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In Indian €conomy, farm business have be.en
family enterprises in which both husband and wife

METHODOLOGY

"This Study was conducted jp Community
development block-Mitkipur, district Faizabad of
Uttar Pradesh because of having major greq under
rice Cultivation, A S€parate complete list of all the

rice grower in each selected village was Prepareg
From these lists, a total number of 100 rice 8rowing

farmers were selected through Proportionat,

random sampling techniques Data were Collecteq
from the wives of head of the family op 25 major
rice production practices through Persong|
interview method with the help of Pretesteq
interview schedule.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Profile of the respondents—A maximum
number of the respondents (57%) were found in

heltr}rlung Majority of respondentg (90-00%)
Was those Whose annug| Income
o o Was obserye( up

© Maximym Iespondents (64%)
communication media.
ved to be very less,
inmedipy, Tesponden (84%) Were observed
category of S0Cio-econgmie Status. The
V - .
FeSpondeny. and vy ue-onentatxons of the
With oo aver:ver Served of Medium Jeye each
€ megp
respectively, of scoreg 2346 ang 30-72
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Table 1. e
e 1. Socio-economic profile of the respondents N=100

Characteristics Respondents No. percentage [ Mean S.D. Min.
1. Age S @) @ | @ | ®
f\\,d()llcliggl age (UI;OlO 29 Years) 21 3
ile age (30 to 53 1-00 ; ;
Old age (above 53 yea?s‘;ars) 57 5700 424 12_03 2_0
2. Education 22 22:00 - 2 _
Illiterate
Can read and write 78 78-00 = - 5
Primary ! 1:00 - = _
Middle 12 12-00 = - -
High School 5 5:00 - o -
Intermediate 3 3-00 - - -
3. Caste ! 1-:00 - = -
General caste
Backward caste o 22-00 - - -
Scheduled caste 34 34:00 - _ _
4. Type of Family 44 44-00 -
ilouizllear » 39-00 - - -
5. Size of Family ol Ll - - -
Up to 5 members
6 to 9 members %g %ggg L 213 4
Above 9 members 12 12-00 : _ _
6. Family Occupation -
Agrif:ulture 73 73-00 _ 3
Service 13 13-00 _ _
Business 1 1-:00 _ _
Caste occupation 3 3-00 _ _
Agricultural labour 10 10-00 - -
7. Size of Land Holding :
Marginal (up to 2'5 acres) 717 77-00 19 -
Small (2:6 to 5 acres) : 17 17-00 = -
Medium (5°1 to 10 acres) 4 4-00 - L
Big (above 10 acres) 2 2:00 - =
8. Family Annual Income
Up to Rs. 3500 90 90-00 27,790 - 9,000
Rs. 35,000 to Rs. 70,000 5 5:00 - -
Above Rs. 70,000 5 5:00 - -
9., Communication Media Possession :
Having communication media. 64 64-00 - -
having no communication media 36 36:00 - -
10. Social Participation
No Participation 97 97-00 - -
Member of one organization 3 3-00 - -
Member of two organizations 0 0-00 - -
Member of more than two 0 0-00 - -
organizations officer bearer

11. Socio-economic status
Low (up to 21) 4 4-00 43 24-45
Eedium (22 to 69) 84 84-00 - -

High (above 69) : 12 12:00 - -
! ic motivation

12, B o 20) 27 2700 | 2346 | 2128
Medium (22 to 26) 60 60-00 - -

High (above 26) 13 L+ - -

13. Value Orientations 2 2100 3072 2.66
Low (up to 23) 56-00 _ N
Medium (24 10 29) 56
High (above 29) 23 23-00
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2. Decision making pattern-Extent of
involvement of the respondents was measured on
22 major rice production practices. The data
furnished in Table 2 indicates that percentage of
involvement of respondents (self) in decision
making about area to be sown, labourmanagement,
grain storage and marketing were 36-26, 3694, 39-96
and 34-39 respectively which were more than rest
of the persons involved in the process. It shows
that women were playing dominent role in these
areas. The percentage of involvement of

respondents in decision making about use of
chemical/method for rat control (13-71) and use of
chemical for disease control (6:81) was less than
rest of the respondents. It was observed that
women had very little or noknowledge about plant
protection practices, but they were consulted
because their positive opinion gave strength to
the male farmer’s decision regarding the adoption
of these rice production practices which proved
the supportive role of women in decision making,

Table 2. Practice-wise extent of involement of different persons in decision making about rice
production technology adoption

Extent of involvement in decision making of different
SI. Practi persons (percentage)
No. EHEHERS Respon- Family |Neighbours
Dents (self) Husband members|and Friends Others | Total

1. |Area to be sown 36-26 36:05 27-69 0 0 100-00
2. |Selection of variety 31-64 36-44 22-66 9-26 0 100-00
3. |Land preparation 9:26 38-88 39-18 12:68 0 100-00
4. |Selection of seed 23-39 37-81 32:90 5-90 0 100-00
5. |Seed rate 27-88 36-89 2863 6-60 0 100-00
6. [Sowing time 2321 34-00 30-46 12-33 0 100-00
7. |Nursery area 19-91 3593 3406 10-10 0 100-00
8. |Use of manure and fertilizers nursery 21:54 32-73 32:98 12-75 0 100-00

and field crop ‘
9. |Transplanting 29-99 32:40 32-81 4-80 0 100-00
10. |Intercultural operations 27-88 27:72 35-20 9:20 0 100-00
11.|Time of top dressing 17-34 37:23 3393 11-50 0 100-00
12. |Irrigation 17-49 37-87 3493 9-71 0 100-00
13. |Use of weedicides 7-31 37-79 31:36 1871 483 100-00
14. |Use of insecticides 1103 39-18 29-08 14-23 6-48 100-00
15.|Use of chemicals for disease control 6-81 30-49 2531 21-61 15-78 100-00
16. |Control of khaira 25:64 37-54 25-59 11:23 0 100-00
17. |Use of chemical/method for rats contrdl 1371 33-89 2391 10-28 18-21 100-00
18. |Harvesting 3021 32:66 2695 10:18 0 100-00
19. |Labour management 3694 35-98 27-09 0 0 100-00
20. |Seed storage 30-38 38-09 3153 0 0 100:00
21.|Grain storage 39:69 22-44 32:51 536 0 100-00
22. |Marketing 34-39 3416 3145 0 0 100-00

Average ' 2372 34-83 30-47 893 208 100-00

The involvement of husband of the

respondents was more than respondents (self) and
other persons in decision making for adoption of
all rice production technology except area to be
sown (36:05%) labour management (35-98%), grain
storage (22-33%) and marketing (34-16%).

The involvement of the family members were
observed with almost same extent as the husbands
of the respondents were involved.

The percentage involvement of neighbours

and friends in decision making process were also
observed up to a considerable degree in all the
practices except the area to be sown, labour
management seed storage and marketing which
can be seen zero involvement,

'I.‘he involvement of the ‘others’ in decision
making was observed nil in almost all the practices
except the practice like plant protection measures.
. The overall extent of involvement of husband
in decision making for the adoption of different
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practic.es Was maximum (34-83%) in comparison to
others Le. family members (30:47%), self (23-72%)
fmd. neighbours and friends (8:93%). The table also
u.ldlcates that theinvolvement of ‘others’ in deci-
Sion making was [owest (2:05%). It means that the
husband were observed playing dominent role in
taking decisions about rice production technol-
ogy adoption. In case of involvement extent of
respondents (self), the similar pattern was also
observed by Na gre (1976).

CONCLUSION

Overall extent of involvement of the
respondents in decision making shows that the
women are playing considerably active role in
decision making which is Just reverse of past

63|

decades in which male heads of the family claimed
the primary manager of agriculture and used to
take all the decisions. But now, they acknowledge
women’s contribution in decision making in
agriculture specially in rice production technology
adoption. Hence, it can be concluded that the
males are still dominent as for as decision taking
process is concerned but, the role played directly
or indirectly by the female in this regard can not be
ignored. Inspite of growinginvolvement of female
in decision making process, there is a need of
giving them more opportunities for improving their
involvement in this regard, so that the production
and productivity of rice may increase up to some
extent.
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