
9UMIVllARY AND IMPLICATIONS 

I n  view of the  present nat ional  policy of a t a n d i n g  

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  c r ed i t  f a c i l i t i e s  t o  the small f amere ,  a 

basic question of ten  discussed is how f a r  theee fanners  a r e  

aware of t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  m d  how f a r  t h e  projeota a r e  

functioning s a t i s f ac to r i l y .  By and la rge  the30 i s  paucity 

of systematic and objeot:lve s tudies  on t h i s  sub)eot. Hence, 

the  present study was planned with the  following spea i f i c  

object ives a 

To eramine how far  the  present c r i t e r i a  and norms 

l a i d  down by the SFDA were followed in iden t i f i c a t i on  

of amal l  farmers. 

To f i n d  out the  extent  of awareness of the  emrll  

farmers about t h e  SYDA and i t s  ac t i v i t i e e .  

To assess  t h e  perception of small farmers about the  

role-expectation and role-performance O f  ths $FDA. 

To f ind  out the  nature and extent  of iOvolvemrnt of 

small farmers i n  the  dFDA and t h e  fac to re  aeaociated 

with t h e  same. 

To fM out t h e  extent  of pa r t i c ipa t iob  of -11 

farmers in  the  exis t ing  infrastructurep,  



To examine t h e  impact of SFDA on amall farmers. 

To a sce r t a in  t h e  problems faced by the  fanners  

in r e l a t i on  t o  SPDA and eeek t h e i r  aUg&eatione t o  make 

its working more ef f ic ient .  

To f i nd  out the  re la t ionehip  between the  selected. 

cha rac t e r i s t i c s  of 8-11 farmers and their awarenee., 

perceived r o l e  expectation and r o l e  pedf@rmanoe, 

involvement in SFDA, par t i c ipa t ion  i n  W r a a t N c t u r e e  

and impact of the  SPDA. 

To consolidate the  implications of the  findings of 

t h e  etudy. 

The study was conduated i n  the  RtrtnagWi-Satam SFDA, 

which was selected purposively f o r  t h i s  purpoee, The 

researoh design used was 'Ex-poet fac to '  survey. A 

conceptual model was a leo  developed f o r  t h i s  qtody, Baaed 

on the  object ives of the  study and the  conceplluml model, 

c e r t a i n  general izat ione were developed. These were tes ted  

by the  corresponding empirical hypotheses. 

A sample of 176 small farmers - 88 beneficiar ies  and 

88 non-beneficiariee - was selected randomalu. The data  

were c o l l w t e d  through personal individual in te rP ie r r ,  by 

u s i q  s t ructured schedules, scales ,  and tested Avarrges, 

2 peraentagea, t - t e a t ,  X t e a t ,  zero-order corr6la t ionr  and 



multiple regression analyeie uere used t o  analpre t h e  data. 

The r e s u l t s  obtained uere thoroughly aamined, Fnterpreted 

and discussed. The main f indings  pertaining tu aforeeaid 

object ives  of t h e  study were I 

1 .  The c r i t e r i a  and norms l a i d  down by t h e  SI'U in t h e  

i den t i f i c a t i on  of amal l  fanners uere not follawed 

s t r i o t l y .  A l l  t h e  respondent8 were 'amall fanners' 

if judged agains t  t h e  c r i t e r i a  l i k e  ownerehip holding' ,  

' engaged in farming' , and 'a rea  under d malt /pbnta t ion 

crops'. However, there  w a s  deviat ion in the  i den t i f i -  

ca t ion u i t h  respeot t o  o ther  important c r i t e r i a  

namely, I f  arm s ize '  , 'non-farm income1 and 'annual 

income'. 

2, The farmers with l a r g e r  holdings, higher non-farm 

income and higher annual income were m e n  i n  number 

among t h e  benef ic iar ies  than the  non-b6nf ic iar ies  

indica t ing t h a t  t h e  benefi ts  of the SEDA uere 

derived by t h e  r e l a t i ve ly  better-off sWl farmers. 

3. The distribution of t h e  respondents according t o  

the  farm s i z e  showed l e s s  deviat ion frOa ths norm 

compared with t h e i r  d i s t r l bu t ion  accodiry:  t o  u u a l  

inc  ome. 

4. A l l  the  benef ic ia r ies  and only 26.32 per cent  of the  

non- benef ic iar ies  were aware of t h e  e x l ~ t e n c e  of the  



SFDA. Also, majority of t h e  benef i c i a r ~ o s  and fat 

of t h e  non-beneficiaries were aware of tho  basic 

information about the  SFDA. 

5 .  The majority of the  emall farmers were net  aware of 

the  different development programme8 and f a o i l i t i e a  

ava i lab le  thereunder. Howover, the  bwef i c i a r i e a  

had higher knowledgo about these  than t h e  non- 

benef i c ia r iea .  

6 .  The benef ic iar iee  were having varying dogreem of 

awarenese and t h e  majority of thorn had Fnad9qupte 

awareness. However, the  majority of t h a  had reportad 

t h a t  they were informed about t h e  3PDA but more given 

some de ta i l s .  

7. The f r ianda,  VLWs and other  farmers wets the important 

sources f o r  c rea t ing  awareness among t h e  beneficiaries 

about the  SFDA, while t h e  f r iends ,  VLYe., and 

nolghboure f o r  the  non-beneficiariee, bath in terme 

of number of small farmers reported and t o t a l  score 

obtained. Howover, radio, and APO were the l o a s t  

reported sources f o r  the  benef ic iar ies  and tho  non- 

benef ic iar ies  respectively. 

8. A l l  the  B m a l l  farmers did not become aware of the  $FDA 

a t  t h e  same time. In f a c t ,  none of the  smll farmers 

became aware in the  f i r s t  year  of i t s  Sn i t l a t ion ,  but 

the majority of them became aware only in t h e  t h i r d  

year  a f t e r  i t s  in i t i a t i on .  



9. The majority of t h e  small farmers were not  H ~ e n  aware 

of t h e  correc t  o f f i c i a l  name of the  YPDA. It was 

iden t i f i ed  by . t he  d i f f e r en t  names and t h e  cor rec t  

o f f i c i a l  name was reported only by a feu (5.56 per 

cent)  beneficiar ies .  

10. The general r o l e s  of t h e  SFDA were not ruderatood by 

the small farmers. However, they indiaatod t h e i r  

expeotation about t h e  spec i f i c  develop4ent prqgrammes. 

11. I n  general ,  the  financing ro l e s  l i k e  arrmging the  

loan and sanctioning t h e  subaidy as w . L 1  as r a m i c e s  

t o  be undertaken under t h e  d i f fe ren t  d9valopaont 

programmes were expected by t h e  majority of the  amal l  

farmers. However, t h e  r o l e s  r e l a t ed  t O  planning and 

follow-up aot ion were not  expected by amall farmer. 

12. The benef ic iar ies  were having varying dylreaa of 

perceived role-expectation about t h e  39U. 

13. The majority of the  beneficiar iee opined that  the  

method of giving the  benefi te  was simple, while the  

method of d i s t r i bu t ing  the  subsidy was oompzmtively 

easy. However, the  majority of them reportad t h a t  

tho eupellrision of loan wae e i t h e r  not f o l l o w d  or  

followed very loosely. But the  ma jo r i t j  of them had 

f e l t  t h a t  procedure adopted f o r  repayment of loan 

was e i t h e r  good o r  very good, 



14. The majority of the benef ic iar ies  indica9ed thst the 

technical  guidance was e i t h e r  not  given o r  given to 

the  l imited extent. Also, the majority bf them had 

f e l t  that the nacaeeary services and euppliee were 

not  arranged o r  i f  arranged they were U t e .  

15. The benef ic iar iee  were having varying degrees of 

perception about the performance of t h e  OFDA and 

majority of them had low perception saw.. 

16. The majority of the  small farmers were not aware Of 

the  exietance of higher extandon parsdnmel o r  t h e i r  

names. However, t h e  benef ic iar ies  who knew them were 

more in numbers than t h e i r  counterparts. Alro, the  

benef i c i a r i e s  were having some in teraot ion with AEO, 

BDO, and APO. 

17. The benef ic iar ies  d i f fered  i n  t h e i r  pe fe renoe  in 

accepting the  development programmes. Hnwever, the  

majority of the beneficiar iee (70.18 p ( r  cent )  had 

preferred only one development programme, thovgh eome 

of them had accepted four  development programoea. 

18. The majority of the  beneficiar iee (77.19 per oent) had 

accepted the animal husbandry programmes, while 54.39 

and 12.28 per cent of tb beneficiar iee had aocepted 

the  arop husbandry and mlnor i r r i gn t ion  progrunmee 

respectively. 



19. I n  f a c t ,  the  dai ry  development arid the land improvement 

work were the  most acoepted programmee of t h e  3PDA. 

But none of the  benef ic iar iee  had .accepted the 

d i g g i n g  of new well programme and 92.98 per  cent  of 

the  benef ic is r iee  had not accepted any progranne of 

the  a h o r  i r r iga t ion .  

20. The benef ic iar iee  themselvee d i f fe red  In  t h e i r  degree8 

of involvement i n  t h e  a c t i v i t i e e  of the  SFDA. 

21. The most important reaeone reported by the  benef ic iar iee  

f o r  t h e i r  involvement i n  the a c t i v i t i e b  of 8PDA were r 

subeidy motivated t o  involve, in teres ted  in d l c h  

c a t t l e ,  friende/neighbours motivated t o  acoept t h e  

programmee a e  well a e  applied f o r  loan am few othere 

did it. Howewer, the  most frequently reported reaeone 

f o r  non-acceptance of the  development ymgnwaee 

were unawareneee of o r  inadequate knowledge about the  

programme. The other  reported reaeone were in 

r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  yol io iee  of t h e  YFDA tuid l imi ta t lone  

in the  inf zuetruc turee. 

22. The ernall  ffrrmerei had varying degrees of pa r t i c ipa t ion  

in the  infraetrucAa..ree. Also, the  berwficiar iee and 

the  non-benefioiariee d i f fe red  signifI,cantly i n  t h e i r  

degreee of part icipat ion.  

23 The majority of the emall fanners e t a 1  had no contact 

with t h e  various i n f r a e t r u c t u r e ~  name&y, c+aperat ive 



da i ry  society,  c en t r a l  co-operative uv LDB, 

nationnlised banks, taluka sale-purchase union and 

custom eelvice  centres.  However, a l l  the  b a e f  i c i a r i e e  

had contaoted t h e  v i l l age  co-operative society e i t h e r  

once o r  twice and 64.91 per cent of them had more than 

one contaot. However, 61.84 per oent of the  non- 

benef ic iar ies  had no contact with the  P i l l age  

co-operative eooiaty. 

24. Almoet a l l  the  non-beneficiariee did not derive any 

benefi t  from these  institutions. The bonoficiariee,  

however, had derived eome benef i t s  from the  v i l l a g e  

co-operative socinty but t h e  majority of them too, 

had not taken advantage of o ther  inf  raetructuma. 

Only 17.54 per  cent  of the benef ic iar iae  and 2.63 

per oont of t h e  non-beneficiaries had derived the  

benefi te  from the  nat ional ised banke. 

25. The bmof i c i a r i o a  and the  non-bend i c i a r l e e  wore 

a l i k e  with respect  t o  t h e i r  age, main and eooandary 

occupations, education, eduoation e ta tue  of family, 

type and a izo  of family, tenure  a ta tus  and number 

of enterprises.  However, they were e iga i f i caa t l y  

d i i f  e rent  i n  o ther  cha rac t e r i s t i c s ,  nmlaly, w e r a l l  

modernity, r i e k  preference, achievement motivation, 

knowlodge about nat ional ised bank, a t t i t u d e  towards 



(a) co-operative eociety, ( b )  nat ional ierd bslc and 

( c )  sxtension peroonnel, information source uae 

pat tern,  uva i l ab i l i t y  of a g r i c u l t u r a l  inpute,  

adoption l eve l ,  artd indebtednees. 

26. The majority of t h e  benef ic iar iee  reported that t h e i r  

income had increaeed with t h e  aeuistance of the SFDA. 

Aleo, t h e  monoprogramme and t h e  m u l t i p F o ( ~ m e  

benef ic iar ies  differed s ign i f i can t ly  faom eaoh other  

wi th  reepect t o  t h e i r  annual income. 

27. The maj o r i t y  of the  multiprogramloe b e n d  l c i a r i e e  

(88.24 per cent)  end 35.00 per cent of the  mono- 

programme beneficiaries opined t h a t  they had .ore 

employment opportimities due to the  SFDA amiatance.  

28. Acoeptame of the  crop husbandry and t h e  an l aa l  

husbandry programnes by t h e  beneficiar$em were 

dependent on each other. Howeyer, the$r adopbion 

l e v e l  was independent with t h e i r  acceptance of the  

crop huebandry programme& 

29. Main o c a u p t  ion, education, r i s k  pref etance, 

knowledge about co-operatives, a t t i t u d e  touarde 

extension personnel, f a m  s ize ,  a n n u l  income, and 

c r e d i t  behaviour of the benef i c i a r i e s  had iofluenae 

on t h e i r  awareneee about the  SFDA and they accounted 

f o r  about 41 per  cent of va r ia t ion  in LQ. However, 



only three  var iables ,  namely, educatian, r i a k  

preference and annual income contributad signif  icantly.  

30. Main occupation, knowledge about co-opamtiver,  

a t t i t u d e  towarde (a) SFDA and (b)  extension personnel, 

maes media source use, fanu s ize ,  a n n u l  i n ~ o r w  and 

awarenese about t h e  YFDA had influence on t h e b  

perceived r o l e  expectation about the  3 P U .  These 

variable6 aocounted f o r  about 79 per cent of 

va r i a t i on  in it. However, only two vazlablea, namely, 

awarenesn about the  SFDA and maas media eouror uee 

contributed signFPicantly. 

31. Main occupation, education a t a t u s  of t h s  family, 

knowledge about co-operativee, a t t i t u d e  touarde 

(a) SFGA, (b )  co-operative eociety, and ( c )  extension 

pereomel,  farm s i ze ,  annual income, awarenee. about 

t h e  SFDA and perceived role-expectation had nignif i-  

cant  pos i t ive  associa t ion with the  pewaired r o l e  

performance, whereae, personal l o c a l i t e  muroe use 

had negative and s ign i f i can t  re la t ionehip  with t h e  

perceived r o l e - p e r f o m c e .  A l l  these var iables  

accounted f o r  67.50 per cent of variathon in it .  

However, awarenese about the  SFLA alone ooutribut ed 

s igni f icant ly ,  



32. Main occupation, education, r i s k  pref erbnce, credi t  

behaviour, awarenese about the  SPDA, pe roe ivd  role- 

expectation and r o l e  performance had influence on 

involvement in t h e  SFDA ac t i v i t i e s .  They aooounted 

f o r  about 78 per cent of va r ia t ion  i n  it. However, 

awareneee about the  SEDA alone contributed 

s igni f icant ly .  

33. Main occupation, knowledge about co- openrtivea, 

a t t i t u d e  t owards (,a) co-operative soc ie t r ,  (b)  SPDA 

and (c) exteneion personnel, farol s ize ,  ULI~UE~ 

income, awareneee about the  SFDA, perceived ro l e  

expectation, perceived ro l e  performance, and 

involvement in tho SFDA a c t i v i t i e s  had s ign i f i can t  

pos i t ive  aeeociation with the  par t i c ipa t ion  i n  the 

inf raa tnrc turee ,  whereae, personal l o a a l i t e  aource 

use had s ign i f i can t ly  negative relationehip, A l l  

these  accounted f o r  48.51 per  cent  of Variation in 

part icipat ion.  However, a t t i t u d e s  towdrds 

c o-operatives and perceived r o l e  expectation 

contributed aignif  icantly.  

34. Main occupation, r i s k  preference, a t t i t u d e  towards 

extension personnel, c red i t  behaviour, amamnese about 

S D A ,  perueived r o l e  expectation, perceived r e l e  

performance, involvement i n  t h e  SFDA and par t i c ipa t ion  



i n  the  inf ra-e t ructuree  had posi t ive  and s ign i f i can t  

aseooiat ion wi th  t h e  impact of t h e  SFYA aad these  

accounted f o r  about 85 per  cent of var ia t ion  i n  it. 

However, any v a r i a b l e  had not contributed s igni f icant ly .  

35. Lese frequent  v i a i t s  by t h e  VLWe, t h e i r  d iec r i l ina to ry  

treatment and inadequate information were the  

important problema under technical  guidbnoe. Aa 

regarde c r e d i t ,  le.ck of auff io ient  guidence in 

obtaining and u t i l i z a t i o n  of c r e d i t ,  time consuming 

and complex borrowing prooedure as well  a 8  requirement 

of a number of doaumente were the most frequently 

reported probleme. 

36 Dominance of r i ch  af f luent  people, high cost  of 

inputa and non-avtrilability of the  input8 in time were 

the important probleme of euppliee and serviooe. 

Beeidea, t he re  were general probleme l i k e  bad 

experience of o ther  farmers discouragsd involvement, 

lack  of adequate knowledge and lack of guidmoe by 

the o f f io ia l s .  

37. Under land improvement work, the  important euggestiona 

were I euggeeting su i tab le  cropping pat tern,  prompt 

rep l ies  t o  t h e  farmere' quer r ies  and qrlick ecNt inJ  

of loan application. However, supply o f  inputs  a t  

conceseional r a t e s ,  every fanner should ge t  same 



quanti ty of HYV esede, f e r t i l i z o r e ,  etc. and frequent 

v i s i t e  by the V L P s  on the  farms wore the important 

suggestions y iven under inteneive cu l t  iv.t ion 

pmgrammo. 

38. For dai ry  development, the  important suggeetiane were r 

appointment of qual i f ied  veterinary off icer ,  ooncession 

should be given i f  da i ry  animal i e  a pow ylolder ,  

increase in loan ~unount and f armerat choice while 

pumhasing: t h e  animals should be given first preference. 

However, eupply of c a t t l e  feed at  t h e  oonceeeional 

r a t e s  and eupply of bullock-cart on eubaidy vore t h e  

moat frequently reported suggestions. 

39. Ae regards the  general euggestione, Fnfowation about 

t h e  government schmee t o  every farmer, omphmrie on 

inoome increasing programmes, credi t  w gth tedhnical 

eemicee  and advance not ice  f o r  repaymbnt worn the 

most important ones. 

J rn~ l ica t iona  of t h e  Study and Recommendatio~ 

Based on t h e  f indings  of t h i s  study, an empirical model 

was developed (Fig. 3). This model portrays the p r d i c t o r e  

of amall farmerst behaviour. The s ign i f i can t  indepsndent 

va r iab les  (dominant variablee)  a r e . a l e o  showed in the  model 

seperat ely. 



. . 
. F l G 3 F M P I R I C A L  MODEL 



The f indinge of the  study have a number of l~a j e r  

h p l i a a t i o n e  f o r  t h e  8-11 fanuere' development e t l a t r f f .  

An idea l  etrategy i o  one which acoelera tes  the  pece of 

behaviourel changes through a commitment on t h e  p a d  of t h e  

farmera t o  involve in the SFDA a c t i v i t i e s ,  remwre o r  reduces 

conet ra in te  and enhancee auppor the  a c t i v i t i e s ,  Such a syetem 

preeuppoeee the  exietence of t h e  SFDA. Sinnarkar (1973) 

observed t h a t  even though a l l  t h e  reeourcee sx i r t ed  ifl t h e  

e i tua t ion ,  developunt  could not take place un,'til Cha 

organization brought them i n t o  proper re la t ianakip  with 

each other. Hence, the  r o l e  of t h e  SFDA i s  a crucial t o  t h e  

eucceea of amall farmere development. 

Though t h e  Implications euggested have d i r e o t  relevance 

t o  the  area  of the  study o r  s imi lar  areas  elesvhorr. They 

cannot be generalized beyond t h i s  without fumhmr s tud ies  

and confinaation of these  f lndings. 

1. The study hae cletarly brought t o  focus that many of 

the  "identif ied" 1-11 f a m e r e  were r e a w  not  amall 

famere .  Therefore, the re  i e  a paramount nerd f o r  

proper i den t i f i a a t i on  of the  8-11 f a r n w s  rho need 

i n e t i t u t i o n a l  support eo t h a t  t h e  benefi te  of the  

programmes go t o  them. Aleo, exteneioq pereonuel 

ehould be v i g i l e n t  t o  cheok any flow of fund8 towards 

the  l a rge  farmer. Thue, the  SFDA could s e m r  b e t t e r  



by reducing the  in,volvement of non-eligible -11 

farmers by persona.1 ve r i f i c a t i on  by the 3PDA o f f i c i a l e  

regarding t h e i r  genuineness. 

2. The emall farmers had inadequate awarenear about the  

SFDA and a l s o  low l eve l s  of information rouroe 

u t i l i za t ion .  There is, theref  ore, need f o r  a b a t t a r  

communication strategy. Ef for t s  should be made t o  

communicate information t o  t h e  small farmers through 

appropriate  extension methods and techniquel without 

d is tor t ions .  It i s  a l so  necessary t o  ensure t ha t  

extension s t a f f  should make frequent v t d t s  t o  the  

amall farmers, a s  suggested by them. Also, unawareness 

of such important programmes i n i t i a t e d  f o r  tha  poar 

and needy m a l l  farmers w i l l  g ive  scope f o r  axploi t ing  

the  e i t ua t i on  by other  farmers and get  the benef i t s  

of t h e  programmes as has already happened in a number 

of caaae. Thus, dieseminetion of authentic  knowledge 

i e  e s sen t i a l  f o r  the success of the  SFOA which would 

lead t o  encouraging reaponsea. 

3. The study had indicated t h a t  the  small f a m e r e  had 

r e l i ed  much on personal l o c a l i t e  sources. Tha 

obvious implicat ion i s  t h a t  l o c a l  funct ionar ies  should 

try t o  iden t i fy  and u t i l i e e  these nourctes more 

effect ively.  There is a l s o  need t o  impart  syrtematic 



t r a in ing  t o  these l o c a l i t e  sources which can 

general ly be iden t i f i ed  in the  v i l l age  Coppmunities. 

4. General roleu of the SFDA were not underotood by 

the  e m a l l  farmers. Hence, e f f o r t s  ahead be fmde t o  

educate them about the  same, a0 t h a t  thsy could 

contact  the  SFDA and g e t  the b e n d i t s  fr4m t h e  same. 

5. The amall farmers had d i f f e r en t  perceptd4n about the  

role-expectation of the SFDA and i ts  role-pedormance. 

The va r i a t i ons  in perception seem t o  be due t o  t h e i r  

d i f f e r e n t i a l  knowledge. This brings out the  need f o r  

improvement in t h e  knowledge dissemination wetun. 

6. A s  revealed by cha rac t e r i s t i c s  analy sea, the  small 

farmers were low In a t t i t u d e s  scores. However, 

a t t i t u d e s  of benef ic iar ies  were s ign i f i can t ly  re la ted  

t o  o ther  dependent variables.  Hence, e f f o r t e  ehould 

be made t o  develop be t t e r  a t t i t ude8  among small 

farmers towards the  UFDA and the  extenaben personnel. 

Similarly,  knowledge t e s t  indicated t h a t  they had 

inadequate knowledge about t h e  f i n a n c l q  ins t i tu t ions .  

Hence, t r a in ing  f o r  the  s m a l l  farmers sheuld be 

organieed so a s  t o  develop be t t e r  a t t i t u d e s  an4 

increase  knowledge. The farmere' trainlw a a t i v i t i e s  

should be organised through farmere trahing centres.  



7. S i m i l a r l y ,  ex t ens ion  personnel  should be & I r a n  

adequate t r a i n i n g  i n  p r i n c i p l e s  and p r a c t i c r a  of 

human r e l a t i o n s  f o r  improving t h e i r  behar iour  

towarda t h e  smal l  fanners.  Also, p r o f i l e  of t h e  

small fa rmers  should be given t o  them, which w i l l  

enab le  them t o  understand t h e i r  t a r g e t  audienoe in  

a b e t t e r  manner and hence, c l i e n t  o r ien ted  approach 

could be c u l t i v a t e d  among them. 

8. Since t h e  develop~nent programmes a r e  t n e  v i t a l  means 

f o r  e f f  eo t lng  economic improvement of tile weaker 

m c t i o n s ,  t h e  means t o  be adopted t o  maximise t h e i r  

involvement deserve s p e c i a l  a t t e n t i o n .  Fo r  t h i s ,  it 

i~ necessary that t h e  smal l  farmers  muat accep t  t h e s e  

programmas which .h t u r n  r e q u i r e s  f requent  c o n t a c t s  

by t h e  VLWa. E f f o r t s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  should be made t o  

encourage t h e  VLWs t o  develop p o s i t i v e  a t t i t u d e  

towards ma l l  fa rmers  and inc rease  t h e  f requrncy  of 

t h e i r  con tac t s .  

9. The s tudy has shown that t h e  mall fanners ware no t  

ave r se  t o  change if t hey  g e t  proper  l n o e n t i r r s  t o  do 

m . But t h e  comp:licated borrowing proOedurea, l a c k  

of adequate knowledge, e tc . ,  have ac t ed  as f o r c e s  

of r e s i s t a n c e  t o  change. Hence, t h e r e  is  a nred t o  

remove o r  reduce t h e s e  f o r c e s  which are c o m a  ln t h e  

way of t h e i r  development. 



10. An i n t e r e s t i ng  f inding of the study was tha t  enal l  

farmers had accepted o r  were keen to take up the  

subsidiary occupt ione  l i k e  dairying,  eheep/goat 

rearing,  etc.  But the  SFDA support f o r  these 

programmee needs e~trengthening and atreaBlining 

along with t h e  crop huebandry prograrmrtet3. 

1 1 .  It was revealed i n  this etudy that the  SPDA had not  

given p r i o r i t y  to minor i r r i g a t i o n  a s  well  a s  

intensive cul t ivat , ion programmes. I n  fuo t  , irriga- 
t i o n  should have been given the  h k h e s t  p r io r i t y ,  ae  

in tene i ty  of cropping cannot be increaesd without 

aseured i r r iga t ion .  There is ,  theref  om, t h e  

paramount need of a marsaive i r r i g a t i o n  prograwes, 

wherever po ten t ia l  f o r  the  same ex i s t&  'Phis w i l l  go 

a  long way in strengthening the  production baae a8 

a l s o  of s t ab i l i z ing  fann income a d  p r d u c t i ~ i t y  

over a period of time. 

12. Majority of the  amall farmers were not benefited from 

the  varioue infrastructuree.  This indicated t h a t  

t he re  wae lack of corndination between the  SPDA 

au tho r i t l e e  tand these  ins t i tu t ions .  There i a ,  

therefore,  need f o r  bringing about the  ef feot ive  

coordination and in tegra t ion of t h e i r  programmes 

and a c t i v i t i e s .  



13. A s  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  of  t h e  amall fa rmers  WR.Y p o s i t i v e l y  

and s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  wi th  t h e  impact of t h e  SPDA, 

t h e r e  i s  need f o r  i n f r a s t r u c t u r a l  s u p p o ~ t  f o r  small 

fa rmers  development. The working of t h a w  i n s t i t u t i o n s  

need t o  be i apmvsd  and should have b i a s  t o w a ~ d s  t h e  

smal l  fanners .  The SFDA a u t h o r i t i e s  should try t o  

involve t h e s e  I n s t i t u t i o n s  a c t i v e l y  i n  t h e  amall  

f a n n e r s  development proceas. 

14. AS p a r t i c i p a t i o n  of s m a l l  f anne r s  in t h e  i n f r a e t r u c -  

t u r e s  was low, t h e  ex tens ion  peroonnel must encourage 

a l l  t h e  emall  falnoers t o  a c t i v e l y  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  

i n f r a s t r u c t u r e s .  The persona incharge af t h e  

o r g a n i s a t i o n s  must launch "member-education programme" 

m as t o  br ing  as many amall farmers  a$ poss ib l e  i n t o  

t h e i r  fo lds .  

15. The amell  fa rmers  were a f r a i d  of indebtedness and ware 

r e l u c t a n t  t o  approach f o r  t h e  i n e t i t u t i a n a l  c r a d i t .  

Hence, t h e  f i n a n c i n g  in s t i t u t ions  must t a k e  them I n t o  

confidence and educate them about  t h e  procedures f o r  

ob ta in ing  t h e  l o a n  and a l s o  f o r  repayment. Thie might 

ramove t h e l r  fear  and misapprehension &bout 

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  loan. 

16. The s m a l l  f anne r s  f e l t  t h a t  t h e  procedure f o r  g e t t i n g  

c r e d i t  was time consuming, complex and a number of 



documents were needed. Hence, there must be a change 

in loaning po l i c i e s  of the  i n s t i t u t i a n s ,  eo a s  t o  

provide f  1exibili t ;y.  The terms and conditions ahould 

be l i b e r a l i s e d  and procedures eimplified. 

17. I n  g e t t i n g  t h e  ag r i cu l tu r a l  inputs  by tlhe emall 

f a m e r e ,  the  dominance of r i c h  a f f luen t  p e o ~ l e  was 

one of the important pmblems. This was almo supported 

by t h e i r  suggestion t h a t  every farmer ahould g e t  some 

quant i ty  of HYV eeeds, f e r t i l i z e r s ,  eta. It is, 

therefore,  neceeeary t o  see t h a t  these  f a m e r e  g e t  

t h e i r  share of e s s e n t i a l  inputs. For this, i t  might 

be neceseary t o  earmark ce r t a in  quan t i t i e s  of these  

inputs  f o r  the small farmers. 

18. Inputs were e i t h e r  not avai lable  or  if avai lable ,  were 

inadequate and not i n  time. There is,  therefore,  need 

f o r  improving the  supply of these input  a and a 1  w 

strengthening the  d i s t r i bu t ing  agenciee. 

19. For meeting the c r ed i t  needs of the a l l  farmers, 

there  i s  a need t o  ensure t h a t  a  s izeable number of 

small farmers a r e  covered by the f inancing i n e t i t u t i a n s  

annually. However, care ahould be taken t o  eee t h a t  

the same group of s m a l l  farmers a r e  not financed. 

20. Looklng into the  background and economlo conditions of 

these  farmere and need f o r  subeidy as ? w e a l d  by t h i n  



etudy, i t  i s  necessary t h a t  cos t ly  farm inputs ehould 

be subsidized, so  t h a t  they can mike use of the same. 

But care  should be taken t o  see t h a t  the procedure f o r  

t h i s  i s  kept eimp1.e. 

21.  A s  swgested  in the guidel ines  of Government of India,  

the extension s t a f f  in the SFDA area should wnform 

t o  the  IADP pat tern  o r  a t  l e a s t  IAAP pattern. But 

t h i s  guidel ine wall not followed in the  blocks studied. 

Hence, immediate a t t en t i on  i s  required in t h i s  matter  

t o  r a i s e  the number of extension personnel a t  l e a s t  a t  

par  with IAAP pattern.  

S u u ~ e s t i o n s  f o r  Future Research 

This etudy was ca r r ied  out under sever* l imi ta t ions  of 

time and lack of preceding empirical s tudies  on workky of 

the YPDA. I n  s p i t e  of the  inves t iga to r ' s  awareness of the  

need f o r  a deeper probe i n t o  ce r t a in  aspects  ~ u c h  a s  the  

motivations and s t rength  of commitment of the -11 farmers in 

accepting the  development programmes, t h e  managanent and 

organizat ional  aspects  required of a euccsseful implementation 

of such programmes, etc., could not be studien due t o  

l imi ta t ion  of time. 

It i s  obvious t h a t  t h e  f indings of a e iagle  study a r e  

not adequate t o  make any generalizations. It is  necessary t o  

r ep l i ca t e  t h e  study i n  o ther  pa r t s  of t h e  country, wherever the  



SFDAe a r e  operating. Such inveetigationa w i l l  n.ceeeari1.y 

be "&x-poet-facto" witn the  inherent l imi ta t ioha  of t h i e  

deeign. As"Bx-poet-facto" etudiee have l im i t auone  of accuracy 

of da ta ,  there  is need f o r  experimentnl etudles with more 

refined deeigns. An experimental deeign w i l l  be mme 

appropriate  f o r   luck^ etudiee. The other  e u g g e ~ t i m s  a r e  r 

1. Dlagnotic e tudies  par t i cu la r ly  in t h e  nature  of caee 

s tudiee  on t h e  pereonal and eoclal  behavlour of the 

small farmera need t o  be undertakeu ao that the  

bottlenecks i n  the! acceptance of the YF1U programmes 

can be corrected and desirable c t w e a  ia jeoted  in to  

the SFDA. This w i l l  enable t h e  policy rnakere t o  come 

to  g r i p  with t h e  baeic malady of small faxmere. 

2. Studiee on procedures and c r i t e r i a  fo l lo red  in the  

i den t i f i c a t i on  of s m a l l  f a m e r e  need to be et\diod 

in g rea t e r   detail^ which w i l l  h ighl ights  tno defec t s  

in the  prevai l ing i den t i f i c a t i on  procesa. 

3. The time lag, i f  m y ,  between knowledge acqule l t ion  and 

acoeptance ol' the proprunme and the  faotora reeponaible 

f o r  such time lag ,  if etudied, would be i n t e r e s t i ng  

and useful. 

4. Studies r e l a t i ng  t o  i n t e r e s t s ,  p o t e n t i a l i t i r e ,  etc., 

of t h e  emall farmers should be planned which could be 

e f fec t ive ly  u t i l i z e d  by the  extension pereonnel. 



5. There i s  need to  study the  extension syatun along with 

the small farmers which w i l l  help In understanding the  

problems of both, (and w i l l  be helpful  im fu tura  

development ef f orts.  

6. The training needs of extension personnel who work with 

t h e  m a l l  farmers need t o  be studied 80 t h a t  they a r e  

adequately t ra ined t o  meet the  challenges of t h e i r  task. 

7. The methods of ana lys i s  used in t h i s  study f o r  predic- 

t i o n  were multiple regreseion and multipa cor re la t ion  

which have t h e i r  own limitti t ione i n  social  research 

due t o  multi-collenearity ef f a c t s  between s m a r a l  

variables.  Hence, it i s  suggested t h a t  nore refined 

techniques l i k e  cl.uster analys is ,  f a c t a r  analyeie , and 

path analys is  could be used t o  i s o l a t e  the  important 

var iables  or  t o  e s t ab l i sh  the  d i r e c t  or ind i rec t  

e f f ec t s  of the variables.  




