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Abstract - This study aims to determine the current dynamics
of the “Masa ke Masa" rice farmer group and find out the
constraints faced by the farmer group members in applying
the elements of the "Masa ke Masa” rice farmer group
dynamics. Respondents in this study were all members of the
rice farmer group “Masa ke Masa," who were actively
registered, amounting to 40 people. The data collection
technique used the census method. The average level of
dynamics of the eight elements of the rice farmer group "Masa
ke Masa" is very dynamic, with the value obtained being
5,311 with a percentage of 91%. The level of dynamics
toward group goals is dynamic, and the group structure is
very dynamic, group task functions are dynamic, group
development and coaching are very dynamic, group
cohesiveness is dynamic, group atmosphere is classified as
dynamic, the pressure in the group is classified as very
dynamic, group effectiveness is classified as dynamic. The
obstacle faced by farmer groups is in the group atmosphere
due to less close relationships caused by some members who
often do not attend several farmer group agendas and do not
want to pay monthly membership fees. Still, when there is the
distribution of assistance from the government, they get it
evenly.

Keywords - ”"Masa ke Masa," Group Dynamics, Farmers
Group, Elements of Group Dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

All creatures that live on this earth, like humans, act as
social beings, which means that humans live depending on
other creatures to interact with others [1], [2]. As social
beings, humans can never be separated from the existence of
the people around them, such as families, communities,
schools, offices, and social life in the community [3]. Farmer
groups are created according to the needs of the community
who have the same goals and want to cooperate to facilitate
the achievement of a goal [4], [5]. So that the formation of
farmer groups is no longer in accordance with the original
expectations, namely realizing the welfare of the farming
community through agricultural development [6], [7].

Farmer groups mostly appear in rural areas because the
average people in rural areas live as farmers [8], [9]. For
example, the farming community in Masintan Village
members of the "Masa ke Masa" rice farmer group is an
association of rice farmers in the village. Unfortunately,
today's farmer groups are only tools for certain communities
or groups to get government assistance. So that the formation
of farmer groups is no longer in accordance with the original
expectations, namely realizing the welfare of the farming
community through agricultural development [10].

This farmer group often receives assistance from the
government in rice seeds for each growing season, tractors,
harvesting equipment, and rice milling equipment. After
conducting a preliminary survey at the survey site, the
researcher found several problems in the "Masa ke Masa" rice
farmer group, such as low group member loyalty, low group
activity, and members' reluctance to pay regular monthly fees
as cash that applies to every month. Members of the group.
Based on this description, this study aims to determine the
current dynamics of the rice farmer group "Masa ke Masa."

Il. METHOD

The research was conducted in Masintan Village, Kelua
District, Tabalong Regency, in February-March 2022. The
location was chosen deliberately. The population of this
research is all farmers who are members of the rice farmer
group "Masa ke Masa" respondents with 40 people [11]. Data
collection using the census method. The analysis used in this
research is the descriptive qualitative analysis and Likert
scale. The data used are primary and secondary. Data
collection techniques through observation, interviews,
documentation, and questionnaires [12], [13], [14].

A. Measurement Method

In assessing the success of the “Masa ke Masa” rice
farmer group in Masintan Village in achieving its goals, it can
be seen from the dynamics because the more dynamic the
group, the more effective the group concerned will achieve its
goals [15], [16], [17]. To determine the dynamics of a group
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using measurements of the dynamic elements in a group [18],
[19]. Elements of group goals consist of 3 sub-elements,
group unitary structure 4 sub-elements, task function consists
of 4 sub-elements, group development and development
consists of 2 sub-elements, group cohesiveness consists of 3
sub-elements, group atmosphere 3 sub-elements, group
pressure 4 sub-elements, 7 sub-elements group effectiveness,
and 3 sub-elements hidden/hidden intentions. Thus, the total
number of questions to determine the dynamics of a group is
33 questions.

B. Classification
Each answer score of all the measured variables is added

up to obtain a cumulative score [20], [21], [17]. The
cumulative scores of the respondents were then grouped into
five levels with the largest range of intervals [22]. The overall
score for the assessment of the elements of group dynamics
is:

SMax =33 x40 x 5 =6.600

SMax = 33 x40 x 5 =6.600

SMin =33x40x1=1.320

Assessment score of each element/indicator of measuring
elements of group dynamics,

SMax =5 x 40 =200
SMin =1x40=40
. _a-b

! k

Information :

i = class interval.

a = Total maximum score.

b = Total minimum score.

k = Number of classes/categories.

— 6.600—-1.320
5

=1.056

i

So from the mathematical calculation of the class interval, the
overall score is 1,056, then the division of categories is:

Not very dynamic with scores: 1.320 —2.376

Not dynamic with scores 2.377-3.432
Less dynamic with scores 3.433 - 4.488
Dynamic with scores 1 3.434 - 4.486
Very dynamic with scores ~ : 4.487 —5.543

While the class intervals for measuring each element or
indicator of group dynamics are:

_200-40

i
So, the division of categories of each assessment element with
an interval of 33 is:

35

Not very dynamic ~ : 40 -72

Not dynamic : 73 -104
Less dynamic . 105-136
Dynamic . 137-168
Very dynamic 169 - 200

I1l. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Maintain is one of the villages in Kelua sub-district,
Tabalong district, which has an area of 17,5 KM?. The climate
of Masintan village is like other villages in Indonesia, which
have a dry and rainy climate [23], [22].

A. Characteristics of 40 Respondents The Dynamics of Rice
Farmer Groups “Masa ke Masa."

Table. 1 Average and Percentage of Characteristics of All Respondents
in the Rice Farmer Group “Masa ke Masa”

No. | Characteristics Category Score | (%)
1. | Genderand Age | Man
(46-50) years 17 58
Woman
(41-45) years 4 36
(46-50) years 4 36
2. | Number Family | Man
Dependents (1-5) people 28 97
Woman
(1-5) people 11 100
3. | Long time | Man
trying to farm (26-30) years 9 31
Woman
(15-20) years 5 46
4. | Total Land Area | 1-5 38 95
(Ha/m?)
5. | Education Man
(SMA/SMK) 12 41
Woman
(SMA/SMK) 5 45

Source: Primary Data, Processed 2022

Based on Table 1 shows that the gender and age of men
on average are 46-50 years with a value of 17 and a percentage
of 58%, and for women, the values and percentages are the
same at ages 41-45 and 46-50 with a value of 4 and a
percentage 36%, the average number of dependents of the
family is 1-5 men with a value of 28 and a percentage of 97%
and the average woman is also 1-5 people with a value of 11
and a percentage of 100%, the average length of business in
farming men average 26-30 years with a value of 9 and a
percentage of 31% and women an average of 15-20 years with
a value of 5 and a percentage of 46%, the total land area on
average 1-5 Ha/10,000-50,000 m2 with a value of 38 and a
percentage 95%, and the average education of men is
SMA/SMK with a score of 12. A percentage of 41% and the
average education of women is SMA/SMK with a value of 5
and a percentage of 45%.
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of its members in achieving goals[24]. The Likert scale
approach is used according to the instructions [25]. In this

Table. 2 Results of the Dynamics of Rice Farmer Groups “Masa ke Masa”

agreeing, and 5 for strongly agreeing.

approach, 5 scores are used, with a score of 1 given for
Group dynamics, namely the motion or strength strongly disagreeing, 2 for disagreeing, 3 for disagreeing, 4 for
contained in the group, determines or influences the behavior

No. Elements of Group Dynamics Total | (%) Category
Score
1. Farmer Group's Goals
1.1Members understand the goals of the farmer group 166 94 Dynamic
1.2 Farmer group activities follow the objectives to be achieved 170 97 Very
1.3 The goals of farmer groups are in line with personal goals in the Dynamic
household economy 166 94 Dynamic
2. Farmer Group Structure
2.1 Equal distribution of tasks for each member in the farmer group 175 99 Very
2.2 Members are involved in farmer group decision making Dynamic
2.3 The communication process is important in conveying farmer group 166 94 Dynamic
information 174 99 Very
Dynamic
2.4 Important rules used in farmer groups 167 95 Dynamic
3. Functions of the Farmer's Group
3.1 Groups function in providing information on farmer group activities 165 94 Dynamic
3.2 Groups function in solving problems experienced by members of farmer
groups 168 95 Dynamic
3.3 Groups function in growing the motivation of their members
3.4 The function of the group is to invite its members to participate 164 93 Dynamic
171 97 Very
Dynamic
4, Farmer Group Development and Development Dynamic
4.1 Farmer groups strive to provide complete facilities to support farmer 166 94
group activities Very
4.2 Socialization process helps farmer groups 176 100 Dynamic
5. Farmer Group Cohesiveness
5.1 The realization of unity and integrity in farmer groups 164 93 Dynamic
5.2 The realization of cooperation in farmer groups 168 95 Dynamic
5.3 The realization of harmony in farmer groups 166 94 Dynamic
6. Farmer Group Atmosphere Less
6.1 Good relations between members of farmer groups 136 77 Dynamic
6.2 Creating a comfortable environment in which farmer group activities are Dynamic
carried out 151 86 Less
6.3 Smoothness in every decision making 128 73 Dynamic
7. Pressure in the Farmer's Group
7.1 There is no bad impact due to conflict and competition within farmer 161 91 Dynamic
groups
7.2 No impact of competition within farmer groups 175 99 Very
Dynamic
7.3 Challenges and opportunities that exist around the group towards efforts 137 78 Dynamic
to achieve farmer group goals
7.4 The impact of applying sanctions in groups on efforts to spur the | 166 94 Dynamic
achievement of group goals
8. Farmer Group Effectiveness
8.1 Farmer group members can communicate ideas 142 81 Dynamic
8.2 Skills and abilities affect leadership 173 98 Very
Dynamic
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8.3 Members wish to continue to join farmer groups 162 92 Dynamic

8.4 Support members in every farmer group activity 145 82 Dynamic

8.5 Trust in farmer group members 146 83 Dynamic

8.6 Availability of group objectives, monitoring, and evaluation 163 93 Dynamic

8.7 Achievement of the goals of farmer group members 141 80 Dynamic

9. Hidden/Understood Intentions in Farmer Groups

9.1 There is no ulterior motive in farmer groups 169 96 Very

Dynamic

9.2 There is no ulterior motive in the leadership of the chairman 163 93 Dynamic

9.3 No ulterior motives for members 161 91 Dynamic
TOTAL 5.311 91 Very

Dynamic

Source: Primary Data After Processing 2022

Based on Table 2, the group dynamics elements were
assessed in the rice farmer group "Masa ke Masa." Obtaining
the calculation of the dynamics of the rice farmer group "Masa
ke Masa" obtained eight indicators of the highest value, which
includes indicators of farmer group activities in accordance
with the objectives to be achieved, an even distribution of
tasks for each member in the farmer group, important
communication processes in conveying information on farmer
groups, groups functions to invite members to participate, the
socialization process helps in farmer groups, there is no impact
of competition with other groups, expertise and abilities affect
leadership, and there is no hidden intention in farmer groups.
These eight indicators show the maximum value, so it is very
dynamic because the data obtained by respondents in the field
gives a weight of 5 for each measurement indicator, so that
each indicator gets the maximum value. So the percentage of
value acquisition is 91% of the acquisition value of 5,311, then
the rice farmer group “Masa ke Masa” is categorized as a very
dynamic farmer group.

C. Constraints Faced by Rice Farmer Groups ""Masa ke
Masa."

Based on the study results, the obstacle faced by members
in a group atmosphere was that the relationship between
members in the less fortunate group was closely intertwined
because several members of the farmer group were often
absent when the group carried out several activities. Still,
when the farmer group managed to get seed assistance,
subsidies for fertilizers, and agricultural machinery from the
government or the like, all group members demanded that they
be equal to the other members who are always present in every
group activity and receive the distribution of the aid. This
condition is felt by 50% of respondents.

IV. CONCLUSION
Based on the results and discussion of the "Masa ke
Masa" Rice Farmer Group Dynamics in Masintan Village,
Kelua District, Tabalong Regency, by measuring all the
elements of group dynamics, which amounted to 9 in the
"Masa ke Masa" rice farmer group, the results obtained a score
of 5,311 with a percentage of 91% means that the dynamics of
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the rice farmer group "from time to time" are categorized as
very dynamic because they are in the measurement interval of
4,487-5,543. The dynamics of this farmer group are shown
from the eight indicators that get the highest score, which
include indicators of farmer group activities in accordance
with the objectives to be achieved, an even distribution of
tasks for each member of the farmer group, the
communication process is important in delivering information
on farmer groups, the group functions to invite members to
participate, the socialization process helps in farmer groups,
there is no impact of competition with other groups, skills and
abilities affect leadership, and there are no hidden intentions
in farmer groups. In addition to these problems, some
members do not want to pay dues such as cash which is an
important part of meeting financial needs to smooth the
movement of the management of the "Masa ke Masa” rice
farmer group.
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