo85 o�:;s; 2.,22 6,.42 2125 1645 

10 - I 3.4'7 - 2'1) 78 I . 6025 2050 1892 
I I 



In the case of St.,Jcachim' s Esta.te, :no de:fini te conclusions ca.u ba 

dravm as only a single years' yield data :ts used.. Extinsive aroas or 

replantins and p1�uning account for the large differenceElo The high.a!:' 

actual yield in field Uo ,. 8 is probably the result of be·�ter than ave:rage 

mana.gement o Also, this field is down.graded in ·the claszificE.·tion by a 

slope limitation which may be reflected ,.;yi mo:ra in terms of extra 

conse.rvati·o:a mea.su2·es 0 a.dc:.ed costs of routine operations like pluc1."illgi, 

o·tco .rather tl1..an reduced yields,,

1!1.,..rthe:r tasting and re:f'inement vr.ill be req:.u.red for the crite::cia 

and yield potentials useda but the values given here seem tn provide a 

fa.ir assessment of the yields possible with good manaeeme:nt and has 

The k.."lovdedge and training required to implement t'r.J.s land 
i.,n,-..pr-,_•v c...c2.J... 

sui tabili i;y classification on the e::,,.'i.sting tea lands cau be :J.,J;?.�:.l.,.g-a¾-d. 

i?l a very short time: especially to individuals already :fe.miliar with 

the ten industry., Estate Managers for example cou.ld easily apply this 

classification J;;o obtain a suitability classification o:f the lands cv. 

their estateee 

The simplified land &1li tabili ty classification for tea r:hen. applied 
e.. 

l;t:nds itself to intei�pretntions concerning ma:nagement decis:i.0n making in 

rege..1.'d to dive:r;�sification, replan·�ing t- infilling a.nd couserva·l;ion noeds .. 

It tells the I:iana.ger how cell he is performing and on the ether ,ianr.J. allo.'la 

on eveJ.ua-tion of management by higher level autho:ri JGies and plar:2:.ars.. It 

allows benef;tt ... col:lt eve.,luations of any !l.QV capital investments t;o be made 

on an estatao It gives an :t.nd:tcation of long.,,iierm production trends which 
O}-

allOWS gearing .,_i1westments in inc1•eased pl"Od.uction to market demand.so 
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