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‘‘Parming is the best profession; trading cecupiss a secandary
position: service is despicebls and begzing is vorst', is an old
Indian proverb, moulding for centuries the ideology snd valus pattern
of the farmera. ™ie, psasants are poor earthworms. We live like
animals, eat with them, talk to them, smell like them., Therefore, we

are a great deal like them, How would you like to be a poumtﬂ

Italian peasant, in 1952, Velues and attitudes for purposes of this
study have besn considered intsrvoven systems,

Study of value systems has been the favorite of ths adoption
scientists recently. However, studies in how attitudes and values
are affected by the adoption of new innovation to agricultural opera-
tions have, in general, found littls attantion perhape becauss it
constitutes the next step on the adoption-of=innovation-conmtinuum,
Yupther, the studies in valuss have sometimes be:n put into the domein
of ‘empirically-impossible to resolve! problems for lack ef agreement
on core valuss® and their latant sharaster, Further, there are fixed
notions on whether to distinguish between rural and urban values,

Various tﬂOhniq.IrB used to classify these have been in terms
of linear or polar davioes, familiag or contractual notiom, none-
rational to rational, primary to secondary, folk to urban, sacred to
secular, traditional to modern, localized to cosmopolite, conservative
%0 progroarsivo,' ‘mechanistic to organic or gemeinschaft to gesellschaft
on the seales of continua,
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1. Quoted in Roger's Modernization imong Psasania - Flease refer to
bibliography.
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It vas felt that the value systems and orisntation of indi-

viduaie and groups a8 well as the inteneity with which the values

e e b

are held indicate the motivational aspirations on any of the abon -
mantioned oontinua having wider social implicaﬁons. The high level
of imtensity will shov the high orientational inoclination on the
value dimension vhereas the low level of intensity shall reflect,
the low negative motivationsl inclination in sceial 1life. Knowledge
of this will give insight into the patterns of thinking and comdunot
of the groups studied and their significance for future,

Pasants! are the majority of mankind and have umfortunately
remained lsast understood in terms of their value asystems. Farmers
have besn looked upon as laxy, ignorant, conservative and resistant
to change - a negative person., %Day by day, the peasants made the
soonomipsta! sigh, the politicians' sweat and the strategistst swear,
dafeating their plans and prophecies (Shanin 1966)2, Their valuss
and style of life need to be understood for purpeses of development
of the society mdﬁnm their cognative mape to prevail upon them to
change to modernise,

If a tdg innovation is adopted in a big way, 1% 18 bound to
cause far reaching variations in the prectices of work and condust of
the adopters as well as those related to them in routine work. Recently,
a large rush of farmers for the adoption of newest in agricultural
technology, like =eeds, fertilisers and medern sgricultural machinery

1. Farmers oriented largely to subsistence production; a litile market-
oriented.

2. Pleass refer to bibliography.



)
ot
oo

has been witnessed and it is felt that the cumulative effect of this
all, is 1likely to cause great changes in his economic, soci sl and
cultural life and change his outlook and values, It was assumed that
there will be differences in the values of those adopting tractors
and those not adopting it in terms of their dispositions towards their
value systems,

The objective of this chapter, therefore, was to understend
the valus orientations of the tractor owning farmers comparatively with
those of the nonetrastor owming farmers & well as the agricultural
labour, Great care was taken in choosing statements of values to be
administered to the respondents, vis, the statement should refer to the
present, be non-fastual, be intsrpretable in one way, be relevant te the
issue, be devoid of extremenesa, was precise, was not nsgative and one
astatement conveyed ons idea.

These statements were placed into three given categories by
the judges and on the basis of 70% concordance of the judgee the
statements were included in the schedule, The result}or this classifi-
cation of statsments are shown belowi

Judges
agresment _Family  Asriceltural tarpers
percentage No, Weight® No. Weight* No. Weight* No. X%age

0 1 x P g8 x 70 L x 70 13 x 26

80 2 x 80 1 x 8 2 x 8 5 x10

90 2 x 90 3 x 90 5 x 9% 10 x 20

100 8 x100 11 x100 3 x100 22 x 44
Total 131210 /2000 Wi 50 10
Average 93.08 90,44 85,00

* weightage was the agreement of judges in terms of parcentage.



Thus, 26% statements got 70% agreement while 10% got 80%
agreament, J4nd 20% statements got 90% agreement, while 44% got 100%
agreement of the judges which, indicated a significant degree of
agreement of the judges in the classification of attitude-value
statements into thres broad éntegorioa e.g. belonging to family values,
values related to agricultural work and interpersonal values, In this
way, 26% statements belonged to famlly aspects, 46% to agriculture
and 28% to interpersonal aspeots, The average weighted agresement was
highest in case of family statements (93.08%), followsd by agriculture
(90.44%) and interpersonal aspests (85,00%),

.Tho scheduls containing these statements in a mixed form
(tppemdix) vas administered to 110 trastor owning farmers, 25 non-
trastor owning fa.rmefl and 25 agrioultural labourers. The details of
sanples studied with this schedule have besn given eerlier!, ( These
statsments wers checked on a four point scale of strongly agresd,
agreed, disagread and strongly disagreed, Strﬁngly agreed was given a
score of 4 points while each naxt got 3, 2 and 1 point respectively. )
These points with agreement orientation and disagreement orientation
were further integrated into the spread-affect (positive orientation)
and wash-back effects (ﬁogadn orientatiecn)./ The replies of the
respondents are shown below in a comparative way in terms of percentage
scores, The table given below is concerned with statements of valuss
regarding the family. \"1__3‘)'

Regarding trastor owning farmesrs, it was observed that agreement

1, Chapter on methodology.



RESPONDENTS' OPINION ABOUT VALUES RELATED TO FAMILY

- e W S am T omm e E m W O m o wm e b E Em m omm e M wm gm Em s R mR R g TR omr me e am my s R mE MR e e o mm M Eh A e T mr mm dm e A R o o e W o

Sr. Value statements : Positively oriented percentage scores Negatively oriented percentags scores
No . Tractor Non-Tractor Agricultural Tractor Non-Tractor Agrionltar al
owners owners labour owners OWners labour
1. One should have larger family. &b 28 96 - 54 72 4
2. Overall joint family is good. 88 84 96 - 12 16 4
3. Irreligicusness in ceremonies 48 64 100 - 52 36 0
will lead to calamity in famdly. .
FAR Children nesd not be consulted. a5 LB 100 65 52 0
for their marriages. :
5. Dowry be given to daughters 61 60 & 20 39 40 a8

even by borrowinz.

6., Women's place is in home. 55 60 8 45 40 92

7. Pardash is good. Lty 16 68 55 84 32

8. Living status has come up 96 100 100 4 0 0

9. Mzn's status is that of his 91 82 10C 1 16 0
family.

10. Father is monarch,of family 96 100 120 &4 0 0
affaris. :

11, . Mother is next to f ather 95 96 92 5 A 8
in command.

12, Extended family is of more 85 96 92 . 15 4 8
concern than the village.

13, Child following traditions 66 80 92 34 20 8
i3 called obedient.

Average score 76.54 79.7 88.8 32,2 54.9 FNANA
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oriented percentage score of 60% and above was for statsments Nos,

2, 5 6,8,9, 10, 11, 12 and 13(9) vhile for the dizagreament oriented
statements the 60% and above percentage score was for 1, 3, 4 and 7(4).
Regarding the non-tractor owner farmers, it was observed that the agree-
ment oriented percentage soore of statamsnts Nos. 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10,
11, 12, 13(10) was 60% and above while, the disagreement orientsd
parcentage scors of 60% and above was for statements Nos, 1, 4 and 7(3).
Regarding the agridultural labourers, it was found that the agreement
oriented psrcentage score of 604 and above was for statements Nos.

12, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 13(11) while for the disagreement
orientad statements, it was so for Nos, 5 md 6(2),

Thus, for the tractor ownsrs, the agreemant orientation was
dominant in 69% statements, for non-tractor owning farmers, it was
in 77% and for agricultural labourers, it was in 8/% cases,

In statements with disagreement orientation the tractor owning
and non~owning farmers, agreed upon statements Nos. 1, 4, and 7. For
agricultural laboursra, these dissgreement statements were 5 and 6
resembling neither category of the farmers.

The weightod average of these percentage scores of agreemants
for the tractor owners was 76.54, for the non-iraotor owning farmers,
it was 79,00 and for the agricultural lebourers, it was 83,70, This
indicates minor variations in the case of both groups of farmers but
a marked variation between the farmers and the agricultural labourers
in tsrms of agreement score. The tractor owning farmers oecupied
lowest position in the agre‘ament scoraa,

The weighted average of percentage scores of disagreemant for
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the tractor owners was 39.2, for non-tractor owning farmers, it vas
54.3 ard for the agricultural lebourers, it was 44.4. Thus, the
trastor owning and non-owning farmers showed much varistion amongst
themselves. However, agricultural labourer had greater veriation
compered with both the farmer groups ad oocupied almost en average
position amongst the three,
| The same agreement and disagreement orientation on value statn-;
mants of the respondents with regard to sgricultural work are shown i:;n

Thus, regarding the tractor owning farmer, it is seen that the
agreement oriented score of 60% and above was for statements Nos. 1, 2,
5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23(17) while
for the disagreement oriented score the atatements ware 3, 4, § and
19(4) . Numbers 10 end 11 secured less than 60% scoring. Regarding the
non=tractor owning farmers, the agreement orisnted sgore of 60% and
above was for statementa Nos. 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17,
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23(17) while in the disagreement oriented statements
only No.,3 scored above 60%, The rest 3, 4, 9, 10, 11 and 16 got less
then 60%. Regarding the agricultural labourers, the agreement oriented
psrcentage score of 60% and above was found for statements Nos. 1, 2,
by 5, T, 8, 10, 11, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23(15) while for
the disagroeqent oriented statementa only No.9 scored 60% and above and
the rest 3, 6, 9, 12, 14, 15 and 16 scored less than 60%,

For the traotor owning and non-owning farmers, the agreemsnt
orientation vas dominant in 74% statements, while for sgricultursl

labourers, it was in about 65% cases, On statemsnt No.3, in agreement
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orientation, both farmers! groups agresd. For agrioultural lsbourers
also, there was only 1 statement No. 9 resembling ncne of the farmers!
groups, |

The weighted average of these percentage scores of agreements
for the tractor owners was 80.7, for non-tracstor owning farmers it was
84.6 sand for the agrioultural labourers, it was 82,6, Thus, in all
the three groups, there were only minor variations in agreement on
valuss related to agricultural work. The weightad average of the
scores of disagreement for the tractor owners was 36.62, for non-tractor
owning farmers, it was 48.64 and for the agrioultursl labourers, it was
51.84. 7This indicates big variations, firstly betwesen the o famerst
groups, and secordly, between the agricultural labourers and the farmers.

Compared to the family statements, on agreement scores, there
were minor variations between all ths three groups and on disagreement
scores also minor variations between the three groups existed pointing
to machine use as a possible antecedent,

The agreement and disagreement of the respondents, in hm‘pf‘ ‘.
interpsraonal valus stastemesnts, are recorded in the taeble given 'ﬁ‘.ta")“{

With regard to the trastor owning farmers, it is seen that the
agresment oriented percentage score of 60% end above wa.a.for stataments
Nos, 1, 2, 6, 7, 11 and 12(6) while the disagreement oriented score of
same percentage was for statements Nos, 8 and 13(2). ¥os. 3, 4, 5, 9
md 10 soored leas than 60f. With regard to the non-trastor owning
faurners, it was seen that the agreement score of 0% and above was for
statements Nos, 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 11 and 12(7) and 13(3). Statement Nos,

3, 5, and 9 scored less than 60%.) Regarding agricultural labourers, the
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agreenent scores for statements Nos. 2,3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12 and
14(9) was 60% and above while the disagreement score of 60% and above
was tor/ statements No. 1, 8, 9, 13(4)., No. 5 scored less than 60%.

Thus, for the tractor owning farmers, agreemnt orientatian
was dominant in 43% statements, for non-tractor farmers it was in
50%, and for the sgricultural labourers, it was in 64% statements. In
common disagreements came statements No, 8 and 13 for all the three
groups of relpqndonts.l The number of statements scoring more than
60% agresment was highest in agricultural labourers followed by the
non-trastor owrng farmers and the tractor owning farmers, This
showed great variations in the valuss of trastor owners compared to
others, The weighted average of peroentage score of agreemsnt for the
tractor owners waes 60%, for non~tractor owning farmers it was 72%
and for the agricultural labourers, it was 80%. Thus, inpall the
thres groups, there were important and marked variations in agreement
on interpersonal values, The weighted average of percentage scores
of disagresment for the tractor owners was 46%, for non-tractor owning
farmers it was 71% amd, for the agricultural labourers it was 62%, -
This agein indicated big variations in the disagreement soores of the
three groups,

Conmpared with family valus agreement scores, there were impor-
tant variations in all the three groups; the family agreement scorea be-
ing Mgher than those of the interpersonal agreemsnt scores, Compared
to the agricultural work agreement scores, there were nmarked variations
in all the thres groups = here again the agricultural work scores

being higher than those of ths interpsrsonal values,



247

Thue, highsst agreement of all was on feamily values followed
by values relating to agricultural work and interpersonal aspects
indicating greatest controversy on interpersonal values followed by
agricultural work and least on family walues. This speaks of big
prospsotive soolo=-economio changes in thes traditional framework of
rural -attitude-values in terms of family, agrioultural work and
interpersonal values moving from traditional to modern, urban oriented
propcnnitio;: éireotionl.

Thosl.lta.‘hment! ware also secreened through to imow their renk
soores jointly for the groups of respondents to understand the most
dominant valuss in the three categories. The resulte are given belew: [3:

Thus, about 18% value-statsments got 50-59 percentage ecore of
agreement of all the three respondents groups while about 20% got
60«69 percentage socores. Only about 4% got 70 percentage score-agreement.
About 32% secured 80 - 89 peroentage scores and 25% secured 90% and
above agreement score. Further, omly about 56% value statements
received above 564 agreement of all the three respondent groups in a
cumulative marmer while 44%¥ indicated lower agreement. ALl this
indicates substantial dispersion in the attitude wvalues of the respond-
ents from each other probably indicating a transitory stage. The
average of columm frequency score agreements of the three groups did
not shov important va.rh.t:lohl.

On questioms Nos. 11, 12, 18, 36, 43, 44 snd 46, the tractor
owners had higher percentage scores than the othsr two groups, Most
of these indicats a progressive outlook and positive oriemtation

towards farm mechanization of the mechanized farmers, The non-tractor
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o RESPONDENTS ' VALUE STATEMENTS WITH AGREEMENT PERCENTAGE SCOQRES
8t. Statemoents Percentage Tresctor Non- tractor Agfil. Avera
Ho. of total owers. ownsrs, labour Total
10 Rwr-al recreations ars better than cinema. t 54 &G 72 62
t
12 Ono should sacrifice leisure for labour. ! 97 96 92 95
)
18 Soil should be got tasted. 'o97.89 92 80 56 76
1
A3 Farm mechanization leads to incrsased employment. ° 93 64 52 70
!
F7A Mechanised farmers have more sooial contacts. ' a0 52 52 65
17 Agriculture 13 supremes occupatioen. 67 7% 64 &9

'
19 Land is most status giver. :‘ 88 68 100 85
34 Child following traditions is obedient. : 66 80 92 N
A5 Agriculture i3 community enterprize etc. : 21.43 61 76 7% T
A6 Social prestige of tractor owners.is more eic. : 92 60 84 ™
36  Emergence of modern ¢lubs in village is good. ! 96 80 60 78
- 7A Informal give-take relations are bettar. f 3,57 74 g0 96 a8
2 Overall joint femily is good. ; ga a4 96 89

1 One should take lean for agricultural machine. : 21 80 84 84
20 Irrigation water should be got tested. : 97 100 80 92
ﬁ Man's status 18 that of his family. : 91 84 100 - 92
iF._zq Extended family is of more concern than ‘3214

the village. : 85 9% 92 91
;30  Neighbour is of more concern than the '

’ village. \ 88 80 100 89
:J.B Tractor ownsfs are more urban oriented. : 8s 100 100 96
,49 It is good to extension workers. : 82 92 84 86
‘50 Qwner cultivator bas kigher statua. ' gs 92 80 90
7 On2 must marry in his own caste. ' 90 92 96 93
16  Gond cultivation is self-cultivation. ' 98 100 100 99
325 Living status has come up. ' 96 100 100 9
37 Father is nonarch of family affairs. v 2497 9% 100 100 99
22  Mother is next to father in command. ' 95 96 92 94
'37  To change as per sitaation is good. ' 98 100 100 99
A Farming 13 commereial enterprize. ' 9% 100 96 97
é_ ________________ e e e e e e e e e e e e e e -
‘28 10 2434 2278 239

87 & 86
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owning fermer secured highest scores on statements Nos, 17, 20, 27,
29, 41, 49 and 50, nme of which was concerned with mechenized farm-
work., The.agricultural labourers got highest score an statements
Nos, 7, 10, 19, 24, %6, 30 and 34, all of which were centred on
social aspeots,

The 10 statements securing top ranks of agresment were - 16, 25,
27, and 37 (all equal) followed by 41, 48, 12, 28, 7 and 20 andf 6.
Thus, 4 of these were related to family values (32%), 5 were related
to agricultural valuss 19% and 2 were related to intarpersonal values
15% indicating a situation of positive, 'spread-ef.ott,

The 10 statements securing lowsst ranks of agreemsnt in starting
from lowest - 31, 21, 32, 23, 38, 14, 10, 8, 35 and 13 and 47 (13 end
47 equal). In disagreement statements, only 1 (8%) wes related to
family values, (19%) 4 related to agriculture and 6(43%) related to
interpersonal values agsin confirming increased controversy and
opposition in interparsonal values,

Thus, considering disagreement as variations, it can be held
that least change was in family dimensions. Agriculturel aspects as
inocluded in the schedule were more of a progressive nature and the
disagreement indicated a position of balance alightly sikewed in favour
of agreement. The hot-bad of discussions wes the area of interpsrsonal
values where a highly opprosed tendemy for traditional values was

observed.

DISCUSSION
Regarding family statemsnts, it was cbserved that for

the tractor owning farmers, the agreemant orientation score was



dominant in 69%, for non-tractor owning farmers in 77 and for
agricultural laburs in 84% valus statements. A minor variation
between the two farmer groups and a marked variation between the
farmsss and the labourers in agreement acores was observad. Regar-
ding egricultural work for groups of farmers, the® agreoment score
was dominant in $4% and for agricultural labourers, it was in
about 657 value statements. There were minor vatiations in the
woightage sgreement scores on values related to agricultural
wokk. For the tractor owning farmers regarding inter-personal
value statements, the agrevment score was dominant in 43%, for
non-tractor owning farmers in 50% and for agricul tural laboxufin
64% value statements which was indicative of significant differs-
nces, The weighted average agreement scores for tractor owners
came to 60%, for non-tractor owning farmers, it was 72%lnd for
agricultural labour, it was 80%., Thua, the agreement scorss on
family values, asricultural valuss anmd intsr-personal values

of the three groups of respondents varisd markedly from each
other. Highext agreement was on family values followed by
agricultural and intsr-porsonal values. About 56% velue state-
ments scorad above 50% agreement of the three groups which indl-
cates a suvstantial dispersion in ths attitude-cum-values of the
rural people. Th: amalysis revealed a progressive outlook and
positive orientation towards farm mechenization of tractor owning
formers compered to the othor two groups of respondants. [oast
change was, thus, observedin family valus dimensions and the hot-

bed of discussion was the area of inter-personal valuzs.
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The findings of ths present study find support from
those of others in India and abroad. Soms of the scientists who
have spoken about variocus changes in the attitude and value systams
of the peoples come fr;m fields of Moption Sociology amd other
behavioural sciences. Singh et al. 'Y 69, Bertrand, 1948,
Constandse et al. 1968, Slocum, 1962, Lindstorm, 1964, Hunter,
1969, Sharma et gl. 1968, 1969, Kahlon, 1970, Haldipur, 1970 have
found similar trends in the value systems of the farmecrs and other

rural groups under ths chmging context.



