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Introduction

Social values play a very important role
in the life of a oow.a..:::z. Of late, behaviour
scientists have conducted a number of empirical
studies on values and on how these influence
individual choices. Many of these studies have
also highlighted the role of values in determining
the adoption or otherwise of new ideas and
practices. Among these, the acceptance of or
preference for farming as an occupation, has
been described as being due to various reasons
probably related to the individual’s system of
value orientation. An outcome of this finding
is that an innovation or a profession can be

. thought of as being percieved by the individual
_.._. a special way depending on his frames of
reference.

The present

investigation is an attempt, to
study the types

of dominant social values ob-
taining among the owner farmers of Delhi
territory and to find out how far these have
_been responsible in determining the choice of
farming as an  occupation.

Objectives of the study

In view of the importance stated above,
the present study was undertaken :

(1) To identify social values in relation to
farming.

(2) To measure their distribution and

in-
tensity,

(3) To establish the hiera

rchical patterns of
these values.

Definitions of social value

The term, value, has varied and shifting
connotations in various disciplines.
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iconomic Value—The economic value can
lefined as that characteristic which places
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re from work.
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(1960) emphasized the role ofxd and predicta
thought in the development of capital ing, with as little
In this and other works he has stated rse of action.®
dominant values of a people play a |
in determining their productive enteedom—Value towards
of being _._.Q.u from the
Williams (1954) has regarded “sgother authority.
as, any aspect of a m_E»:o,n._EeE_mmElj_o value towards tradional-
mh.poww_wnwmnr%nm:_wm uwwwwﬁoavu%r .Moww_.. an adoption of precedence as the crite.
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on security is the use of
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Value thus is a concept which Rt
the selection of a particular mode of high value placed upon the achievement
from a repertoire of possible T_w through manual labour.

Values are considered as criteria by W

are chosen. Clusters of values arolld: Studies

tant concerns become the e atronIkening (1953) concluded from his study
the bias towards such a constella ing familism that this value as a general
orientation, had no consistent relationship with the

ion of farm practices. Fliegel (1956)
Values are of different types a_ sisgnificantly  negative correlation

: i ifferc0-198) between ‘familism and adoption,
im__,_.o—ﬂ:m.o__m_i_zm aoﬂ-“,_ﬂ_%o_waoh.omﬂ_u%ﬁ researchers, Kreitlow, and Duncan
Y the scope ~ i Ramsey et al. (1959) and Bose (1962)
a statistically non-significant co-efficeint

work—The value towards hard work
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e Wwhether a practice has been
used in the past rather than whether it has
Some merits of its own.

Bose (1962) using an
and validated following Likert technique on a
sample of 80 farmers, observed that traditiona-
lism was negatively associated with adoption.

Ion.ﬂ and Strangland (1958) confirmed these
findings that those farmers who wer:

instrument developed

tices. Hobbs (1960) in
cial farmers in lowa found the coefficient of
correlation between belief in science and prac-
tice adoption to be significantly positive at
one per cent leyel,

Bose (1962) also found that those who were
more scientific in outlook ado

pted a signi-
ficantly  larger number of recommended.
practices. The investigations of Ramsey et al,
(1959) confirm this finding.
Methodology
The Venue

The field investigation was carried out in
the Community Development Block, Kanjha-
wala with its headquarters at Nangloi in" the
Union Territory of Delhi. This area is pre-
dominently a rural one consisting of 56 villages
covering an area of 68,600 acres and with a
population of about 68,000. This Block js
attached to the Indian Agricultural Research

Institute, New Delhi and serves as a sort of
field laboratory.

Selection of sample

The entire Block was stratified
zones with 12 to 13 contiguous vill
approximately 2500 households
The criteria for the division of t
the homogeneity of these areas
to their ‘soil conditions, irrigation facilities
or lack of them, and the types of crop grown.
From each group one village was selected at
random.  All the families in each of the selected
villages were stratified into five groups on the

into five
ages having
in each zone.
he zones were
delineated as
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Statements

1. (In this enterprise) you invest Jess and get more. < o

2. (In this on.oﬂi,mov you m..“p more free time. |
3. (In this enterprise ) you get opportunity to try nnn innovations.

4. (In this enterprise) Yyou can live with your family,

5. (In this enterprise) there is less risk.
6. (In this enterprise) there is freedom to do work.

7. This enterprise has been handed down from genera-
tion to generation.

this enterprise) one gets an opportunity to do

ork.

10d of paired comparison technique , read out to a
find out the preferences of the
logical values. This method made
compare each statement with every
e list. Since there were eight state-
ll, 28 pairs were necessary as per
ST T

I number of statements, St ud

'

sample farmers were mostly illiterate,

ne of the eight statements was written

card. Two statements of a pair were 175 individuals .

A pilot study was condu

j onnel-who graded
Esriants. Fight 4fts et
.,.E_ca... i

being the most _Bvo:»:f

HOW“O—.—QOHH who iwm_On. n.v_.:. &01<ﬂ& scale values.
indicate which statement applied to Jg€ discrepancy was —0.033.
Thus the 28 pairs of statements wereje
tered to each of the 175 sample ?3&

Findings

Findings of the data indicating®@t®ments as relating to a psychological
quencies with which one statement is
over another are shown in Table I. .m....__

Table 1 0
The ‘F’ Matrix for 8 statements jil as ﬂ

R

each statement. These are given

.. Economics

Sccurity
S S;
0.349 0.658
e : Familism _
Familism .~ .. .
V- : 4 S,
. B Vol 1.910
Security 4

ac scale values are arranged in sequence

Freedom 1ow to high.
ving obtained the scale values of the
. ements on a least to most favourable psy-
Traditiona

ical continuum, an internal consistency
4 was applied. This check involves deter-

g how well the observed or empirical pro-
Hard workins agree with those to be expected in
The absolute

internal consistency is satisfactory as
by the low average discrepancy bet-
mnr.oo_.ozow_ proportions and the obseryved
‘rtions. The test confirms the validity of

1.:8.
: Discussion
scale indicates the

. preference of sub-
eight social values towards farming
€ relative distances within the values
Judged in terms of a preferential

s 1§

:
W
£y
Wy
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—
=&
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S
8

OCCupy z:.n highest rungs in that
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f % ¢ =
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important value towards farming is a revealing
fact. The farmer tends to put a premium on
hard work because primitive farming as carried
out in India does mean painstaking work and
anyone specially with low landholding and a
subsistence economy cannot afford to take
things easy. Year after year, scason after
season, not only does the farmer rm«.o to work
hard, he has also by sheer physical effort
to offset the effects of the vagaries of the weather
and the scarcity of irrigational facilities. One
can say that hundreds of years of traditional

SCALE YALUES

m&namﬁﬂa 1...3&0:. Traditionalism
S, S, S,
1.671 1.863 © 1.893
Hardwork - g
Sy
1.957

farming with its attendant hazards have im-
pressed on the farmer that cultivation and hard
work cannot be divorced from each other.
Due to this particular frame of reference, he
still tends to feel that liesure has no place in
farming in India and that any programme
that emphasizes leisure cannot have taken all
the occupational hazards of Indian farming
into consideration, with the result that the
average farmer here tends to equate leisure
with idleness. s

2. Familism

The gregariousness of the Indian farmer
has been stressed by sociologists, anthropologists
and others who have had a chance to observe
his mode of life and philosophy. Some writers
have even gone to the extent of describing
urban gregariousness as a congrezation of
numbers whereas rural gregariousness is a
co_:_.::zmo:. of personalities. In the rural
areas there is a great deal to share—disappoint-
ments, hopelessness of the future, the present
struggle against a hostile environment, and
things of this kind. Although the Indian
farmer congregates at meeting places in the
villages, It i1s not there that he unburdens him-
self of his difficulties. He meets other farmers

the baithaks for some type of entertainments
and also to spend those interminable evenings
] .A_‘,."_m\o has no farming operations on hand.
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decisions one way or another. _..wwo pointed related ‘values., This expecta lability of essential facilities and . of socio-psychological values adopt y

- thropologists have
cally =oﬂa~ﬁﬂm§wﬁ5 ww the family circle has
ont, £ i to weather the hope-
helped the —ﬂa.-m__:a _,w“wwo_mam N facis “wilhinak #
less nature O

: . Spencer Hatch
N.ﬂﬁ:mwuowﬁsﬁvm%owgw woéwmv. and fear”
of extinction are the driving forces behind M.:
sorts of co-operative efforts. Judged in ‘this
context and in the light of what has been said
before, the excessive familial attachment of
the farmer may be far from being entirely dis-
interested. 2
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3. Traditionalism

is an historical fact that cultures handed
from father to son without records of
| except the memorial ones, tend to be
This can be explained perhaps
learning theory. In the absence
bols which can adequately convey
‘points of a culture, the learning
as to adopt the stratagem of over-
prevent forgetting. The Indian
5 ingrained in his traditionalism on
: his overlearning of the cultural
d norms. Another aspec. of it is
a farmer with his lack of ‘literacy and
ng of cultural stereotypes tends to
an attitude of reliance on - anything
has been historically handed down.
at in this light, traditionalism is not

I m..nu_ attitude because it is the accep-
proven norms and practices as against
ovation which has not had the eww-omn
ng tested over scores or = hundreds of
Primitive farming thus has become more

a profession; it is a way of life, a
i . : ww E.J n. E...Zu:

. s

< .

g . y E s & 8 ; ......
. All observers,  whatever their calling of
discipline, are agre “perhaps on fhis g or
t the farmer's profession, by its point

. ma&o:m of m, by its very naty

‘makes f choice as also of a
The farmer therefore &“Nww u%momhma

amply proved by the findings in

tion.
1 12.')
w. Setaicin . future, in farming. A Anything might
Scienticism with an intermediateny the only thing which would be left to
rather an ambiguous position in thvould be freedom. Under these circLms-
values. The fact that it enjoys a hij to place a high value on security would
than economics, security and -leisureinvite frustration and life-long discontent.

s occupation.
little security either for now or

ations, the farmer _S.oi.u the
He realises that

indicate that farmers are beginning gcing a low value on security the farmer .

benefits of scientific farming as hards his peace of mind.
power to improve their lot. This
mean that the farmer has a good PSuUre ;.

of scientific farming, but only thatint farmer who places a high premium on '

contact with the IARI extension atork cannot but relegate the value Leisure
created certain types of awareness; last position. The Hard Work as he
the scale again it will be seen that ' it does not allow the co-existence of
occupies a positive dimension as oppl. It has already been metnioned that
last three values dealt with below. erage farmer tends to equate leisure with
i ' 5. “Again, we find here a realistic ap-

6. Economics | of the situation. Were he to place a
The low ranking of economics ciremium on leisure, it would mean either
be interpreted under two u%nna.m application on the field or the search
with, the traditional farmer does nither occupations. The former would

: sepcconomic disaster with the type of farm-
W_m<o a Emnwou %8:%3%85& ﬁﬂmp ¢ carries out and the latter the bartering
ways weighs the outputs ag of his ‘freedom. - Both these courses of

in terms of money. If the _EWA Qare abhorrent to the traditional farmer.
him with enough crops to fulfil _mu choice of hard work means the choice
WM MM not Bcoﬁmﬁmoﬂ@%_mﬂ_ wwmu % least “evil in his circumstances.
n earn. it is

mer has no clear concept of econo
of the monetary value involved.

may sell his grain so that he may b
sities of life, it is essentially a ba
cause he does not usually accum
as a result of his transactions, He
verts the money obtained into 0
commodities. .

-~

W of the interpretations presented
I8 likely that many of the innovations
the farmer, not as measures which
ove his security and economic posi-
‘Systems which would barter away
m and traditionalism all cherish-
he farmer’s frames of reference.
ms to be clear; if plans can be
. ; not disturb the social
be scon as a defence mechanism Id give to the far-
people thriving on the fruit ch woulc e present
mer remains poor where . > essential .
and the traders .

o _.MJ 1 Lasiew

Secondly, the low ranking of ¢

farmers in Delhi territory. The sample

"(N=175) was drawn by the stratified random

‘sampling techniques from nine villages of

Kanjhawala Block. The paired comparison
technique was used to study the preferences,
among eight social values. By appropriate
statistical techniques these preferences were
converted into scale values arranged in order
of their dimensions. The final hierarchy which
emerged as a result of this study apportions
importance to these values in the following
order, the first one denoting the most preferrea
value — :

. Hard work o
Familism )
Traditionalism

. Freedom

. Scienticism 1 ;
. Economics W ; =
. Security

. Leisure

XN HWN—

% w S R

.._.

The low ranking of the value economics
has been interpreted in terms of the losin
battle the farmer wages against o=<...o=_=o=5w_
forces and also in terms of his being a passive
observer of other people getting rich on his
labour. This attitude is seen as a defence
mechaniism to overcome his frustration. The
high values given to hard work, familism, tra-
ditionalism and freedom have to be interpreted
within the frames of reference which the farmer
has found to be ideally suited to contain all
these values and to reconcile his lot with hazards
of farming in India.

It has therefore been Suggested that drives
towards adoption of improved farm practices
stand a chance of being successful only in so
far as these programmes are able to incorpo-
rate the traditional values which the farmer
likes to cling on to. Programmes which em-

asize nr_m aspect and seek to introduce values
peonomics and security as adjuncts stand a
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ance of being acccptcgi'w:tl} wlacri : o
better ch en to scienticism is seen as might accrue by the adOdeV‘
s of practices as advocated by the()'}‘
A
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