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EXTENSION CONTACTS IN RELATION TO ADOPTION OF AGRICULTURAL 

PRACTICES AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS OF FARMERS. 

A. J. SrNGH DHALIWAL & T. S. SoHAL * 

Introduction 

The extension workers are engaged in 

bringing about improvements in the economic 

and social standards of the people by provi-

ding them with knowledge of practical value. 

Among the many methods employed by the 

Extension agency in achieving these objectives, 

extension contacts of various types are very 

important. While, it is admitted on all hands 

that the extension contacts greatly accelerate 

the adoption of agricultural practices, empiri-

cal evidence to· indicate the exact extent of 

this influence is very scarce. In the present 

study, the influence of contacts of various 

extension workers with the farmers of 

Ludhiana Block, on the level of adoption of 

practices has been studied. The relationship 

existing between frequency of extension con-

tacts and the Educational and Economic status 

of farmers has also been investigated. 

Methodology 

The data was collected from two hundred 

farmers of Ludhiana block who were selected 

through stratified random sampling. For the 

purpose of knowi,;ig the 'effect of extension 

contacts on. the level of adoption, five agricul-

tural practices namely, wheat C-273, use of 

fertilizers, mechanical threshing of wheat , 

green manuring, and solar heat treatment of 

wheat were chosen. 

I 

The extension contacts included in th 

investigation are the visits of, village lev,_ 

workers, agricultural Extension Officers, Bio~· 

Development Officers, and other Extensi& 

workers, to the farmers· and vice versa. Tht 

farmers' participation in activities arranged b.' 

Extension agency viz. training camps, traini n! 

courses, tours, meetings, field trips, Mela~ 

(Fairs), exhibitions also included the contact' 

studied. A period of six months precedint 

this study was kept in view for ascertaining 

the frequency of Extension Contacts from the 

respondents. The rel3:tionship of Educatior 

and Economic status (based .on size of farm 

and Gross income)° with that of Extensior 

Contacts was found by collecting the relevant 

information from the respondents. The data' 

were collected on a specia1ly structured inter-

view schedule. 

Objectives 

The two-fold objectives of this study are :-

1. 

2. 

To determine the relationship betwei 

frequency of Extension Contacts ar 

adoption of the chosen agricultur; 

practices. 

To find o~t the relationship betwe1 ' 

the Extension Contacts and Educ 

tional and Economic status of tJ 

farmers. 

•Senior author is Lecturer in Extension in College f A · l 

. 

0 gncu cure, Punjab A • 1 1 . 

Jumor author is Superintendent. Junior Staff School d . gricu tura University, Ludhiana . 

an actmg Professor of E · 
• 

Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana. 
xtension, College of Agricult• 
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,.Review of Literature (i) Extension· contacts and adoption of 
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,'j~I Coleman (1951) observed a direct relation- Practices. 

'1 ~hip between Extension Contacts and the level (ii) Extension contacts and education of 

·, ~- f adoption of practices. He also found that respondents. 
J1 !Pe educated persons are more often reached 
IM i' Y Extension people than the uneducated 

(iii) Extension contacts and 
status of respondents. 

economic 

, ,~,r~rmers. In another study, Coleman (1955) 
/Aj/; oted that farmers with large holdings were 
V , f Practices § 1ost o ten contacted and they were also found 

Extension Contacts and Adoption of Farm 

·[ /0 adopt more practices than operators with 
j;~':ma]l holdings. He further stated that, "the 
r extent and nature of contacts within the 

J
i~1~

0 mm,~nity is important in the diffusion of 
.~ideas. Studies conducted by a large number 

•• 'of investigators like Gross (1949), Lionberger 
•• f (1952), and Bose (1961 ), support this conclu-
1ji • sion that contacts with formal and informal 
/11 \,{ agencies are significantly related to the 

fl adoption of practices. 

11 ~, Results 
I j i~ . 
(..~/ The results in respect of the three facets of 
,J~ this study are presented hereafter under. the 
l folJowing headings:-

) 

The frequency of Extension contacts as it 
affects the level of adoption of practices would 
be seen in the figures in the following table. 

TABLE-I 

Extension contacts and Adoption of farm 
practices 

A significant relationship between frequen-
cy of Extension contacts with that of average 
index of adoption is readily evident from the 
figures in the above table. The average index 
of adoption of the persons with cl low frequen-
cy of contacts stands at 2.41 but it increases 
consistently to 3.23 and 4.44 as the frequency 
of contacts rises to medium and high respec-

TABLE 1 
1 ii 

'1J ,, 
d\ 
,~i Frequency of 

1,l 

I '1 lf . I \ 
l 11 

Extension Contacts 

I 

I ~I 

\p '.~~\ 
IJ ~~:iow (0-15 Scor<"s) 

I, 

'f. Medium 
\ t (16-30 Scores) 

\ iUgh (Above 30 

; ~::ores) 
r ota I. 

,,')i 
L~ , { 

p )' I I 
t !~ 

Extension contacts and Adoption of farm practices 

CATAGORJES OF ADOPTERS 
Average Level of 

Low Medium High Total index of signifi• 

0-2Scores 3 Scores (above 3) adoption cance. 

No. I % No. I % No, I O' /0 I No. I % 

39 57.35 21 30.88 8 11. 76 68 100 2.41 at 5% 

20 18.69 39 36.44 48 44.87 107 100 3.23 at 5% 

3 12.00 22 88.00 25 100 4.44 lt 1% 

.5(\ 63 • 31.50 78 39.50 200 100 

Chi. Squ. Value 62.42 @ 4 d. f, 
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The differences in the average 
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t ble 
it 
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ers reporting low
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From
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contacts w
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Extension contacts has a 
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• 
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T" 
> 

Level o
f 

f 
Low

 
I 

M
edium

 
H

igh 
Total 

index o
f 

. ·, 
conom

ic Status 
E

xtension 
signlficanc 

contacts are significant 
at 0.05%

 level only. 
farm

ers of low
 level of E

ducation is 
• 

• d .. 
. 

. 
. 

0 92 f 
farm

ers 
w

ith 
m

e rn 
I 

N
o. 

/ 
I 

I 
contacts 

'· 
%

 
N

o, 
N

o. 
%

 
%

 
N

o. 
%

 
A

nd so are differences betw
een those 

having 
m

dex nses to 1 • 
or 

• .( r: 
m

edium
 and high contacts. 

Thus, it is 
appa-

level of Education and further goes up ~o 1 3·-, , 1 

rent that the average adoption index 
increases 

w
hen the l~vel of education m

oves upw
ar • f 1 

,. ' I 
I 

w
 (0-10 Scores) 

40 
66.66 

20 
33,3~ 

-
-

60 
100 

5.07 
at 5%

 
in direct p_roportion to the frequency 

of con-
The difference_s 

are 
significant 

~t 
O

.O
l ~•.-! 

tacts. 
and 0.05%

 in the case of low
 

~nd high ; 
an, f ./; 

, 1 cdium
 (1)-30 

26 
24.74 

67 
62.03 

15 
13.32 

108 
100 

11.23 
N

ot Signi-
II 

ocor"5) 
• 

ficant 
I ,, 

It is interesting to note that not a 
single 

respondent having high contacts w
ith 

Exten-
sion agency fell _in the • category of low

 .adop-
ters. 

Conversely it 
is also notew

orthy that 
~rdly any high adoptors have 

low
 Extension 

contacts. 
Thus, it can be 

concluded that, 
other th\ngs being constant, the higher the 
~ntacts a person has 

w
ith 

the 
Extension 

~gency, 
m

ore are the 
num

oer of im
proved 

practices follow
ed by him

. 

Extension CQntacts •~d Education of 
R

espondents 
The data in 

respect 
of the 

educational 
level of a farm

er and the frequency of Ext~n-

low
 and m

ediµqi 
educational 

level 
respect\!' . 

igh (above 30 
2 

5.71 
20 

57 .12 
10 

37.17 
32 

100 
15.19 

at 1%
 

r Score) 
• 

tively. 
H

9w
ever 

no 
significant 

d~fference~pf t 
T

otal 
68 

34.00 
101 

53.50 
25 

12,50 
200 

100 
~ere recorded am

9~g persons of m
edium

 
ano~)f • • 

' 

~igh educati~~al __ level "'.ith respect 
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th 
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d 
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.d 
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are 
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• 

• 1 ·, 
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ers. 
~uch ahe~9 of the p9orly educated 
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m
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w
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. 
T

A
B

L
E
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, 
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th 
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• 
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Extension contacts and farm
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ic status 
e 
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agency. 

appears 
pro a 
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. 

th t th 
E 

· 
k 

• · •. "fu• 
A

 close perusal of the 
figures 

m
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a 
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. 
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. .1 . 

.· r . . 
. . 
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w
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It ~

n
 

be stated that adoption 
of im

proved agricul-
tural practices 

is 
considerably dependent 

on 
the contacts of a farm

er 
w

ith the 
extension 

agency w
hether at his ow

n initiative or through 
the efforts of extension w

orker. 
-·· 

: Extension contacts and econom
ic status 

?· 
.07 to H

.-23 and 15.19 as the e'Conom
ic status 

m
ic status of the farm

ers 
w

ith 
the 

frequency 
. 
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 l<;>w to m

edium
 and 

~f Extension contacts, 
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e er receptivity to a option o
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of extension , contacts increases 
from

 
• 
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ic status. 
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. 1 ):1, 

d_ ~igh' extension contacts. 
T

he differences 
are_ receivi~g ~re~ter attenti~n fr_o_~ the agency. 

-
'c)~ l-:the-

average-·Index of Extension confacts 
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fi ndm
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because 
,iJ, ~w

een farm
ers 

of low
 and high econom

ic . i~ raise~ 
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The above findings seem

 to show
 

that 
the 

~j"i oher contacts ar~ instrum
ental 

in increasing 
• ~1option. 

Extension contacts are know
n to be 

\ 

tratm
g their efforts on 

the 
w

ell 
placed and 

educated farm
ers w

ho are 
likely 

to be m
ore 

responsive ? 

Since 
the 

great 
m

ajority of the 
farm

ers 
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have low education and poor economic stand-

ards, it is obvious that this maior segment of 

population is remaining bereft of the facilities 

a vaiJable through the Extension services. Such 

a st~te of affairs is not only out of keeping 

with an egalitarian society, but it also shows 

up a serious defect in the functioning of the 

Extension Services. 

Summary 
_In this paper an attempt has been ·made to 

study the relationship between the frequency 

of Extension contacts and level of adoption 

on the one hand and the relationship among 

the frequency of extension contacts and the 

educational and economic status of the farmers. 

on the other. This is expected to be of value 

to the extension agency and research workers 

interested in programmes of rural develop-

ment. 

·, 
tf/ 

Data for the study were obtained througha •~w 

personal interview with 200 farmers in 1963 :· ·1 

as a part of the study entitled "A study oi~ 

some important factors affecting the adoptio1, ,_·.: 

of a few selected agricultural practices by th·~'-' 

cultivators of Ludhiana (India) Communit~_p } 

Development Block.,,. The main inference_~ 1 

from this study are that frequency of contact1s 

with Extension agency is significantly relatet>1 

to the adoption of Agricultural practice;I :, 

Further, the Extension. agency has concentra..: •• 

ted its· contacts with farmers having high' 

educational and· economic status. on· the' : 

.other _hand, the farmers with low education , 

and poor economical levels respectively are·, 

less frequently contacted by the Extension 
• I 

Agency. 
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THE PILOT AREA APPROACH IN THE NETHERLANDS 

IR, J. M. A. PENDERS 

,, In the period 1953-1956 an experiment as following characteristics :-

ed as an integral part of rural development a. 

1

, • a new extension procedure, intended to be less adyanced rural regions, where, as is 
expected, extension work will permit a 
considerable improvement ; 

I

, ans, was· ~arried_ out in the Netherlands 

1) rough 2 pilot villages. A joint farm and 
1 ome approach was introduced in 2 hamlets b. 
•
1
omprising about 30 neighbouring farms each, 

i/here the gro~p ~pproach in extension work 
/ ·/ a temporarily intensive nature was carried 
/
1:1 ~t along systematic lines by extension prog-

1 
• , mme planning based on a previous survey 

!r' nd finalized by an evaluation of the results 
: btained. The experiment served in the mean-

rural regions, where a rather fast and far 
reaching improvement of production and 
living conditions will have to take place 
by land consolidation. On these the prog-
rammes have to synchronize kind with 
intensity of extension work. About three-
quarters of the pilot areas belong to this 
category ; 

;; me as a demonstration, attracting some ten c. 
/~ fi.ousand visitors from the Netherlands and 
J broad. 

I' 
\''.\ S_ince 1956 this extension procedure is being 

rural regions, where not only improve-
ments of the rural structure is involved ' 
but the total socio-economic structure of 
the region may also have to be changed 
by the e_stablishment of industrialization 

\, ~pphed on a large scale for rural areas in the 
, \\ rocess of development, in so-called "pilot-

> \' " I 19 'Iii ,reas._ n 63 these numbered nearly 100, 
1
~. ~venng about one q~~rter of the agricultural 

, reage and compnsmg approximately one 
ti.ird of the agricultural holdings in the 
rnntry as a whole. The great regional 
-.fferences in production costs of milk-the 

1 1in produce for small farms-were the origi-
1 

:1 
1
1 motive for starting pilot areas. 

I t . \fl;l)•tegories :-The pilot areas are meant to 
Mil :ele~ate rural development, improvement of 

\·~. 11 ernal production and living conditions in 
,-t· \ i, 1

• ! . devel?ping co~ntryside through systema-
\~ -, ,mtens1ve extension work in the regions con-
1, Ir ".ned. They may be distinguished by the 

centres. This category presents the most 
complex problems especially because more 
ministries are engaged in the overall deve-
lopment plan. The rural pilot area plan 
as such can only_ form a part of and will 
have to be subordinated to the overall 
development plan for the region. 

Choice of the areas : The number of the pilot 
areas is determined by the amount of money 
·made available by the government. The alloca 
tion is carried out by the national agricultural 
extension council in consultation with the 
provincial councils. A preliminary survey as 
to the rela!ive backwardness of the rural 
regions was made by the socigrafic branch of 

I • :-, ~;;(ki;;;~~;;~Af~0~;::ii:::;:--~~==------------------v' I rector General Extension Affairs, Netherlands the Hague 
.-,1 I :1 ' • 
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operation, the average pilot area period. 
the 

agricultural 
econom

ics 
research 

institute 
in co-operation w

ith the agricultural extension 
service. 

Furtherm
ore consideration 

is 
given 

to regions w
here consolidation 

schem
es wiJJ be 

carried out and for 
w

hich a 
long 

term
 

plan 
had been 

set up. 
These 

regions cover about 
one fifth o

f the total 
agricultural area. 

It is difficult in practice to achieve an equi-
librium

 
betw

een 
technical, 

econom
ic 

and 
social standards in order to get 

indications for 
priority to 

be given 
to 

the 
various 

regions, 
apart from

 the fact 
that 

for 
reason 

of state 
policy an even 

distribution 
over the country 

as a 
w

hole 
has to _be regarded. 

Finally the 
capacity o

f 
the existing 

regional 
extension 

services 
to 

handle 
the 

additional 
extension 

w
ork properly m

ust be taken 
into 

considera-
tion. 

Size of the areas : 
T

here is 
a 

w
ide 

variation 
in size o

f the pilot areas, 
ranging from

 
som

e-
w

hat m
ore than 100 farm

s 
covering 

1500 hec-
tares to 4000 farm

s 
covering 25,000 hectares. 

E
xperience has taught that the ideal size w

ould 
be one w

ith 200 to 300 
farm

s 
w

ith one addi-
tional 

extension-officer in 
order to 

ensure a 
close 

co-operation 
betw

een 
the 

extension 
service, the pilot area com

m
ittee and the popu-

lation w
ithin the area. 

In cases w
here a larger 

area 
is 

necessary-as 
by 

the 
consolidation 

schem
e or that required 

for 
the establishm

ent 
o

f industrialization 
centres-sub-areas should 

be form
ed w

ith a co-ordinating com
m

ittee 
for 

the area as a w
hole. 

T
he 

planning 
procedure : 

T
he 

plans for 
the pilot areas are m

ade 
w

ithin 
the 

fram
e of 

broad general outlines issued 
by the national 

agricultural extension council, 
w

hich 
together 

w
ith 

the 
provincial 

• councils 
supervise 

the 
program

m
es. 

A
 

national 
sub-com

m
ittee 

for 
rural 

hom
e 

econom
ics 

is 
ass1stm

g 
these 

councils in regard to the hom
e econom

ics part. 

T
he 

general 
outlines 

w
ere 

changed 
and im

 
.d. 

base for a Jong term
 

plan 
. 

. 
. 

• d 
f 

• ht 
out prov1 

m
g a 

' 
. 

. 
proved tw

ice w
ithin 

a 
peno 

O
 

eig 
year 

.1 
T

he extension 
service 

is 
. 

· 
• 

d 
T

h 
to be bu1 t up. 

to fall in line w
ith the experience gam

e 
• 

t 
extent 

in 
this 

survey, 
. 

. 
. 

,. 
engaged to a grea 

m
ay be regarded as a good m

d1cat1on 
,or 

e 
. I 
·r 

h 
died 

properly 
m

ay, 
in 

the 
. 

w
h1c1 

1 
an 

. 
tension w

ork. w
hich has to rem

ain a 
dyna 

. 
arouse 

the 
necessary 

public 
. 

. ·1· 
. 

ti 
k 

and 
m

eantim
e, 

I 
• 

enterprise w
ith 

flex1b1 1ty 
m

 
ou oo 

. 
d that of 

the 
rural 

popu at1on 
m

terest an 
' 

readiness to take into account the 
fast 

str 
h 

I 
Practical courses in agricul-

. 
. 

fo
rte

p
a
n

. 
• 

tural changes going on, especially 111 the ar 
(' 

1 d'ng 
farm

 
m

anagem
ent) 

and 
iure 

inc u 1 
concerned. 

rural hom
e econom

ics, along 
w

ith 
exte~-

T
he plan itself has to 

be 
set up 

prim
ar 

sion w
ork as 

to 
social 

aspects are 
parti-

by the 
pilot area com

m
ittee 

to 
be select 

cularly effective in this period. 
am

ongst _the rural po~ulatio1~, both m
ale a_n 

four years' m
ain period o

f intensive exten-
fem

ale, 
m

 
consultation 

w
ith 

the 
respectiv sion w

ork in agriculture 
and 

rural 
hom

e 
rural 

organizations, 
the 

extension 
offici, econom

ics. 
W

hen 
land 

consolidation 
is 

acting as advisory m
em

be'.·s o
f the 

co~m
itt 

involved, this period starts w
ith the 

all~t-
lt m

ay be regarded essential to em
phasize 

t 
m

ent 
of the 

new
 

farm
ing 

and 
housm

g 
aspect as it is m

eant to stim
ulate : 

units ; 
a. 

the self-reliance of the . population againi' final period 
o

f one to tw
~ 

years 
at 

the 
the tendency of professional rural develo 

m
ost to finalize 

the 
plan 

m
 

such 
a w

ay 
m

ent and even 
of the extension 

offic 
that the population 

w
ill 

be able 
to 

help 
w

ho 
direct 

the 
plan. 

T
he 

profession,, 
itself w

ithout further assistance from
 

out-
' 

b. 

extension personnel 
w

ill 
have 

to confin side sources. T
he raising o

f funds am
ongst 

them
selves to providing basic in form

atioi m
em

bers of the pilot area to ensure 
addi-

as 
to 

the 
factual 

.situation, form
ulatit tional extension w

ork 
after 

the 
period, 

the priorities 
chosen 

by 
the people a 

if this m
ight be 

required, 
w

ould 
have to 

draw
ing up the annual plan of w

ork. 
T 

be stim
ulated. 

T
his 

has 
already 

been 
alpha and om

ega of real progress lies af 
realised in a few

 areas. 
all in the effective co-operation w

ith 
t 

people and in the stim
ulation of their se :ative costs : 

The total 
am

ount 
o

f m
oney 

,cated to additional 
extension 

w
ork 

in the 
reliance. 

_(ot areas equals annually 
about ½% o

f the 
the achievem

ent of o~e 
integrated 

pl1S~ value_ o
f agric~ltural 

output 
in 

th_e res-
associating to the m

axim
um

 extent, 
a 

tive region~. 
T

his 
m

_eans 
tha~ 

the 
m

ten-
culture 

and rural hom
e econom

ics. 
' of ext_ens1on 

w
~rk 

m
 

the 
ptlot 

areas is 

T
he 

selection 
and 

training 
of "lo 

leaders" in the pilot areas-w
ithin and out 

the com
m

ittee-need 
thorough 

considerati 
T

he period : 
T

he 
total 

pilot 
period 

m
ay 

1ut 
tw

ice 
that 

m
 

the 
other 

rural 
areas. 

.his connection it 
m

ay 
be 

m
entioned 

that 
1 Iocal agricultural 

extension 
officer 

in the 
i ,herlands covers on the average 400 farm

s. 
i,' T

he hom
e econom

ics part as 
percentage o

f 
\al _costs of ~dditional extension 

w
ork 

is in-
lsm

g
 steadily from

 nearly IO
%

 in 
1956 the 

,.t year, to about 30%
 

after 
seven 

years 
o

f 

divided into :
-

a. 
one 

or 
m

ore 
years' 

preparatory per 
during w

hich a 
survey 

has 
to be car ' 

~
r.}·. ,, I 

-

F
or the pilot area as 

a 
w

hole, 
com

prising 
m

ore 
than 

50,000 
farm

s 
w

ith 
an 

average 
acreage 

o
f 9 

hectares, 
about 

150 
additional 

agricultural officers and 
100 

hom
e 

econom
ics 

extension officers arc em
ployed tem

porarily. 
A

part 
from

 
agricultural and 

rural 
hom

e 
econom

ics. inter-related social aspects o
f rural 

life 
are 

also 
considered 

m
ore system

atically 
in the extension plan 

and 
w

ork, 
though 

still 
to a lim

ited extent 
in 

financial 
term

s 
as 

this 
aspect o

f extension w
ork requires 

only a sm
all 

per cent o
f the 

total 
m

oney 
devoted 

to 
the 

pilot areas. 
Som

e results: 
T

he short period o
f o

p
eratio

n
 

w
ill 

hardly 
perm

it 
a 

scientifically 
justified 

evaluation. 
T

he 
national 

an
d

 
provincial 

secretaries 
o

f 
the 

agricultural 
extension 

councils are assem
bling 

the necessary 
d

ata in 
this 

regard. 
N

evertheless 
som

e 
p

re I· 
• 

1m
m

ary 
results m

ay be m
entioned. 

Jn one o
f the pilot areas, a backw

ard grass-
land district, the 

production 
costs 

p
er kg. o

f 
m

ilk (the regional disparity as to this indicator 
w

as the starting 
point _for 

the 
pilot 

areas in
 

J 956) w
ere reduced relatively, by 

tw
o 

cents in 
five 

years, 
w

hich 
com

pared 
favourably 

w
ith 

another 
m

ore 
advanced 

grassland 
district. 

T
his 

w
ould 

lead 
to 

the 
conclusion 

th
at 

an
 

input o
f about 25 guilders/ha w

ithin 
a 

p
erio

d
 

o
f som

e years in additional extension 
w

o
rk

 as 
applied in that pilot area h

ad
 yielded 

an
 

o
u

t-
put 

o
f about 

100 
guilders 

annually, 
w

hich 
m

eans a 
ratio 

o
f 

I : 4 
through 

this 
kind o

f 
intellectual investm

ent. 

T
he 

increase 
o

f 
labour 

productivity 
0

0
 

sm
all m

ixed farm
s in 

several 
pilot 

areas 
w

as 
1

5
-2

0
%

 higher than th
at in o

th
er 

areas 
w

ith 
about the sam

e external production conditions. 
T

his 
effect 

w
as 

achieved 
w

ithin 
a 

period o
f 
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about 7 years, that is 
to 

say the average 
pilot 

area 
period. 

B
ut 

apart 
from

 
these 

results 

m
easured in 

econom
ic 

term
s, 

the change 
in 

attitude o
f the farm

ing population in the 
pilot 

areas- one 
of the 

m
ain 

aim
s 

o
f extension 

w
o

rk
-is certainly one of the 

m
ost 

im
portant 

results. 
B

y the pilot area approach the 
origi-

nal reluctance o
f the population in 

som
e areas 

in 
regard 

to 
land 

consolidation 
w

as trans-

form
ed into w

hole hearted approval and supp-

ort. 
T

he farm
ers' attitude-and that 

of their 

w
ives-as 

to 
rural 

hom
e 

econom
ics 

are 

gradually 
changing 

also 
as 

indicated 

by the increasing percentage 
of m

oney allotted 

by the pilot area com
m

ittees 
to 

hom
e 

econo-

m
ics extension 

in 
the 

successive 
years. 

T
he 

outlook o
f farm

 fam
ilies in 

regard 
to m

igra-

tion o
f Jabour from

 the land is broadened too. 

T
im

ely counselling and guidance as 
to future 

jobs for rural youth supported 
by exhibitions 

is 
increasing. 

T
he 

extension 
services 

them
-

selves are being im
proved by the experiences in 

the pilot areas. 

Instruction 
as 

such 
is 

gradually 
trans-

form
ed into an educational 

process 
of group 

dynam
ics, in w

hich the form
er "clients" o

f the 

agricultural 
advisory 

service 
are m

ore 
and 

m
ore regarded as "co-operators". 

T
he contri-

bution 
o

f local 
leaders 

to 
the 

developm
ent 

plan is stim
ulated purposely. 

Subsidies on 
separate 

technical 
farm

 
im

-

provem
ents especially to 

sm
all 

holders-w
ere 

decreasing from
 m

ore 
than 50%

 
of the 

total 

additional 
costs 

o
f 

extension 
w

ork 
for 

the 

pilot 
areas 

in 
1956, 

the 
starting 

year, 
to a 

little bit m
ore 

than 
I 0%

 
since 

I 962. 
M

ore 

thought is 
given 

to 
effective 

group 
m

ethods 

e.g. dem
onstrations as 

is rightly 
done 

by the 

hom
e 

econom
ics 

extension 
service. 

T
his 

extension procedure 
w

as 
also 

due 
to a 

rela-

tively lim
ited num

ber o
f full tim

e 
professional 

I' 

extension 
officers 

the 
latter 

could 
em

plo ':Ince in 
m

ore 
or 

less 
system

atic expansion 

Farm
 

econom
ics 

bookkeeping 
introduce~ r • ork. 
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I 
•1 

base 
for 

m
ore effic1 

t 1e 
p1 ot areas as a 

d d 
I 

T
hough a joint farm

 
and 

hom
e 

approach 
f 

t 
• 

also 
to be 

regar e 
. 

arm
 m

anagem
en , IS 

1 . 
. • 

fac I" -ts not yet been achieved, in a few
 areas 

bud-

• 
t 

d 
often 

the 
1m

1tm
g 

, 
. 

. 

an 1m
portan 

an 
. 

. 
V

ting o
f the household along 

w
,th 

budgetm
g 

for greater productivity. 
Efficient 

co-o rd1 
• t the farm

ing enterprise is 
initiated. 

Finally 

tion betw
een the services for 

la nd 
a~d 

W
?

 
' \e m

ay claim
 that system

atic extension 
w

ork 

use and the extension services is 
put m

to 
1 

, ~I to 
social 

aspects confronting agricultural 

effect in the pilot areas. 
oductivity and rural life 

w
as 

initiated 
on a 

C
om

prehensive 
extension 

progran 
I 

ore elaborate scale in the pilot areas. 

planning as initiated in the 
pilot areas h~s *i 

T
he prom

ising re~ults 
~btained 

,~ithin a 

only 
im

proved 
gradually, 

but 
also 

it 
years 

w
ith 

relatively little 
financial 

ex-

served as a stim
ulating exam

ple and 
w

ill 
c 

, nditure are encouraging, 
especialling takiag 

tainly 
be 

extended 
bey~nd 

t~e areas 
as 

,.jto 
account the facts 

that 
the 

N
etherlands 

efficient basic procedure m
 

agricultural 
ext 

• ! 
sion 

w
ork 

for 
the 

country 
as a 

w
hole. 

, J 

I 961 a first experim
ental 

start 
in 

this 
reg· ,. 

has 
a 

governm
ental 

agricultural 
advisory 

service 
w

ith 
prim

ary 
em

phasis 
on 

technical 

m
atters 

and 
a 

still 
relatively 

less 
intensive 

rural hom
e econom

ics extension 
services 

split 

up 
organizationally 

am
ongst 

three 
rural 

w
om

en's 
organizations 

w
ithout 

form
al 

Jinks 

am
ong them

. 
T

his proves 
that 

the 
concept, 

the w
ay o

f approach and 
the 

attitude 
o

f 
the 

authorities to rural developm
ent that is to say, 

basing 
the 

im
provem

ent 
schem

e 
to 

a 
great 

extent 
on the 

principle 
underlying 

extension 

education : "helping the 
rural 

people to 
help 

them
selves", 

m
ay 

be 
regarded 

as 
the 

m
ost 

decisive factors for ultim
ate success. 

w
as m

ade under the auspices 
o

f 
the 

natio1 ·1 
and provincial agricultural 

extension 
coun t 

in w
hich the governm

ental 
agricultural 

ext 

sion services 
together 

w
ith 

the 
farm

ers 
a 

farm
 labourers' organisations are representec 

T
he 

inclusion 
o

f hom
e 

econom
ics 

as " 

integral extension program
m

e is m
aking 

pr 

ress. 
T

he 
rural 

hom
e 

econom
ics 

extens 

division has gained a great 
deal o

f expcric 

through the pilot areas preceded by 
the f,f 1 

full exam
ple 

in the pilot 
villages. 

B
aset\ • 

this experience, they 
are expanding 

gradu,,,:J 

through 
intensive 

individual 
m

ethods 
- 1 I/ 

extensive 
hom

e-visits. 
E

xtension 
experie,) 

,: 

are gained by the hom
e econom

ists 
w

ho 
I 

prim
arily trained as teachers. 

In-service t1 J 
ing of hom

e 
econom

ics 
extension 

office 
, l 

gaining in im
portance w

ith the extension 
t ! I 

of rural 
w

om
ens' organisations. 

A
ssis t') 

is 
given 

here 
by 

the 
foundation 

for 
I 1 v \ 

econom
ics research. 

M
uch inform

al assist > i "A
 code o

f conduct, 
a kii,d o

f hum
an beings; tw

o things. 
B

ut the code or system
 o

f values 

dom
inates the culture and so controls the type o

f behaviour o
f the people, m

akes the type o
f 

huma11 being and corresponds to character in the individual" 

is given through contacts w
ith the 

agriculit·2\ 

extension services in the 
pilot 

areas, 
as t 

1 

services have at their disposal a longer 
ex 

• ,..., 
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