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Rural IAp11.f"t:a.'dEilllt was om.. ot the ."jor crusades Which 

Gam~lijl pursu$d diligently with the .1S810. of improviag the 

¢oncilt1ons ot' tl.l111io11S who 11,"d u the villagllUih His concept, 

was to serve as tbe foundation on wtLich the national plans for 

dill vslopmen t Qf independent In-tiil. would 'be estab~iehed1il' 

Over the liU1&t four (ie(UIl,d,es India t. effort of plMnod 

ohange in 1t~ rural seotor has been direoted ~lrough scor&$ of 

cbtvelopment Pl"ogramm.-ls employing different ap1t:ro~M'Jh.$ Wld 

Qssorted sohe~el designed to oater to varioul category of target 

grc)tlps<II> An .,ss~uUllau~nt of thesf$ endeavours hows"Wt" jI ahow that 

,d.th the IIxoept101'1 of' a few SUCOEUtSflU,\I, a gr$at mMY of the 

programm~$ haV$ .not aocomplished their objeoti?~s to th$ desired 

d$lre~ of fJlat1afaction41 In fact the bo'nefi't.s or deveJ.opment 

have not ·trickled down. tc the lower Itr~ta or loeiety at 

large 01- Tb~ rural. poor ha.w f'Qurui v-ary littJ.e of vplu. ill theul(!I 

the trae mea~ure of d~vmlopm8nt is how it affects people; 

their attitudes ~ld their qual1~y of life. In the rural .actor, 

one ,finds that tbere still I'i1fx1st$ a high peX"C0nti.gEl of' th~ 

populat:lon which 1s below the poverty line t an inCl"I.'UlSinS un­

employmen t,~ and 4\ growing perpetuat1,on of an .tti tude of depend. • 

• noy i$ b$ing engtnd,r$d on thG part of the p~or. D$p~ndenQY is 



the psyohologioal antithesis of den.1opmsnt. There are a host 

of f'uctOI"S 'Yth:lch are resf)Qnsible for the ultimate outCOllUlt of 

the var'iou..s progra!1lfllas,* But the present study was not 1nt~:md.d 

to inwstigata into these faetct"st inl!!ltead vas oonoemed with 

a somewhat inconspicuous problem whioh has b~en persist~nt; 

namely the 1nnn.te latHe: of information .e.bout th$ various da"fal.op ..... 

ment programmes by the village people in genera~. 

Infol"l!ult1on is a key t'EH!Ou.roe in raribl decV$lopment md 

the communication of information iii, major f'urulltiorl of extension. 

l!.llnost 611ery a.et1v1ty cQl1.$·:ldered v.ita! to rurc.l. de~lop'ment. 1,8 

intol"mertion relntriad or 1n!o;rmat1on dGpend$n t in somavay '" qui, te 

often the praat:1.0e Which prevuls in the working patt.rn of the 

f$xtenlllion pH."sMn$ls is tc) difJu!'htminate information :rei.ting to 

devalopme!,lt programmes througb. th$ village 0,1" opinion leader. 

with the assumption that it would altimately b$ d~livered to the 

other members in the Villagsilk This 'basio tenmt Qf the 'two 

step flow ot information' theory ha$ b~en found to be in~rrecti~ 

at le~st as far as de~l~pmant related information is oonoer.ned. 

Tha reason for this being~ information that has economio impact 

otten becomes prop~1~tor1 or is controlled by those who have 

POWI' or else it can lose its 9donomic value 1Ith$n it beoomes 

vldely available. 

Usually the village information env1ronmtnt does not haV$ 

meny obannels funotioning to bring deve~opment informatiun to 

:rural people. There are a number 0:1' sooial networks su.ch as 



n0:tghbOUl!~hoods, tradi t,ional merkO'ta, religious eongregla,t1ons 

all of '!,lin1ah .t'orm part 01' the tl'vditlonal struoture 0.(' rural 

eOU1munio~~tion and funct:lon. :rOl~ the moat partq as they always 

tU;J,"I,Te for trl.;:dit.ional !..i'l,::rrpos684 HOHElVer, therG are $ome kind 

of lnform®,tlQn that d.irGlotly benefita people; e!llS;$l availability 

of o;lr;'Sd1't, 'the pE':re~.nta.gG of lSub!ldy that difi'ertimt CQtJf)gol"Y 

of' be.nC:d"ic.LI;}.r1ss are anti tled e to ~ are information of a de'VGlop ... 

aielntal nE!.turo-l\} :aut it is obae,rv~H1 that. 1nfoX'!llation or su,ah 

kind enters tl, villa-go ususally through xns,rribars 'ino are inf.luan.,. 

tiel; resourceful and pl."ob~b11 enjoy high,~"r status", 

CQl:1StlQ_Ufmtly these ~eii te D mem'bers 3sin Q(Hl.tro~ of much 

illi'ormat'iQ.t1 arl.tl 1)%'0'1)1$1.011 at!! thilrs may be #2', high:nr deg:ree of 

homoph1ly 8l'.tlQngst the netvorlt mamb&rs Qr sucn individuals wo 

interact with each other; depending upon tha intensity of 

rela,tionshi:p that links thGm with one another, the information 

1$ ~o:reenad s,nd doo!!:! not tri'okl$ dO'irm to non elites who are 

not :lI.:fl their ru~twork51 <)I liEU) fJ'.'ld Rog01"s(1980) tltistlf'y ft~otn th$i:r 

stud.y that homopbiloilS networlt 9t:ru.cturetal amongsst RlltnntH1'.U:'$ 1n 

e, village ea-ilsas ne,,, information to Spr&EMi hOl"izontally rather 

than vertiQ~l11 Md therefore limits trls flow 01' development~l 

information. Despite the pallO-it.! 01' empi.rioal stud1ss l"@lated 

to the problem under study there e.rEl e. few Stlbject1vely 

relevant work whioh otfer $.dequt,te su.pport to the importance Md 

need tor s~oh investigation.. Sohramtll (19M) aftar ravle1lrmg 

many rEl1liH!Hru."chEU9 in Qornmun1oation eonoluaive.ly stattta that 

"'grEult ewnt.s oan be C!larried ef'te,ctlvely by ~rapev1n$ eommun1ca,'~ 

tion bu.t interpret1va ll &:lCpls.inatory ~ teohnical $fI.d persueu,11ve 



tlu",tarl~l &.re hopell;)~sly d1.~tol'tev. if oarried at all by the 

gri:~!)evJne co:;mnunicat.iou. ft G1milarily Yadnva (ltl35) observed 

fr()m tho survey stUdy of the IaDP in Hs:ryana» that the bena:ric1~ 

arl;~~s of the various antipov·Z)rty programmes haw wry little 

ecoaso and eJcposurG to !l1ass modis." Further herdly &flY respondent 

ment1o'::led ~/il.la.g;: leac.1ars or opinion: lead.ers as the pot.u!lible 

sources of' llit3'1tJ daV~);lQP_f:1.an.t~iil irlfot'!::lat1on", 

1'heretore, a stl.ld,V of oommun1eat1on processes besed on 

soalal relationShips and their intera<rtions would enbble one 

to aXal:nine the rati.onal.e ot 8oci~1 transformation as well as tha 

struetures '11hioh gowrn ir:u.'iivJ.duals atlG the 1n.forun,1,tion 1ts~"lf .. 

li'or in th$ d.eval.opmr.~n t of society ~ commun1eation procalSses 

C~tnnot bt:::t SEUHl 1:n 1so~a.tion !''£''om the particular scc:J.atal arrange. 

G;Hzmt undej'" 'whic.h they }u~:",a d,avalopcd mld :rGstr:Lot.ion.s through 

whioh the! ex~r't theix' influenae,t ~lt:ruotural oonstraints ar~ 

sQciotal obstaoles tha:t restrict tbo opportun1t1~~s of' individu.als 

'Who It;te~ the basic l'ealO,.U'''OfH!l; Iu:mlel,T! th$ rural poor. to paJ;"tioi .... 

pate 1'u1.l1 and equi te:bly in ti'le eewlopment proces$ and. in the 

sharing ot' benefits or a. given social system\'!) Iob,arent in the 

notion Qf structut"~l constl'Oaints is a s1tu~l.tion of 1ne e::uality 

in allooation of $oc1ety fS goods and e prooess of confliet a.~d 

POWI' strugglelll Theae ar& identified as ·st:rllctural~ in the 

sensa that. the ina! viduul alon~ cannot affect them but suffers 

the oonsoquGn<:as.. It would b~ tha1"efora, fut1l18 to try and 

axamlne the pe.ttern ot communict: tion apa.rt trom l:ts 5001*,1 



HUP1(m relatio;fu3hips represent the symbolic forms 1flhich 

in turn constitutes a socia.l reality ill .I~nd it; is co.m.monly believ(,~d 

that,. thOv,f it/l;)l communicate determines hoY we relate, just as 

ho'fl! tore relate detQ:rmUle:s how we communicate'. nenoe social 

relatiol1sb1,ps provide the chMnel and the 'bohe,viour1al lSetting 

within r..Jhieh infor;!1ation is treJ"lsm1tted and u.fted" SirJilarily 

the eow.mun1ty provides a. useful i'ramework i'or social and intelle .. 

ot't!J.~il in.teraction where 1nl'ormat1on processing talttls place 

bElltween the mamb0t's. lilQr hoth development end commun1(H?t1on 

takes plaQf:l vl1thin oommun1t1es includ1nlS the other div()r'se 

activities ot hum~ beings ~m1ch tnkes into aecount the rUl~8, 

sanot:tons II status, power, ecofu:nuic motives 1I eU$toms blliafe 

vlialuHS and r1tunJ.s~ All these ere a pert. of the eontext Qf 

human eom,~ur!icat1on end $"t the same time, change in these ale. 

ments all ser~ to define progress to~erds de~lopme~t* There­

fori these IItru.cture, and cham101s and the l"lllee whioh govern 

the way they function, al~ are essentiu in altH:tl€luilsing tbe 

eft'eQti~ness of Qomttlun1a{_,t,lon in 6 sOlfliel system. 

CommUI11ca.tion const1tttte., the major substance of the 

relationship between the membe;'s of a grou.p. Some achol~rrl Ilt.l~Q 

suggest that the social intfitr:rela.tionahips amongst a. «roup of' 

members is synonr4Qua to the eQlnmnn1cation network 'Wb1c:h ultima, .... 

tety govar.n$ or controls the flow of information Qf eyommon 



to coml.il~ehend the 1nd.L v:tC.ut;,l in his 

OJ (lD77) advQCt;l,te thl::J ,leed to under ... 

¢;~ vill~~ge Oafl :tie utili.sed ren.' iden tifyj;ne: 'l;h(1) st'1~~J,Otl1:rlJl i'(:(latu:res 

rUl"".f.il in:f(J1!"rJ;.~."tion $!lV'l.ron.m~,r.)Lt, ~Ynd l~A(lu()e the d:tSP8I'1 ties j.n 

;i;'ldiV'1dl1LJ.ls is be;tl..1g 1nter1f)X'fltad on the bas1$ of their sooial 

:reltl.tional cO'uJI'u,et:;:'1"istic$", .Ii .. whole v111.:.:l,g~~ !approach \\I'~S selected 

1 ill To study thl9 exlste.n:t pattern of cQ,mmunicatioll in u 

villa!];G by means of the soo1al net'<Jcrk$ 

2~ ,to fln.d O';.At the soc1o ... pat·SQnf~l profile 01+ the villagers 

ou tho ~basi5 of $Selected variableS$ 

3". ~ro des(rriba snd aoxnpare t}V1! inte:epe1'"B·one.1. cOl'!U:tI,Ulica.i::ion 

stru'Cture itt terms of Boaial n!'3t'tio:rk indices t su.ch a$ 

ACTIVIT!, D:tVi~HSI'rY arid" DmNS!TY @ 



4.. ~ro al9ce<rtai.,"l the r~lationsh1p Itmlong the :tnd.! vidual !!md 

nat.worli varir.blagw11b.thn leval of involv~~ment in each 

of the three cast.a category of responde:ut3. 

5~ To dtllttarr:lin1i) 'the relatlove infll1ence if MY t of the ne twork 

fj.m:1 1mlivldual vZl.ri:lbll!lJ on information ~equ.islt1on across 

tht:t three 08.8 t.a group ot l"EH:l PQl1.dUll ts II> 

Th,e application of soaial t:U!it~11'Qrk iru:U(l€lt employed in 

this study 'Id.ll not only get1fJarate insight about the cO!Ml.ooioat1on 

p~.tt0:rn fl.,ud its charaoteristics but tile 1nformt~tion environ.ment 

in the villagr:: in ganar!.l. It t-Jill also hi~lp to rei;lect the 

natara ot' lntoract1on 6,Or08$ tho d1ffe;rf!>llt Sltr~lta of 'tiha villale 

cQ,mmanity ~ the l!i4dj"stm~nt proc~ss bet",een tbe dQi:iinmt and 

dep19ndent groups and. thll 6 id:ent, to '~hich the s()oial i!ltfi):r:rele.t1cn ... 

ships are effect11"G in ;acquisition Qf developm~)nt 111form~t1on. 

It would al.!!ilO a,aoertllin 't.4'hich of' th~ netwtork itJ.dices are u~~e!"ul 

LY). th$ at·~d.y of com;1!I.U".l.1eation pattern and o;rll,oial in atte(iting 

batt,t~r intor!l':Iatior~ ~~Qquislt1.on Il?lfflQng; members in lit village 

community'll 

l~ B6ing a studentts r$863rch prOjeot it has the constraint 

of time. finana$ and r,~ouroe$ SUQh as specific computer 

prolf'ammes appropriate for corrununitlat1on network ana.lyeis 

whloh ~Itri~ted the design and d1mlrt8ion of the $tudy to 



only eo !!l1nf~le v111ege~ J.nc:~ thus the implication of tbe 

findings of this in.wstigatlou coul.d be l.1mited to whole 

village ttud1ea. 

n~ !dentify1ng th(~ limits or extent of a personal nillltwork. 

'I'he d:1rJcl'~t1on 2DOUt the number of steps and links in the , 

r,u)tWOI';,t shcu.ld be lJl relation to the social s1tuatio~ and. 
, 

the nature of subJeot being investiga.ted. Since the%~e 

is no standerd method ewlved if! the socie.! network ~ 

approech. the limits of the network: are limits of analY1t1cI.l 
, '. 

'rhe diss9rt1iit1on has been pl"8sented in five ohapters .. Th.e\ 
I 

first oh~'9teI' is devQlted to the introd.uction of the Pl"IIiIStHlt 

study in 1.1ght of the importance oi.' the problem it addr&s!:MfHif, it 

includes tho objtlotivas, scope and lim.1tationslit In the s$cond 

<:3haptel" an at't$:JJ.pt he.$ been made to present an o:rientation 

e,bout the notion or soalal network and the indices selected for 

thQ study in their theoretical persp.ctivt~ the third chapter 

de~ls with tht'! ;research methodology adopted f"oli the in~sti,ationllt 
\ 
\ 

The findings end discussion haVG been presented 1n the fourth\. 
\ 
,\ 

ohapter. The sumr.ul.ry of the study with the implications dra-1ml.\, 
i\ ' 

'1\ 
from. the findings have bIen given in the fifth Chapter. This' \ 

l81.&,-1# chapter is followed by reterenoes and e, sot of appfilndices ll 



CHAPtBm. II 

Xit,mmll~.tmA:M""'o.at~.li:~AUQI. 

Itl this chapte:r 1l en attempt has been. made to present 

tll.e concept::') sG1.aated for the stu.dy in their theoretical pers ... 

pectlve, the logic~l order of the contents are as follows: 

( a) rutP.'!J!~! . ..!t:f. _t.l?i".Q2llS!;R~ ,.m:.~",!,§'9S~l1.~ It 
Defini tion und relfl.~ti ve views" 

Historical devalop~~nt of the notion of' Gooia1 network. 

Theories l~eleve..nt to the cotloept 01.' .8001al network., 

Commonly acceptEH.'l indices usod m the K®asuranvmt of' 

network re~ture$. 

Bamee (l054~43)~ c0l1c,ei"'I1'Eu1of social net'W'oI"it as $, 

t field of social relations f, the ne,t'Wt")rk eSS6flt11ally eOl'icerns 

with 1nterpersonal links or l"el~\tio'nsh1p9 rather then ~tith the 

definition .and ~!n~11Sis 01" group membership. He oonceptualised 

the ::ioe1al network as, t a ea t of poin ts TJhich a.re j cined by linc$. 

The pOints of the image are people ~~d tha lines indio ate wilich 

people interaQt with each other'. 

Ep$tein (1961)j de~er1bed a network being made up of 

pair8 of porsons vho internot with one &nothGr~ In terms of 

social categori$$ he considers them as approximate sooial equals~ 
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ignoring the slight differ.enees :in social sta:tua tha.t might be 

existin~ batween tham~ Since it is essentially 'personal' the 

network. CillQ1/;)':;} .nany different configuration and these in t'urn 

may pro~ide the 'basis fo1.' 8, typoloZY of 11,etwor~s .. 

Jay (lGM) defined 8ocj.al network at], 'the totftl11ty of' 

all tbe :units com::eated by 8. certain type of relationship witll 

emphasis on the ch~~aoter1st1cs or relationship ~ong the ~.ber$ 

of the un1 t ~ til 

Gutldnd (lOO5~59""60)t beliews that the social network 

conoept allQ'l,r1li:iI for the dbeumentat10n of how individual inC! group 

manipulate various roles both simultaneously ~d 8aparat&ly~ 

Boswell (1960) is of tbe view th~?J~ social net"10:rk may be 

seen as .l.""epresenting (~, 'S:~riefl of ongoing tt1et of sooial relat1Qn ... 

ships, anoompassing the i'?t:n'2!'e.l. 9truC\tu.r(~ 'Of informal ;relation.,., 

ahip$~ Exple,init'l.g !u;rther he adds that this varying ~e.t~gor1<8s 

of soe:tal encQunters may ~aud to estQbl1liithment of sooial relation<>l¥ 

ships~ Intensity and 1nt$roonnectewlS$S of the memb~r$ art ~ 

cen. ten ts of' the rei®. tlonsh1ps 1$ 

Mitoll$ll (1069tl~) defined 'the :notion of social llGtvork 

:as a speed-fic s:et of linka.ges among a dEa.fin(!.lld let of persons, 

with the $.dd1t1onal property that the eharaoter1sticI! of these 

linkages as a w:nole !ll1lJ( be used to 1nterprs't the 8001&1 behaviour 

of the persons ~nV'Ol vet!. 
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Leinhardt (107"l31) desoribes social neth10rk l"asearoh as 

tho invastigation of social structures thHt 1$ accomplished by 

stu(iYint] patterns in the relational ties betw-&en sooial enttt1etlJ .. 

It is this COtloentrat:1on on the pattern art'angement or organiza ... 

tion of soe1rt.l relation~ that distlng;J1shcs social network 

resoarch i'r,(,m tao;re traditional a.ppro:aohcs to the study ()f social 

5 trU(Mt1.1r~H~ '" 

Soaiel tletl,rorlt 1s a so,r1oloblcal Cloneept ~m1ch ~H:~:ridt$ 

!orut:l.ny of the Pl"QO(1ss':;;s ot' itldj~vidu,al interactional behe,yiour 

end in t,'(~r~'}ret$ th.'!:) S~)(,!i,Hl b\')hflvloll;:'~ en 'the ba$i~~ of the sooial 

relational liLlkag~8 in ll. w.lt1.e va.rl!lt~y ,;)1 flociaJ. situations. 

em;>hasi$ b'ein..~ rwt on thG a.ttr1buta~ t.;f the ;f1!lmbIZlrs in the net~ 

work but on tha d1stmguisbing propertit}$ or ~h~,:ract~rlsti~s of 

the linkages in their r~lationsbip to one ~other, 

ThIS use of sooial network as 8. Qooceptusl tool 01' enalys:t~ 

emer6~ul as ~ :response t() growing doubt amongst the ,,,,aiel. antl'l .... 

ropologiats, In th~ir ~ourse of 1nvemtlg~t1on directed in the 

·structural ... fWlctional 1 epproach they found that it was ina,de ..... 

quate in IIl1xplainin;l the Cbt:;,ng6S transpiring thrQugh sooietl11UJ 

undergoing tra:lsfot'Ulation; ~articulf.(;rly social chtlllga in oomplex 

sooietiel" 'rba necuUJ~1t.Y thus felt~ was to evol~ ooncepts which 

would expr'ElIIHI the relatively unstructured qu.a,lity of sooial 

rel~ltion8hips in la:rse $cale $oo1etllill$ or to the optative element 



in 8oci;!il r~;l'l& tionships;'l ~iado11ffo ... f1;ro',?Xl (lCSn li 190) in his s tud.v 

of p:riL1i t:.l V(il 30ciety aSi)ti tr'll:} "i.'1IOrd tnf1t'l"Or~{' in tt in,::taphorical 

R6mS€ to dcfin i,} tl1(;~ ~oci.fl.l stru.cture a,s fa network of actually 

existln~~ ~>oc 11:,1 !'el~,\tton"r,hips t '"' "Out thQugh it evoked an imttge of 

int&l"aonl:),('~ctions of HociHl rClr~t.tonshi:ps, he diel not speaify the 

propijrti:"Js of th,'so intsl:connecrt1ol1s whioh oaul(l be used to int(:~rpl"~ 

Hoc1~ll ~Ct1cHl::1\, exce]"rt, nt the abstl'aot level of f struatu.:re f II! 

Bf,l,!'neS (1~J6~1) in. }11s ~\nr;,ly~ds of' I.' :~or'if,m;jian fishing 

vill£~go 11 Was th~ first, t() USill! thG! n,(1t:ton of noel!.\l m:ltwork a,yot':Jm ... 

1;:;"tiQ~1111 rattJJ.;r thHi.'l a. lltett.phor to desor1b€:l ati orden:~ of' social 

J'.'~llltiQn~hip, :Pl1:rticul(~rlj in th,~ ~U1.i;,.lys1s of: 1-mat he t~r::u~.Hl as 

th.e fthird f'1elc:P of ltinsh:Lp, friendshit1 an.d soaif;'!'l class whioh 

wes importH!'lt. in u.r:\l:1.~r's t!E.lrHi:ltl~~ the si:)ciul b~lhav.ioul" of the 

peo:pll\:h 'rru;~ 1ntI3~.'t';)~:)t oej.~lg in the ~llo:rpholo~~:i.aal .fef:.tUl'e~ of' 

the r~t~tworit it!!F~lf and their imp11c;·~ti(').r,l.s for socic,l behavlO'1.lr4t 

He also dj,sting'>).i~lh;:::d between th.f.ll unbountlad soc.i~.l ne C",,70l'K and 

the bound<~d lSooial 1l.~J~~t>tork cantered on a slagle person Dego l ... 

c6tllad $at.. Thus the stop to int~1rp.ret soc.lti.l !~c't1on on the 

'bfiSis of the t'01t:.t'ionnh1p ()f the linlt:'i,g(i.'lS in (. n'\~brorlt,ll $et tile 

proeees 01' conceptue.1 elaoora,t.ian 1'lhich raisli"ld t.he noti,on of 

social net.'l.07ork f.rom a filt9tnphor ~U.l'to an i:l.nu,logy 1~1t::'.k1ng i t a.n~llyt(';" 

}lott (1955) took the init1L\tive to LIse tho notion of' 

soo1al netvro:rr.( t11l'utlyt1e£1.ly in her study of co.njugal roles 1lrl 

urban f'(uni11sS', co;~':rt1:t~tin.g the morpl101ogic~;;,1 Ch&l."ecteristlos 

of the :family 1l1:":Ji'tW01"il.t '\..r1th t,zle l\:,l,llo(!l).tlon of con.J~l~f;:.l rolel$ 

",JIll 
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within the fam111'3 However, she did not cons1stent,ly mal~e th& 

distinotion between the social field and ego oent~~ed relations, 

but differentiated the ru:~t'i"orlt into 'close knit t ru\d 'loose"" 

knit' I> 

Epstein {laGl) 1s perhap$ the first p~rson to distinguish 

betweon the different ports of 8 netwQrk as feCf3et1ve· and 

textended ~ net''II1ork of an ind1vidu.al l!tccard1nj~ to the amount, of 

interaotion"" 

Adrian Mayers (10a6) in his analysis of en el~ot1on 

e&rnpaign in Inditi, devaloped th.G idea of the ~action sat q .. a. 

temporary group recruited through various eh~nals to serve nome 

short-term end .. 

Srin,ivaa e.nd Batel11c (19&1) highlighted tha usefulness 

or the lletWQrk conoept in t1JXlalys.tng complox sooieties that are 

undergoing rapid ohange, suoh as Indin, Whore the boundaries of' 

trad.itional groups are ehallging and xl'atworks link individUlEtls 

and grQt:tpa in the v111a,ge to I;u:ternal orgtmJ,2\f.l,t1ons and indi vi ... 

dUlalth The two USGflll obserwt.ions were that, t.be networks 

are beoominG more tlooso~kn1t· in Indi~ and secondly that net~ 

works e~ist in all soo1eties~ 

Bo1s~evain (19GB) contributed to a oonoept which tre~t$d 

pEu"lonal network, as the gen$ral soo1al matrix ou.t of 'Wh1~h 

1rariOUI forms of quas1 ... grou.pt groups and corporate groups cen 

be d:1.f!$renti.J!;~ted in eertain oirol.1.msta.noes ~ 
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Philpott (1£)6S) writing IEJ,bout fue natworlt of Men tS$rrat1an. 

1qigra!l.t~ to Britain, "lates the density end exelUS1VlEU,UUUI of' 

their nC3tworks to their ;fulfilment of financiaJ. and sociel obliga­

tions to the rel~tj,ves they left behind .. 

Luring the same period, the studies of tJJ:1tohell (1~je9), 

the analyses of toJheeldon (1969), Ka.pf$r~r (196f~) and :Bos'W'tll (1l1e9) 

employed. the netwol~k Qoneept 1n varying urban 'baJ!$d situations" 

Ha:tl'iel-JQnes (1~6~) shoved how links of COlllmOQ, rurel orig1n, 

kinship a:nd pro~lt:1mity was \'U~{i1)d 'to ~st$bliah a loctl.l branch of 

p()11ticu;;.1 party in an ;:.fricnn town and ho'W' th(~ vttrious PQlitic~l 

leaders ,involved mobilized factiQn.$~ts' for a part1oul~r 

parposEl., 

In the J'nltad states tl there is a g:rB~tt body of 11terf),ture 

1:".::;; 1 I,. ' theory and studies on k1n.sh1.p tl~lend$h1.p by tat1eLl'"sJ1e 14 

and l;>'l~:rton <1\;64)1 Eisen$tadt {195eJ and Cohe:n (lD61) eto$> 

followt:l by axpe:tim$ntal :res8f,l,;rob with small group:s ena. "lith 

forms ot' Qormnun1ol':\tion.; lin them~ studies lOf' d1ff"usiQl1 Bnd. 

llont'!l.\m1clS.tion f1cl\-I 'Which. haw llliJen SW>lll!f!l!tised by ~$.tZt Levin 

and Hamilton (1963) and Mitchell (1900). But only ~atz (1~69 & 

1966); Coben ~d Marriott (1958). Hammer (1963-e4), J81 (1984) 

and Adwns (1007) hfl,VI' writt.n explioitly about social networks .. 

Caplow (105S) in his brief &nelYI!s of n&tworks used the 

word 'ambieur.::e· instead or networl.c, d~sQrib1n·:t: msny propart:i:es 

of net~ot'ki narMlly $1~$, denI1t.y, a.rtio!l.lation. elasticity, 
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Phil.pott (luS::l) vr1t1ng abollt tile net~Qr4t of ~im~t$&:r:tatJ.an 

1~i~rlimea to Srita1n\ll t>al..t:..t*,s tbo denstty md Illxclu.siwn.stll of 

theix' network~ to their fulf:11m.er.lt f'inanQi~:l and ~och,:.l ob11~®. ... 

tions to the rl?llat.tves they lett boh1n€l~ 

t:lt"'i!lg tba Il~~lna p~r10(1t the 8tl\cH..es of !~1tehell (lti50), 

tbe analyses of ~"ibltlH!ld't.ln (liJOg), ,!.t.lpf{]u·r.~r (l'OS\}) 8J1d Do.wlll (1'O6~) 

amploY('Hi th~ Kl1l1itwork COlfU'O:pt in V$ry,1nt.~ ljJ"tu:tn b~J~d llitlla,t1cnl. 

Iblf':r!rJ;.J"'II;:ri'lt'lS (lOS~) showd, hO'~f 11n~s of <JO.=.mon. :ntX"1l,1 origin., 

1~in6hip (~n,tt P2N'~~1:m1ty "las UjI()1i,t to t!:ifJ,tfl,bl.i~h t. lOC.i,ll b:r€.lnch of 

po11t1'tt,1 p~:rty ill lln J,j'rio.lul town MeL hO'1 th~ v~~r1ou'f;J politi'lll!l<l 

,le ~~ders invol w ri J:1obl1izeGl • ~ tion-se t~ If for a p~t1c'Ul$~ 

p:1rpo$t\~ 

In t}).~ "J!l:l1t~)a. stl1t,ele w th@r~ 1~ ~ ~t1U.:t bOCl1 of 11te:rfi!:tll~ 

()~L 1 f th.~Ol'l ~d. stu.cii~li$ OIl ltikUI'h1p trl$21dshlp 1;1 te~e.r'sf1e ld 

ttnfJ. Merton 'l~M) J ~a..fbnt$tll.tit (l055J 0nd Cohen (1\)61) ~tc'51 

1"olloWd 'by (l't,per1iz~en tal. t'~s.a:rch 'W'1 th smsll g;r.·OUP$ &l.nd ';.11 tl) 

cO.~n(j1un1o~t1on flot~ lIlm1ch }la,~71J bf.lt'Jl'n $u~m~:r1$fN1 b,Y Katz, r,J~vin 

Md liam11ton (1963) tnd Mit{3h1l}11 (1960)~ 'eut .only ):{lllt~ (lt1$S & 

1066)J COb~n ~d Marriott '195~)J HQ~er (19Ek1-Q4); $$1 (1004) 

Md Adetn$ (1967) bt;\"V$ 't..rr1·tttln e<xpl.1citly fjbo~t soc1ltil A4!l!tlro:rk$" 

Caplov (1955) in. h11 brief g~u'llys ls ()f netwo~·km u~od tlle 

'Word .ambi'tl(::~ I in'S tiPIad of n'llt'Wor~~ J! d¥!l$:Hl~ibl.t'1,;~ L"Ul,11!f prQP~rt:t"3 

of networkS nt'l,mely .17..,1 densitl~ ~rtlc\llt:d'*im'l1\ I$Jlust1oity, 
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duration ~md llomogenity 11 He classified networks acoordin; to 

'chiS' or1g1n of' the; eontact i.e .. plaQIa of rfUi)id~no·ew woX'l~ or 

voluntary assoo1~1.ticn", 

LfHIU:lar (1961) meda u closely related point namely th.~t 

for diffu:3:i,on to O(H!t;U." thare must bo ~l')atta~fted ralational':d.p 

oetweon t1nd ,tori thin sQ~~iatimtl f't He rel~t~d this to tha tarm 'fi.eld W 

used by 'Sll':I.rn~s and not. to the net'lrlork idea .. 

Kadushin (lD66 and 1900) used a 0101611 related concept 

th.e tsocial cirQl.e t ill His work is 01' sp~lc1al 1mportll]\l1ce in the. 

study of totnl networlts· f 1.o""net"for'~,ta that (i,rEl not d.e.fined by 

selection of a part1culal" person or group, as the fC}(:H3,1 point 

or 'ego f ~ Instead b& dElals tdth clu.sterings of interaction blsed. 

on and 'f;Thleh eontr1l:ru.te:s to emerg9nOEll of Ih(;tr'Eld i.ntal"fJsts con(!.~rn ... 

in3 (~:.rl.'t'l:t~v.l [:o~ls t powr:r and influ.cncefh Thts r-~mph~Hi1.ts that 

~ 0001::.1 cirel~s ~ ~xist beoaUSt their rr!;smbet's ahl:.\re eommon 1nt~ll'''3f;~t.S ~ 

ThUf"$, the notion of' social n{~t'~io:rl< has ba~.n dewloped in 

SOC1~11 anthropology ~ to analyse f'Jld. doscrlJ)4;;) tha social. prQa!~U!USe8 

1nvolvint~ relationsh,ips aoross .. :rather tb.~m with1n~ group and 

oategory limits!l; It attempts to distinguish between the distinot 

featursl!Il and oharact':Jrist1as of re18.t1Qn~hip$ th.at malceup a 

no t1?Yo:rk. 
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lH~eording, to .Burnes (lS/72:f!) there i8 no such thing alii 

u theory of .soei~~l net~o1or~""t hut merely a basic ideai\ Batt 

(1071aS30) is Q1' the View th.at it is til. kind of conoept 'Ahich 

Ofm be uS$d :tn many conoeptl1al i'remes of reference. Kapi'erar 

( 1973 & 161) asserts that th!~re is no nGtworli: theory in th~ lense 

of basic assumption together 'vitti. a set of deriwd propoflH~.ions 

,,,hiah are 1L,te!"l1n~i:od o:nd a~,pable of 'Doing tested. Aocording 

to him the notion of aoolal network 1$ simply a teehnique or 

data col~ection and analysis. 

In fact, there is no writer among th()se using soci~l 

network to analyse field data, N'ho postul~:rted lEt. form~l network 

theory t' 1hcy simply postuls.ted certain oonnections betwen 

be:hav1Qll.t' and the oharacteristios of the BOllial networluJ ot" th$ 

p$Qple studied. The propositionl about behaviour oouched in 

terms of concepts' dariV6d from social net~orks. may have tba1r 

rat1ona-l-G in common l$nO$ ~mowledge rat.."lel" thf!ln theoretieal 

f'ormulatlonmlll Jhlt the popu.lar oonc~pts derived from t.."le nu:n"pho ... 

logioal ~d interactional oharacteristics have their roots in 

presupposition about the ;relfi.tiC):n.Bh:lpa between social links and 

bl6lhlav1ou.:r., 

1:'b6 notions 01" $oo1al network when appl1G{1 to t:4oo101og1eal 

d.ate. do not explain am,thlng in themsalv-eslo They mu.st a,coord to 

loma theoretioal basis whioh provides c(!)rta,;tn IPQC1,ri~d assump ... 
'I., 
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nUithout f.1fJ.Y' t,lu1Jo:ratic~l,.l foundation t.hG not..lon of :socia:-;.l networK 

1"lould aPIy.:;nr quite ab~jtract, diwrcad :from the realities of 

ht.:vli&o life * ill 

80010,1 flrlthropolo111cal theoritH.l ~3uch as the at;ructQral 

fU.xlctioniJ,l, soeiEd aZC:han.ge, ~.ct.1on thoQl'.1 end role thaory jI' hs.'V·e 

been .found tu h(;!.v:; rele:VCllce to tho con.eJpt~ 01' sooial nat'\V'Orlr, 

I;llid 'W(-lre u.sed by vt,rlol~s scholB,l'5 in th,_:;;ir quest to und.orstand 

behf).v;l.our in. the soaiul sj,t'(l.c:tions t.h;;)y staAdied. A brl(J!' dEwcrip~. 

tlo~l. of 0l!:),ch of the th~Jories is e;iw.n 1:)010~tl to r8.ci11tut~ {~ bet.t~~r 

~DP"rGC!pt1on of the 51 tuationel a:n~:.,lyr.r:ts of 1~he sociological Qf:lP30tS 

for ,,·yhich the soci:r.~l nii';twork notions were used. 

'the s:tr;lotul"lil.l ... ji'unctionnl h;p",~ro;~,oh W1Z'S the dO,dinan t 

tt.L~:(,frf&}t1ea1 pex'specrt1"1ta in sooiolo;JY in the daoade "\)()t;.\-/SH&n 1940"" 

lOr:i!J, the 'h'orl~s of ~~vens .... PrltO'h.a.r(l and lTortes in I'Jart1aular wel"(~ 

~ota~lOrthy '" This appro6,eh Was used itl studies oj:' small sC~;tle 

looalizf31d and clos€lo aoaiotiem 11 wharlZ~ bfJhaviour WC;i.S int$rpretI3Q. 

lUl"g(jly :f.n teI'ms of theiI" iwambarsh1p of' bounded groups or in 

smoll groaps ;in terms of dyadic int(~l'hationll; .Bu.t &$naralizli;.·t.j.on~ 

abou.t bl~havioul' of peopl\i!i in tILlrms of 'chiJ positions they occupied 

in. tho sociul systoln, ignorod indi'V'iduf!l deviltit:toas from the 

pl:.l.tto,rnilL from t,ht~ struct:.:trfJ.l f'unction~J. pe:rsp,:~ctiW, society l.~a$ 

rc!garded as a !yetam trui!,do u.p of interrelated parts and the 

bl$lh~ VianI' in soc1aty was structured, inrply1n.g that rela tionehips 

between the mamb(;\\!'s of t;he society WaJJ' gOVBrned hy rolss :and 

norms. 
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Th~ OWl" formalization end st;rllctl.u's,l ooode of Wll&ll;ysis of 

the str~atural theory m4;.tde it 1nadeqilate to explain the change 

tr("nspiring throut;h soci~t1es undergoing transformation pmrt1cIl<llt 

larly in case 01' social ohange in cample;,:,: ao~ieties I 'Which laa}{ed 

Si,t1g1e pet'va,siw st:rIlCt;J..re.l oharaoteristics. It Witl unable to. 

QXp~{ ain how nO.1"'n1 CQfUJe,nSI1S Mel nQrm di:t"$cted bellf.\viouX'" was achiewd 

I!wd hO~1l th~ iixiating ooncept,s of role Md role relatioru!lbip are 

mod1fied~ 

·r.hf~se vera the rltssons for th(rl emll!tr~Gnce1 of tll~ soc1~1 

net'IQrk appro~Qh as an elaboration of basie $tl'uctut'El.l :f'unet1onel 

tlot1orll!l, but majority of the workers ~tho formulated tbeir ideas 

initially had donG so without the benefit of concepts derived 

f:ro.m $oc14ll,1 natwo;rk. thtlY sou.ght conOiiapts end a :f':rwnework which 

cou.ld rarl~ot alld explau~ th$ re.ll.tiv01y Lmstrnctilred q,ual.1ty of 

~ooisl relationships in large $(wle oplin $ociGtt1es * 

'l'he:;re were ~ewral ll1an1rG~tations of th1F.3 d1ss~t.isfaa;t;iolll 

,·t1th the Eftrllctu.:ral theQr1~iI 'WhiCh ~(r.h.i't.tell antl Holfe (197nt1~O) 

cla$s1f;t~d into two. m.~1n types. '.the firstt ware theor1ats ~1k$' 

SIftF II Nadel (1957) Md Robert K MertOl'l (1949357) who felt tbG 

n$o,suJity in improving the conoepts of 1"010 end role l"el~t:1on9hipsti 

tb~ lecond type oould be termed _sl ttransactiongl th6ories· 

'Which inclUdittid apPt'oaeh$s that 'Were oon<lerned with the behaviour 

of individuals vis-a-v1a,one anoth$r. Amongst these, to n~ 

a rlW- were G ~M. 11'o~ster and Erie Wolf Who $l~bo.:tatlld on group 

theOry, emph&.sized dyad10 t patron..olitsn~ ana, brollr::er~I' :relation­

shi,ps ~ While others, lik$ Th1bau.l t and Kelly (195'fJr) 'li HQman. (:wel) 
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and Blau (1t164) developed 'sco-ial exchange approach, I whiab toot 

most of the social and interpersQnal .relationships as SUbject to 

prinoiples of marginal eoonomic theory. A third group oalled 

f action theory', formulated by Barth (1963), Bailey (leeS), 

'Boissevain (1968) end A"Mayer (1966); who were concerned W'1t~ the 

way in Which 1nd1v1d~als manip~~t.d their social relation.hlps 

so a$ to be able to aohieve certatn ends_ Since tht 1001&1 • 

exch~~,e theory has greater relevance to .oaial rel~tionsh1pl 

between member" in a community t it is be:tn, elaborated to enable 

better under.tend1n., of it. bearing on the :PH sent smdt undertaken 

to determine the existent p~tt$rn o! communication in • Villa,e. 

The sooial exchenge theory in anthropology attempts to 

relate the material and social life of people in natural setttn". 

Sablins (1965*139) speoifies that the ooncept of reCiprooity is 

the oore of the theory that relates between material flow and 

soaial :relations. The apoJttant aspect of exahMge theory for 

network analYlis is its demonstration, that any exchange O~ 

forge an interpersonal relation.hip whioh oonnect. individuals in 

.411'1$$ of cOflllllunicative, eoonomiQ. man1pule.ttve end other types 

ot relationships. 

Tbe strong point of the theory is its linkage with the 

politioal and eoonomic element. of society; this alliance provid ••. 

a framework vithin which social r~letionship qualit1$. can be 

analysed. Anothef' s1gn1f'iet:tnt contribut.ion is th~ll.'t i't offors a 

trufJ of analysi, berth $.t the oolleQt1ve and individual lewls ... 
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the major tunat10nl or social exobanc. are saving and in~stment 

whioh is from. mot1vatioQ21 pers,eetiye. the other being soolal 

integration which 11 a $truatural att~ib~te. 

~ooord1ng to Bomens (19Gl) 'self interest' i$ the universal 

motive wb1Cll initiates people to interact Within. one anothe.r 

mo41fying th~1r behaviour in terms of positive or negati~ reinforce. 

ment that is provided by the enVironment. But his ded.uction. wa. 

considered to be ad hoc as it ~ unable to explain basic '0010-

logical variable. and overlooked 1001$1 structural attributes. 

B1a11 (1964) through hi. work 'Exohange and Power in social life f , 

rtluned1ed 'ome of t.he inadecu-.cltuJ. fie 8.<fmowledled th~ t 1t'l the 

aba.nee ot ~ standard mea~re of valu-; the notion of exohanl$ 

10' ••• much of it. meaning. He argues, tha,t incentive to aotion 

i. not only due to a rationallstiG economic 1nt~nt as u.uelly 

a.sued bu.t peopl" also find social approval, respect and comp11anoe 

with their wishes 1nh~rent11 dea1rable. Bla~Js point of view i. 

that, till the time the ideal norms ot reoiprocity prevails among 

eXChange partners everythin'g iff well but when these norm. are 

systematically infrin;ad it creates 1mbalMc"'$ end dep:rivatiQn 

that hampers the smcotn operation of a social system. !his differ. 

entiata$ the lourC$$ of conflict and cont~ntion. The Itr~otural 

~ttrlb"tes are estab111hed at an outcome of recurrent 8001a1 

interactions and communication uong individuals; integrating them 

into In.mbel's of & Iroup. Inttl,rat1on is defined in teru of 

intensive social !nt€traetion and differentia,t10n iil ten-ills of 

restr1o\1on on sooial interaction. 
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Soe1al assooiations estab111he8 the network or 1nt.rper,on~ 
&1 relations that integrate the indiViduals into oohcs1w Boo1e]. 

units. .And though common values il generally believed to cont.rol 

social exchange relation. they ate not sufficient to integrate 

indi vidu.als in to a n&twor;( of social relations. I t requires 

supporti~ social interaction Which is strengtheaed by relular 

faot-to-faae oontacts; thas social intelration is a.sumed to 

rest on sooial interactions be'ween members. 

It oan 1;)$ conolu.ded that dyadio . interution 18 the startinl 

point for M1 .oc1al exchange proo •• s", aeno. the notion of soelal 

network <1 • .".lop. its fl"mn$ of llnal1.1s, baled on the tUlUtUIIPt10ftJ 

that an indiVidual interaota J1~ltan.QuJ11 with & lar,e nu.ber of 

people, inclu.ding the indirlct relationship. into it. th_retlcal 

oonstruots ". well. Thus. making tn. social network apP1"onoh 

appropriate for de~loping a structural fr~ work tor Gn.l1.~1 

proc •••••• atratelle8 and funotions takinl place in a 8001al 

settinl. 

the conoept of network hal thus tar been used in several 

types of empirioal stu.dies bu.t there haa been eOluJ1dera\)·le varia. 

tion in the 4.tinit1on of the term itself ,and •• wall as the 

ditterenc. in e1'4pht;).88S 1'1'<:>11 one ,tudy to another't In the) field 

81tua.t1on, there appelW certam commonly aocepted terms and. 

conc.pt. relatinl, to network features or properties whioh h4~ 



been found to be pertinent to ~e explanation of social 

behaviour. 

The linkages in a social network oan be alas.1f1ed into 

two distinot features namelYJ 'Morp~olQg1oal'i Which refers to 

the patterning or the links among the memb$rs in the network in 

respeot to one another. The conoepts assooiated with this 

feature a~e density, rance, ~~chorage and reaohabilitl. Tht 

.other feature is tInteraotional t and refer" 'to the nature of 

the links thema&lw8 t, the related notion. are content. fr~q\tenQ1 

of contaat or 1nte:ra4:t1ont dilX"abUity, intensity and direoted-nels. 

The ohOioe of a particular ooncept will depend on the nature of 

pro'lilem that 1. to 'be eluoidated. The notions selected tor this 

study vill be elaborated in greater details than thOI' or the 

Qth~rs that have b$en mentioned aboye. 

l)3NSIUl It isa measure that interpret, the extent to "bioh the 

memberl in Q network are 11n~~d to one 8Qother or know eaoh other. 

The I tate Where eaoh member 18 in direct contact or knows awry 

other member in tha.t network. Operationally, it 18 tthe ratio 

of aotual existing links to the total number of possible links'. 

It was firlt employed by KephtU"t (1950;549) for determining 

interpersonal link among n let of pOints in s network. Other 

terms related to this concept are cohesiveness (Gu1marae$,1970), 

zone integration (R10hardS) 1974) and dispersion (Bott,1956). 
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Tha implication of this notion of social network 1. that 

whan relationship Mong a set or person.$ is dente, 1.e" f vhe" 

majority of the members know one another or lnt.roonnected ~th 

eaoh other through interaotiona.l links, the netvork 11 ;relILt!,"ly 

compaot and hence fewer links between the par,on$ need to be Uled 

to reach the other mQmbers~ The soCiologloal perspecti,. of denl6 

networks is that they are 111($ly to be more homo,enoul and P08s1b]..j 

there woUld be conformity in term. of attitudes. beliet" value. 

and norms or collecti ftbtm:nOUf' oompared to l'fUIS dtnse networks. 

\lhe1"4U1S, from the point of Vi." oOn'lrnun.icat1on network density 

a.oeording to rum (1993.573), pro?ide. a blet.sil for inferring the 

potential for diversity of information Danowski (1918) suggested 

that density is the measure of tht entropy of ~.8$ag. types 

flowing in the network, as the density !nerea.e. the content 

entropy decreases. 

It is the earlitst i'el:ture of networks :1.lolated for th'o:r':~ 

tioal ase. Bott (1957' 'Was the first to employ it in bet> ana11ed~ 

tor dist1n$uishing the oharaoteristio. of cou.ples lociel network. 

Xn aiJIplified tftnll 'this notion tell. that the s.xtent to Which 

peopl$ 'Who all know one per.on alae) h,e.ppen· to know ortG Mother. 

Reader (lge4*an) d.f1nes the term in tJ1$ ,nun. W'$.1. 

CQrmaotednels takl' 'indirect t as well as td1:reot t networ) 

links into flU'JCOunt. Its me[surements i$ based on linkl.le d1ltan~ 



th3 number of links in the shortest path oon~ect1ng two indivi­

duals, it'lcltldlng the indireot links through other :tndividllals as 

well a.s direct links betwen. the two individuals" '!hus each 

network members 'connectedness t lavat'Lle linkage distance) 1, , 

simply the sum of all the shortest step distances to all other 

members of the network divided by the total number of member. 

Qf the network: minus one., Connectedness is an. important alter­

native to dens1ty beoausa it takes into aocount tho indireot. 

mu.ltistep linkages that are ignored 1n the density !Ql"m.u.l~h It is 

a more ~aura.te measure of the effioiency with whioh information 

flowing throUgh a network would reach all members. 

The idea of reachabi11ty in a segment of a network as 

pllrported by Hue.ry et al.w<la6813~) is thl degree to Whioh t\ 

personts behaV1o~r is influenced by h1$ relationshlp with others, 
I 

and the i!ixttlnt to 1dlleh he can Llse these ralat1oneh1ps to Qonte.c·' 

individuals who UG! important to him .no. vioe 'Verla. It impU •• 

that a apeo1fled person in the ®ttfO'"lt eao. be contaeted within 

a stated number of stepa from any giwn stl1rt1n! pointt It Ils(jI 

highlights the two d1~n'1onl related to eoupactnesa of a netwQr 
, 

(a) the proportion of people who oan be oontaoted by eaoh 

person in 'he network 

(b) ~6 nU$ber of intermediaries tbat must be used to ccntac. 



Tho sociolog,1cal aignllicanoe or reachab11ity lias in thO 

way in whioh. the links in a pl~r$Ol\ t s netvorks ill81 serw al chann~ls 

i'or the tra.nsmiasion of 1nfori:tation inQl.u.d1.nl Jttdgements tad 

opinion especially whe.a thes$] serve to rr:);inforce norma and bring 

pressure to bear on SOrne speoified person. Ttl!! is particula.rly 

importa.",t '..('1ere links of this kind lead baak to &go~ a poin.t 'Which 

scholars like Batt,1pstain and Philip Ma.yer ha1A ,g:mphasised in. 

thGir stadies" 

It refers to the number of persons in direct oontact with 

the person on whom the network: is ancllored 1 .. e il, ego., oombin.$d 

with the sooial beterolenity of the individuals concerned. !hi. 

is a signifioant feature of a personal network ~lpeoial11 if tn. 

emphasis i8 on mobilizing support for the ego_ 

Kapf"e:rer (196~h2n4) incorporated some or the dpects of 

t!let notion ot' range whicb is similar to lipan' but he applies it 

to t l'fJ t1CUllu.m- &. term he aSlooiated Wi tb network. 'Vhe t span t Qf 

a person's n~twork is the ~atio of both the direct ltnk$ an 

individu.al has with mem'tie!'$ of a netwol"k and tho links these 

members have among thEuIISlw5 to the total number of links amon,; 

the complGte set of people tn the network. It implies the extent to. 

whioh a. p;;X'son in the n4ltw-ol'lt is able to reach or contaot a 

sizeable proportion of the other, in tbe nat~ork for eny purpose, 

or an indiVidual. ability to mobilize support fro~n the network 

mEulbel"1 tor a: apeai1"1e plll"P0,e III 



It refers to the point of orientation or a 8001al nttvork 

particularly in field work -wherlt it beoo •• necessary to speo!!'1 

the oontext and a referencG point. An individual who •• behaviour 

the obBe~ver WhisheD to interpret is usaal11 tak~n to be the 

point of anohorage Qr a net.work. Consequentl1 th1s has rfusalted 

in terms suoh.e '.,0 centered t tbe notion on whicb Epste1n(1969) 

Adrian Mayera (lOSS) and Pauy {1~63} based tbeir studies ot 

sO'oial !latw01"4:. M1tohEtll (1009) Q8l.1. it as tperaonal t or 

'elOQ.ntl'iC t network. But .Sarne. (1969) d1It1ngu.1Ih~JI tbl put1e.l. 

network. Which i. an sxtraQt from the total network; 'Wb$;ra re1a .. 

tiona.l t1es are of a part1Qular kind. a. tUI., the term '.tar t 

for .. IpGOified tnd1 vidual on wb.oiI tl'le anchor1rlg of .. partial 

network is neo,saar-y. l'hul the 'tit of per-Ions with Whom the ' 

individual hal direct contaot tosether eon.titu:te tbe "primary 

• tar t and the samEII set of })faople end thei.r interrelationShip 

represents the primary zone ot tbe e,o~ ?he order ot t~ star 

and lone that is to count for the bebaViou.r of the GIO Will 

depend upon tnt islu. that 1$ taken tor the It~41. 

~1~ It r$ter, to the interaotional •• pect Qt tht) ~1nka in 

a. par.on t. netwrk 'Which cono_rna the l.'$Uminis the persons in. the 

network attribute to their re11l1tionsbip. Thaat links aceuring 

ou.t of Yar1o!J.$ social intsraction between dyaus, OOnles into 

e%istenc~ tor .0.6 parpoae or inte~est whioh &1ther or both th~ 

partners Oon$eiOusly rec0lnll1. Thus tht relational t1 •• 



between individuals are d1stingalshe4 b7 their content or the 

nature of information exoh~ged. 

Gluokman (1(;156'19, 196:l.1!7) differentiated the network 

links Which contain on11 one fOClUS of interaotion oalling it 

'uniplex t or aingle $trnnd&d relationship frQm those Vhioh 

contain more than one content called. 'multiplex t or multi-8trended 

relation.hip. fhe perception of the .tpanda in a ~lat1on.h'p 

depends upon tne objeoti~ of the study end $Oal1.1s. 

the tmp11o~tion of mult1plex1ty tn network relation.hlp. 

i. that, people we. aM bound in more then one ware ~ more 

secure and mort likely to be mobili •• d for support than single 

stranded ties. 

The idea Qf mult1plez1t1 also "lat.s If;rankenberl '. 

notion o:r ISocial redunde.noy· (196thtr10) to th$ pel"sonal n.twotlt. 

Suoh relational link$ are analQgOU$ to a m~lti.chsnn'l commun1oa~ 

tioD. insQfar aI effect on social bthaYiotU.' 1, ooncerned, sinoe 

people interact with one another in men)' d1fferent contEJxta are 

le.$ likely to w1thdraw o~pletel1 from oont.at wi~ one another 

Hnlt1plex1ty or relationship he,' rele"YMCEl to the morphO' .... 

logioal features of parsonal n8twork. SriniV$~ and ~et8ille 

(1914'167) observed that -traditionally, tht interperson$l net­

works in a village ware of a multiplex nature with a tendency to 

become closed. But the situation is ohang1ng in contemporary 

Indi&, new interaats and inorea •• d mobility tend to oreate 



relationships with people Who have dlve~se social and economio 

interests with the res~lt that the network of social relations 

ctmaot be confined to within the village, O<alte or kin ~up •• 

Similarly Barnes (1054:44) and G1uckman (19S5:19) had S~~&0sted 

that the social networks in small 8Qale societies was oharaoter­

ised by a. tight t:leah and tend to be multiplex. "rhe abo," als·wnp .... 

tiona can be related to the soc1al-exclu:ull6 theorY!i -which contri­

butos to the interpretation of interaotional linkages forced 

between individuals in a looial •• tting. 

Th. frequenoy of 1nt.r~ctiQn between the m$mbere in & 

personal netwo~k entails tbe regularity of contact; aocording to 

Reader (1964:nn), i8 a pOlsible factor in interpreting soo1al 

behaviour. ~~t on the contrary a high frequency ot contact may 

not nscesaarily imply high tntenf!ty in ,oeial relationsh1ps or 

a pOlsible influence over the behaviour. As .u~h this feature 

.eems to ~ or margtn&l relevance to network analysis in ,.neral. 

I;!;Lt!~!u\uctU 

Thi. alpect of 80c1al relat1Qnsblp has .eldQ. be.n inear-

pore.tad in the ene-lysis of social nIJ·two1"k features but it is of 

1~anse value and oan contribute 8ignificantly in detsrmtn1ng the 

oontent and direction of information flow its influence on 

ind1viduala and the extent of: reeiproQ1ty among othe1"'s in the 

n$twork. It help$ to distinguish the kind of reletion.$h1p 



betwen mem)orl in a network, partioularly in employ4tr-employ.et 

patron-client relationships wb10h might Qon8tit~te a link whioh 

1l1a.1 not be of' a reCiprooa.l nature. It ctm deter!tline the extent 

and direction Qf influenoe of a per$on on another. 

The intenaity of a link tn a personal natwork r9fers to 

-the 4egree to which individuals are prepared to honour obligations 

or feel free to exeroise the right. implied by th~t ~e1at1onsb1p' 

(Mitohell, 1969'~7). Faoe to race interaction 1s not a neoessary 

condition tor tbe obligations entailed in a relationship to be 

honoured,., i'acto:.rs that ue likely to contribute towards 1ntenail7(1111 

ing n$twork relationsbips are oo~an local or1g~. easy acee4.1b1~ 

lity, ph1$1cal, proximity and extent af 1nflt1~noe. Its m"asl.1l*$ 

01"' empir1eal eBti.lllate is diffioult to aSlin_and as y"t there ha.s 

be$A no definite norm developed • 

. In this ,aotion of the ahapt$r, a systematic attempt hal 

been made to deftlop .. oone.ptual t1"'amew()rk for thfi study under­

tak9nt keeping in ne" the objectifts as well "I its relevance 

to tbe field situation. 

The o~i$ntatlon of the soe1al nat~ork oono$pt with the 

naturK& and palrt.~n or Qommanioatiot1 amongst the members in a 

yUlag$ 18 founded on the proposition th~tt 'aommunicst1ol\ bet;w~en 



ind.ividuals is the prima.ry 'Wiit, 1n$tr~ental for 1n1,t1.at1ns and 

establishing a social relationsh1pt* This interaotional relation­

ship i$ termed by sociologist as a 'social act· - the s.alleat 

unit of directly visible aation whicb has $ shared •• aninl tor the 

t:rensaeival"s. 

This is further grounded on tbe oonviotion that inter­

actions between people is the basic elEll;oent Qf social .truot~, 

vhioh Blau (1964) refers to ~s the d1ff.rentiated interHlat.d. 

parts in a cOllectivity.. "rhe '<:onn6ctlons among as _ll tl.s within 

these part. f.r9 the sooial relnt1on$ of people th!1t find.s eXp"h, 

•• ion tn, their int0r$otions and communication. 

rhar& 1$ a general belief that Oo~ yalu.r control 

social lltxchenge rfllatiQns t bu.t they a.re not sufficient to lnt..lr_ 

individual. into a network of .oc1a1 r.lationlh Inatf3ad it 

reqtU.re, slJ.pportiw .001al ;.tntftl"aot,1ool to aet1wly link; the 

p$rlons together. 

So~ial :r.l~tionlhips ChaMf) 1 the process ot oommunication 

and through. reou.rrent 'QG1e.J. 1ntaraotiQrts ir:u!1vldual$ become 

integrated into a network of interper$onal alsociat1ons. whioh 

may transform into group' or aob8el~ social unit. o~r a period 

of time. sooiety is the organic form or such social relation. 

ships t~at .1ntarl~tk$ people into ~ etruotur$t 

Social Ett;,ohange 1s chare.otarisad by d1CffU:'8nt type3 of 

interactional proc$$s$S th~t v&ry in ter~ or tn$ir informational 

con ten t., Howver, in t.r~ct-1on$ 111ay differ a.ooordine 'bo tn. 
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relationShip that the participants have with eaoh other in a 

$oc1a~ network@ The intensity or restriction in te~s or tn. 

type of social interaat1ons. differentiates both, the k~d of 

relationship and the degree of ult.gration that exists amongat 

the members in a network. 

Sooial exchange refers to volun tar! actions of inti! vidual_ 

that are mot1v~ted by the ~eturn that s~oh acts are 8xpeeted 

to bring from others. This e1ement of expeotation oreate$ a 

condi t10n of cel"'tain kind 01' risk and uncertaint.y in the %4001&1 

environment in which people interact with one another. "they 

are not 8ate Whether the ser.1ces, support at t~e of C~11.St 

and social approval whioh they bestow on others, Will ever be 

rec1proeated or not. In ordtr to mtn1m1ze the •• unc.rtatnttls 

enoountered in aoeial life situations, the me.ber. try to d$'wlop 

a level of' trust in tl:he1r int.raotiollal rele.tiorUlfblp. 'The 

likelihood of increasing this trust is brought about by dis­

charging ths reoi'p1"ocal obligation to on. anoth$r. Obviously 

these 4!xcbange prOe$'SEUl Which saner-ate trust :I,n a relation, hip 

oharact$riaes aome kind of investment whicb impliea oomm1~nt 

between the interaeting individuals. Tbis reOiprocal exebanl9 

with oommitment to ooe another 11 one of the factors th.at 

contribut.. to .~stained relationshlps b$twten member. in a 

sooial sy.te~. The obJecti,. o~too~ or aueh relational 11nk.l~ 

refleots the int$nsi.ty and degree or interrelationship th&t 

exists b.tween the pe.rt1.ciparl'ts in a. tloei.al n.tworlt. 
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A network or social relationsbips provides a .oc1o~ 

oultaral environment within which every lndividu~l op.rate8, but 

be is not oompletely oonstrained by it. Instead in any ~itaatlon 

there is a finite number of possible relf.tional ,contacts availa­

ble to the indiVidual. Thi$ is because th.re appears to be more 

adher(~nce to iii, belioE)t in tho fright of man t to sel-ect the way 

of life tYbich is most appropriate to his own 01:rcLUllstanctUt end 

to tbe attainment of his ba~:te ue.ds.. flonum .• (1961) substantiates 

tbis PQint by stating thnt 4 "people l'lWt.U.fy their b$ha.viour in 

term of positive or negative r6intQrOemant provided bl their 

environment.. '!'his takss into account the personal chQict and 

possible manipulation of the d.irrerent atu.!Iociationa that th.e 

individual maltes in tbt 'interost of' sel! t' as well t1$ tbe .ot1va .... 

tion in the return that is €txpeoted trom su.eb interaotional. 

proo •• ses with one anoth.er~ 

for this reason j int_ractions differ according to the 

assooiations that persons have vith othe~s in their social 

sett:.1ngstt Implicit in thi. social exohange relat1onsh:Lp 18 the 

notion of the value of' 'self 1~entifioatlon t and. fUlfilment 

by proper manipulation of the op~·iortun1t1es afforded by the 

8oe:J.al environment preva.iling in n partioular situat.iQn. 

The notion of social network therefore rightly providGs 

e. asaful fre.mawork. to stud..,. the pattern of intorpt,u·.sonal oomman1cfil"'" 

tion donI the memb&rs in. a Village t in & mann.X" that is eM­

li.tent with the empirioal nature of ttlair soci&l env1ronmtnt. 

Mor.o~r, it also ooncurs w1tb the ~pproaob in an~lYli$ Qf 



commun1eation network. which Ro~rs {lDSlsl41' defines ai, '. 

method of :research for identifying the oo_un1oat:tQn stl"uetu.:r. 

in which rela;tionaJ. data about oommunication flowS u. aneJ..yled 

USi11i some type of interpersonal rela.tionships as the unit of 

analysis. • 

It. therefore makes it legitimate to hase the analysis 

of the present study on tsoaieJ. l"Glat1oI\$hip._ t. the characte1"18tic$ 

of whioh are rneasured by selected aoolal network indices that 

co~ld serve Q$ determinants in assessing the extent or 1nforml~ 
tion exohange snd ttoquis1tlon potentiality that these indices 

And thu.s, the underlying postul.a.t1on ie that, 'the nature 

or soo:tal eltchange or in teract10n among the JQ.$lIberl determwel 

the composition and torm of interpersonal relationsh.ip in. the 

network the d1st1native features of Wbion ineVitably r.flect, , 

the 'intormational strength' or its potentlal Capacity tor 

information input" Bence the knowledge of en ind1 vidu&.ls network 

relationship:- the nature and type of interactional exohenge. 

shared among the 'm&mblrs is helpf~l in asoertaining the ~xtent 

and type of information to Which the memb.ra have an seoas. Ira. 

each relational tie,. 

Yet 6llotheu" reason 'W1'l1ch subscribes to the prefer-enc& for 

using the SQoial network apyl"oaoh is that, it is QQnsist$nt 

across different level. of analysis. \vnethar it b$ between d,ads, 

111uall g1"OUps I cliques or members in fA. formal organ,11l.t1oftt it 



el1C(,')m.pa8a~JS the !.nteract1onal sit:.1ation with the .xi,tent sooial 

setting rather than, inw$tigating the prOCEUJS in 18Qlat10l'h It 

provido~ a better perep~Qt1vw for eX$mining the ~at1onal to~ tbD 

social eXOhrolg& and the 'rule. Ind structural factors Which 

ro €pla te the partioipa.nts and the oonten t ot information in the 

communication p~OCGss. 

Hence, any attempts that may be [Aooe to IDwst1gate the 

pattern of interaetion &moug the mamberl in a Villag. With the 

help of the 8oc:1a~ net.work ooncepts mu.t vis:.la11 .. e the prooEl.a of 

social ¢omm~~1c~tion in the conte~t of the traditional caate 

s1st~m rather th~1 the usual p$resptl or the communioation tenet. 

t~u:tt are predominantly ':i8sed on. _stem thotlgbts and an alien 

sooio-eultural norms. 

fhe CU~ atre.ti.fiaat1Qn be. bfJen t.b.e all perft.iw 

atruct.u.re 4oll1na.tmg 41fveey upect of human aot1Y1t1 tn the Inc1ien 

society. Not only does it r&a~lat& the pattern of 80c1al 

\'ullhaviour of every indi Vid,nal in difte~nt .1tu.at1om~ of 'WOrk 

ana le1s11re. it alSQ edifies the rU)l"m, tine valUlHl that ha'ft 

s$s!m.11.ted O'f8r the centuries. Theretore, it proVides the l'Q.ost 

appropriate perB~eGt1ve for understanding the various SGcial 

intaraetiona1 prooess$$ ~ong the members of different cast ••• 

There doe8 exist certain distingu.i$hing !estllres of soeial 'xabang~ 

111 the Indian context Which 6l"6 dUf'.l·~nt from those th~t are 

oriented ;~Q the western conoept of soolu rel~'tion$h1p$1I' 
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ForeMost among these ~eatur.s, is thu strat1t1e4 and 

heirareh1e.l structure where 1l1dividuals are r1.llJ"lked and uorib$d 

t.heir status in so~1ety aooord1ng to his f je.ti' ar caste ,1"'0\:1" 
Th.e reciprocal depen.denco wnong tb4 dift,rant J atilt wa. regal ... 

t$d by clearly defined norms. Tn. SQcial oommunioation between 

the jat1 was oharacter1aed b1 the dy.etrioe.l :$.nt.:rpar.onal 

relationship because of heirarchial d.ivilicn. In the Ind1an 

SOOiet; the oonoept Qf ·.q~elliJ t in commun1oat1on 18 not inherent, 

3inos the sou-reG i, 'Viewed as hilllor and held in high estee. '01 

the receiver wno assumes & lower status. The aS1~~$trioal and 

vert10al top ... down intara.ot1Qnal prooess &mong the me.bera bad 

con.tributed favourably towerdl craat.ing an envir'on_nt tor 

efficient communication and d1~s1oa of labour. Unfortunate11 

with tb& advent of the 3aJm~1 syst$m and during the oour •• of 

sooial ohang$ that took place this ohanged into a highly riild 

and ra$t~1cted sy8~.m i •• dtng to the widening ot th& locial inC 

economic distance bet~en the ma.berl of tho •• jat11 who ~re 

8up.r1o~ ~d had the advant .. e of controlling .o~. Pn,11oal, 

8001",1 end eocnomic r.,ouro.. trom tho.. Who were Werior $4 

disa.dvantaged 8egm.ent. of the _octet,. 

In til. contrary suoh . sOCial hei~aroh1tll feature. are 

not found .in tU 'wtur\",am sooiety Md the notion of o()Jlll'W.')1o .. tion 

va.. oorUtide~d as t a dialogue betwen fiqU.US with a V1$w to' 

persuadfh' These are SO,148 of the baaio d1£tertJuos8 that .at 

b$ born. in mind particularly ~n p~~ldinl any kind of ,entra-
, .' 



The present time however ahows that the social mUieu in 

the Villngas is undergoing a transition of varying magnitude., 

the economic toros$ are assuming predQm1nlnoe over the traditional 

_oote.].. factors t redu.oing i't to a $eoondar;y position u tar u the 

attainment of' basiC' needs 18 ~onaef'n.dt with thEl result .. Dlarked 

degree. of ingression among the _mbers of diftfu, ... nt elalll' and 

c~!te is observed. This 1$ attributed to the chana- from a 

status bound asoript1ve aoc1al order to one where there 1$ greater 

.cope tor oontract~al relation. baled on personal choice and 

oircumste.ntial. faotorl. Inoreued 1I0Q:Lal mobilit1 and IOoicJ ,. 

poli tioal intarwnt10na hQW aJ.so oont~lbUted to the loolenin, 

of aoe1al boundaries If, In tbe pur.u.1t of betttr employment and. 

enhanoed econQ~o opportun1t1e$ it has resulted tn drawiftl peop1. 

trom dUferent ja.t1 baokgrQwlfl, into a network of' inte:cpltrlonal 

rele. t~ons II 

Therefore J tor eoonoftlio Illd ,ocio-political purpose one 

may find a network Qf associatiQn ha~ng di,.rsif1.d end 'uniplex 

bonds between lnd1v1da81& tro~ different olass end caste back­

ground'h Bu:t the k1rurh1p and affinal ties Itill tend to be more 

oomposit. and multibonde.d. a f •• ture which 1$ oharact'ristl0 Qf 

any 3 at1 group in the Indian rural society,* 

, In the village ,etting, e. variety of' social. Affiliations 

among the member. 1s obaervad eaoh of ~1oh a,. differentiated 

1'>1 th(t nature of sooial IIxchange that ex1$ts betwCl eaoh 
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individu.al. 't'h.~ type or suoh interactional relationabips tb.at 

prevail a2n be cbarsot$riaad acoording to the clals1f1eat1on 

described belo~; 

Types or 1001al exchango relationships 
1ft. 1 I' t J fa ,. iii" ... Ii ....... 

d M j 1"1i IJIlI'W' _ "'i2IIUltJ.~M" '. t • __ ,*,_1., ., )110 'au .. !iolIJtI ... ~ -.p '111M I iJ 1(1(', 11 JU If" 1" H.p 

Genaral 

W!IIIIW d AI iii" liiI 

Salesrtilm­
CustOl1ler 

.... Kin'hip ba •• tt rank 
syat$. 

• 1'.:t:r.l eliant 

- Tribal.beirarCbJ 

Imploy-r •• mplo1·· 

• i ** Ill" , III: 1 Id;it I 11." I W 1M j r I I ... 1$ I )d I!W 13 I."" 4!! n 111111' i b!IIIIIt" 

moat of tne relational tie. that is ,en.rai11 observed is within 

th1. broad framework. 

Discernable amongst these, i! the ienerel.il.d 't'tX"tioal. t 

type of relatiorulhipts that inCl.u.dlliu, the lGO$t commonly prevalent 

kind of social. perb:.tntnoy in .. ;rural. village of India. The 

kinsbip tie. sra formed aro~d aot"al biological affiliation, 

and the1'1iltore uo relatively 01018 knit and oont1nu .. l3' 

activated at llast in prittc1ple. the characteristics of this 

a continuous bebav.1ourial stano. towards ~e rellov k1nament 

limited Boo1$l .ob111ty, le,s flexible and greater survillanc. 

(Kat. 1900. a(4). The kln:ship rank "c1proo1ty 11 laid down 

by politioal groupings and becomes .u1g~neI1a by virtu$ of 

CUt!rtomrary duty (Slblins 1065# 158). the easte &ndol~ in India 
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individual. The type of such interactional re1at1onlh1ps th~t 

prevail can b$ characterised acoording to the clal.iticatiOD 

described ba~ow; 

1ypas of soo1al txchanGe re1ationahipa 
1:11 Jt ~ ;1J"I.tlit.'.I~4W&IPIl/l U'l 1,,'t:~ .. tttU lit JUltl4*ltldtifll' w ........ •• 1'.' 1t.1t ",,.,tlf t 1 •• , Mr.,,_ 

Sllelttm .... 
Customer 

Vertioal 

"'" Kinship _a.tld :rank .,su. 
.. Patron client 

.. ~rlbal-h.1rarcbJ 

Employ.r-•• plOI·· 

",,. 41.' * " Flit 1.1lhW'lliJl111 'i 111.1 ••• Nf US'1 t. f ..... 11t \Ii It'''.1 IJltJlIlI!J;t BIIj: Will lit IItIJil l AbIilJl'j'1 J _I'IiI_ ..... 

m.ost or the relational ties that is. generally <:itHIUIf!*wd 1. vi thin 

thie broad framevork_ 

D1so .. rnab~. amongst these t in the ,ener&lis.d wrt1cal. t 

type of relationships that includes the molt oo __ ly prerueft t 

kind of' social pertinenoy in a. nrAl village Qf In41fth '!he 

kin.hip ties are to~med around actual b101o,teal affiliationl 

a11.Q therefore us relati.wly 010 •• knit Md oontlt'lu; ·lJ 

aat1Tated .t least in priBcipl.. The aharact.r1.t1ca of tnt. 

a continuous behaviour!&! stanoe towardB tn. fellow ktn ... nt 

limited social mobility t less flexible and greater aurV111aftcl 

{Katz l~J -a(4). 1h$ kinship rank reo1proo1ty 18 l.u.d (town. 

by po11t1aal ,roupings and become, au1geneals by virtue Qf 

customary dat.y (Sahlins 1965. lIS).. The cut. endo,amy 1n 1n41& 



prevent. aU membEU:'1 or society from. being :!nclttded into the 

category of k~smen~. Intereaste marriage 11 p~oh1bittd among 

memb0rs of different Jat1, thus pre~ntlng th~m from haYina 

any kind of' kinship bond. 

The patron-olient and brok$ral~ type of relat10nship 

occ~rs rather widely in villages and is second ~ tmportanee 

to the kinship ties It Go_med DlOtltl, by economio 4epEllnd.eMJ 

whioh grows out of 'he imbalanoe and deprivation caused al a 

result 'Of systematio infringement ot the 'ideal norms of "0$1-

procitY'i differentiating people in terms of the r-esouroa. thet 

posses.. This 11w8 rile to the formation of power basiu, 

through wbieh they may be able to exploit and ha~ control Q?$r 

those deprived or each bas~ul. There is an enel.yt1ce.l 41tf$rence 

betwen e. 'patron' and a 'broker'. It patron poise,s hiJdfllllt the 

rS·lOu'rC61 desired b1 his olient, W.ereAS a 'broker 1s able to 

obtain from another source (t~ulh personal contaot) whate~r 

r$souroes are desired b1 his e11ents. The patron Ql~nt and 

brokerage relationships ha~ been widelJ reported in •• P8ral 

ethnograph10 l1teratnrG r~om both d ... loped end d.~lop~C 

cOuntl"'iSl!h 'B\l.t the ch&nC •• in. this type of I'$latioQflh1p 11 of 

sign1fioant lmportenoe in developing loo1et1e,~ South A.1an 

studies indicate ohanging relationship resulting fro_ eoonomic 

and politioal changes. Institutions of el.oto~al demooraol hat 

necessitated erstWhile patrons. in order to .a1ntain a power bale 

in tb. new po11t;toal. strUQt~. to 'beQQ_ pe.tro.u~ tor the 

people at grals root lewl 10 Am effort to I.C~" a larp 



electoral. bas.. "Ch$ bureancrati0 stf'Uotnr'JllI 01'" institution tar 

dl!t"Vel.opment s.re oompatible with patron ... elient relationship, 

where the elite and politicians $xereile th01r influenoe. whioh 

may still be the reason tor the widespread persisteno& ot patron­

olient relationsbips 1n d$Te1optng countris$. 

Li.kewise the other type. of e,.xQhang& relatidnflhips abou.t 

which there are loareely ~y studi". Qonduoted. with partioular 

r$ference to soatel network and nature of information exohan,e 

ilu\~es .tt diffioult to gan&ra11t0 their characteristic,,- . 

But in tams or mformation tlow or exchange _ong tbe 

members in • village the nat"re of interp~raonal ltnk! 11 1nfl~n­

oed by • lIulti tude of :f'e.Ct01"tL~ Basically it is the natuM and 

content of thEJ inform.ation and 'Who "Oenef1,ts from it, which d$t~n!·­

m1n~UJ 1 t. path of spread. In thla V111 .. ,e 81tu.at1on $. great 

volume ot interaation take. plne. through the lateral aommun1ca. 

tion network of friendS, ne1gnbours ~d coworker. etc. primarily 

it 1. a. fihOmGph1.1ous· , intttrpersonal med1wa of oo_unioat1on. 

The lines of communicat1on however. i8 generally observed to flow 

hor1r.ontally within aoalul class., rather than vertically b.tw.en 

those of different sooial clasl. 

The main foous of the stUdy 1$ to a$~ertatn the patt$rn 

of' oommunioa.tion in the v111ag'$. The researoh oonceptions under .. 

lying the notion of $o~ial network ~dOpt9d tor the purpose dQ$$ 

not &ake'.ny distlnot1on 'btttW1len 'blle SOl.l:rC$ and, reO$!".r. !nf'ol'ma ... 

t10n fl~w occur Qong l'art1aipl1'1t. :1.n a. net'lllork, __ all of Whom 

&1"& l;Joth, in tarn, transmitters and receivers 01:' 'transaeiver$l 
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a t$~ used b1 Rogers {lDSlI76)t making aommun1cation more $ 

proce~~ of mutual intol':":'t1ation exohl:o.'~h 

:rhe rationale th.eretoN, is tbat Uw nat\,10rk of social 

relat.ionships betweeh the mem'bers in a v11~age, aonstl\llte. the 

communication environmant ~wher6 1.nfor.llat1on on dlftrse S1.1'bJeots 

form the basis for lnter~otion. Ind th9 network indica, or aize, 

d:1:vara1t3, dens.1t,Y and df!gl"ll'lQ of relationsbip are a.sume, to 

proTide useful ins1!ht ab~~t the potential that these f$at~. 

he:, .. fQr information 1n:t}ut tbrou8h varying 1.,"11 or invol'f8_nt. 

3ech of theae e~ement. are oons1derad as underl 

~iJ2:a1i~&~; It will b0 !.lIed to refer to mEllJi$g •• cont.nt the 

~atter whioh 1s the basl$ tor inter.ctional proo.ss b$t~en tn­

ptopltlJ. Information th$;r-afoN represent. the cont.tnt that 1. 

exchanged among indiViduel. When ~., GQ~un1cate~ 

AcoQrding to Rcgera. (1991149) 'information is a dift$rence 

in matter.energy Vhich affects uncertatnity in ~ sltu~t1on ~ere 

8 choice exiets ~g a set ot Qlte~&tives1. H$ stat.. th_' 

network cOmnlu.nicat1on 1s espeoially important whene1Mr indi1i.dul.l, 

$ore involved. in exchanging information to Hduee uncerta1n1ty. 

S1nha (19S4'~) flImpbu1mel the lign1tioant role of infor_. 

tlon,. at means to an end in probl •• $.olv:tng and <teoi,ion _kin,. 

Uncerta1n1ty is radac~d when a daois1on is aade by 

choosing one ot the alternatives from among oth0rs. Information 

contribate$ 1n raduo1ng thil unoertain1ty to art appreoiable 



extent III The S$$liing Qr giving of information thus WldsrU.1f 

all social interaction eitner directly or indireotly. It 11 

instrw.l'1ental to aU oth-Jr filnctions of oommunication end a. 

ne<uHUU'l.l"Y component tor every individUal in adapting to his 

S 00 1al e h1vil"orun.en t .. 

Inform~tj_on need! ;fOl' inu,1vidua:ls va.ry in nature and 

cent.an.t. Nor!nalli fA. parson seeks information from h1$ oontacts 

within his pe;>$onal network or tl"OIn source(.) 'Who 11183' be among 

the peer gro:lp or op1Qnion leaders. The personal n.t~rk 

provides the focal individual the interpersonal support ter 

deliberation, Sooi~l science reeaarchtu show that vh$re indivi­

duals went information, and Where tbe 1nformation i8 $$1)60'11.111 

1ikely to Qht~g~ the~r behaviour, they depend heavilY on inter­

personal. eorru.mmiaati(m :¥liuISaj~!H" that are transm.itted t'bt"oUgh 

networlcs. 

the (U.ffe:rant type or a.pects allah u personal, ooollpatlon ... 

81, prof.ssiomu, opinion lOr generu happenings ter which an 

1nd1vldaal engages ~n interaction with another person, with Whom 

he maintains 80_ ktind or relational linte, 1. a. mealure of the 

extent of involvement there exist. ill that dyadia re:ll.t1onlhip", 

'Link f is a co~un1el.t1on ralationsh1p batween two wtits(ul •• ll,y 

indiv1dueJ,$) in e. system,. 1t is the basic datum. in any type of' 

netwo~k enal1s1$. Links between a person and others with whom 
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he interacts oomes into being for 80me purpose or interelt 

~rhi¢h 1$1 t.her or both at the dyads con801ou$l11 racocnise,. 

r~vary SOCifJ.l re1etlonsh1p involves the ides. of ex.banle 

in !lolne form or the other.. Front a sociological point of Tie"" 

Mitohell (1960s~O); i. of the opinion that the most important 

inie:t"8.ot:lonRl H.spect of the link8 in a, persoo' $ network, 111 

that which concerns the meanings Whioh the persons tn th8 network 

attr1'bute to th;.~1:r rel.a.t1onahips. 

larUer workers who haw used the ide!4. of 'content t have 

described it in slightly dU'terant wa¥s. Adr1M Mtiler'.(l.geGt 

lOa) stu.dy or the taotion-set f and the di"1el"se linkage in such 

networks states, Ith~t the links betwen the ind1v.1.due.1S(s~ ... 

times grou.ps) are distingUished 1>1' their content, i.e. the •• V8'J:1 

blt~en one or mora of the following. kinship, Qcou:pational. 

oaste, sta.te, eu;:onomi0 t 1"s1.1gious :t~nks, and $0 on .. " llames 

(1954*43) confined his anUysi$ of the perlJonal network to 

!ri$ndehip II n~1lhbour8 and kinship l! When a nu.m.b~r of' ind1 rldu$.la 

eonverse together recounting exper1eno~l, exchanging news of 

aequaintN'1Cl!s and friends, d1sQUlIuling personal .atters or ideal. 

Xaptel"er (1969:g1n) reters to this $$pect or interaction as 

'exchange' oontent. ~~1l.e {,1heeldon <lU69.13~) in bel" paper 

refers to the QO!ltent as tbe 'nQrmative· context; in Which inter-

8Qtion take~ place such a$ kin$hip, friendship oommon r$11gious 

beliefs, eoonomic obligation etc. 



This ade~uate11 implies that the kind of tnformatioael 

ccmtont and the context of interact1on$ helps to a lars' extent 

in deterftU.ning the intensity of relationship. And trom the 

point of view of communioation, tnat as many dirferent type. of 

informa.tional content that ara EJ'!ohangtru1 in fa d.yadic interaction i 

COMO tee e. greater degr'.~e of integra.tion in the rela.tiQn$hip 

and consequently higher level of involvement between the dyada. 

HQwwr. the 1'01$ of the lewl. o-f 1n"fQlwJlent in the 

acquisition of .information has not been •• ptu"ically tl.llal1 •• d thus 

far, but it is assumed to have a limiting ettact on the sUbJ.ct. 

The reason for suoh & visw is th$t, if a person depends on an 

individual or at group of hOllOphiloua conta.cts in hillS personal 

network, a8 $Qurce for J:l'l()st of his information needs. h. ftOrmal.l1 

does not find th$ necessity to establish oontact With others 

around blln tiU au.eh time that the information he obtains i. 

instrumenta1 in fulfilling his needs. 1'b1.' point of' view i. 

~ry .uch relevant to the 'general-vertioal', cl .. sification of 

sooial excbenS$ relat1on$b1ps luch al patron-olient, tribal and 

kinsbiPt notwithstanding that it depends upon the 1nteruJ:tty or 

integrat1Gn of tne relationship between the dyads. !berefore; 

the leval of involvement 18 mainly a feature lignifying the 

d&eree or intensity tn thm relationship tbat existl between the 

members in a network on the basia of the kind of informational 

content that t.rallej)olll)$ tbt'oagh their interactional links. 



It refers to the tot~,l number of interaotional links 

that t1.i'1 indiv1d.aal, has directly as wll as indirectly with 

othe.r p~rsoos in his $001£:.1 environment.. they must be know to 

Buch ,other fmd maintain Q regular in.teractional (l(uttact. Tbil 

oonstitutes ''the network fat' an individual. It ltU1Y cbange over 

time depei'UiinJ; upon various situatlonal factors, There 1s .. 

alem.nt of individual choice in the make~up of a person t , 

network) in that the ind1vidual ••• ks to e$tab11sh and maintain 

cont.a.ct with 8. number of persons in terms of hi's *tnterest8 r in 

the~_ The tIP. of re1at1onal ties they establish with otners 

Taries with the,tn41v1duala own social situation and position. 

l~ot 8l.l the potGnt.1al link. that a person mrq have with another 

need to bs activated oo.t1fJ1stently. Some :r;tela.tlotlships lIa1 b. 

dormant until such tlm~ in a particular cireumstanc&$. that 1t 

b$eO~9B the basis for 30me social aotion. On the contrary the 

:tact that links exist among people also does not e'nploy that 

th~1 will neQe8s~~il1 ase thee. links to pass on a oert&in type 

of information. 

Here again tM '1nterost of lelf' Which is the pivotal 

CO!1QGpt of thG ·social exchange tn_or,' gowrns all individual 

to til.llSOo1ate W.:1tl'l another. Hb11e he finds no point in extendin, 

ea..ual cont1llCts with a lfttse nwnbtU::" of ",that's. On the other 

hall,d, he m63 be $Orally obliged to accept tb$ .approach(t$ of a 

nwnb$r of cth.i1!.'t' people. but will maintain p':3l"sonal contaot with 

only those that M mu.a t, depel1din, upon the $1 tua tion in which 



The importance of paraQlUu. oommunioation ne-twork a$ an 

1nfl~enoe on bebbviour ~~s first .reoognised by a-ora Simmel(l964), 

but .Boissevain (1074#~f 35) d«!u!l'cribfUI it more exp11aitl1 by 

stating that suoh networks form a loc1al en:nronrtent ,f'pom &ru1 

t.hrQu,gh whioh pressure is exerted to influ.ence (en in41Vidual,s) 

behaviQur.~ H$ further saggeata the proposition that 'per_onl 

with larger personal oommunicatiQn networks obt.ta ~r. ~nto~­

t1en r~om their n~tvork' and henoe are likely to respond to tht. 

1nformat~onal input in their behaviour. t 

Apart trQ~ the n~tur6 ot interactiQnal content the 1n!orma­

-t1Qn ttstrengthtl or ~n indiyidual '$ co_unloationiJIDt.vot'k nrias Ott 

the basis of tbe &o~Pbolog1aal. t$atur& of the network luch AI 

the diverstty on oertain v.r1ablel. the d8nslty and 4tgrea ot 

rela.tionship among tb.. _mber.~ lIm.pt$rical $v.1denee in 8UtPPOr' 

for tb1s ia provided by 'Iwa and Kinoaid (1979) w'.hb conoluded, 

-that the uharaattariutlc. of 1mmigru'ts eoareunloation network. 

(individual. conn.ete(1ness, integration an" diwrsity) a" better 

pradietors or information aeqai81 t10n than the u,ual d •• ogr.aphio 

variables (ale t e(luaat1on and occupatiQn) f eJXOllpt tor 1tngl:f.ah 

fli.lency,,1t 

For the purpose of this study the network liz, includes 

tho.e person. with Whom the respondtn t lllainte.weul a personal 

relationship 1~e., those Whom he could approa~h Without hesita­

tion d1reet17 in ttme o~ need and were 1n regular oontact with 



'In tenus of soo11,~1 intsract1cmal prooess the orien.tatiQll 

of the notions of natwortt ... denalty and diversity» whioh are the 

indices typifying the struatlU"u d1me:lsion of relational linka 

between members 1n a network, exhibit the fU.!lotions whieb art 

anelogotls to 'Homophily and Heterophi11' the notions that govern 

the prod&ss of dyad10 oommun1c8tion. 

Thee most i'unduentu principle of hUlum, cOUWl1oat1on. is 

that texchange of information .ost :t"~H.tU.n.tl1 oocurs bet'Wttft 

tren$ceive~s Who are socially homoph11ous in certain charact.r1 •• 

tics'. This may come about due to the basis of ehoioe betwten 

the interacting lndivid~al$, Who naturally IS em to gravitate 

towards others, like them$e1~1 beoaase tne, share common ~aninl8J 

viawpoint. and a mutual value position. in sQch cirQumstanc~. 

co.a:ltnunication bet'Ween them 1s 11Ji:el.y to be effeot!,,",111 }:IQmopbil1 

is:, therefore, believed to taa111tat?'} a more effect1'ft o()fblUn1ca­

tittn and oonsequently strengthen interpfJrsonal rela.t:1onsbipa. 

Similarly, the notion of network density refers to the 

extent to Which the Dltll!llberS of a n.twor~ are dit'eot17 inter- . 

oonneeted through one or the other type of r$lat1onel tie i.e. 

where a large proportion of the mlmber& in a n.t~ork know one 

anoth~r ani r4l1at1vely fev links bet_en the persons need to be 

uaut41 to ret.QD the grouP. This ij;~p11 •• that denae ne:twol"ks arll 



eo.mpos:ad of h01l1Ophilous link 1.e. densit.y capture. the extent 

of homogeniaty among the membfn'"e in tne net1JtOrk. An almo.t 

universal finding of network fltud1$s :1$ that, 'indiVidu.als who 

are linked are of comparable scato-economic status, stated 

Laumann and Pappi (1976157) end such similarities a<lqord!nl to 

them !aoilitates interaction by enabling reciprooal eXQhang~ •• 

Rogers (19311300) puts forward. .. pl'npos:1tion 'based on the conelu. 

s10n from reviewing researon~s, that social cheraQt.~lstica. on 

which MY t~<JO indiVidu.als are relll:tlvely hOMOphilou,s, are importan.' 

determinants of Who interacts in a. $y~';tamt And according to 

him, findings suggest that the contents of' :letwork 11nks af'tect 

the exact :locial Tariabl$$ ('i$termining vho interacts with whOtl. 

Higher density in a network m~ be an ind1cation tbat moat 

of the _mber." links are smong the ... 1 W$ rather than to other. 

outs1d$ the :I.:mnt~d1ta.t. network Where new information 80 often 

originates. 1'11us Yu (1983,597) round that high dena1ty 1n th$ 

person$]. networks or ilaigrants in Hawaii 'Iia$ negatively .related 

to the amount of information they had aboat a Tar1ety of $oci~l 

servioe alBnC1ea for ~grents in their community. 

:Furtner', high.,r value. or network density reflect greai;ett 

degree of tntAreonnectldneas among members and therefore owing 

to higher frequenoy of interaction between tbems$lves, tb~re is 

more likelihood of the memberl posses.ing the same 1nrorm~t1on. 

Tni, conform. to the observation by Dsnowsk1 (1976 t~S9). who 

stat •• that, -When the individuals in a personal network are 



highl, 11nk~d with eaoh other there 18 e higher rreq~.nc1 of 

information exchange among them, and are more 21kely to po,se,s 

the same information.~ He f"rther suggestB that the me.sur, of 

density provides a basil for inferring tbe potential for diV9rsity 

or information and entropy of me.sage types flowing in the 

network, thuS'll fl.S the dElu'ls1ty of network 1nof'9&ses the content 

entropy decreases (DanowSki; 1975). 

J'ilSt as densa n~twork.s tiU"e least functional in acquisition 

ot infor.~lati.on. baeal.lsa of their relatively being closed in nature 

and limiting ~$ memberl acceal to new 1nfo7~at1on. Likewise in 

term. of lewl 01' 1nvol~lIen.t also. deH •• networks restricts the 

m.ealOe1'" troJU l.'l.tel"aotlng With 1n4:LVidu$l$ other than those t;rQXl\ 

their network of friends.. This re~Jl.llt$ in comparat1oqely amaller 

network size and pl"'esu.me.bly le8$. diver,a r'$duQ1ng the 'Potential , 
for rt.w information to flow into ~e n.twork. 

Renee a dtn,. network is n~get1~ly rel~tad to both the 

1ew1 of 1nvolw!l'lQ~lt and a. -.rel1 as to tlcqu1S1tion of information", 

~E~~ Ja.laiIUa It 1& the de,ree to Whioh the members .f an 

indiv1dl.1e.r. network:: are hErt»rogenoas with ;raspl.$lat to certain 

social. oharaot4i1"1stloa. In ta.rnu: of socul network, d1'V&rs1t,. is 

a m.a.~ of 1001&1 het$rogeAG1ty of an individutls personal 

contaot tlxhib1.tsd OWl" ftriad dimensions It 

From the point ot vi.w of acquisition of information. 

ne\wo;rk tl1:ftrs1ty proVides an inde.x of the pot$ntial. for 



information input.. Therefore, a diverS. inwrp$raonal network 

is complementary to a diverse communtcation pattern, .. it 

provides its members the exposu:r. to va.rioJa kind of informatiOth 

Yum fS (~£)S4'lOa) stu.dy of i.ml:Ugrants revealed a s1sn1ticant, 

positive correlation between personal network diversity and le~l 

of 1ufor~at~Qn. Dervin (1911117) found that more diverts inter­

personal n~tworks allow for a greater va~1ety of informational 

input and are 1 •• s likely to consist of only ralati"fts or p«!tl"SOR 

with the Iam.~ edaoationa.l, oooupational Md ethnic baokground .. 

Wh11e from the d~mograph10 pOint o£ view, a personal 

n.twork comprising of me.bar. from ~yin, locietal ,tratum 

implies a wider soa1&1 context in ~ts ooapQI~t1on and the etrect 

Qr their social position and personal ch8raater1atics 1. of 

principl.$ irlportance. Silen diverslty oan be attributed to 

Ir.a~er social mobility and varied oca~pat1onal opportunlt1$s, 

possibll.itles of it l:Ieini more in heteNaenOUI letting, usual.l1 

fQund 1ft urban oentres .. 

B~t th. situation tn villagas 1s contrasting, oharacterised 

by high 18",,1 of' 1l.1i·teraoy and limited scope tor soclal !!.ltd. 

occupational opportunities eVident1y result in ver1 low variano. 

in the relevant .ooio ..... oonomic .ttribut$a. Vh1ch efrectl tht 

values tor d1~r.ity amon, the parti~1pants in network. Howsver, 

the spatial proximity to u.rban centres and with ,.,1der sttlplcyment 

opportWliti., for th. adjoining rural population, the possibility 

·of' d:Lver • .ity in c$rtain $oeio"'pel"'lonal and e'Conomic attributes 

i.$S #!ftitl1,patad to influ~nce the m.orphological end interactional 

!.atul"$$ ot 80,,18.1 network~ih. 
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Rogers is of th{~ opinion the,t for informfit1ofl 'to triokla 

do"m't 'there :;nust b~ optimal heterophl11 in a nat't1Ork. in which 

information $e~kin'~ dyads connect 106i vidua19 of 50mewhat diiS:l"" 

milar status but yet aimiltu" enough to facilitate effeotive 

oommunication. Bho'tttmik (1072) fou.ud that infOrJH!j,tion ~eeld.ng 

(about agr1(1ulttlrsl) links among IndiWl vi.llagers were mot'S 

hete:rophl1ou.s (on sooio .... ecollo,:iio stetus wld other ohlSl.racteristicfJ) 

th6n ,,,ere friendship 11nlts Q '1'h1s then amp].y supports the propolllt1 ... 

tion th~t the in1'o:t'f!lation .... axohanga or aoquisition in dyadic 

cCII:runur!ioation 1s related to the degree of diw.rsity (l1l~terophily) 

bet"I(Ull:l the transCei11€Lt"$ on 1~el$vant verts.bles. The d:i~rsity 

1nde.~,: would capture the extent to which p'3rsonal and soc1~1 

variables opal"'ate in 8, 300'11:11 net\\rork. If or the purp0i:1le or am:p1rial\l 

anEl.lysis, oontinuous vurin'olea such as aga, oCcu.pation, education 

etc& the standard deviation Qf the values of each network 

member on a. partioular variable would l.US BenI'S ti1 V'el"s1 ty i 1'1fb1le 

for d1ser~ts va:r1atllel; su.ch as o:s.ste; sex and relational 

eli Vl3l;'1s1 ty can be measuted by the r8 ~:10 ot each parsons. links 

whioh are different to the total l1uttlber· of 1.1nkth 

Therefore for neW' information to diffuse, an Ol)tional 

heteroph1ly on relevant sQclowpersonal variables m~8t $x1st 

wnong the networlt members" Accordingly; the relationship buttfeen 

div0)l's1ty and the lew~ or invol vament (lao. 1)9 l\lt,9SWIUltd to have 

a PQsitive assooi&tion. 



It r~sfGrs to th~ aW%'a,ge numb~r of relation-sh.t,p that 

enah memblJr; in a. ,j.ndlv1dusls personl,i,l nstworH:, h~s with other' 

me m,jer'lEI '1, the network.. It il1'lp11ens the extent of integrat1ol:'l 

in the relationship batwtlen the n.etwork other !nembers 1"e IA aplat·t 

fro:il the focal indiv1(.lu~1 whoSIli networl( is bo1r.1J~ o(m,s1dered l -to 

what ext,(~nt Q() the 'other net\ifork: tJl~mtie:rs maintain c rac.ipr;)cal 

1,:;1 to r ... re la tiQrwhip 'Hi th t)na $,nother $ 

grea of ral~.tionship is ,"il a.ttribute of th$ network and 

Ct i'uuctton or tllJ~ d1£)rud.t;y~ of tlflltt-r"rlt:;.. Bacause by itself' the 

density only partly rOtfleots nEH:''\,lork ~tr'uoture. There is all 

pOIsribilitier1 th$.~, two natwQr!-ts, with the same (i$ua1ty !lay 

diffar very m~eh because of the differenoe in thG number of 

,Persons in the natwQl"tt 14Oe .. , network si~e .Ia the larger of' 

the two t peoplo hl(.kve more raltl.tions vrith one anothel."" thtn in 

th$ sm~ller one \t UU.emauX' It'l'73 :47 ) .. 

'the meUlJara of n,,;)ti·YOrk. do,mdJ~J oOr'ca.sponds to the extant 

to which tho 'network other' mambers; i~$ .. excluding the i"o\')al. 

respo~1.dent, know each other Md have cO;l:mnlnioation links between 

them. l~ut degt'ae sign1fis$ the ext-ant of integrated relation ... 

ship that each .'l1aluber ,;4aintains "lith the other mamberS in the 

network. This relational !:au·am.eter h~s OEiH!ln considered ke$ping 

in mind the village situation, Whara normally eVdrybody .eem, 
,,~r:t~~:~~~':'~'rll' , 

to knoW' everyone else Md engage in $. aa611a,1 Qr samet n0rmatiw::, 
(, .'~ ....... J,r< ...... "'!)~ _ ,'\ 

// f "I', 
oontext or t.h$ other. ',But it is not neC0ssa:ry that ~ll:};b'er$ in~ ... · 

!r.'! _""I( II 

. ____.." ~ '"-,~ (rr 1:'-:>- . I 
\ .~,-. ~) \.~ d_ .. ;: ''':;~ ";: 

\ ' I,"', " ',~iC~ 



a pf.!,rt1cular individuals i1.etWQr!{1J ,·mula mai;'ltE,io. a r.>~ilreonl'l,l and 

iElteSl'~ot,cd r~1r:)Ltionsh1p amongst themaelves~ 

rrhere.i'o.!"Igl, de(,l,ree s:lgn,lf1ee th(~ ~ilxtant of J.1".l.tegration 

a,,;lIongst the; mE:l;jb~rs in kl. re:.n")ontlen:~ t n~~t\o1orl';;e '~bi$ 1.'actoI' hm! 

yet rec.aiwd SC£fnt ;tten1;.1on from ea:J:.'lier 'fOr~t:Jrs ne'lf'el"theless 

its rol~ does he:va ~~ign1flc~1',noe 'wf'Jen considored in the context 

of the social 6xchz;.nge theory .. 

The degree of relati.Ql1sh1p mnong the networ~{ mc:wbers 1$ 

p~r.ee1W'd to haw a positive asaociatlQn witl'} the l.$vel. of 

inV'olvemEm_t~ as it provides each member t..'lJ.e 11osa1b111ty 01' 

extending contacts with the other mamtH.:ll"S tfirtlt order sta.r·, 

through h1nh. This subsequently would enhailO$ the aocess to su.ch 

Gxtended 80'.11"'01&$ for tha Iac~.u1s1tlon of in.:for,l'lat1cn. Hence the 

degree of r~lat:ton3hip among tne net1Aork illE'$mbers 1s assumed to 

have a positive role in the a.oqu11S1tion of 1nformat1onlo> 

'i~bis rafe:rf.l -to the p;ro'[}ort!on of' nettrork members, t'l1tlQ 

"rere identified as the pr.1r.lle.ry SQuroe of 1nformat,ion by the 

It 16 genera.lly obs~r~jd that. in norDicl oircn}Jlls"tanoe.s, 

a ,person $fle>dng information ','lauld firs t apPl"ouQh someone from 

amongst his pe:rsQual (Joataots, batore he Q.pproachea tit f!lO.1ree 

Who itl not a member of hiS! n:3 t'Wo~k 11 dapand:Ln.g u.pon the urgenoy. 



it is assumed· that it wou.ld ha1fl5\ a negative in:fltumce on the 

level o:f lnv,:,l Wr:1Cr1t f'J'ld seemingly lil1i:t t the aocess to nttw informa. 

tion and, 1ntorpcrsoru;ll SOtu"ca~!fI otlle.r 1;han thQs~~ 01' bis net~1{ork .. 

Both these varietbl~s &I'O similar in zlstllc'$ mtc, ser'Ve as a 

ttlflaStlre ot' th(;; focal responder~t ~s extent oi' ~::q)o$url! ~/rith their 

ntl t'l?rork other members and p:ri,~~.'r'y source 01' infOl'::rUlit1on l"~!lpllH' ~1-

wly~ Howerve%~~ it do\?!s not necessarily ialiply hi£h 1ntansity in 

$(,cia,l :relatior.u~h1p~ 

Tbe i'l"e<;;,uenc.1 of int$:rflction is <hi obviou! GharsClt"eris tic 

expey,H,ted to, 'ht:.iI'e a rol{;, III socia:t n~t'.I1,(n"'i'l: and uCQ.u1~:1 tion of 

inforrne.tion.. Bu t c1n api te t.h1s 22Hlit5:!,'U.crpt1'J~1 tlllo' i ta e::tt~n.8i "m use 

by in terfuJtion:Lst sociolo'~ist,t the releT~nef) of frequenoy ()f 

intBraet10n hl,o been founct t.o be :11!]ll"r~int\1 in t1.st1;ilork analysis 

lEmd :ru~t"dly :reported in th$ caS$ 01' inforr:ult1on eo,qtlisttion. 

The 'proba'bls reason oi:)uld IF:: the oontllilxt.u~al. na,t~.tt'e of' the 

information end the extent to ~lcl1 it. 1s 111strum'~ntul Q).(Umpo~t 

to the member(s) in e. nat\\1'i::'u~;'C. ApEtrt from tt:d.s the sOClo""'P~YQho­

log10f.:l charEl.ate:rist1cs of th® ind,ivid.UEl.l lilte f;.tspirs.tio,o., 

a:ttitU(lfffi, achiewment motivut1oa md other personal fi:l.ctor of' the 

indivtdual Qould elsa have their i.rilflu$i1.ca on lir.1iting th!ili 

relevant contl'1blltion of the f'rtSlquancy of cont.act on the SUbJ~()t 
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undertSl.k:l!;ln 1n tho f~tud111 'By the a~,;m;':', logic, the frequenoy 

of :.;:oo.r;;: ,.:::t 1.s dratf)l'lllitl.~d by the morpholo3ical structar;>c of th~ 

n:,~tw.;n';'~: In!·,.:tI:!(~S oi dansl~;y ~:,;.n.{i d,i1"'::l'si.ty bain,;; th'i~ main "V"aJ:'iables .. 

D~;;l;'lS(3! n,-, t.~.wrlc..s 1.Joul.d itlvari(:;.oly hsv\~ 1 ts :m:.'ltnbers J.r.rtere.o tin,! 

'IIli ttl (l ; r.; ther (!toro of ten than aOmll;',t'G:d. to thos~) ,,"'ho he'1\7l'~ less 

d~}ntlO not.i:'101'ks, )I'oblE:JfLy on :r,{'cco:mt of tl?31;i:;,ti voly aree;taz> 

rllve.r.f.1:lt:y J.n th~ l(\tt~r.. '~h0refo:r\;!, frequ,enc!y of' aontaat is 

d.tl~·:::ctly r'elu.l~ed ,to d~:rn::'1':':"·1 ~~I>\nOJlr~ n.'.?! tll,.York lYlOillbers Md 

.t:fut, i:;' ,\;loula::, be prematuI"o to drf)."1;7 o.oi.'iclu.s1ons m.e-rely 'On 

the b(\,s1s or ue'tl·yorlr. strl"u:;:turfh :30eial and structl.ll"al Vt:,riabl.es 

t,h;,;: iJitl1'~'ldtu',1$ r.tl~lst, flot b~ ovr.~l:"loo}~Sd~ af~ timy t;,ro the undGrly­

:ln~~ factors '\-!hieh. execl.rta a ~11gn.1fit:~i::<nt eontI·:l.batil.Hl to inl'or~!la ..... 

1;',1on see :~1ni;:: beh~,iviou.r., 'r.h~l~\ on l~hG bttl!'ii~ of the o(.n t,;]"~'l t.'2l! of 

the netr..rork links, \.yb1cl1 is (.!Hantr[;J. to ~11 h'.,l.t~u.:.::t intera('1t.tOrt It 

the intert1oi;ing relationship 0,1' f~ll's dif':erent V8.:risJJ1SS, social 

net."!>10rk, personalJ stru.ctural., s tlEtt~us 11I [~nd communiaht1otl. of the 

plilrt1cipMts is po;rceiV€Hi in tartl1S of the lavel of' involwment 

end the acquis1t.1on of informat1onlli 

Based o,a th/:~ su.bstal1C!6 r'3v1(;1"t~;d :in t,rus cna,pte,1l' tl'lta 

app;rop:riEt.O vl.:.'ria.bl4Us and tho ):'EHH~at'eh J'l.::',thodology LollO'\t~ed itt tha 

present irrvestigation is d~ltailed i.n th':~ nri!;ct. GhEii.ptol"'l!I 



The premise of the study 1s tha.t social rele.t1onah1p. 

ex.1sting betYleen ind1rtduala is linked 'by coamunicat1on and 

the distinot!". teatures Qr aLlah relational linkq_. expllJ.n 

the natura of the existent communication pattern ~ tn. 

participants in a network. the study att.mpts to 1dent1f1 U. 

na twork variable. whioh distingu11hfUS the 0ollUmmicat1on 

struot.ure among mttmb&U'1 of the dirteren't oast.: , .. oup. in the 

village and explore th~1r potential tor acquJ.1"in& 1ntol"ut1on 

~lat1ni to dewlop_nt prOI1'"~8 elongwith other $l.1tleoted 

looio-personal and oo~1cation variable.. Acoordingly the 

soo1al network is being cOilCe1wd •• an interpe;r:JMal network. 

C!ompl'iling of the let. of' per,ons With Whoa the l"iUlpandut 

maintains a personal and regular 4louunioa.tion link. 

This Cbapter of tbe stady thel'"$~or«t has been deTOted to 

the di8culsion of .ethod ~~ ttohnique8 uled in the 1n~.tlg~ 

tiM, wtdeh for convEulience hal belen orltm1atd. und.l' the 

followings .ection •• 

t." Looale of the stUd, _d it. de.cription 

II. Variables and their .easurement. 

III. Method of' data ooUtctlon 

IV.. Sta:tiltleal Analysis. 
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The nature end object! vel! of the re,.u~~oh undertaken 

nece$si tated e. whole village apPl"Ot.ch as the east appropriate 

method to draw valuable inference .. bout tbe Itl.ldy" The crlter.1on 

for the selection of the village was al under. 

1. A medium sized, D1u.lt1c&st. villa,., \!he' •• ooio-eQollOldc 

and cultural teat\lt"'es Ihould be .. faa reprepntat1:w of 

the Villa,e conditions pre"a11ins :Ln tbe districtli 

n. The ViUag •• b.ould b4a con:ven1.n.tl1 loeattad f':ra the 

major de~lopmental related 1n$t1tat1ona, IUob .. th. 

block, bank, (looper-at! ft e(Joist1 ate. 

3. At lea.st some or tbe resid.ents in the Tillap ahould 

haw been bene:f'1c1arle. of the ongoing development 

p~ogrammes .. 

4. The researcher should be aoquainted with the loaal 

dialect and social custom. of the 'fill.ge, wh1O'b shoUld 

be cOftftn1entl1 located ao that frequent visit. coUl.d 

be possibll. 

With the above criterion in v1ew, the Village Palpur 

!<has in Ohako 8100k of Allahabad district, was selected· fot' 

collection of data for tn. ItUdy. A br1Sf description or the 

fU.ltr11t, blOCk and Village are pNsent4d in the an.lOofntding 

leations. 



Situated 1n the sou..th-eastllrn part 01.' Uttar Pradesh,. 

covering a geographical ar·aa ot 7,'255 $q.km.. which is divided 

into three reglolUJ, viz. Jamunapa.r! Gangapu end Doaba each 

having dissimilar topographic oondition.. fbe district cOrlsi.tLl 

of nine tths11s and ~g Eloeks. AS per the 1991 census, the 

total popula,t1on was 3?,C7,OO3 of wh1eh the rural populatIon 

being 30,f!3,~ accounted for 79.61 pereent of the total popltla"'" 

tion at compared to al.54 percent in 1071. The total numl:Her of 

villaS$a lire 3990 of vh10h 3,535 are inhabitated; the population 

density works out to 50S per .q. xa. 

An important demographio reature of the district 1s that 

the sohedu.led cute Ctml't1tute 10.15 pero.nt of tbe tot$.]. popv.l .. 

tion. TheJ total work force 1$ about O,4Jl,714 forminl 25 peroent 

of the total. popul.ation.. Agriou.ltttralists snd f'arla labourers 

constitute a~Orivor this ~o~k population and of it 74 pero.nt 

ar$ dependent oa land and land-baa$d aotivitiaa. Industrial 

workerl, trade. co=etae ~d allt'vi<uu. ~ concentrattd in All.ahe.ba4 

City and its .llburban 1ndul'trial ~astl 

The N .. I.B. Block, Ohaltka n. estebl::tshed in Apr11,ltlS9, 

sitUated in the south eut of Allahabad 9 knt $,way from it, with 

thEJ .u.bd1Y1sional beado.'Illl."te:rs in !arehrma. 



'The Block; has u~a villages ot which 94 are inhab1 tated, 

heving 60 ge,on sabbas and a n81a panchayat$, It eo~ra a total 

geographic ~ .. of 15,343 hactal"6s.. i~ccording to th. ltml C.U'lat:!.8 

the total population was, 9,8813 of which 46,800 "'1"8 lu!.lea Md 

4~,007 females. The IQh$duled c~st. numbe~d 25,639. ~ 

literate population is 21,714 of whioh 18.1~1 are male oonltitut­

ing 38.11 percent.. While 3,533 feme,1199 oonst:Ltuting only nine 

peraent of the totBl pop"lat1on. 

The n&t cu.ltivated area in the 'Sleek 11 9,143 ha. of 

which 3,854 ha,1s irrigated, the major sot.lrCe "inS the 1"1'1&1" 

eanu and tllb'ltell.. ~'our hundred and n1nty ,''ftn h$otares 

18 and.I" forestry and the area brought under ttl. tor other than 

agr1cult\lX"a 1s n,449 he-. The IOU is .and, loam and alluvial 

type With an ennu;al rainfall of 1200 - .. 

The Ou.ltivated a:t'8:a u,.'''u,!.r the three major cropping 

season a." &$ tOlloW' Khar1t (4,012 hal. Rabi (5,,~34 ha) and 

7.&111 (447 ha). 1!he bNakup of' different category ot cu.ltlvatol'1 

is as follows; D1arg1nal ... S.~51, entall ... 14,180; ?, to 3 ha--S83, 

3 to 5 ha .... 3S; end 5 ha end aboft .. 201111 th.l'ero~e bjor1t1 

of the farmers cQm.pr1$G of smUl end marginal land hold-fll'" *' 



Within the :Block area, following instutions @xi8t 

proViding various service II 

G rame'n Btmk 

Coop8rat1~ Soc1etiea 

'Markets 

1 air P:ric. Shopl 

Agr1cultLU"s Seed store 

Veterinary Bosp:1tal 

Artificial In8emminat1on Centre 

StoQ1alan Centre 

Maternity Hospital 

J:; Wllil1 PlaMing CElnt:r81 

~r~d10 HosPital 

Prinuu'Y School. 

Junior High School 

High School and Inter~ed1ate 

Post 0:1'1.0. 

One 

Fift.en 

One 

lt~ort1 two 

Seven 

'l'hree 

Six 

There ua ten Tillage d •• lOJ)laent Offloe!". e aQh OO'ftU"1ng 

.1% to seven v.1U,,&GlJ. ThG major development progra.1UUt be1.ns 

aplsmen"d b1 the Blook Within lIh1ch all the aotivities are = 

I) Inte,ra'Md RlU'al Dewlepment f'rolX'.... (1.R.:O.l?,,) 

11) la\.1on61 Rural Bapleywtnt PrQsr~ (,N.lt .:3 .. P .. ) 

iii) f~~ RtU"al l'Ol11Pl to~ Be 1£ '_lo"_nt (1' "R .. 1' .8 .. :~ .M II) 



The Integrated au.ral. De'f$lopment (I.Jl.D.P.) wal 1n1tiat~ 

in 1980-81, in the beS1nninS: th$ Z1aUl ttlru..t ",.. direoted to 

agrioulture and animal huabMd:ey but aino. 1.9~-93 the emphasi. 

tamed to Industrial B~s1ne,s and Serviae Section (ras). The 

d1str1b~t1on of benefioiaries under the dirferent _cheme. of the 

I .R.l}.P. tor the period betwel'l 10go.19S7 18 giftn 1-8. urtdert 

Component 80-81 91 .. 82 aa-SS 83-94 S4-B8 SS-S6 .e.!7 

Agrieultun 98 70 139 1153 1!8 91 61 

Animal Husbandry 7 134 129 9a .. 47 56 

Minor Irrllation 11 13 ~4 .. 10 11 3 

Ind~$tr1al Busine •• 11 159 573 373 4U 114:7 714 
(IDS) 

lfctal. 1M 378 Sel eall 665 696 1M 

Palpur Khu, the ville.l. IIUllec'ted tQ!," the atud1 18 81tu,$.t4lJd 

on the bank. or the 1"1w1' Juwu., In a SQUth ... flU/U.t of the cit1 

or Allababad. A 1.5 kB., u~t~led road connect. the villas. 

to the National H1gh'We;y. Cowr. an area of MO acrel. with a 

tottll cultivated area of 382 &eres of which only 131 aore. are 

irrilflttd by the R1'f8r Canal and t'!51 allre. "!lUlUa unir1"ige:ted", 

Of the remaining area, 131 .. oreal are uncultivated. 5 acre. are 

CQ'V'IJr&d by a pend, 6 dNS of tallo'll land _0. 95 acre. are 

affected by flood. during th. IDQn.oon.. Onl1 a portion. of the 

Villag' hal the fulli ty of .. treet .;Lllht 0OQl1t'Sct1on. 



The vtllag@ ha~ a population of ~74 people. 5a2 male, 

and 45~ feI!1ale.uh Sixty three are ot the higher eat.te. 697 of 

the bacl11lard and. f!14 belong to the lIeheduled oaste it' In all. 

there are 161 households. 

The literacy lewl 18 wry low with only S83 mal •• Md 

17 females Who art literate. the Villa!' hal nQ school. 

Acoording to the cast_wiae distr1bat1on of households 

there wert 43 famUi.. r~ the higher cute, eo i"rca the baoJarte..rd 

caste which comprised of 1;) CU.treHnt Jat1. 8%'OUPS and 3a tro. 

ths scheduled cast$e comprising of 4 J at!. gl'OUPIh Farming 1$ the 

major occupation followd by gowrnment ser'fioe Md 1nde-pendent 

oocupation slloh as grOQ6f'Y Inop, paan, aloth, end 0101- repair 

shops .. 

there are 4. large tarrae:rs fJaQh own1n, ten acre. or lIOrft J 

16 medium tameI'I aaohOillnini f1vt to ten aorG$ or land. 79 small 

farmers with land holdings bet~en one to tift $01'$'. 3'; -" 

marginal landowner. with 1. sa than one aore and 19 were land-le .... 

T:be village panch8J'at is. 4om1na.~d by the h.1gher cute 

na.m.ely; Brnhmin,a tnd Thal!u.rs W'hile the othe:r oflat •• represented 

tlJ."8 Ni.bad and Obmnar. The .1h"e.hm1ns have a strong influence, 

p&rt1oularl1 in obtaining financitJ. loana and 81". the Min monel 

len4e:rlt. 'lb. lU."had$ (fishermen oallte) are the larpst Single 



J a.t1 gronp in the village. the schedul.ed anIta members and 

thair laad~Jrs were more aligned to the Thakur faction, but 

did not have any 81gnifioant role in the Village affairs. 

Instead they inclined to }ww stronger ties 'lJf1th extemal 

so~r~e$f who were providing tnem with employ~.nt opportunities 

&nd financial assistance. 

The village haa a poor record for having a bigh nnmber 

of d9fa~lterl Who ha~ not rep_to their lQan borr~d from the 

bank end the villal' .coopera.tive Sool.ty. "the; villhP lhanohaya\ 

did not maitltain .. record 01' thost- who obtained lrU;? 10M. bllt 

from th$ Block reoorda the followinl information about the 

benefic1arie. who had Qbtsin.ed loans and th.i~ bre~p Wlder 

the different sQhemes, 11 gi van belQ\u 

1IK-::1O. ~aa-.fJZ. 

AS.r1cu.ltllf';a 1 I) 
w 

Animal H~lbandry .. . ... 

In~u8tr1el Ru.1ne., and 
S.r~c8 Saot1on(IBS} 

34 ~6 

In agrioulture_ tbe ben$:r1c.ihl"1'~s ware siwn lOalll for hand 

operated ehatfQutter. In the case of ISS, the loans vere 

fumished for the ,urohue or boatll J fishing nets, oloth 

ven.ding., barm. oart{.kka), pan :thop,C1cl e repairing tools, 

lOlJ.d.peak~u!· set, four 'Wheel carts tor tranllJporkt1on and 

c_1. 
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By ~ of extension and educational aotivttl •• ; the 

Bloak: has not conduoted any aotiVity or pr-ogramme in the villa, ... 

Instead the Agricultur~l Institute has b.~n the only aleno1 

oarrytng out aome exteneion progrruL~QS which consists of field 

demonstration and distributIon or leeds and fertilizers under 

-the agates of the Lab.to ... Land. :proir~e. The ~·.[orld Counoil. ot 

Chu!'clhes has sponscrad. a r·~l.r~l deftlopmifultf programtl1$ tor 10ung 

farmers, preschool ohildran md rural. 1iomen \lhleh is cur1e4 ou.t 

'throilgh thi! 10Utli 1,'li1";:.19r9 Clu.b a.'ld 3h1sbl.l V1·~a.s I{e~d:ra 's. The 

vurious ex-tension liLct1V1ties ooo.dl.u:rtad i; .. 101ttde vl11a&8 and 

in.tit:.1t1onal trainings, field and hoae der!).onstration tmrl 

screening or relevant film shows relatini to a,rloultu~$ and 

11 vestoC;{ managet:a.ent.. SeWing-kni tting, nutrition and ilietary, 

:lreventlw health ~d hJiiene verI tlle a.peets te.ken up nth 

the 1tTo:ruen members .. 

The Tillage had one TV set owned by a Brahmin youth 

lead!)r Md about 35 to 4::; ~rQ$nt of th~ hou$ehold. had tran.!.· 

torat however printed material vas abient. 

II. imt~kmi .Ati~ ... :mn; .Hr.amm~iliI 
the varia.bles selected for the stu.dy are pNsented below 

alongwith the measu.rttment taahniqu.es u.s.d., 



(a) 

(b) 

YAt~tt:tu. 

f.fu::Umll 
1) Jql-

2) Edlloat1on 

3) FUlily Type 

~Sl"r .. e';2UQri.Q. 

4) vecupat10n 

5) Total la.'1,dQwoed 

S) Soclal participation 

7 ) Composite Soeioeconcnaic 
statu. 

(0) QQIIQD&;ltign 
S) Coamopo11 ten&ss 

9) Mass MEidia Ole 

(d) iijaull1!Jl 
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~hronolo,1o&1 a,_ 

Scar .... signed .. per the 
Zoeto ... "~conomic Scele of' 

1"rivedi and Pareek (lOSS} 

with necesl$ry modification 

Scale developed by Ernest(lS13) 

Sched~. d$yelo~ed for the 

pu.rpose. 

10) Extension A~gen.t Cont&et Schedule dewloped for the 

:1.3.) Part1e1paticn in 

ixtensiou Aotlv1t1el 

(e) tntgI:1I13U.QQ .§ru&nl.1 

l~) Proportion of network Value based on the proportiOn. 

.ember. who a.rve u of :respondents network ,d.ze 

p~1mary .aurae of 

.. intoNation. for eaQh 

rilulpond-n.t. 



l3. Extent of EXPCUJ11N wioh 

each respondent haa With 

his P:e1mu1 .oure. ot 

Information 

14. Information Acquisition 

Seor$. 

(:r ) §QQ1.IJ... it.~' 

15. ~ietwcrk Sip 

16. Frequency of Oontact. 

17.. Level of Invol ".llltnt. 

18. Relational Di~rs1ty. 

19. Ocoupational Di~r.lty. 

ao_ Educational Diversity. 

~l~ Oaete Diversity. 

fm. Den. it,. " 

as. Degree of relationship. 
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Schedule de1810ped 

ro~ the pllrpo.$ 

Schedule d.~loped 

tot the PurlKUI. 

Sched~16 developed 

for the purPO.8 

The left1 ot involwMnt and :in.forma.t1on. aoqu.isition were 

the dependent Tariable fer the analY8iS of tb. social network and 

information acquisition aspect. respect1val1. 

~lsaEUi~, 11"111\111, ,.'WllIA», JltQ114JU:1 

The metllod and prooedure tor the M.aSu.N_nt of each or 
the ""1'1&\)161 al*$ elabOrated ... under t 

A.. UlmmAL UlWLII 
The w:r1ab.lea' inelu.ded in thia ,roup "" 8.,$, education 

Md :-111 t,.,. of _db. of thl •• ~.ot&d "spend.n.ts. 
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1. W,# API Was operationalisEH! as the ohl"Qnologf..cal f'ull 

years completed by the r.spond~nts a.t the t:tme or 

interView. It was determiniied by aa.l<ing them as open end 

q!lGst1on. 

!l.. ~lt;tgn.3 '~duC&t1on '!,ras op.srat1onalized as tb'! number of 

yee.Ts of fOr'u61 SCtlooling: atta,;:lded by the responden:ts. 

The score. assigned to the varlo1.ts l~wle of ed .. lcat1on 

are presented in Ap~endix I. 

3ll ~'.a~ ,~.tH# The: faily type wall dlobotorl.1zGd into 'joint t 

and tnuelear' famili.es. It was operationiJ.ly n\.EHi1111Urad 

by the 6ES scale t presented in .hppendix I .. 

A nuolear family is oomposed of memgers of only one $dalt 

ooup~e inoluding minors and dependents. 

A Joint .family is (lompo.ad of two or tIlol'. married aouplt'HlJ 

11 V1ng under a co_on roof .banng a Joint cooking place. 

Amongst the looio.aoonom1c variables inoluded in the 

SES scale; occupation, total land holding and Bocial participa­

tion were conIJ1(1e:red a. I!Ulparate independent var1ab~ea env.tsaged 

to have SO~$ be~ring on tne re$earch problem under etudy. 

4.. 2Qgl&'Q~Uga c An occupation 11 e. social :role that i.m 

determ1n$d br tbe len$ral diVision ot labour within a 

soo1aty~a set or activities cente~d on an $Qonomic rol$ 

and \.11".1111., .$:lociated with euning a 111'1ng. It 1. 



en importe:nt fEl.ctor defiriinJ: it person's soc1~.l. pr&stlge, class, 

position e..nd. style of lite.. Oco',lp~,t1on w~s op~1r8tionally Mel.$il:rad 

by the sco;res nQs:tgnQd as g:tWXl in Appl,~nd1x I. 

5i1 I2teJz ,uiQ!t"Qtm!i11 Land owned refers to the total acres of 

lend poss8ased b1 a respondent end wla8 .1'fl$aDl.l!"liIQ by an open ended 

question. The unit of ~and ineaaurem,ent in the area of stUdy was 

'blgha t
, Which cQnsi~tad or 20 bisval. ~he total area of land 

possessed oy a respondent was converted to the st~~dard unit of 

'aores' and soores awarded as par th~ BES seale, whIch 1s ei~n 

in Appendix I ... 

G. §QQ:til",;gW~!'Q51tl~:' The sooial pa:rtiQip~tion rlll.rill to 

the raapondents' relatiVlt invol'wl:41erlt in formal or\:gu11zat.ion~ 

operational in the rtllage or .Dlook al 8, member of offioe bl8 .. ~r 

wit.h regard to holding the position throu.gh nommetlon or 

seleot1on snd wa.s measured according to the EBG Icale d6ftloped 

by l'ri'Wdi (1963) it t.J'e1ghted ~oore wa. assigned to eaoh ('uIJ:tegor:r 

as given in Appendix I. 

7.. §QS~~Jg,~~~,WU. It r*f'era to th(~ poeltlon El. 

respondent oocupies in comparison to otbers With relSlpeet to Ms 

material possEUJlition. Qcou:PE..t1Qt~t social ptU"tlcip~t1on in the 

formal Qrgenl$atlons~ The !~EG so-ale vaS modified for t3C0r68 

aSligned to caste groupinfh material PCSSEH'Ioion farm power and 

auimals pOlsessed and education. Alg~br1c sum Qf .GQres on all 

the items oon't1ttttad. the total soo1o.eeono:"l'l1e ,core of the 

r',pondent., 



The so~io ... econo;-ne stE!tUS ?leores of nll th~' X'()spondar;,ts 

ranged from S .... 4t"" '111 :lBing t.hlJ;l w,e1!t'hted UUIlu18,ti ve f"{1,lenoy 

m.ethod, thEJ 'total wtightocl Oil ~ulet1w fre~~anC1 for 811 the 

respondents was obtainedll In ol'"der to delimit the respondent$ 

into high, rltedillrl and 10\11 !u:)c1o.ecollo.'1.'lio st~tus Ci,tegory;. tht!l 

tottil 'Vreighto(l eumLtla,tl"lim fr,':w·J.l!no;y was divided into thl"$s equal 

p~rtllll 'Mle respOl'),dents having (mJwlat1ve frlH':u,0tlCY falling in 

~he fir,t pa~t formed the group of low socio~.Qonomle .tatum 

(5 ... 1042).. The respond_ntIS havin~ ctlmult.t1w !HqWll'l'lOY ff~ll:1n1 

ill the middle part (11~6-1935) form the grau.p of 'med.ium' So.oio.­

eoonomic atat\Uh 1!he rtuna1ning l"fu!pondents cwrullatiw f;t'equ~ncy 

score tall1ng in the la!9t part (~151"'1'31?~) fUl'.lled the grollp of 

high aoclo-eaonomic status. 

c. ~~g'~~2n • ilt§iji~9Q~li~I2~1I 
a. Q..g!m~l.t!nI.IA$ The telt"'l1 refer$ to the de.res to Which th~ 

respondent had the opportunity to go out of his village tor some 

Pi:u'potte and. thereby be exposed to or interaot 'With others, CGlI~ ... 

po1i tens •• vas tmperically mee.8ul'ed on tbe four point coot~n'.qm 
" I ~ '.", "j : 

developed by Ernest {1073}. 

The d1fferc:m.t c;:entres or Y:1s1.t enumerat;$d were not of 

unifQrm distanoe trom th. village of tht reapondents, ~9 centrG$ 

8,l$Q dl1'fe:.Mtd in their 1tnportanae from the point of viev at: their 

association in I~ way or the otb4al'" ;~1th denlopmtfJn t &lot.t vit1e8 

Md $vailab.i11ty of infol"1.llatioD" 



By sslting the respondents open .,ntl qacull tion g r~l!.1pons.e 

for each centre was o'ntained and the ~~eo:M'ts WEIrs totalled anr! 

'te,~{en as the '0ol:uilopoliteness' SCON~ of t.he respondent... The 

soore assigned for each centre under e~ch point of t,ne eo,nt:f.nllUlll 

is gi van ill tha !~prHi~i.;,dlX t. 

\h UHIU.12l.i ,tb.iill~ ,.QSU1;t;l;lQ.1 (itAC) I It refers to t'118 number 

of tiuns the re.spondallt he.d contaot or wal villtad by th.e $U'~·l.ete(i 

d$wlopmer'lt perSol1.telO.t' the Bloolc f'J'lJl gowrnt1J.ent furtct1ona.ries 

"Hho are a8societfld with rural developm~~nt "programme~., One point 

was awarded for each contact of the respondent with each perlonnel 

raspeati-v&ly during the period of $1x month!! precttding the date 

or intervistl. The total nu.."!lb$!' of Qcmta(tt$ lIad,€~ up th!3 acgrela.te 

BOOr$ of the res!)ondent fer taxten:8iOtl agent oontact"" 

10.. ~t:tsl:bR~run mJ~Aan.nQJl, ASUi;.nUUtpr~A) : It refers to 

the JUl!.rt.iQipation of It :r4H!l~)ondEUlt in seleoted extenaion activities; 

namely, ~m.onstratio:ns, Kuan Goshti J :f'armers Training Cups ~ 

K1aan l'4ela, end ed..:.toat1onal tourl1l. Th16 variaallt was emperically 
of 

maasll:red by giving l\ soor!'(h$ tOl" $8.ch of' the activitiea in 

which the respondent repo;rted to haw part1alpat;,':.(i in the lE.st 

on~ year preceding thJ da.te of interview. The total :IH:!Or& tor 

each respondent we$ tbu$ 'Obtained by th9 type or soo~ into the 

numbe,X' of' timea tbat the: individual participated. 

11. 1111 Mid •• .YU.! ThilJ rattI'S to the different t1pea of 

ma •• media sourQ~a Which tne re.pondent used r$gularly or was 

ezpOltEH:i to * nam'l1J the Radio, looaJ. newspaper ~ television" 
,. . 

4 e..,lopJU'll t or $XMlU)iM fUIUJ ,or video f 1lms. and $xt$naion 
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'pub~1ot:.t1on m&,ter1u $glll plU>1Pblet~t ef',I~'r~~/po~tsr!:II i'oldeI·S 

etc. which would have been dif)tribut~~d b1 locally ot:'l!!tratlng 

agencies or Ulc.u:!kll 

~h,o s31e~t'9'd :1J~d W$~ 11£ltrtQ and its 1J.m~ measured by 

ta.t.H~n8 oj" a :3 point eontimum whieh wafJ given SCONIIil 'fine SCOl"3 

obtained for each of the :S1;)lect<f:~(l r:iediWlU'J va,s adtied. tG lL'1o Ottt 

t!"le tote-.l $~Or0 of the r08ponde:ztl naeilS ~edJ.L. ;jf.l~~ '" 1'b6 sc.o~. 

for Qaoh point on the GOnt:.!tilUm e-lui.n,st ~'Ul~4 m.ediilill 1£1 included 

in the APE:endix I .. 

'J~h1$l "tel's to the :person~ in tile net\(o:r~t miora thQt 

respondent identified as hls reg~ar and prisary source of 

info I'mat ion cfI 'me i::lOaSu;rome.'1.t of this 1t"'ariable VaS co(aputerl 

by taking the pGrport1on of suet!. l:lI!!HllberS owr the tot~l n'!.lllb':lt" 

of members Qo,nst1tJ.lting thE&! natvor!t ,ize 01" the responde~lt. 

/:4 h1ghel" TUu.e of thiS! index d§:.m.otes greater dependence 

for i:nfor.tlation illput on net"lork raetAbers" ~Jhile lowr valu.s 

are indicative of lassot' deptmdel:.-za fot" 1nfOt'tll.t1.tion from network 

memb(u~s, invari(1.oly l.avin~ optio~!s tor "the 1l'l.dlTldu~l to $eek 

interpersonal !Jou.r:;'!e! !:rO~l otller 't,;,hall thO~0 ot his n-ettwQrl-t 

lUEnllbe rl! .. 

13<t' b;~mt,q'.lJ;al.w:t. It rllrer$ to the amplitude of 1~lter"" 

aot1onal opportunity that the 1"esporu1ent haG with $aoh or the 

ind1V1dtUlll whO.·bJI 1dent1tlfulJ al his pr1nuiry sourae of' in:tcu."ma ... 

tj.oa~ . 



Thls was operationalised by alltin,~ each X'$IPQndent !ttl 

open nd ouest1on, thew often does ha meat with eaoh of hl~ 

source ($) t. A :!'Qur point ira.ter'Val index va. developed 'to m$S,tHl1'9 

the fl'Gquenoy of contact.. The f;reflutney 1Ul!1 t.he cor:rflurponding 

score tor each 18 !~1 wn as follows J 

Daily ,. , .. ~); 

often in the w~ak -(3) 

once in a week -(~) 

less often ",,(1) 

The composite frequency index wa$ oomputed by the sum of tb,e 

yroduc't of the nu~ber of inttrp&:rsonlil aO:ll'oe in eae:h co:tego:rl 

of exposure a.nd i.ts Icore. Th1J3 composite score \l{4Ull d1v1os(1 by 

tlla total number of individuals ident!tiGd 6$ $Ol.ll"oes of informa .... 

t.ion" The maxir.lwn .... m.1n1mu.m 1"&lge of the extent of etpQsure wat 

.:1 to 1; higher vuu.e indieatEUJ g:r~ate:r exposu.,re of th. r$lIpondent 

with his aOlU."Qa of :1.nfot'r.t1tltl00. 

The information acquisition soore fO~ $ach respondent 

was opera.tionalised by asking him an open tlndsc qaestlon,ttWhat 

are the dewlopment progr~1 tha~ are eurMlln tly implemented by 

the Rlock?~ on identification of t.h~ pro!ramme(s). the next 

at$p va$ to enquire how much the respondent ~ew about the 

progra_e, its deta11t:td knowledS., by tlaldn,,-; another Si_~t Qf 

questions, the re.pons!lJs to w1eh we:re thtm $.Bsignad scor~, It 

vas cU',,)liputed With. the belp Qf a ~point cOrlt~. which is d 

tollo'Wsq n.~1r heard ,of ... (1)1 aware "but do not know ~('3.)f aw~ 
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nnd kno1,J sometb1n:.:; .... (1}~ £:.%1(1 !~'.iare f~~} J.Cl\)'1i{ '1011 ... (",1:)111 ..id3 

prJl" the officiul racora.s 01 tbe Ch~.kKa, Block the ~'ollQ:W':tllg 

davf)lQpmen't. pl"O,r;rammes were beln'; itnplemented: 

«(\..) Integr6.ted .aural Dewlopment ?l"ogra~ o:n.t) 
(b) :Ja +,iOLUil Hurttl J:mplo1r.lent P;tt'cgr;, :.mne t~R.:P) 

(c) 'rra,1n1dg of Rj,rtLl l'outh for Self ~~mplo.7ment (rHYS~;~O 

In ease of the 800ial nat't>lork indies:! used fOr in.terp:retin~J 

the oo~nlnunlcetion str;lctur9, the bts1c unit for the rutmlysi!t ~rE1 

the respondents who constitute the Ll:.'1i verse ot: the study_ ~. B 

stated eau.·ller, the notion of so~ial network: 1s U88d 61ynonymously 

with 'interpersonal nat~JlQl"k t, oomprising of 1ruilv1:1u.~:~ls with 

whom the respondent has eoD.'t.l:t1un1oetion 011 _r;orsonal lewl.. 1:hl 

orientation therefore is b!Ailed on the 'personal n9 twork t i.e II 

looking at rflUi()h respondents 1til:ted.1ate sooi~l relationships with 

other members and the oharacteristios of these social tiofl from 

the point of.' v1ev of the l"Ispondent. Thus the netvork orj.ginates 

and ends with the respond$nt. th$ analysia was aecordingly 

limited to w.nat Barnes (1969) te~med as fprtmary start, Whioh is 

the set Qf' direct links tha.t a person has with others Who 

invariably constitu.te th(9 t pr1:milJU"', zone t of the n~t'ro:rk~ 'r11& 

reo:tproQ1ty Of rela.tionsbip was not conI1d€u .... ~d for the anr~lys1s 4 
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The saleotsd teat.ures 'Which conBt 1. tl1ta the social n$t~10r~( 

indices haw been considered primarily for the,ir &,1!Ulft.Un:ed contri­

bution to the level of in.vol.vemflm't. Md the acqu.ilit1on of ird"orma­

tion. These have been listed SQbsBqUentlYt de,cr1bing clearly 

their operational meaSu.remant proeedl.1.re :f'ollowd to oompute the 

ind1vitl1.Ul.l v~.lua for th(l respondent en th,]se indicae respeotively. 

1) Net~orlt S1Ztl1O 

11) Frequenoy of contactt 

iii) 1i1a.ture or Social Exchange '" 

tv) Relational D1vars1ty. 

v) Occupational Diversity. 

vi) :$dtH;wp,t1onal lJi wrs1 ty. 

vii) Cu tA :ti varsi. ty 4' 

viii) fie t'lork Dens! t,. IjI 
1x) Dl'g:tee of !te lat1onah1p 

'.1.... ~ i .u'.¥WQ~ ,,1*11,# 

ThiS refers to the numbar of per~ml' whom the respondent 

mentions that he most otten interaats on a p.rsonal ~ev&l. Thi. 

was operat1onal1zed by asking the ra~pondsnt an open ended 

~~.lt1on; 'Who are the persons with Whoa you most often interact?' 

a) in 1~ villa,~ 

b) ou.tlide your v1.u.,e., 
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(please indioa.te the persons whom 'yOU OM appro&ch without 

hesitation in time of need or help, ~ld al well as maintain 

regu.lar SQcial aont!l.ot) '" fRegI.11f,l'· !"Iater$ to a personal. 

contaot of at le(Ast on.ee in a period 'Of 15 days: on a:l .. wrage. 

The total ru.L"l1b;])r of su.eh persoos :!entioned by the 

respom:ients t measured the size of his n.e't'WOrk. 

Th121 "fers to how Qrten the :respondent normally inter' ... 

acted with each of his ru)twork members.. Th.e f:re~"en.ey an,f the 

oorresponding Icor~ for each 1s as tollowsa 

a.) Onoe a day 5 

b) !J~vereJ. times Q wek 4-

c) Few times a month :9 

d} Once a month 2 

&) Few timEUI a 1ear 1 

The tf'uq,u.enoy of' cOmtnunicati()n. wa$ metJliurfIJd by the sum 

of trequ~nQi$s acro.s all the parlon8~ i.e. Type saore x number 

0;( .rletworlt members in eaoh oategory of fNqu.enaYIII This 

composite SCQre was then d1viddd b.v the net"AOl"lt a1t;e of the 

r$spondent to reduce the influence of it on the frequency of 

cQramunicatloth Therefore, the score TBlues closlr to .5 implied 

a. Irillate.r.rrequ~c1 of interaction tha.t the respondent had with 

h.is nttwork memb1i)rs en an averagli14 



'rh1s refers to th-o natura of £!oc1al interaction t.ht;,t the 

respondent ~110St often angages with eaoh of' hta n(~twork rlttmbers III 

It was operationalised by eateg~ris1ng the ~sponse, al!lJ r 

( 1) 

(i1) Soo1al 

( 1ii) Ocoups.t1onal 

(i v) ACi:riso:r1 

... cUr:Ct:tss p~):rsonal m~;ttfJr 8~ut lIfelf 

or conee.m1r1g th.,'!: r~1ly .. 

- get togeth\~r a.~d discuss ganetal 

affairs. 

~ dlscnHZlo lfitspacts. rel~,ted to the 

oocupnt1on or wor}c one doeslI> 

.". seek 'Opinion or Views on issues 01' 

i:mPQ.rtancelII 

The score \"&, (W!11pU,t, d by th2 tote.l number of categories 

of' social (liI;!Chexlge overall t.he net,'iITOrk :Milrnbe:rs,. e .. gi\! in s network 

aize of 4. if the type ot: 1ntet"ect..l'onlal ~lt¢hangr; amongst the 

tour members was only personal and $oej_~l in nat.ure, than the 

aco:re will be ~" 

This total soore COt1st1tutes the 1111$1 of 1nvo1.wment Qf 

the r~spondent with his network ~mberl!l! in general", ThEIl maximum 

and minimum :aCOl'a ranged from '" to 1" Higher values 1n4ie~~t. 

Ireater level ·of 1n.vo~V$lIent maln1.1,g w:ri(~d ty.,es of ,_,.age 

content 1s contained in the 1nt~raotiQn batWtU'l the respondent 

Md his n&twp~k membe:rs~ 
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Howwr II on the !neU vidual level, it oan bli ,eolilput.ed by 

taking -the proportion of different typall of .interaotional 

content thfLt respondent, reports to Elxchat1.Ia with each of' the 

net'dOl"k other-8. High0!' the I QorlE: 19 , hlgblJX" the lliwl of 1nvol.w­

msnt between the dyadl", It allo ind.icates w'l;eth~l" th(t oOIll:iW\!.Ca­

tion link between thllil dlad 11 :w:lt1ple or Wllpl'lx in natu.re .. 

liature of nlatiol1i!Ll tie, oC<lupati<.rn, lllw1 01' fhiillcat10n 

and o$ste w\,u:". the seltlct'ted ~.i .. ble" on 'Which the frxtant of 

4i~rslty ~ong the network oth.rl vas determtned_ 

This refers to the c!:i.fferent t:I'P!:Hi of relationShip 

that the respondent has \lith i9s,eh o1~ the network: membel"" indivi­

dually; the d1f!ermnt clitegory of' relat:ton.llhlp$ that a nu'tpon .... 

deilt o~n haw with his network mellbers are f 

i} Relation 

11) I:t'riend 

iii) Ntd.ibbov 

iv} Occup&t1onal oontaot. 

the oper&t1onal measaremant Of the relational di~rsity is th$ 

total a~b.r of difterent relationships m8nt1oned in each 

netvol"k wiQb \}ItCOW1UJ the indiViduals own score for r.lat1ona1. 

di11e:r,t'by. 



This refe:rB to the different, occupa.tions of the 

respondentts network ~mber •• 
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It va. op$rationally measured by al81gning the .core to 

each type of ocoupation. The ICONS U$~ilU1 were in accordenclO 

with the Trivedi Sooio-Econo~c Ztatus scala (1963). 

The vll:rianee of the occupational statiJ.1S of the network 

~.berl was obtained by totalling the frequency or score values_ 

rhe meM was Q01IPu.ted. by diViding the aUl'lt 'O! score 'V'alu.s by the 

net'W'O'rk sig.. Subtract the !Wean ve.lu. from each individual 

oeoupat1on SCQre 'f't1.1ua J square the 1"6.1lltant value t the sum of 

th·;2) se valults are then d1 vid.a by tbs l'utt"lork slZ$ to "duo. 

the effect or it. this Qon~titutes tb& occu.pa.tional diwrs1ty 

of the respondents netWQ:rt~* J:he more var1QUa8 i •• It largel" 

v~luls, the more divers$ the netwQrlt in terms or the oecllpat1one.l 

sta.t.u. of the network memberl. On the cont:tf-r;:r, lover values 

imply that the respOndGnt8 netwo:r~ member. dQ not vary much in 

their Qccup~tional b~Qk"round* 

UWJ&l1JmIl .. ~ll"U. 
ru. reters to tn.. Elxtent of varianoe the:re is in tn. 

level o£ $ducatiM of the respond6nts network mEUllbers. !i'l& 

Yari~ee value was used as a ~aaure of eduoational diV$rsity 

of tht _.mber' :b't the n~t'W'orkll\ Tb4 operational. meUUfQ_nt 

P::OCtt411d lAO,ttU" 'lid t~ laM d ltd don. in the OS-. of 

e· •• pu.t1n1 tit. 04hpat10tU'u 41 wrsl ty... ~h8 SCOHI um$d were I: 



il1iter~tQ - 1 

upto middle $ n 

upto intermediate - 3 

Gra~te - 4 

79 

J .. respondentl n~two:rk .1.. considered to be more d1wrle 11' the 

varianoe value obtained i8 hiib i.e., the members in the 

respondents net~~rk are diverl9 in their l.~l Qf od~cation. 

It reters to the number of ~er.onl b$longing to different 

caetes other than that of the respemdElints. A networlt 11 aon81der­

.,(1 more divarse if it comprises of different oast.e member5 

rather tha.."l JUBt III single ~aste * 1b~ operational measuremen.t: 

was done by taking the total n~~ber members who W$re of castes 

otb..r than th.at of the respondentl al the index", The th.t-iuil 

aategory of oaste dEUJ1gna.ted wre th~ higher, baclward ~t! 

scheduled oast~ rGspeot1vely. 

It :refer1$. to the extent to Which the m$mb~u.·$1 01' a rElspon ..... 

det"lts nQtwork are :interconnected i ... e'll J 'know ancl'l other 11 and 

there exists 9. c0!4llunioat1on link between them. It provides 

lit basis fQr interring the potential tor diwrsity of infoT,:nation. 

Higher density has 161s potential for d1~rsity of information 

b~caus$ of greater inta~-conn.ot'dne.s. 



This structural variable is a function of the number 

of' actualized relationship amongst tha network other members 

and thEi ·t.ota.l number of p41lrsons in'VOl wd in the network. 

Dens1 ty index "pre_en'ts the percentage of potential links that 

are actua11sed. 

In the study tntl reiers to the .mean llulmblir of Mlation ... 

• hips tbat a4\ch network .member; excluding ttle .relpondentl!l hIS 

with other member.! in the network.. The necElIufJity (If daterm1n1ng 

the degree of relationlhip 1, beoause: it p;roVid~uJ a more 

s •. (b!3t~t1ve movleadge .. 'bout the nat}Jre of !'al.atlon.b.ip w1i)h 

1.'1.d1viduals in eo ne-twork share amongst theunselves, It also 

has ~. soo:1.o1ogical signi:f iCMce as far as the d11sl!i!Im.inat1on of 

information. SJ'llon.g th.& ;members in ~ ntttwork is Qoneernl!d. And 

sinoe the interpretation or a net110rk is the relation existing 

between its denllty and the number of parsons involved, the 

role Qf the d€lgrl3a of relationship also contr11:'r.lUlS to the 

process of information spread among the members in the n0tvork. 

The dGtudt.v is a funotion of two faotor!; degree of relation .... 

$hlp ~nd the total number of persons vn the network. 

The prQctildure for co;uputtng th~ del'u!llty and degree ot 

relationship was donI! from the ind1v1daal data that W~iS r'eeorded 

in tn. ch$,rt dew~oped 1'01' the pu.rpotle, th$ names of the 

networ~ %!l*m:ber. mentioned 'by the respond.-nt Wal entered indirt­

daall1 int. a. ,~t of cirelEuJ. Reciprocity of relat1Qmlllh1p 



between. dacb 01: the members YaS not considered tntl1'V1ti).tall:lj' but 

instend the respondent was uked to d0td,gnE:),tflU 

(a) wb10h ,.irs of individuals wre known to Olltoh othlr a 

dottld line was drew to Join the two point. 

(b) plJir or ind.iViduals Who msintainad a strong eOJllrn.mlcetion 

link between themJ.lves i.e. ~ciprooal relationship a 

solid lL~6 Yaa drawn to ocntu'ot such dyads 11 

S1nce it wae a personal network lIOlft ot tht! ind1 nuual. -re 

known to eaoh other becautla majority ftrEt tram thll 4IU(!l vtllap 

itself # Th~ density of $. network vas computed by cOfu1l1dering 

the dotted 11n$~ drawn o~r tb~ possible nUMu~r of ~uoh connections 

00'::Ipr1810.$ of the actllal n.umber of 11nlta in a net'WOrk. ''t''be 

following formula Y~8 usedi 

fat =: the I$.ctual. nummlr of link. 

n = numbe~ of p.rsonl in the network 

D • density of the ~spondent~ netvork 

= the numbGr of act~~l oommunication li~ 

betwon the member'" in e. rtGtworit excluding 

the tfiurpondent. FUflQt10nally expre:I.UlI.ElO in 

percentage. 

For determining tho degre. of re1atlonsh1p$ betwe~n the 

mem.ber. in a network, the 1011d lines aonneottng pIlLtra 'Of 

tn4i "f1f1ltals wu corUII1d":ted end the fomtlla ued Yal I 



f3 x lfa 
t 111& t ... n'.lu .... JIlftl 

N 

vhere !fa • number of reciprooal relat1onlhip8 

N == $1ze of th& network. 

d • the awrage numoor of reciprooal :r0)la;t:.iQluJh1pl 

_mbfu', have with other M1Zlb«rs in a net work. 

The ftlue ot density ranges t.rem O!l!OO to 1.00. hiib valu~u, 

indio ate a greater interoonneotedness among the net~rk m$.~rI. 

111* D'm~~ QE ,~n ,J,iQLLI(T,.mt 

i!,tIRIl:~~ "lllS1 ,lld,lcIliilnl S[ Jat "Ub!.dil! 

The scbedul.e tor Ute stud1 'W'lIlUJ (i'l..,.lopfli! baaed on the 

objectives of the research and re~.W8 of pr$V1o~$ work ~one. 

The selection of rillevent indiVidual chttl"aotel."1$t1tuJ' (personal, 

au)olo ... aconomic) coounioat1on liUle 6xtonJ.llet1 o:r1$ntated Ylu,"1e.bltHl 

were a130 ml\da 'Which were alawlled all indepen.dent variabl:Is"" 

Pa.rt I Individ\lsl oharaot.eristios Q1" th9 rlDJ!JPQtu:l.nts ~pr1.1ng 

of personal, soolo ... economiG f eOllmwnoat1on and. ~!uc~nIl1on 

oriented variables Whioh were ~ealu~$d with the help of 

various 3cal&s developed or adopted tor the p~rpol •• 

Part II Information pertaining to the social network indice. 

VGre recorded on _ ohart dGs1gned for the study~ 

P~t III. Data conoernins the raspond.nts prluary source of 

information used and th* extent Qf .xpO.ur~h 



.Vart IV LEI_l 01' infor.ils,tion/knowlsdge that the NePQndent he,. 

ahout the current dewlopmllult progrlUlm9$ It 

The $chl!dule WIUI pretested with ~, rMtiamly cont~cted 

fanners in a 'ri.llage other thEm; seleet~d on." lfeCfI.l86l"1 ~it1(Ul­

tlons 'Were made in tn. qu.estlonnai:ra *I 

Sino. the whole villa!. study was c(u'ls1dered appropri&te, 

a eastewise list of hO"8ahold5 Wa3 oomp11ed wit~ tb$ help of the 

village pradhan. 

Tha vill~g9 bad a total. household of 161 f'ailitluJ of 

which 150 were 1nte:rvi.~d. Bl.v(m. tUI);,Uufboldl "11&1"& 'Qro~n.d and 

not included b'iJH',HiUfJlG for t,he following :r~aloruu 

(1) J.t'in l*ai"u.$ed to oooperatta ~d Wr-I not wUllna to 

be 1nterv1Gw~lHi« 

(11) Thr$.' wre detected to be giving. UfttG11abl. in!omat1ol.'l .. 

(iii) Thr •• b-e:ads 0.1' the hOUtit4holt'h!1 _re IIJmployed m4 11 'fed 

most of th~ time ,outside ttl6 village t ll~ne«1 wre not 

~vailabl~ for int~tv1ev. 

Tho p~~r8onl!!l.l ia.terviawl with thE! m~in decision nULkel" 1n a 

household in ... t'f3.Q3 to faoe situ! tion 'Ws.$ th8 pri.ncip~l .~thod 

of d~ta co11eGtion. 



In acoordooQ6- wit.h th9 natu.re of stu.dy it W'$m found 

appropriate to analYIG the data .m:plo11n~ both desoriptive Md 

relational stat1stioal methods.. The fltat1st1o$ i.s te.ted at 

probability ltnrals of 0.05 aM 0.01 00 t-wo ... ta11£td !tignittomce 

't4/Uft. 

1_ la"JUi:~21;.D 7aiUI;tW 
ferCtEHltag6, .mIM. standard .. vintion. and .zt wst. 

(a) Pew~sons cQeffioient of eo~latlQn (to ') Val tUII.d to rind 

ojJ.t t.he zero ... ord,1" correlation between the individual 

vur1abJ .. 6s ,. 

ell) Path MalYSl.n for deter::1ining the di~et or indirect 

effeot of the indepam:Hmt v~riables on the d.pen(1Etnt 

variable .. 

(0) St..aPWil:U~ RegJ"f!Uus1on, n pcn>;l$rf'ul variation Qf mult1pl.. 

regression 1ihich is n means of choosing lndepsl1.dant 

var1abl~s '~lieh will provide the best pr~d1etion polsible 

with thE! most :relevoan.t independent ~1ablea~ 



CHAPTrm IV 

The data aolleoted (acoQrding to thfl nl.l!ilthods Md prooedu.re3 

detailed 1n Ohapter m~ubjected to both desfJripti_ and 

relationsl analysis ·to .uit the .obJectiws of the etudYIII ~$ 

result. nacurirlg f~m. the analysis are pl'$aentad and d1Eu~u.sed 

under the following he8ds~ 

1* The .oc1o~personal profile of the villa«e ~.pond~nts 

on the bali8 Ofi 

a) Socie""ExUllilonu 'variables: 

b) Communioation and .xten.ion Tariab1el 

oj Infer_n.tion MUluisit10n ftl"iable$t 

nil!, ,8xistent cOMllnicat1on netvorl-t $:lplained with the help 

of the 'social netwr]( 'variahloslot 

a} The lnt~rperSOtlal O:OrtL;QJ:'l1cat1on stl"uctul'il in ~:rml 

01 social ne t'·rork ir.uSiols. 

b) Relationship ~ong the indiVidual 6nd network 

variables With the Lawel of In~1, ••• nt. 

a) Relative 1nfluene~ of the Aetwork and indiv1daa1 

vei!riables on the Le~J.. or tnvol'VS4'lant. 

3,. a) Relationship among the 1ad1 vidll.al and nf!tyar~,,= 

variables with Information AoquilltLon of the 

rOJpondtmts (II 

b) Relat1~ 1nrlu~nc. of the 1ndi~dU&l and net~Qrk 

V&riabl.. on the Information Aoqaisition in the 

dirt'trent Qdte grQu.ps II 
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1. (at) SOCIO ... P~SONAt PROF!T~l OF 'l:H3: VI1tAtH~ 'i1!8POND lffS 

Th@ nature of ~tudy prompted the necessity tor providing 

some baekground inform~tion resarding the aocto-personal cbnrscter~ 

istic5 of the village n.pond~lult... Thls 'WCl1ld fac111tatf • 

better understanding about the na,tllre of their aon1t;1 .inte:r~ation"" 

61 pe.tterns .. 

r::J:;.l,:~ 1.1, 1"1flpOrUl the f:riuZuen.01 and perCtl:!litap d1.tJl'1~. 

tion of ntpondents t on each 01 the ~il.bllS in the tb~ •• <lute 

grolips Md as 'WIll IS on the O'ftU!"uU. 'bui.. 'lb ••• 'U., :ltClU1d~4 

deviation and Z val~~1 computed to t •• t the significant dirt_renee, 

if $JlJ7. between th$ thr$6 caste grollP8, baft allo bflUUl 1noo~ra­

ted to subatantiate th$ rindin~e. 

The tevsn var1ablEu~ w~n·. age t oacupation, l~d holdinE" 

family type. fuiucation, soe1u part1oipat1on end 8o·cio ... eCOMr.lia 

status. 

AWU. 'rable 1.1(a) repOl"tl tbI distribution Qf till X"flUllpcndents 

on the b&sis or their age~ It ~~s ob$er~d that eo pero~nt of 

the respondents; were in th.e old W'ld m1441. ago ,roup. 1!aJor1t;y 

of the high and backWard caste ;respondent. usa and 47 p,roent 

.resp~Qtivell) ve;r$ in the a.ge grOl:ap of 45 year. and a'bQw. While 

51 percent of' the 8Qheduled oas~ :tespc:m.dent wre in the a •• 

group of SO to +1 tears, with the remaining 40 p$1'"oent. being 

,equally (.t1$t:ribut~ul in th$ young end old age cate&ories. 

Ttl$ Z valuE!! VM f()Lmd, to bl significant at 0 .. 05 l._",,1. .of 

prc:,babi11ty in the oa •• ot the high and b:ac~wud e •• t. with tl'u!l'h 



Thif$ i1!iplle; that the sQhf!du.lei! caste rt$:pondents ~rQ 

relatively younger in age than the higher and baekv~d eeatl 

respOndEliltl who in turn did not differ much 1n their ala v1th 

one e.nQthGr~ 

g&~t:A1IQi.# r.ble l.l{b) :epo:-ts the distribUtion of relpon&&ntli 

on the bR.sis of' their OdCllpl!I.t1on.. It indicat'la that far_ul, 
vas the ml,in oQc'tJ,pation tor majority ot the relponpnt;s followed. 

b)' about 21 perc$nt ,m,o "(ire $n,ag"li all l&~'MIr.... In pluu,"al 

all oco~patlonal categories wera f~und to 0. reprel~nted in 

varying nuoool". p~rt1Calal"lf 0, th:(t oliei:£'~d oaste ~$pond'nt~h 

Among tbe high .... !'" lUlU b&Q~cwa:rd C$ste g:roup about 55 perctnt 

in eaoh 1>1ere farmers ~ 'lV'hil$ in the Ichedullt·($ eu~ i~f.'m' ne8l"'l.1 

6~ percent were labourers e1th.r manual or .,r1oultur~lt 11 

percent \16t'~ cUltivators and &bollt 1'9 perc .. nt in ttl •• ~ group 

vera found to be enga.ged 1n independtuxt prore~u"1on" mainly 

techn1eal~ Tbere \fera about 30 p.roent uongst the high ~Bste 

(& tnployed in gowrumen t ser"fioea II' 

V$8 s1gnific~t d1fferonce in 8hoh or the easte greup8 at 0.01 

le~l of probability. 

'fhe b1gl:l0l' oaste ;Ntapondents wre foun.d to ha_ .ignif1 ... 

oantly higher OOi.'JupationaJ. mean. than that o,f the l:uu.tkWud. end 

tobeduled afuate •• limila:t' t1J;IJu..lt YU fou.nd betwen ·the backward 

and aehe$11od. oalte also. 
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each other in respect of their ocoupation. 

1able 1.1 {oJ, reports the distribution of respondents 

on. tUG be-lis ot their l.and holding. 'I'M dat. releal. that 8bout 

53 peroent of the respondents ~are in tn. 8m~11 t~r oategory 

owning uptQ 6 aores, followed by na perc,at t~ owned upto OQ8 

ac~ of lsnd Md 0011 12 percent w~ li:~ldl.e.$l and the $I" 
peraGnt~sa was that of tht a6dium and l'rl~ farmGr$ taken 

together .. 

About f!l and eo perc.nt of the higher Md b~~d caste 

r~spondents wera sm.ell f arms t'"S ~ vh11e tluar$ WIII"e only ~ p$rcent 

of scheduled castes in this category. ~\iear11 51 percent of the 

lownr c~'~sta respondents ~mr$ rlUlrglnal 11Uld owners and n1 plltrcent 

landlell~h Only 10 perQent of the high0l" castes 1:".I.I13.d OWl" 15 

SGres of land. 

The :,~ w.lues indicat& that. there vas s1.gn1.t1;Qe.;nt d:lftJeX'''' 

ences betwe&n the means of tne 3 caste groups, at 0.01 le~l of 

probabU1t1;; 

The higher caste ta being significantly higher than the 

two lower castes 31milarly the backward 'I111J;1,'e 81an1t1cantly 

higher than the sohadul$d. cdtellh 

l!aUl: .. 1'l~,: 
l.'a01l: l~l(d) "pGrts the distribution o:f th. Nspondlnt$ 

on the bdis or their family type .. 
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It was found that n$arll 65 p&roent or the r.Dpondants 

wera ha:ving nuclear families, With crwr 70 percent from. th~ back .... 

w&rds und achedul~d (Ulate, respecti'nly. 'But amongst the higher 

oeste about 53 percent 'Wltre from Joint families" 

1'119 Z "f'alues .how that the higher cute Naporulents bad 

significantly higher' mean valUEU~ than that of the 'b1,Ok'Vard md 

soheduled castfu) &.t !>.05 lew). of' probability_ "-ihilfil the.rtl ft. 
no significant diff$rencm betwen the two lowr o·UW NSpontWClt311i 

M~t:3.&m~ 

T~able 1" l(e), reports the. distribution or th~ reapondentt1l 

on the b&sis of thGir level of ~duQ~tion. 

It was -cibserved that aDoilt 41 perc'$nt of the responden\1 

hud primary to m1dd~e lJ(}~l of education, 3t; perofult ~re 

1111 terate and onl.y about '1 p&:rcent W~ graduates in the T.Ulalii. 

Amongst the highe~ caete r~spondents n$$rly 35 pero$nt 

had upto primary lewl of edtu::ation, 2J percent Wr$ lafit.I"ionlate 

and only 15 perc$nt graduates. 

While thero were about. 57 pitf1"Oent among the sobedul.ed and 

41 peroent from the baQ'~ws.rd caate wno Wl"G illiterates. 'Mle:re 

~re ~~ ~rcent in both these caste groups relpeQtt~ly Who had 

aequil"td upto middle lawl education... Only 15 pE!I:teent of the 

baC~tward hi!!i.<1 completed matriculation md g pero$ot in the cas. 

of thlll; scheduled oars te. .. 



':\'!ha Z values 'batwen the me.ana of the three CB,atAs, .boV'$ 

that tbe hieber castes we::re significantly higher thp.,n that of t~ 

bacf.ward and schedl.tled cas~ NIS.pond.,ntB M"P'90tiwl,. at 0",01 

level of probabil1ty. ~~le the two lowe~ cast~ did not shov 

allY 3igrlifiQant difference betwall thtlllU:'He11rEUth Therefore. tbe 

h1611er Cl;'$te respondanta wre s1gn1t1cantly higher in tMir 

law1 of Ehiueation status thru1. that of the otbl.lU~~ tvo ca$~$! 'Wb.ich 

did not dU'f'~,~r aanon~$t theJllllHllflw.", 

Tab],. 1_1(£) reports d1t1tritHltion of th'S re.ponClent" on 

the ba.is of' their social partia1patio,iO, llfCOJ'\l" 

The data shows 'that 69 percen.t or the re.pondent. hllld no 

inwlvem~nt in an,. of the village 1nst1txl.t1o!ls, bu:t ther. '!,fIe" 

16 percent who had low a."td '0 perC~ult haying a high IQcilll. plartl­

cipation scores. 

l~C:rQSUJ the thr •• cast!! grQ\:tps 45 ~rQent of th~ high 

Cl.ste :rEu~pondents# 74 ps:to~nt of' th.e 'l:u;!,(fi;VardB.nd ,00 p«JN!l-)n:t 

of the ~eheduled caste were found to have no pert1cipat1on in 

the v11~ai$ or,8Dizations~ 

J'\mOng tbl,~ hiBh caste respondents it ~ ollserved that 

22 p~rc$nt bQd lo~ ~d 25 p&ro.nt had high sooia1 participation 

1here -%,,$ abou.t 18 perOfHlt UOr18 the baokvlilrd elute 

reapondents 'Who had low social pa.l."tieipatiQn 8QOres. 



The scheduled caste had a meagre 5 ~~rcent of r&~pond'nt$ 

1'lOI!Ulss.s1ng low and. hig.b sot!i~ll part1c1pf~.tion. aCOr&8 eaoh1l 

The 2: valul1uJ show tllst the high oalte :nuJ'pondent$ he4 

significantly higher mean value then the otller two cute group. 

resp0ct1vely at 0.01 le~l of probab111ty~ Whi~. th~re was no 

s1.gn.1f'icant d1rf."n~ between thlJf btJ.CttW'lU"d Md IIcheduled oa$te. 

group in their leYt-ll. 0.1." sociu partioipation .. 

It is, therefore, obvious th8.t the loc1al organ11at1on 

and institution. are dooiuated bl th~ high caste p.ople in the 

villugfJ" 

~able lllil{g) report8 the distribution of thf/J reaponde.nt.s 

on the DuBie o! their composite soe1o~eoonomic scores. 

~~early 4$) peroent of the I"1.1UlIpMdents wre in 'tohl! low 

soc.io .... aconom.1e stattls l!Uld as pe;rQlltnt ot ilaoh Wl"e found to be 

represented in the medium and high soc10-&oonomie statuI. 

'rhO' .9cheduled Ca,8t& respor.u1enta ,""re predol'!lli'latl1 in the 

low ,oC1Q.$Qonom1c ~~~ almost SS percent followed by 53 percent 

of the baokward caste respondtnta. 

~·Jh11.e in the medium and h1~h 8ooio ... eoonom1c status 35 

and GO p$rcent of the hilh caate m.~mble'rs \4'ere found to be 

~eliLd1ng owr tail \nu:::kW&rd cuta r~apon.dent8 who W$;t'Q about 

an and 15 peroent in flub of tho: t\¥O abO?! '£len t10ned .oaio. 

«$COriom.c cattigo:rie&. 1here wre only a p8H&nt amonga' the 
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T Iii) Z valUt7,Hi exhibit that the high caste group had lignU'L­

cantly h gh.r soeio ... economic score than the oQO'itWard lUld IchGduled 

a&..te N pondents at 0.01 le?el of probabil1 tl. B1;:!Uarly th$ 

backward c~te were'found to be 8i,n1fioantly higher than the 

atlJJ~da,l~d oastEJ at 0,,01 l.a~l or probability_ ThtllS each ot thE!! 

three e t$ groups differed significant11 froll .$lob other in 

re~p.ct 0 their loe1o-economic status. 

B end large the tiruUngs .re'"ul.l that the high out~ 

respondtl t. were significantly higher than both the baol~rd and 

sehGdul~ C$Bte re&pondents on s1% out of the B.~n 1001Q­

persone.l variables namely; socia ... ,eoonomic status!J lend holdin, , 

oocupet1on ~oc1al p~rtia1patlon, education and family type Where 

majority of them were trom joint family baokground. 

T e backWard reapondents vere significantly higher than 

the sebe ulad caste with reJp60t to locio-economic, oaQup~tion 

and re~e.t1vely older in ale. UO'We",,u.", they '11ere 

the .ame wlth reap&c:t to family type; w10h was 

predomint tly nuclear in ntltureJ education Md social puotleipa. ... 

tion, e lohedul$d caste "spondents wre: comparat.iwly younger 

tn age an both thG b1gh$l* end bao1are.rd cuts re.pondents ~ 

~1ables l1k$ oosmopolitenels, mass media use, 

extenJio agent contaet and part101pat1on tn extension aat1v1t1as 

were (lon 1d.~d &8 (lompQnents :for determining tb~ extent of 

effect at these variable! had on. the respondents knowledge of 
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the current de'Wlop!l.l1:mt programmes being impl~mentad hy t,h",,: 

B~ock. 

TEl'ble 1~~1 roports tbt'! f"t'equeney, percen.tuge, mean, 

standard devia.tion ruld Z "f'alue$ on lNhieh the respondents or th& 

three oesta groups lI~rc d1tterGot1&tedll The find1r.!s or t1'#'~ 

:rtJ~t!' vJ'::ri::}:}l")$ mentioned nbove ha:" been reported liu:ld diBS~fU'd 

b~low. 

Table l*~(h) report8 the diltribQtion of the respondent. 

on the basis of thGir cOI~~politen.8s Boorelll 

'rhe date. ~wal that nearly 16 percent of tb,e t'espondfulta 

had .a 10·.r lev~l of aosmopolltenoll1ts Md only 21 percent tUr,d 8. 

med1um lewlflll 

Th~~ rJistribltion of the rell'xmClents obt~d.n1ng lQv $OOr9~ 

in each oa6 te cat8gQry ShO,\;il that the re.nse 1nc.rl1uil.~ed frO:11 about 

63 percent among the high easte to n.eerl;y t1S p$rc~m.t in thG 

80hed1.11ed uaate group. In the case of t.'hi) mtJdiua 1$'1'G,1 of cosmo... 

poli teness f there yeN es end ~e percent from the high elld 

bs,Q~.:ward ceste respondents with a me61l"'e 5 peNent r~ the 

scheduled oa.te. 

10 pero~nt of the higlllSlr oaate and non~ fr-om the other 

qa$'t$ wra found to have a higb lewl of eosmopc11 un.sl_ 

!he Z valutiut ~BWal that thf.& high and btlQitwe.rd castA 

reapondenti had Bianificantly nigher level of eoamopo~1tene~s 



than those of the schedulod oaates ~ :>/harau thu nlSpondant8 of 

the~se two a~tegorie~ did not differ' signifioantly betw.~n them ... 

salves in this resp~ot. 

Table l~ at" j reports th& dim tr1bu tiQrl of the l"$spondents 

on the basls of their use Qf maS8 _adla source~w 

It was found th~t 3C' percent of thr~ respondents ~re lOY 
Writ 

in their 111. Qf mass medin SOl.U"'O'. while tha~!'.!n ruld 311 :P$r(Htnt 

or the respondents who wre mediulil to b1~h in t.heir UJlt-G of IlUI 

media SOUI'(HUh 

ifhf! higher eaate memb9r. had n'9a.rl1 73 percent 'Who Wf'e 

high user, of mesa ":1Eu!1ail' ~·,n411e there ,"~ra only nc a.'1ti a percent 

aunonget the b~\,cinJa!'d a,:id scneti;.led cnstE!: who had high 1.w1 of 

ntass media usa. 

The Z 1'Bluel rew,e.l that the highet- caste :rtJ",pondentl 

vere sign11"1Qantly bigh um£!rs of maSs medi& St'Plree$ than t,h~ 

bf:.ckward and !lchec!'.uled cast!';) l"'8sponden tft lilt 0" 01 l~vel. of 

Pl"Obabll1 ty ill< l' 'J.I"ther th~ bacltVard cute :resp-l')ndentflJ VlUre fCl'I.md, 

U:l be sig!1ificantly higher usl!rs ot mdS lftedie. aQ~rQe. th.M 

the scheduled caste respon.dents at 0.05 lewl of probability. 

btlUI~sm ,A,en~,~QD;~a 

~able 1.2(J) reports distribution (ll the re~PQnd4ants on 

thl! 'basis of their e:J:~nelon agent contact tSeo;r(l's. 
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The data. l"ewals that 4£' peroe~lt of th":: raspondents htkf! 

no extension agent contact at t,ll, wile 4~ plJrCifHlt had lo~ 

'extension cO.nteotSl and only 4 peroent of E)aah "Who hed ':'lediu::z to 

high l$~l of contact • 

.. ~mongst the high cast~ ;respondemts 35 p,e;r.oant hsd no 

contaets t fl-bout 4' perc:Hnt hf:id 10'11 cont~,ot$t (U'lO only 15 perC~1.L1t 

hed high &xte!ll!ion aontaat. 

The bsokwru:d casta ware [ou.ui to haw ngarly 4~; percen.t 

of respondents in eMb Q:{' the POOl" Md loW' CO~ltaat category 

&\,10. a meagre 4:$ per~ent in the ca.te:so:ry 01' _di\tl1l oontact. 

AltlO3 t 0.10 p :raent of' the scheib.ll~d (iute htid no contact 

an,a. tn.,;) :re.l~llZ11nl~·iB an p&l'",a~it wr:J lound "t.Q ha.ve a. low extension 

l,J..~ent c:out;;:,~t. 

'rlle 7 values showd th,et th:>i.~ hi!,,)l cnate ?n9mber$ he.c; 

sig~11f1eah~l.y gr$atll1" I!$~~tam:rlon agent c:ontflct than the bae:{V$r-d 

and scheduled oasta resyondents at 0.0,5 and 0.01 le~l. ot: 

prol:nibility respectively It While the ba(l::t~M&X'd ca$t~ Wl'"(! ['a",md 

to have gl'"eater extension eontuo'!; tban the ::H)h€H.1U.~';;d. CEls.te at 

0.05 leval of probabil.:ltYIli 

Table l.n (k,) reports. distribut1otl. 01' r8epond.u.tllll on tho 

basis of their extant of partioipation, in Gxte.tlsion eat1v1t1,EU!I_ 

'fhe data :reveal that 74 peroent of th'a t"Qt~ respondents 

hid not pa.rt1cipated in illY' kind ot' extealfSlion in the la8t one 



year. Wn1l.e 18 peroent W6!I'e io:.md to hll.VB lO~JJ" peX"t:1-c11)~t1oo 

soor,;:; t;.l1ti abou.t tJ: percent hud medium J,li:irt101,pa tiCl~l scot',:~s 10 

There W~l"S neat'll 00 pero&nt of th!I;J sclledl.11ed, 16 parc~n:t 

of the h:1:!h caste and M percent of the b&(!:~;ward c$ste l'f.!HJpOn ... 

d~n.ts who hb({ not tf$.~tan. part in $xten.aion acti-vitleatl 

About ~3 percent of the b~c~ara and 11 pe~cent ot ~~ 

.ohedul~ caste respondents had lov partioipation scoree. 

In the !leQiUf'l cll.ta gory 15 pereant of the high tUUJte ~:nd 

10 percent of' thil 'baa}tward caew ,ra.pondents httfl ~articipated 

in 80I.ie ot' the f'r!Ixt.nsion e.cti'V1tl.'h 

~ih11a t,ne bJ.i,ck"lfrerd oa.3te hc{1 sign1,('ictl.l.'1.tly hi'~h'~r pn:rtieipa, ... 

til?11 $01.1ra than th<i! SC11Jsduli1d oas te t'empQnda~1ts at 0.01 lewls 

of problC\bility. 1.hu.. both the baoltw&rd. and high0.r caste 

respondents differGd 3ign1t1e&ntly f:rom the aaheduled caste 

on the Dt.eli.S 01' their leval of part1c:Lpat100 in extension 

activities., 

Th0 abow results hi~J.11ght the fact that the h1ghe);.' 

;;:aste respondent$ W3:re ~1g.aif.lco.ntl.1 great~r lJJ!IIers of th] maSs 

med1$. sources and had groat:;r extension agent contact than 

the back~fard and scheduled oaste reapondents. 

Wh$real the backWard oaste respondent. bad 81.gn1t1cantly 

high.er OQamopol1tElU1EUIS. mails media use, extfJnsion agent ttontElot 

Md partioipation in extension activit1e. then oomp6',rad to 

th$ scheduled c .. te r@.pondent$~ 
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Irrterporsonal source of cOmtnunicatl(m QX''lJ the most 

preferad for acqu1s1ng and de11bGrnting upon tho acquired 

i:lfc.u":'llatlon.. The three varia.bles. proportion of network r:.t8mberl 

'Who BS!",," as p:rima.r'? source of information, the extent or 
expO_UN to these f;JOUrC~IUJ Me t .. 'he lmowlflldge that the HIJpondffn to 

h,ad a.bout tba Cllrrllnt dar'f81op!:rttent prO~?;rSJOOllJS ~re conl1df,rad 

a.s component. fQr this variable .. 

table 1.S, reports the f'rEuJu,enC.1, percftUltat;eS, nlUUIn 

Ite.ndud u>i)viation and the Z 'mlu.es., Compu.~d to test the 

signifi(u'mos of dlfi'ara.:l.ce betwen tn. three caste group. Ql1 

t:he above me!lt.1on~d Tal~iables .. 

the four oe,t:3;Jo!'i'~~s 6.coo!'·d1ng to th& :;:Lt"oportitm of prtmmry SOllreea 

of itli'orrlv"',ion in ·~h'1.:l1r pl9rson!~l !1ratV !Qt"j-t" 

The data. ;reported in the table reve~l that 4~ p!alreent of 

the respondents had lGSS than h&lf their nat york me.~rs a$ 

primary SQurces of' 1nfOI'11lLt1on, "hils 39 p~rcent hut'. mo" then 

half their net\'lork mem\'}l!rs f;1,S primttx,'Y sourcs of illfo;r(aation .. 

About nl percent 'tV$l'Q .found to nnw OVI:llr sli.r\l~anty f1w. pe:re!Slnt 

of networlt members $S thei.r ptimc.ry sO'J.rae of in!'orma.tloIh 

Among the high caste respondsnt$ 50 ptlra_nt of them had 

less th~:.n h~l;i their network menib$X's WO s:s1"vad &:9 th~ primfAry 

l!Ui)U~Q. o.f: in.format1on and al.tlost 4:) per06.nt wtr~ found to hew 
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infornwt1onll 

?~H:~ btlckWe.rcl casto M~rpcmr;5.ents hor,'19~:r) :'wd c¥~~lal 

pr',~,ort!..on of th~:l:r net.">1ork m9Ir.bers &S th:Jlr pr',tmary SQtll"CS cf 

1~lfor!!lti.)t,10!1. in the lfUIS thnn luI,lf ana mors thl.n bal.! o~teSO!'l 

~~~cb "if' ',\'hloh had :16 Me' 34 percorltt &rt.c z;bcnt 3~ percent Nho 

h~d a:bove fje~nt1 £'1" pfn;»':!snt of their nlilt~lork members \(')0 

~.,fera ~h$ pr~ry source for 1nfor;;ta~1on", 

t'he lI!tcblldule~. O&$t~ rasp(m,de<otet hQ',1e"lro:r were fou.'n~ to 

haw abollt ,,~6 pereant Who bad mora tn' n h~lf th$ net",or'k members 

~s their pr,ime.ry SOl.U'l'oaa ot in!o%':l~ation Iollo~d by tl' perc!$l\t 

TablJs 1 .. :100 rep,a .. tn d1str1b,lt1on or 1."Cr.lloLldentn across 

the 1'oa1" C:ltegor1..f;)$ on th0; bO.51::.; of tb~ .:!xt~!lt e::q)OSllre tb61 

had with their pr1n:u:,l"Y sources of' infaroation" 

1he dl'::.ta show! tha.t mv.jo~C'1ty of th12 lh~spondants hr:d 

reourrent interaction opportunity W'1th thai.t' primtf!ry i!!IQ'U"ce .of 

information which ranled rrol~1 46 percent wba mGt once to o:rt~n 

in tbll we:lt to 41 percant who intllt;r'flot.lf>d Qftan in the 1'''ltok to 

(l,Ul1. 
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A simila.r trend in the extent of al!'.po~u.re to their 

SOUl'CO 01' .i;;lfor,uu;).7~1on WitS ar)serl1'~.1{1 amongst the respondents in 

~uch of the tt~a casta groups as the data in the l'a'blltt 

ovidently ra?Jf.J.. 

The Z vaJ.ll.S 01"81'13 show that there ,~ no lJign1fioant 

difference Ol3tween thtllJ means of thlZl: t,hrea o~ste groupl! II 

the tour cattf!l;orles 'ballAd on tha,1r 2$v:~1 of 1cl:olfle,~ 

develop aent prog1"8'it:!:%I'JS .. 

\:1'1e date. olalJ;rly 1~ldlcate that about 30 percent or the 

resliondol1ts brat Ito de t,~1.l0d ;tn.owleag~ about. tht-t I ... tt .. ,0 .. }1,. progr __ 

~"'h11;} 31 perc,:;;nt h4r.: k:.1o~'(J..<21die of oarta1n ~gp0Ct8 (wll,.. How_l' 

~3 p''}X'cant of tn.) X't.:apOndJ:lts ¥.fer'S i!.WlSra of the ;ll'i$.c~SfHU'·' 

de tails noout the pro~:~raafll$ .. 

,.~ea:t:·ly 3l j/Jrcont 0':' th0 setUJdlllcd (las t~l and 40 peroZ1nt 

of bao'}~ward ca,::;te :reapcmdents WI'G ~'lle:reJ.y aware of the prQgr-tuLllIi 

as '1000 sobeme t and had no detailecl ~mowledie about the 

progrtunme :deapite the f'act thf~t some of them. hfid been. iaentl .... 

1'1od as banaf1c1t:'I'1lil of the IHl)P progrEu!IlM. 

Then were 3a percent in th-e hig:lar east., 3~ P&~fHlt 

in the bt.ckWard ct:.tute foOd about ":4 pel'CElnt in the sehechll~d 

caste who mew l"egfird1ng some aSp&cta of 'th~ pr';:)gr~e" 



In respect to possessing the detailed knowledge ebOut 

the progrru:wn.a and it$ varioiAs procedures t it was to~ci that 

3~ 'percent of th~ higher casto, ~ percent of the ~ahedul.d 

cRate and about 10 percent of the baQ~ward caste respondantl 

hl::.d the advant(~ie over th1i!) remeinillg members it! the v1.11~,i0 

whQ kn~w little or nothing abo\! t, th,$ progrt:llmne .. 

Tbe Z values reveal that there vue no significant 

d1tfere"loe bGt~en th$ backward 1Im.(.i schedllled caste rfIJ.pondentl .. 

But the high oaste re&pcmdenta differ si&n1f1cantly 

from tho bac cward lind sohedllled oaste respondents in ,rtuJ~ct 

to the.!r itnowlt:3dga ab~Jut the I.:~",l .. P. I'rogt'~9 Md ita 

prociJdu.:res • 

.AS far as the p(1ttern of' com.::nuniontion network le'xisten.t 

in the village was Qoneerned, the soo1f~1 netvork :tndie~!U1~ of 

a<:!t1viness, di.ra1ty and density were \lIed in ascertE',ining 

th~ distinctive features Of the n$t~,rork in EU10h of t:he major 

caste groups and the villf.ge in gene;r,·:l. 

The selection of these indices warG m~e on th~ ba$is 

of thGir relative poten.tial in c(}nt:ritmtin~ to t.l1e lt1ntormatiomW. 

,tr,l)ngth" of a net\ff)rk i.e II the extent of .:L.'1!ormstlon inpu.t 

that t:n$Y ucula pos's1blY (;1raot into the n.twor~, rather than 

th.a1r 1'01$ in Wluenc1ng ind! Vidl.uU. bahnviQur. -the nine 

vQrria.bl~n~ 'u,sed for measu.ring the indices hu.," nlreatiy been 

d(:ulcr1b&d in the preoeed1ng c.hapter on :research methodology", 



f 
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In Or(~.gl· to h:l~,~hllgh.t t.l'H:l nnt'1',l,;,rl'£". cht.ract~1r1stic of >9ttch 

of tho Ci:.ste gl·O~l.rH) atld the v.tllf,ga as a ~1hole, the respon(lan ts 

"i';rar9 CLtege>rizi:id into total, b.:1.gh, bsak'...tsrd ;t\m.~ sch:"ch1.1ed caste", 

'!:he frequency end percentage distribution of the :reBpond~nts 

slm'l;~'br1th the l.&:i0an and standl:',rd devia.t.1cn vflue~s for eaoh or 
the nine net'l;10r;'~ nrla'bles Ere rsporteC! in Table ~"l (a-i). Tn. 

~. T'cllues ".191"$ also computed to test tb.e significftnt, ('11tferenoe 

bet'fAsen thl£f means of thg threg o®lste gro:.lp i'or e~l.i:::! of the net'tloX';.c 

'Variables and t!,i Yen in thl9 sa ne table I.S w'l9ill~ 

The total nWlbtl?l" of pex's()na wh.o i'~h}l:e up the res:)ondents 

porsont:l natt;!or:':: eons ti txt.es big n :!tW'OI'~ s:ize" The distribution. 

of the :ras~jof.ld;::;If.lts LCI'O~S ths four C&t~:~:Yries bl?J.s~d on t,h9ir 

net\>lorl{. size ar.;:; reported in 'raola nllj;l(a.)_ the net~!{Ot"l{s haft 

bt'Jen oategoris'ad into thr{::9 :1l"OJ.PS of 'st;1,wll f t;M'HliuJt~ ~ and 'large f 

b£isad on their range of' sizes. lH'!'aordin~~l.y the ·smti.ll' group 

:1i1clade(i nctilfor!tS lliJilJJe up of '! to ",1 membsrs, the 1 med1'lm f hf.Q 

networks ranging from 5 to 1 members and, the 'large ~!roup networlts 

mtioe up of elf.)1t or more 'ue:::bers III 

The data rep·orted in tne tabla indicates thnt~ n,Z1ar1.1 63 

percent of' th'3 respondents h~,d 'small t natVlork~ followed by abOu.t 

3:1 percent who bad tU'l(~diuUl f aizec1. networks, while only abO'llt 
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!·1a.jOl"1t,1 01' the soheduled Md bfU):OJ3l"d caste Wl"a :found 

to have 'small' personal i'lotworks t ~~'hilrJ there vG't'e only 4") 

percant of th$ h1~h (Ullste NIlspondents ~.~o had 's,mttll' net"'IIorks .. 

13ttt on the aontr~ry ther f,;! wara more of b1~11 caste raspo':J."" 

dents who he.d networks Whioh 'V":.lr-$ ot 'medium.' 81?;f)... n.lJij back ... 

1,fard end. sched'.lled oaste h:rnring ~6 and 21 p51l'c.nt real)ondents, 

ware relat1'f'ely less in this o atlt gory It .M'hEl,in the bi~h oaste 

with about 1. ~ pel"otM,t r'l'tlpOlldent. wre found to have f laroge f 

~1'9t~,Jor1t size .. 

'rher,:)i'ore thG high eta,ate resI>ondants wre found to have 

a1gn1fican.tl.l i.\reat!ll" n-atwork size (P < 0.01) than those of the 

baQ:tward ~d sch~dJ.lad ouste l"espom.1ents., 'W'ho on ·the other ha."1d 

war,s :founa, to have no significent diff.:renee between the m~an. 

of their network size. 

'rhe rrequEulcy of interactional opportu.rrit1es that an 

1ndivid"ilal bas with others in his personal netvorlt is a medure 

of the extent of accessibility and exposure that they ha~ 

with one anoth.gr.. For the pllrpoee of analysis th0 frequenoy 

of oontaot was astegor1sad into foar types .tda11y' rfre~uentlyl 

'less frequ.ently t and ',lIomGtlmes t. 1'h$ intsraction had foUl" 

l$vels of intensity 'onoe daily', 'sevar&l ti~a. a ~ek1, few 

times in attortnighttand tonce in a while'. $acb of whioh 

Gorrelpond to the toq.r types of contact mentioned above'li 



Th3 distribution of the r'aSI)()ndents aerQ.' the .foal" 

(nitegor1fu~ based on their frequency of conta.ot. ';lith their network 

members were l:'$ported in rabl.e 2 .. 1 (b).. The r9'Htlt$ h1,ghlight 

that naarl1 53 p~roent of the x'es'potld"'~nt$ W')rf;! found to haft 

'frequent t contacts with their net"ff:a·;t memuerllJ ~ While there 

~rere nearly 28 ptJrc'3nt who h~d 'lelliuli freq.J.G:lt' mnd f1.bol.rt 16 

pcr·::eut had tdail$ t eO:ltact.$ with their r!t'3rlb&rs.. l'h~ outewise 

ei:stritn.ltion of respondents al.ong the treqaeney of thelt' contact 

1tu.d~e S01!lrl! intere8 tins reva~le.tion. r~ost of tbe sahet1u If:1c east'$! 

respondents wera found to hava ·f.reqllent 1 contact (1nclading 

daily contnct) ~ Whereas only about e!J pereGnt of the backward 

and 50 percent ai' the highs%" caste respondents had tbis level 

of contuct. Obviously the meHiit1ng of network :r.remb)rll "IFari.es 

inve rse J.,. with the cas t,E! he irarohy '" Th~ me an con tao. t 8core 

report,~d in the table aleo substantill.t •• thi- finding bu.t the 

Z values indicate th.at the b.igl'lat" cdte respondents had s1.sni.fl .... 

cantly lower leval of aontuct th~n tho~. of the baai<vard and 

scheduled cast.s, wherG&s the: la,tt$X' two (uu~te group. :rdled. 

to differ signii'ica!'ltly trom each other. Ita quite potus1ble 

that smce nearly 30 percen.t oi' the high OE;tstSJ re.pondent!l 

being $:llployad in gOftrAmlmt lervlces wre net able to find trella 

tlr!10t $S mu.ch as the others, to interaot with their memberlit 

Another reason ooald be th~t soma of their network members were 

from out_ide the village 

The i'Qur tYP$$ of sooial ~ntChe.:lge 'Which the village 

••• b~r. norm$llJ engaged in their 1nteraotion with eaoh oth~r 



us 

were identified as social, personal, oc~upat1on~1 ~d op1n1an~ 

i~he level of involvement: has been 1nensured in teI'11ltS or the 

overeJ.l network were the awrage t.1Pil!l;l of' $ocial exchange is 

considered sa the extent of in~)lvement that relpondente had 

with their nat"-rork oth<!l"S, It has benn gro:lpad into floW' f , 

It aV3rag3 t t 'aboft a;wl'h.ge" and 'high f sad, 1~ aaah of the.ts 

grou,p the number of tY.PfUl of' I'ocial &Jrchatlse tn,itt th& r."po!u.1.enta 

had on an average ranged .from one to i'ou.r t Qorr.liponding to 

eaoh grol.'lp of the lew]. of' 1n~lwmen.t r •• pt;ot1","l,+ 

The cU .. stri."j;)ll;t1on. Qf respondents in the tour catego;t"1 •• 

basad on their le'V(fl. O.r in'Vol?8:ment wlla reported in Table ~.l(o) .. 

The d~ta clearly mho\fa that in general the le_1 of in"llrolw:ment 

anlongs't. the memberl!!l in tho villas_ ran,flUl t:rom 44 p$raent in 

the 'above awrage f to 33 percent of the ;rf}spondentfJ in the 

'average' oategory, there ~re only 15 p.reent Who were fo~d 

to haw 'hirtth t lfiwl 01.' 1nvol1NtmEFJ.t. 

::e81*ly 5'7 p&re~nt of' the h1;;h cel'biJ r&spond,ent. were 

found to haw fabo~ a-varage t level of 1n'VClwment 'With .ellber'1J 

tn their 'Personal no tworks,,» lfulle the b~Qkwat"d and lIu)'hedul1iIHl 

caste responrlerl't; with. abo·.lt ~15 percent from each cdte group, 

ware similar in their level 01 involvement. 

In the c$.tegQl'Y of tavarage' level of in'VOlvem.nt th. 

trend ananged, Wll$l'e about 35 pt'lX"cllltnt of raspondeat3 from. ee.ch 

of the backWard ant.: Ichedul~d caste groups WtU'ii round to be 

more tha.n tbe high OSJl'tts respondents 'WhQ' had &'Dout ~1 percent 

in thi. Qat$IOIIY .. 
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And thou.gh it aPt19ared that the high caste rl!u~pond.en.t8 

had grent13l" level of involwtllc.nt beanuse of the advantag$ or 
'l:.heir soc:1o--aOnOf:lio sttLtus \r'hich comprises of both ~O"·l?.ontal. 

a.'1d v-ertieal linkag€l3, the Z ve.lUEI:S computed for the tbree oast& 

groups in varying combinations sholled on the contrary thl::.t, 

there 'lid no significant difference between thom in re3pect to 

theil'" lawl oj' inwlvnment. Thus the respondents aero'! the 

thl"OE!J Qfit,ste Stoups, in general had tabow a-"era.ga· to ·awr~ge' 

leTel of invol"fe'mEint in th~lr perllu!mal network,. 

'f.'he data pre_tinted in 1able ~.l (d .... :) rol;atas to the 

i:ld.ioas of div,;:rslty in a notwork d.etermin,ed vith relpl:~t 'to tbe 

;,u:.ttlre of aj'f11iht1onBl lin:8 tho.t. tb~ riluJpofHlent has with 

each of hie net.work :nemlbers, thair oocupation, edlJ.oation wd 

oa.sta statuI.. Higher the "nU",ianoe moVG dj:V'lr~& th",l mfHllber, 

are on that partlc~lar asp,ct. 

The dist.riblltion of respondents in the foul" categories 

on the 'basis of di~rsity in ter~~ of the dirrerent types 

of relational ties namely; relation, friends, ne1ghboar! and 

oaQupntlo:1al. wh1eh link-ed them with their network mellib~r. are 

reported in Table 2.1 (d). 

The extent Qf divers1ty ha$ been categorised into three 

1e,"ls; flow· in which only one type of relational 11l1kage 

common to all the .embers in a 1"es~ondents network is included. 



llG 

fAwra.ge' consillts of any t'.o type. of rel~tional link and 

'l11gh t cC'xpr1sti$ of three or all four typas 0;(' l"elat1onm.l linkllJ 

that the foae,l l"espondGnt :!I~int&l:lI!1 'vi th each ')1.' th'3 m8~1l~X':S in 

his personal networlt. 

Tbe data olearly shovs that 57 percent of th® re:spondents 

n.etworks he..d 'a"fUrag. t l'elat1onal dil'lel'si!#,y, toll.ow4 by ~£, 

percent Nspondentt't who had 'hl&h' r&lational divarej.t.y. thftrll 

vera only about 13 p'rOf).::lt raspondetltl who wre fOJ.nd to haw: 

a flow·, IiUlC hO®r3!:1H10!.lS relational d1,,"t'8,1tl~ 

In the • a:?6r.ag~· (UllI.tegorl J 65 per-cant of *'.lla high (,UlU\l~ta 

I'es,pcH:u::el:1.ts "W'Eu"e mora thftR the scheduled Me bOG:'(WUC c:tute 'Who 

hfld abol.tt 59 and 5'1'1 I:lIlrcent respondents htiving ntJt""orks whioh 

bf.d ta~.raga t relational cUwrs1t,lII 

In the 'high' divnrs1t, ~8tegory the schad lee'! and high 

caste ;rQap-o!lden ts wer,?' t'ound to b;e more or lesS! at p$r with. 

ee.ch o*:her i'ollo'W''.:'d by n7 percent .t'EulJpondants Who h~d l1Jlllt'l'!'Or1<. 

OO:;1[),t"ising o:f thigh t r&lat1onal d1wra1ty. tbe backward (U\tSW 

rE!$pona.ants were found to haV$ more homoge11ouI\ n.etworKS in 

respeot to thf£! nature of relational 11n1(8 thM that of the high 

and. sQhedllle6 (Ul-S ta rsspondente .. 

The Z va1J.ea X"0vaa.led that th))re waS no $igni!1o$J1t. 

d1:frerenc~ 'between thE! mean! of the thre'l ca.ste groups of 1"(UJP.Q:!l •• 

dents as far as. their relational div51"IilIity :in thelr net140rkiS 

Was oonaerned. IndiQatlng thereby that they h~d more or l~aa 

s1mUtlAJ" taftrag., t relational diwrs1t,. If 



ll" 

The dist.,t'ibution 01' raspo:ldent. in tb& fou.r Cl.tegoriJ!$ 

baled on the extent of dlwrsity that e;,d.stad with respect to 

the oaoupat1on statu. of the members in their ?~rsonal network 

is reported in 'reble ~.l(e). 

The {'ti'ftr$:ity wa,s oomputed by d~term1n.1.n~lt th4! va:r1.ance f 

the valllas of ·Jh1ch were oa.t,IJgorizfJd in.to 'lo'(i{t ·m~HUWl' end 

-bight aacol'ding to the I"sf!;e or these values .. 

The results inCIte:, w that .bout 5-2. pllllreent of tb9 reapon ... 

dents were found to hlli.va lletvorklli "ilhich h~d Wloy tlov' diverl1ty 

in t'larro$ of tn,:,: oocupation. of its menlbel"5. fin-dIll tha:re were 

nbout !JO E!.i.'ld 113 pe,r(!,$;mt l."'8spondents who hui ilatliQrV.:B wi th 

-mediU,:i'l' Lf1ti 'h1~;h:j oocuPbtioil, eli ver8ity respect.1:vel1 amongst 

tlli meII.'it'ri'n-'$ in the 1r nQ t·wo.rk .. 

The data from th(l table :reveal that 65 :pfIreent of the 

high oast.e and neil.rly 50 J:m::rcen t of the ba.ckWard caste reapon ... 

dents had n.etworks wlth 'low' d;t~r8it:l in. terms 0:1.' the ocoupa .... 

tional status of t,helr mern~r~... 'rh.,~ sQhod'.tled caste: had 

rel~tivel1 fawer responrlent~ with 'low t diver~ity val~el in 

their network. This implies that the high. and baakwe.rd eallt4! 

reepc;.rndem,ts had net1lol"'ks oomprising of rnambert whe "W';Jr(l' ':!lore or 

111~~ h~ovin.g st,{i:tlar .,ceupational Itatus .. 

:But. in &S far as the nHtvGrks having 'high' d1'V$l"sity 

wer~ CQno$rned, thDre ~re mora of sohe~a~$d CQste respondents 

who exhibited great$r v~r1~t1on in tho cocupation .tat~a of 





their net'llork memoot's, than lIh.1ch wre found in th'31 Q&JI. of 

backward and h1~h c~ste respondartts* 

In. C&.s8 of the "lllG'diu.~f Cttte60l"~': of oiwrsity" all the 

ttu:-e:; c_s~ groups appeared to be almost ~t par with eaoh other. 

Hence thol~e was Sii5clif1onnt <iii'feren.ce (p <: 0.01) 

between the Icbedi.<ll:lfd casu '1"o"pl' and that of the other two 

ca.t$ gro~pai between vhQ~ th~re vas no .1inlflcant dlfrGr~~a9 

in respeot to the o~cupational diversity ~Qng their :latwork 

members. 

i'e l"cviell of the oeau.pational cistribution of the memberl 

in the person~l network, of tb.>a IIH'Jh$duled ceste I"EU!PQtH'1ents 

revealecl tha.t occupation. like gowrru:ll~nt s.o&l"vioe. fB.!":lin~h 

1nde:?endent profeSSi.on and illil,nual labourers in vary inl oomb1n.a .. 

tions existed. The p.rlmnr.r reaso(a for thiS bttt·erogenttl in 

occupational. beo~cgrollnd of the members is the o.;..'':onowlc nlSu,'IlEuls1ty 

Yh:toh links thllm to other calt,e meml:u!rllJ wbo haw relatiwly 

higher SQOiQ-8COnomio and. occupation stat~g. Mor.o~r linoe 

~ajorlty of the lower oamte are lnndlesl the1 try to engeg. 

in n~nfara employment opportun1 tie $ end. those which draws the. 

away from their prasoc1bed caste oeeupat1on. 

iitDv0.arIo;~·AL LrIV>~aSlrY; 

'rhe dlst:rl'but.ion of the reSIjondants aerQ$S the four 

Q&tegor1el based on tll;3 extent of edUlia.tional dl'ftt'sity &mongst 

their n$twork members is reportea in Table n.l (f)" 



The di versi ty vaa computed by ;JU:J&tlS of the 'Varin.~ce ~U.EHI 

of uhiob. V4u'e 'Hat~g,~r1slld i.ltO t10y t , tuedi:nn' and »high' accQrding 

to their rtmgd. 

'1';1.~ta data reveal that n"u.ly 50 pe:rc~~lt of the renpcmden~. 

networl{ exhibit~d tloW" ed,u~at1onal di~rs1ty amon.g th.'1l1' ~embl1!lr8 

while there weN 35 percent rf:lspondent$ who hed networks With 

'media 'i' dlvarlit, end a mea.gn five percent 0.£ respondent. had 

'high· .ducationta diversity talllOngst their ~t~iork mEtlftber:s. 

~" ? val:;,o1i ,~hov 'that tlvlre 'IIa8 no ,91gniri~cbnt dirr~t"en::!. 

lH!itveen t"ny of the thre& CIA,sUt Iroup of 1"Cfllpond?nt8 in resp-act to 

their educatiofl!l11 rl1:versity &mon-gat n8t~o.t'k member... Such an 

O'lltaoflle il obv1oas since the lewl of fQrmal eduef..t1on of the 

members in the village on the whole was low .. 

'!'he distribution at rcspondents in tlle i'our (uitllories 

based on th.e diversity or cast~ composition of' the members in 

the:ir ;:lat'Yfork and the extent to Yh.:teh it varied f:r,om th~t of th$ 

fooa1 respondents o~st~ groap, is rBported in 1able ~.l(g). 

Accordingly the m~'lU5 •• ure of cnat'a diversity hal$, been 

o:atego:risf:Hl into thx'ee gl'oupa, f:l0 diversity' 1m ;lies that the 

respo£loe:n:1;. end thu D1liu:ntlars in his personal n~tllork belong 

to the $tame oaste. The 'mediuM' os,tegary includes ft, mliHtiber(l) 

of anoth$r caste other than that of ~he re~PQnd.nt. Wher$as 

th~ 1111gh t cat8lor y 1nol\ldEl:I msmb.rs 'Who belong to thil two 

otb~r eutG S:roups than that or the rf;u~pon,dent", 
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The date. in the tabl~ shom that almost an ~q>lsl :repre!l9ntat1on 

of' n"~arly 43 :percent :respond~:1'ts wre f'owld in. eaoh of the 

categor1es of tno divsl"s1ty* and -m$raum t while ~bOr:'t ~4 peroent 

of' the respon.dents ted netwQr~ with -high If caste d1wl"s.tty 

a.m(.mgst th$ir _ml:>er ... 

The resulte ~eveal that xne.JOl"itl or th.~ baclwar4 easte 

gro:.lp With heul1 .56 p'lrt'u!lnt of ;rslpcndents had net'VOrks Which 

were homogenoul in terms of th-e oaste ,tt.tU.1 amongst thill .. am.bers .. 

Thirty ;t'1l'e percent oi' the h1~;h cute and about n'7 pel"cl1mt or 

the scheduled Oii.1I te rrru.pondaata iolso had netirorks eompr1s1ng 

of ommb;;'1'9 of th9ir own asste.. rhus ther{.!t 'WikS no diwrsity in 

tt?rnls of' the caste status bet'M~en the :respond.;:ntl!:l and thfJir 

n;)t~.rork trle.!!!be;rl!'h. 

But in the category of 'medium f diversity, thll;ra W:rG 

tllore of achedulE~d and high os.!te respondents than that of thfl 

ba(;(&ard caste who had nearly 37 :par00!lt respondents having 

net.vorks tmich comprised of. p0:rllons of other cas to than that 

of the l''llUipondetits. Similar 1y in the 'high' 0.1 'V~J:rs1ty oa.tegory 

the soheduled aad hl~ casta respoadents wr~ found to have 

n6$.rly ~O percent 01' eqllal I"epl"ese~ltat1on while the baclCW'ud 

ca.$ta groaps bad rar less respondents with dltworks h~ving 

high variations in tha cast~ status or their m6mb(~rs. 

Th" :t values claar'ly indicate that th9 scheduled and 

high. eastt. ~spondents had significant.ly great,]%" mrJan difference 

(.p < 0", (1) tluU'l tha.t of the bao!.t:ward O&sta re~pondents« Howa~r 

th$ tw formel" oas~ srolJ.pe did not MW any $1gn11"ie~nt 



differenoe in respect to the Ct.ste dl:,er,1ty of t.h$ m~mbers in 

their netwo:rits'll' Hence it 1mp11~. the.t thi$ bae~~ward casta pt':raons 

tend to be Illore ho.nogenou$ as far a~ their caste $t~tus is 

concerned. on the other hand the sohedulerl and h1gn.r oa't. 

persons generally have a more hateroph:llou.s net'Work ~orut1stinl 

of m.embers of o~:,lj," t~ enlllua e.part from that of their Olm. caste oil 

The reaSon for auah network charaoteri.stic featur~lUtf U 

probably because of th~ e~ofiom10 faotors tor which tb~ lower 

cuu,te memotlU,"s haw to depend on the high caste, while t~ta reoip­

rocal dep!tHldane. of the high oaste on the 10_1" (H,l.str!t tor 

servioe~ l"4!lating to lrnan,1.UU and "",r1eultul"M labcHu~1I 

rhe tU,stribu.tion or the responder-it. in the to"J.r oatslorl~B 

based. or}. the density of thalr p'r'.Ionr;.l network 1s repor~d in 

Tao].£!) 2.1(0) it Density is a _il.$u.re of the extent to Which the 

net\>'ork m.embers aro intarcon.118eted throu~;~!l OOUlIllllnieat1on link8 

with each ot}ler~ 'rha VBlu.es of density so computed wer. 

categorized into three groups, the 'low· density compriled or 
networl(s 1Nhich B.e,d lese then fifty peroent of its meu.aber, \tho 

were 11nk~d to each other., Similarly the ':mediwn t and thigh­

density group oomprised or networlt$ Whioh had betwl!&n eo to 76 

percent or m0mber t s linked and the other whioh bad above 75 

peroent members lntercon.:1ected t.o each other respeat1-vely. 

!'1fty plrcent of the raspondrent$ aooQI~ding to t.be data 

in the table wre found to bf"w networks with 'hiGh t d.ns1ty 



among its members J followed by 3"". pl3,~(H~!1t liho he,d 'medium." 

density and ool.1 shoat 18 perol!l'C reeponden,,:, ;had 'loW'. den,it., 

networks. 

Considering the distribution according to the oasta 

groups, it was found that, more of the bf.,ckWard f:j,nd sohedu.led 

eaate erQup respondent$ had netw«rks with ·hight dttnsity 

among their members follow.d bl about 42 percent of high caste 

respondents l'lho also he,d wry 'dflnlltlll' networks ... 

Whereu 1,n the Ce.t8g0r;y of *mediU!ll (iIMity 1n the 

net'W'QrKs, tha soheduled and high ct\ste had more or lesa l.1mll.ar 

rapl."'osentatiQn. of e.bou.t 40 and 37 p~u·e$ctt ~Ipondentl respeat1~~ 

Tbe bucl\:wa;rd ca.ate 1"'EUrpon(ielnte WtU."i): relat1lGly less with 

almost ~ .. :I: l_;v.H·oant of them having 'mediu:ll' density of nl'itworktl. 

There is ~ppa:rentl1 UQ 8ign1ficant difference h3twl!:1 

the thrtle caste groups of ;rQs;pond:rnts with Nspect to their 

network den~1t1. Th1,$ 1mplifH)1 that in .~enel"al, the members in 

the p:~rsonal networks of th~ three caste groups: ar~ highly 

interconneoted in ter:us of com:nunicat1on. lirdtaae '!11th I;.):l<~' 

another_ The plausible reason for sach an o:ltaome is that 

maJor1 ty at the network members belonged to ·the StmAe or neigh ... 

bOl.U"1ng village II henoe there was greater il'ltet'lactional 

opportunities b.tW6~n the m$mbers& 

DEGRE& 0]' a;sr~fIOMStlIP 

'rb. distribution of the ,respcmdents acroes the four 

(ua.te&oras baled on tb$ dGgrae 01' rel~eioltsh1p fuat (lx1sts 
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between the oetwo~k membora on an a~rage with each other i& 

l"'apOI·ted in :rable ~41 (i). Dagrea of relatlonship is! 'the _Ullr9 

of the m~un number of rec1prooal interrelat10nBhips that each 

network member had .with the oth'll' members in the netvork,. 

T"no co;upu.ted val;J.ta! of this 'Variable were oategorlsfilld into 

tb.ree group;, 'low' fled1wnt and -higbf'!I* "'~b~ first of these 

i!npl1es that lelsar number of' .relationships exlAltl, with a meM 

of two per p$t"IOOif Wbil0! in the 'mediu.m t an awral~ l"'elat1oMh19 

of two to four per mflulber 'Wa3 eot'uJ1de"ed Md in the 'h1gh i group 

the mes.n relationship ranging trotn four to six pax- mer.'lber wa. 

1nclu.ded, 

The data from the tr~hl$ !"e,,",al tb.e .. t nea.rly 5{; pel"Oent. of 

the total rs;,po~'ldents htio networkl with 'lowt deg:rtH~ of" relW!';t1on­

sh1ps. amon.gs t th:;; members if' "!"hera were aboilt 33 pfiraant n.pon .... 

dents: witll JllfBtworks Which had 'madiu;lf degree ot relatlonship. 

between their network members. 

HaJol"ity 01' the bae~<;;.~ard oasta riiH~pon{."nt8 wre foWld to 

h~VfJ notworks 'Whioh had tlo"d't degrae of ;relationship 'b$ tt:reen its 

members; followed 'by ne~rll 59 peroent of sohed~led ealte 

respondents who had $uch networl~ features. The hisn caste 

respondents ware found to be the least in this category with 

only about 3~ percent balng :rf)presented .. 

But the ord~r was ho~ver re~~sed in tbe 'medium 1 

ee.t~gor.Y where n.arly an percent of hiSh c&8te :Nlspom1ents had 

networks oomprising of members having n Dlean of two to foUl" 

interrelation.hip" with other netwrk mem.bers_ N~xt 1n order 



vere the sched~led C~$te ~!pondents vith n$~rly 37 peroent 

ba1n~~ reprelsntad in this aate~~ory. The bao~1jf8.rfi (UU9!te gr(tlup 

',/at'~ relatively low with sbout ~6 percent -respot\d~ntlil who Wlr(~ 

found to hnw network$- ~.lth exa$d1um t degratl of' r~ll!l1.tionship 

~mongst its members. 

The ;~~ values cle.~~:rly shQ'''''' ths:t th~ high ~aste respond.at. 

had sign1flcmntly gr~at~r ~]an 41ff&renees than that or th~ 

schedu.la4 catl~ group (p <. 0.03) Md backYard Cdt. rallpond~:'lt. 

(p < 0 •. 01) ril5ltllpeetlwl"", ~l.reas thftra Wftl. no 1-1ln1fio~t 

difference bet'ill~n the t.wo lowr caste Iroup of responden.t. 1n 

l'S.I;H3Ct to their degJ"fiG or f'1l1_tlotUfb1;p ~n'$t their nfllltwo:rk 

This brings ott t the fact th~t th~ litembera in t1,.. nEi twor)($ 

of high caIto r'espondenttt miU.ll,teined relatl w11 greatel" degtl0 

of interrelationship fmlongst thtlt'lls$l'v(!uIJ than those of the 

scheduled and baa\;;:wud caste nspondent! "hlo llTid&ntly .xh1b1te~ 

lesser degre~ of int~rrelation$h1p amongst tbe1~ network ~.ber$ 

probably beoause 'Or ImB'll.r network 81z$" 

In order to find out the re1~.tio:nlh1p between th" M tl.work 

and indi"ldu.al va.r1able. 'With thG leftl or inwl'f'lJment a pro 

order correl-.tion was computed.. the de.ta wrtl analysed. in two 

•• parat& sot. acrQ'. the four categorieS into ~oh tho re.poft~ 

d.nts na.'V119 btliM ,roup*d. 'The e.ts C(H!lpri.$$ of the following t 



1n 

a) 'the e.ight networK 'Variable$ excl.ua1:'V'$l:1 

b) the tour teen ia~l~v.ldu~~ variables ~1d th~ ~aulta or 

each are pl'l,'1uJanted ·~al.Jle 3.1(-.) and 3,,1'b) l"$Spect1wlJ". 

The corrtlatiQn cOlltt101itnt. of the ~1,h.t n$twrk 

variablf). with the left1 or involwl\ent for tnt! four oat~,o.rl ... 

of reapondenta are "'POrted in. Tabl#l 311i1 (al.. As e:rtdent from 

the data :reported in tbe table lix sacUl lUItvork variables were 

found to be signifioantly oorrelated with the 1$.1 Qf in'fC1V4$UI'@n.tl 

T~fble # 3.1(a)~ Zi91!'0 order correlatiQn QO$ff1c11::ltl of !;{atwrk 
"8l"iablj~'h1 with tb~ lewl of Inwl.vfllment ot the 
total, Higher', !hlMJkWud and Soh.duled eJaste 
rG:spondenu 

.. ,' "'". ~tletI';ori~ """:rom "' .. ," ""1fliE~j:"" laC~ '" S'e"'6iitiI.a"'" • 
§JS~t..,,7lG~U. "\n~at21,,, u~l .... _ ,i~~l ... ,""" !~I2 ".un .... ,. 

,1. f;iet\lrork 
lIip 

2. Fl"6queno1 .... 0.1661. 
ot oont&ct 

3. Relational O.n965** 
Li T(~rs..i ty 

4. Oeeupa.... . 
t1.onal O.07M(n"".) O.3~. 
Divsrs1ty 

a. cute O.4t'!M.. 0.3451* O.Mn9· 1A1i O.MS4(n"I.) 
Diversity 

7 1& Density .O.3159l$ufl .O.133S{:n.I.)-O .. Sl06·· -O*,O~19(nlf •• ) 

~ .• l2!iDti" , . .J~tI$QQ4,~~-..... 2..a§tt* ... ". 2.=i3g*~ ....... J2JJ~Q~~ .. '*-, 
* S1gn:1t"ioamt .. t s11evel of probability 

•• B1gniti<umt at 1$ 19.,1 ot probability 
n.s. liot Jliipifi(Umt", . 



1. 
Of the:!H3, degree of :t"&li-tlonship .$~work ~iM, cut41 $nd 

relational d1wrsity ha,d if. :pQSit,:l:~ Bssoa1et1on at 0.01 lewl of 

probo,b11ity vhe~a3 det1$ity end f"q~n'Cy of contact had a 

neget1'W1 usoc1at1on at 0.01 and 0.05 l-ewl of probab11.1.t1 respectiro 

'Wiy;;- Occupation and I'Ihiuoat,1onu lliWt'.s1ty "hawd IIle .1gn1.f1ce.nt 

relationship vith the depen4ent var1ebl~ in the cam. of total, 

rusponden.t.l .. 

In th5 blah casto category,: t·OI,Ut net.'1IRlfk ft:r1abl~UJ; ngel.1 

o,Ertvo;rl( s1z., dti,r,~., out~ ~d <x:cupation di,"rJd.t;r W~ fOWJ.(i 

to haw poI! ti W tLrl.d 111gnif1oflUlt correlatio..*l with the 1",,"1 of 

1nVlO.l'Ve:~ent I.t O~05 lewl of prob~bi11tlii1i 

Similar11 ill thi:! baol~yar¢l Ca.IU (U\Rgory't seven 'Vaf'ill'blfUlI: 

were fountl to haw s1gnii"leent corr~lat1on "I'1th. the l~wl of .' 

1: 

invo1vemant. Thes:e wre d91rettIJ netvorl( alze. east. end f"~latlorkal!j· 

tliVt~l"s1ty wh1'ch had positiw association at 0 .. 01 le'ftl Qf 

prQb«bility whil$ density a,,"1d frequencl of contaet bad ne lat1V8 

alsooiation at 0.01 and nIII'Ot; ll!lll"f$l of probabilit.y i> OCQupll\t.1onal 

diversity d:S.d not sbov LVlj1 significant a~sooiat1:G v1th too 

l.evel. Or 1n:vol'Wment amongst the 'bacKwud cute :reapor~dentslOl 

For the s~h8dUled oaste cBtegory, only de,ree and network 

size 'Were found to have a PQsitin and 11gn,1..f1otnt OOl"re12t1on 

1tfi.th tll~ dl$pendent Yflriable let 0.01 level of pr.obab.tlity. t>}h1l:e 

th$ oth$r $1x vfll"'iablt£lJ. did, :lot havo any signifioant assooiation 

vith the level at involvement1ll 

!hEll results tb.~:r$fQre Mghll,ght th~t s,Q,ro"8 tbe four 

Qat-IOrio. ot "_pondente t thr'lte network "ffu.*ieblet c:orUJ18tently 
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featured in their ~Isociat:.ion "with th~ luwl of lnvolft_ntlfj 

These variabl~s were degree. network 81~t and caeta 41~rs1ty. 

The tents,ti?e assumption 'Which Cf.il be draw is that d.tgrc. of 

relationship betW$en individu~ in a net~'i'Qrlt!t ie en ell'uu!tntia.l 

f£ctor 11lbioh deter-nines th$ 'Various types of sooial .xehange 

that individua.ls may possibly en,e,.;~fJ witb each other. '~b11e 8, 

larger network of' ind1vithu:.ls woUld '6ulb'aqu9.ntlJr enbanott the 

posaibilltiee of more 500181 relationlhlps \)ling t'ormtld among 

the .embers. 

Further if the 1fi~r'e:z."'. in network: .1:1& ies; effeotAld b1 

casta dillartlity it directly 1n!lJ.6aoe.s the Nll&t1onal d1't'el's1ty, 

type of $ooiGl $xcbange an~ inevitabl1 the 1ntorm~t1gAal 

8trenath of the network bees;use or hl~t.erogen1t1 'With ;f'EUlpl1ot to 

cf.E~:rtain sQcial eba:r~QtG::1st1o$ aonlst tM mam":t'$., 

IXl oase 0'1' the higher oastA! respo~'ldantB, correlation 

bet'tfeen the Q®.st6 di,"r~ity end oc..:::u.vationul di:,eraltY(l'::tO.4BM! 

p < 0.01) s1.p1f:y the interdependence that .nat. bet_8ft the 

higher and soheduled caste members for s9rTioes rendered in 

agricultut"u Md labou,l." rlSlf;ted tlct1v1t1654 In no~ e1reul1U! ..... 

tanoes a bigher oaste parfScn vill not hew e. lower (UUlte in 

his personal network henoe the assQol~tion be~en thee. two 

group! is probably owing to economio dependence and rarely 

baeaut!il$ of personu relationship. Perhap~ t.'lat il Why in the 

soheduled castt group the oaate and r$l&tional diversity did 

not te .. t:lre Significantly. The po,;gihle reuon "in, that tOr" 



tersonal me,tters thG schedulfad cast·'"" had to depend on tbfJ1r ow 

oeste for SUPl)1rt. }fQr_ow!"', there exists it I trconr: fl,IIUlloeiation 

between the network 11%& and degre~ (r#O.6747 p < 0.01) in. the 

case of scheduled caste respondents, thus it 1$ the d.,ree of 
&mOnIst 

relation;h1p~mb.rs in the netvork of this oaste group that 

determinG$ to 8. ~at axtent the type and nature of interaction 

and $ubtsequtn tl1 tbe l.w1 of inY011f~Ulen t «I 

3(b) l;D~ZbQ~~UI.llU,ntb ~ .l&Dl .. G:!~mJ,;u .. ~ 
fable 3.1(b) report, the findings of: the c()f'~1:at1on ot 

indivittuQJ. variabl4iUi with the 1_,.1 of 1nwlwment. 

T&.ble 3.1(b). Zero ord.er oorrelation coefficient of tbfi •• 1eo1;$0 
ind1v1due.l variable, with lc"tel. of involvement or 
the total, higher t bacf:tward and eobedulf1t(i casU 
l"fu!5ponden t. 

!~U alf!n~J_ *1 L ~.r= • • P.I~T~ ~Tot~at .. ~ · 14 Q 11, Highe'); ~ 4Nl.~*ru I 'iackVari:i~ I ~ ~ch.!Uti·d 

XiU-:~GJAI.,,, ... , ' . .w.::lt1.Q}, .. 0." ...... b'JJ;lQl .......... ," in~il .. , ...... i .. hl~Z,l.. .. ,ulli 

Age .O~2079· 0.0036 .0. "!361. 
(n.s.) 

t8ndholding 0.0161 0.0454 .oill'ooa 
(nitl .. ) (n",fh) (lhl. ) 

i' amil.y type 0.0456 .... O.3MS* o.cern"" 
(n",18 It ) 

Gosmopalit~1S O,~~45*. 0.1515 O.39il3 l41tt 

(nils. ) 

P a;rt1cipat:1on 0.0539 .. 0.0504 O.094t3 
in Bxtension (nils. ) (n,4IIl. ) 

Proportion of' -0.2944- "",0.1731 ... 0.2900* 
Network mellb(:u' (nil''') 
as source ot' 
information 

Extent of -O.n698** O.l4..~ -O.39nl*· 
.IPSUI;W, .. '" 1IlJ11bl t!,11 ,~$;1.1J.1. " ••. _ •• - u~.""~..,.",,,r ftll 

II 4"WI J """ I 

.. S1snif1oant at 5~ le-vel Q£ probability 
** SigniflClm t .. t 1% lS"fel of prob&b:11i t1 
n ••• Non Significant 

1$0 .. 431BfUt 

O .. 4?cm1\\l* 

-0.0118 
(u",s. ) 

Oll1t0133 
(n ... 81Yi) 

O· .. 3t!14* 

.0.4533"· 

-0 .. 3766* 
AfjJlibi1t ! I iii * ... ~1fI UHJ -(tj~ 



It Yas found th~t only four oat of tha tourteen indiYidual 

~1(':t>lel were ~gOoiated gj,gni1'i~f.J'ltly w1.t,h lewl of involwmllllmt. 

C021unopoliwnelS WI. fOWld to h~i,W a pOlitlW oorreltllt1on at 

0.01 lt~l o! prQbab111t1~ While age. proportion of netvork 

member, "11 source of information, mld the extent or If:IJ:1)OlIIur'' had 

Ii negative corrole,t100 ai.t O~05 and 0 .. 01 leftl 01' prob_bility. The 

rftma1nL."1g ten 'f"ar1J.ble8 "lilted to ,oc1o-perlon.al, IUctem810n 

cQSWlicat10n end :1nf'oraJlS.ticn a0'1~i.1tion WN not ["una to be 

$ipi:f:1eantly oor"l~ttJd wit.h level of 1rnrolwmfmt" 

X a:ll11y type was th~ onlY Tll"iable tor the b1gh c&JJte 

:respondents \lh1oh We.8 fOIUld to be e.1gn1tiQantly but Dltga.ti. ... ly 

aSsooiated with the lave! Of in\~lVGmont at 0.06 level of 

probability_ 

iJ1i10ngst the 'backward en3te re,pondenta t fi Ttl 1"UiabllJs 

wera f'otmd to' have lign1t1cant oorr61atioo mtll the 441l!p6ndent 

va:rtablelii Of these fafUll type Md eO:1tmopolitlfJnels had positive 

assooiation at 0.05 ~d 0.01 leval Qf signif1eance. 

~lareas ase t proportion .cf 1n!orm~t1on sourC.B and the 

ext~nt or ,xpoeurlJ va. found to be ne,ati~ly a_eaciated in a 

significant manner at 0.05 and O~Ol level or ?l"'(ibabl11ty l"Gspttcti­

wly. 

In the oalU! et the ,c:hedule(i (u'lste ;felponde:ntl f five 

n.ri$;bl"'8 _" fO?lnd. to be significantly eorr.lated. AI', proper.,; 

tion of 1nformat1cn lourUfUI 8.t""Kl eX.tent of expolure had negl.t1w 

a •• ooiatiGn at 0,1 $nd 0.05 1e~1 of prab~bilit1 ~$sp8ct1vely. 
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~;r1hili9 landholding Md part1cipe.t1on in .:xtsntt1on I,ct1rltie8 IIh~d 

positive asnoaiat1on at 0.01 and 0.05 l$vel of probabi11ty~ 

J. '$neral observatiQn across th~ fo\U' catE!{;cr1es of th'l 

respondents shoved that there are certain variables 'J.bien hLVV 

a dacis1V$ rol;a on thlc level Of in1lO1wment of the relpondl;lnts in 

the different caste IroapB_ Agm and proportion of laformation 

sources ltx.h1b1t I. s1;;ni!ioant. inflaenee in ~e Iroupl, with the 

exception of the high Odte. Th. tM1ly type eont.ribut.d in the 

Ode of' high ad backvud cut. Iroupjll Land holdins wal round 

to have a d1stinot role only in calle of tho iilMedll1ed o!urte 

oategOl"l" fheratore It thfUiIi& variablt!Ht wre fo:.md to haye suffioient 

:r~~ll3vanoe to the object1," \1t1der Iltudy. 

AlthOllgh 1..'1(U.v1Ctflally, both age and proportion of b1'ormat1on 

SOu,reG' warEt found to have a. negative bUt significant correlation 

with the 1$w1 of involvement in th~ cal!! of th1lll totlJ.l, bao'&a.rd 

and acheduled Ot;stfllr respon(l(ltnt. 1st betwe-en th.::: two variables It 

significant and positive a$~oe1ntion was found to ex1!ti (Total, 

r=O_~439.* b1gh&r r-O.370*· b~ekYard r=O~3614* and acheduled 

r=Ot!tn037(n~ ... ), therefore it is e'Vitient tba.t yoooger ",GIl e.nd 

fewer nUJ:aber or primary source! of in.for::a&tion in a\ 'H)Ci5l network 

enha~ces th$ poasibi11ty of greater level of 1n.alvem~t Qr 
provides mor. scope tor individuu$ to engage in different types 

oJ sooial eXchwlge with one ~oth$r. It also inore~aa the 

ebence for mor$ information &oqu!sit1on. on the oontrarY1 older 

&',$ and gr&attu:' dependenoe on ind1n{.iuUs within oneil pe:rsona.l 

tuttvorlt tor information tend$ to lint the different t1~s of 

!Joei$]. $xob.1111. with other$ in th;1r social setting. 



Considering the et'!ect or i'ac:111,y type on the law1 of 

l1lvol 'f641ent in the olla. of hieher :entl bacttward east. it could b8 

pOJllls11)le to $xplain th0 :.role of J,o:1nt and nuclear foily 8 true tun 

on the. lewl 'Of inwl-vement. Since 62 percent of the 111gbe,r 

easte respOndEU'lt$ w.re from Joint fa'1l111 •• t it vas poatlible tor 

them to d11eass and 'little ~rsonal matterl !WlQnget thmmlel'V8l1 .. 

Howver, as they were numil:ricslly lTtore me.bert in & Joint fp1l;r 

there VOUld be relatl 'tOll mON into.rm.,tion tnpr,lt through dit:re~t 

m4i\u,tlb.ra tho eOl&p~4 to .. nualeu t_ilJ'1i 'rhGrte:for*, there 18 

e'f$F,Y poS.B1b111ty tba,t jOUllt family .tnctll"S do limit t.l'li\I le~,l 

of lnvol ~men t. $ while or thil! Qontr~1".Y ttlJ.clGa.r tanUl1 at:ruotures 

do not lB., any str ~tiJ.l"e1 en the le"fel of involwment d obler,..(i 

by 1 ts pos1 ti W Md significa;.1t association in ths OaM of backYard 

casta r0~::,ondGl'1t8, who ware about 71 pereant having a nUCJlear 

family baokground. 

Landholctl.ng was f'Otl.'1i1 to express a high and posit!" 

0.ISH:'.)cia.tion with the lewl of involwment in the ca. of: aobedulad 

Cu.stEl re$~iondent... But within this eOIl';1wU.ty 0011 ~ perclIln,t 

could be categorised as Imp.l.l tarjN~r$ who owned lane. !:uatftlfn one 

to ti w acres ~ Howw:r t it we! Observed ths.t landhold.lng bad 

a Significant c():rrelat1on "r1th occupation (1"-0,,474 p <. O.Ol) Md 

!oc1o ... aconomio statuI (r~O~335 p <. O.Ofi) "IIhila both at tb&se 

~re highly 1nterao~relat.d (r~O.747). But paradox1~111 neither 

or the two It::tter mentioned var1ttbl$$ had any 8£u!oniation with 

thErJ lflv:tl of involvement individtl$.lly. 

ReMt land QW$'t"1lJh1p 'part1au.llU.'"ly in the oase of sohedu.1.ed 

(Utst. mtJltb!llll"$ mpP$.rs to enhNlee thllJ statuI qllo of tne 



im11V1c;,ual providing opportunitlas fQr Vider l.wl of inwlw_nt 

which may extend to oth~r ci.lta group. as _11 1"1. the!"' Uum Mini, 

11m1'ted to just the1~ own community. l.£oreowl"', it a the eo:onoaio 

var1abl$s like ®oupatlon, lanx!holdina; .tc. which contribute. 

directly in raisins tbe economic: status of tb~ othEU"'VisG aoo1all1 

(U.sadvWltaged ~mb'.rs in. the ruf>tl !oe1e~y. 

f'nEIJ orientation 01" the $00:1&1 network val I.UUU!t to dcertain 

the natu.re of eoanu.n1cation n'atvQrk that ex11tld ~1tI tbe ~m'b~u'J 

of' a village. And ther!'!rf'ore in order to f:t..'1.d out the extent of' 

influenoe the network and indlv1'cuu variabltht had on the lewl of' 

inwl ~ment, a path anslyllBi$ W$.8 OomPtltld With the law1 of 

involvement al ~fJpendent variable and the I'll t.VOt'it Md individual. 

variables as indep@ndent~ 

The analysis V~Ul aonduct.aei for the folU" oatrilI01"i$' ot th.e 

re~pond.nt$ •• parat91y; total respond.ents, high, bao~ and 

loh.du,led Ofast;a groups "lpElot1vell. Th.e find1nls if,<U"'C;IIUi the tOllr 

oategories was presented in t~~ sets i.c. 

A. Seleoted network Tariahle$ exolu'i~11$ 

». Seleeted network an~ 1ndividunl Tar1ablea tog~th.r With 

the level of tn~l~n~nt al the dependent ~iable. 



The 'Correlation and path. eoe!:f1Qienta of the .1x 1:1anifiaant 

network varlablEl!$ for the total responde'n:ta With their level of 

invol wment 1. reporUd in Table 4 <ii\(i) 

fab1. 4 At!). Patb ooeftia1ent8 of the network eorrel~ta. or the 
tot&l N'lpomlents Lewl of InwlT.l_nt 

%14 Network 0*4394*$ -O~l083 O.5~ 0.3511 O~le55 0.0SS9 
:e1zl{NWKS) (XU) (xm_) (xt10) 

xllJ Freo;uenc1 .. 0.1667* .0.0310 .0.1351 .0.0,886 .(10t5S 
~~08}nt&ot (]til) (~) 

:1.1"'1 Rela.tional O!fl~e65*. 0.00.04 0.'2761 O~11a3 0..,0'141 0*0$" 
Dl wra1t;r (XaD) (~l) (XnO) 
Ute1 D} 

x~O Caste Dlv~ 0.4234.. 0.1638 O.g699 0.1809 0.1351 -O~OI1n 
Q lCaattt D) (xns) (Xll) (:14) 

¥nl Deneiti1 -O.31fJ9·· 4IIIO .. 310tl ... 0.0058 ... 0.0868 (hOm 
(Den) (~) (x14' 

::la! I.;$gr.. 0.5004.· O.,Sn38 .. O.O~M .0. 01n6 011 0498 
(lIIi) (XU) (x.aO' 

!be data sbows tbat de,rae of relationship had the l~,est 

(iirtct effect (O.ml3S), i'ollC1fWd by ,len.ity or Mt~ork{ .. 06.S1'M) 

wh10h express$d substantial nag~ti~ 0tf$c~ directly Gn th6 1.,.1 

of in"Wl Vtlment. gine. th$ ma.lni tud-a of the d.il'eot T&lU$. of 

M;H. ~ dtlns1ty ~ Etqual to the1l:' correlational. value., both 
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t11e var1a.al~3 ,a,;rD instrta-'T!19!1tal in contributing the,ir influence OD 

the lewl at J.nvolnment of the members in a social nGwork .. 

The implioation of thG aboft resu.lts Ct:al be interpreted 

es greater the degree of relati(m,sh1p th&t exists _0111 the USMI'Il 

in a network with otluu.", .ore will be the opportWl1ty for difflllf'\8nt 

types of' social exchang., in 'Whioh th., Q·ould en6s.~. vith Gach 

other", on t1143 contru:y, highet' dens;1t1 MOng$'t the ._ba:r" " 
i",e. &01"$ th. co_unicat.ion Unke there 1s betw.n aambeJ"s gHater 

~d.U be th. tendenoy to liJait tll.ir 8"181 ir'ltiiJ'act.1m p"t~:rl.bl1 

to their network. links than .. 11th Otb1U"1I outsi(1& ~h;m ll&tworkw 

'rhie subs~)quently limit. the ditf4!'EUlt t,1pts of' sooial exoh.,e 

tha.t th~ nlemOal'$ in a network would engage th~.~81w$ rith athers 

ou.t sioe their nttwork, hence highar d.&naity has a nlill~t1~ 

1nfluim,ce on the l-ewl of inYOlve.fult on the 'mole. 'Thil M ... 1:n.ing 

f'ol.lr va~1abl$s netwo.rk lise, Hlational and cast@ d1:f8rsity Md 

frequenay of eontaot, reg1stetGd larger total .indirect effeots 

on the lE!1~}l 'Of 1nvolveunt ;rti.uJpeetiwly .. 

li$'.~ .• §iaa. Though net\(Q;rk siz. was f'Q;,U:1\'1 to ha'19 11 positiW 

and. significant allooiat100 (rmO.43M , < 0.01) with t.he ). .. _1 

ot: in'VOlw!OOnt; it h"d n negligible negative direot effeot 

( .... a .. 10SS) on. the dependent 'nl.:riable. Bu.t the total 1nd1~ot 

effect. which was the largest (0. fm67). "!\lUI 1"8n to bll!1 eontrilluted 

subst.antiallY by the indirect influence of' t.be decree .of I'tIla.tion­

ship (O.3511) and dena1ty (0.1655) which were found to ohannel 

their pos1ti~ etfect ~~ougn network B1~ on the 18~1 of 

inwl wm~nt. A similar tl"i$nd w... .een in the casl or relational 

4iwrllity Whioh had a very meagre d1~Qt effeot {O.OlI1(4) en"" 



degree 01 relntion&h1p was found to ehan."lttl it. ll!u:08tant1d Md 

signii"1cant 1nl'lu.e.rtce (:.1.1133) throtlgh Nlnt1ooal. diwrsity on 

the leve~ ot invol. W.~Ult. 

The above Nsult. imply tbat in persone.l net~,,'Orks w'!'th t.w 

members, there 1$ limited. ,cope tor variety of l!lloo181 exahanp 

Goong the members in th.e network and hence it eJq:lres.:::d a :n~gat1" 

intlaence on the level of 1nwlw_nt" flU'ther" in .mall network. 

with low relational d1 .. rs1ty th1, part1c&lar diversity index dee. 

not exhibit :any siBn1f1cMt W'luenc9 on the leval o.f 1nwl __ nt .. 

HOWla"!Tar in tbe oase of both thtl nriablslI ~.mdEU" oonsideration, tl:wi 

degree of relationship emGrges as tb$ key ~rlable which asasrt. 

its influence on the level of ~)volvem.nt more than that of 

;'lat'"Or~t Si~6 end relalllt10nal diwrs1ty. 

Q.lil~, li;t.l!U:I~i The caste diwr:Jit,y was found to be stgn.1tioantly 

associated (r=O.4~34 p < 0.01) and N 'WIll N it ha,~ ~ appreciablll 

d.irect cff'$Qt (O.l53l) on tll.e ls?Ol of 1nvolwment. :gut its total 
"lias 

indirect effect (01ll260~)gelat1wly greater tban thlS di"ct tlirreot 

and the data revealed that the degree of ~llat1onsh1p yield.d a 

11grd .. f1oant 1n£1t.tEmce (O,.1699)j fol.lo¥,,f8d by d~nsit1 (0.1351) 

both of which wre channelled througb cu~ d.i1'8r$1t~!1 en the l~,wl 

of invol vem.en till 

Hance 1'.h~ itlplicat:t.on of the ~bow results is thet tb~ 

degree of re~at1onebip and ~lO density among the me~Oer. in a 
network are important factors in determil'l1ng the levnl of invol...,. .... 

m9%lt when the:r& .x1It. a 1!arianoe in the CllJIta stat.ua between 

the _mbar.1Il 



the cOJ"relt.t1on and Pt;th coe:t.fi~1ent$ of the four 8igntficM t 

ngt;~iork varlabl~HjI, ne t"'ork ,lIe !II dfl&lgre~, caste nnd Qocupatiofl (!U.vs~-

11 ty of the high <.U1Stl, rtlSpOndEw.ta vith the lewl ot 1,!tvol'fe~Gnt 

1, :repor~ci :ln, Tabla -4 A{ 2). 

Table" A(n), PILth coef!io1ents of the netvari& correlQt.. of' thll 
Higher Q~ste rsspcl'ldftnt. Imf,,'1f!l ot inYOlvem.$nt 

- · ", ....... , "" " .... " Cor;.' ·"''''''··*i5!reo't" "i~btil"'" """ i'Ubi'tint(1l: ·IniHi.'a"t'·· .. ·,,· 
VU1able. Coer!... Eft""t Indireot MftTct through 

~_~II'1l:l; #ilb4I1lJI,p,fWIli 't·;*.IVtoI«!WM~ p1\jd f. If..,111 6 11 "1~lMr,* m.!GJ;I~m~'''' tM l!jIl'fIf",n~¢1!I?'8>W11/1t1jjA11f"'fMj_IMN)!I""'~1W I nl t. a 13'Ai' 

x Network 
14 sisa(NWKS) 

0.3933* OIft0799 O.3M4 0.1758 O.Oe20 0.0456 
(~) ,.. ... (XflO) (xiS) 

Ocollpa .... .. 0.1614 0.1613 0,,0052 01110434 X1B OIt3~n1 
tiooal (~O) {"at) 
Liwrs1t,. 
<000 D) 

Xno CestEl D1v. 0.3451· O.nlM OtitISa'? C4I07'23 0.0304 
(X1S> (Xl.) 

* OIt~M5 0., lOOt) O.OSM 0 111 0264 X~a DagNe 0.3614 
(Xl .. ) {:J:1S' 

~~iIIi ~«!I !lilt !!jlil8~i\II I, _I III II iIIII !rJ",II!'II!l!itifl ~ 'i1ilit .'~~"M(II .Qf!IIfl~ i¢'IlflMi1II9 _.",~ 1:1 dill! 1iW"l'/JIi ~ IlIIIiIf 11111101 U jfAiIi ~$lI. I j~!I11~ II iIl':If;,~.~ l~tjllllli 1i1ll ""'lIiill~~W$lil,,* ~ 

* S1gnif1Gant at 5$ ** 81gnit1ewlt at l~ 

, ~ ~ 

l'he data re'V&.l that degne of l"I&lat1on.hip fUUJtt~"ttd 

the lal"gfiuft direot affect (O.f!64S) on the 16'9'$1 of inwl,,"Mnt. 

i'allowed, by Gdte d1'ftl"s1t1 (Oilfiltl4). This 1mp111il1 that. botb, 

these, va;riables have en important role in determining tha lew]. 

01' 1n1101wment in wh10h tM high caste respondent, (IHlgag~ with 

othtr' Cdte mEUllbars in the village. 

uti ~. 



N$tworl,,; si~. WU .found to haw tb. largest total indirect 

effect (O.3(44) on the lewl or involvement bUt bad a -1*1 

negligible direct. eft.ct (, .. 07137), Howwr it is .PPaftnt t:rom 

the table that de,ree of relat.ionship hitd an appreciable 

magnitude of itl inflaenca (0$11158) ohannelled 1nd1~otly throtlgh 

n.tvofllt lil8 Whioh eontrib~lted to its liJilf1ifiaant ltt$soc,iat1on 

with the l .. wl of involve •• nt. To a oertain extent th$ cute 

d1wrsity J als;o indirectly chemnQl. its lntlutno16 (Olll~O) thflilUgh 

network BiJe. 'rh11i olearly impl'1.' that the ctaSt'fU! of relattonlhJ.p 

Whioh the high cdte ~"pond.nts had With .mbers or other cdte 

ste.tus waS pri:'1ar111 out of a loeio ... ·l!omorrle necell:::>it.y and it 

accordingly 4E)tamined the 1.w1 of 1n.volwment. 

This fact is further eVident 'Wb.en tbBI occuplI'ltional di'N:r11t,. 

11 Qonsidered it waa found to haV$ a POlit1~ association {r.O.~ 

p .( 0"05),, witts the lewl ot 1n:volve.~nt'll 'l'b.a uta 1'.""31 a '"11' 

inteNst1rlg outcome whero the direct effect or thtl oCQupation4ll 

diversity (O~1614)J 1s equal to ita total indirect $frect(O.l~13)~ 

Tho ind1r$ot WlufH:lce ot flute d1verlit1(O.OO52) was found 

to be cbannel1$d thrOtleh oem.tpf~t1on81 diftt'IIi.:ty on the level of 

invol.~me!1tll> Bene'/! it indicates, ·th~t the tnt~raot1onal link 

between thel high ce.ste respondents and that or ot.ber odte ._bet's 

is mostly e.ttribut$d to th$ oocupational inwl w~nt ~ tuoh $.I 

manual Md egr1¢Ult~ labO'l.U",. for 'Which thll former he.W to depend 

on the 'bao'cward or seheduled cf:'.~te ~mb8rs in the villap .. 

ThereXore in the case of bigh ~~8te ~spondent. the degree 

or relationship With meJil"blir'S of othell" caste stEf.tus Wh. importe.n.t 

:La determininJ ~ 1.V&l of :i.n'901"l$m.ent. 
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The oorrelation and ptd::h coaffie1ents of th~ .1:x Bipi.t1cant 

rl9twork variables; degree ot ralationshlp, dan:sit, ot network. 

network 81zo, Qa~te and relational di'V6rslty Ilad t.reql.l6nc1 of 

cotltnot for th~ b~clt"W'ard cru!d~. respondenta: on th~1r 16.,.1 or 
1avo.1wmEult is presented in Table 4. A.(3)"tI 

Tal>la ~(3)' Path ooslf'1oient. 01 the netW.:fk oo:r~latel: ot the 
UaokwUd Ca~to rssp'c.')!ttientl t-wl of inwl'fl!.ent" 

~!§ , ~tl# $ 1* uaut §. II U M~d»Corr: '"1; J 4' ~D1ria't totar' M~~ .1# P8ub.ltiiit1~ai !I'ri'&liec'£ ~ ~ 
Vuiable JQ,e!t. Ufe·oi In~ct Ettile't throu.p 

"ItIt!l\V''''~JJIoftIJIW~ 11'11'011(1 ! ~~'UIjr~d~ppt '*~J""$5.'e:lll'jllWlP$ ~1Ml ••• ;tll, ,,"'"~llIl'tW;!M~N~%I>m=rnl I 1 IV 'II Ai) 1II"::S;llll'JIIF;,.~; IIMlf,qll\tl!i'cp; 

•• x14 Network 0.5643 0.0165 O~5479 O.~73 O.~019 
s1ze(f~WKS) btm!) (~) 

%15 Frequency ""t).296~· .0.1319 .0.1596 .... 0 .. 0019 .... 0.0493 
of contaot (X~, (X!l) 
O.;·OC) ~~~ 

As in tb.E;# QUSel of th~~ totu l:"Gspondents the data for the 

baekward 4&$te ~1Ulpbnd$ntl .Uso rewaled th&t degree of r1l!flllt,1Qn­

ship had the lar,.lt direot iJ!fsQt{O.4197) 11\ ;followed by derulit1 



Since nearly 60 j)el"cent respondents belonging to thillJ out. 

stat~s had small personal networks th~ dagree or relationship 

amongs t their members valf 11:1 oruoial factor wbiah influenead the 

level of involvement., \.Jb11e greeter interaational lint( ~aonS8t 

the membera tana to limit thair lllwl or involwJUHlt with othor, 

e.nd henoe for this ,..ea8QU, dln8it.)' vas fo'mtl to express &. IJig,ntfilOl< 

oant negsti'ft association (rBO.S1OO, p < 00,,01) With the d.~ndent 

var1ablE:h, l~etworlr.: 8ize was found to ha"fe the 1eJ1t,est total 

:lnd,1rect fltffec::t (O,,5t118) compared With tbat or the ()the;r var:labl~ 

such M relational Md o~~te diwrl1ty., AS ill 0",1(,1.,ot 1'1"'0.. the 

table thflJ ind11f1t~ual direot .r1:'eatl of tha:: network Ii. (O.OlGtS) 

end relational diversity (0",01$)0) i. w1"1 mE)agl"C a,i1d nilooe the •• 

vflr1ables do not h.ave any ~HlbstMt1$l !role to pl., in tb$ 1.,.1 of 

1n~lvementll Instead in the C8.~. (;1£ both the •• nriabli&l. the 

indirect 1nflu~nce of degre!~ of relatioruJh1p to a large extent 

and f'ollowed by density of net].rork 'Whioh also elulMelJJNl1ts 

ind1ract 10f£eot throu,gb netvorit aile snd relational. d1ve%"s1ty haft 

been inst1"llllla:n.tal in eont:ri1)u;ting tows:,da their positive Qor~la ... 

t10n with the lll:'twl of 1nvol vemsll tit 

In the ea~. of Qaste diversity it Y&S found that it had 

an appreo1$ble direct • .ff'~et (~",1641) on the level of involw_nt, 

but yet it' tot~ indirect etfect was. fu more lIubltant1aJ. and. 

lignif1cant (0*3188) OWi(lg to thJ intilrect influenoe or degriUJ 

(0.1781) and "demsity (0.1121) 'Which ~ontr1l:'tu.tad to & lara. extent 

by dir~ot1ni their afteot ir!direetly thro~gh cQSte dl~rsit1 on 

th. 1e~1 ~t 1n~lvementf 



i1enco the degree of relationship and tho .xt~nt of inter'scttona.l 

link or density are the primary faotor8 which deter1line the level 

of involvement with mem~rs of other cast. backgro:..tnd. 

The ref ON fop the 'backward oaete the da;~rGf) of relation.thlp 

and density of network are the important factors ~n1ch datGrm1n~ 

the level of in:volve.llent partioularly \ltJ.en they haw rilht1vely 

s:llule:r network Sl1ze and u':.'ater interactional link between the 

UluJ:llbers ~ 

In thQ oas~ of scheduled (uu~te l"Itlpondent. tb~ 4-agGe or 
re~at1onship tIDd natvork: 81"0 'W'ere the Only two n.atwo;rk "r8r1ta.bles 

\llhich \lara f'o;.m.d to be lil'11l1:f1ca.ntly e"sociated {p <. 0'11 Ol} with 

the 1<;1'''191 of 1nvolll't;nnent.. !'hi!! corr.ela,tion Md path eosrfioient. 

of these v~1ables are repol·tlld in "rs,bl. 4 A(4.) 

Table 4 A(4)s Path Coefficients of 1~et'.fOrk Correlate:'! of the 
Scbeduled Caste :;::e$pont~$ntll lewlO'f 1nvolwment 

Variable Corr. CoatE (0 t1r1!.~ct ~r:rsct 'total l'ndUlot 
~,*t lIJ 11W!"1IIf~ O1n~ bFrhr rllt' 1t! n I/tlII r U '(mlllrr ... , _" IIl'1i:1IqjU~." I11III,,_"." n~*. !I':I1t • 1'1181 'II !O~ffl.", 'A1I _ ".HI "'>I>4""I'f'H.'_'A.It~,i;U:!A' I _l'*'UI_ 

Delre.{~) O.6090·tt 0 ... 3751 0.2009 
.J:.ar.. ... 

Network 0.8300·· 0*3361 0.2531 
lise ("l'il) 

il'rl\hl Significant at 1$ 

The data alearly indicates tbfit 'both 'cbt degree of relation ... 

$hip (.0.3751) and netW'Or~ size (O.SS(1) han slgn.1tlcliintly lru;-g$ 

<lirect. etr.t)ts on the leval of' invol vernent,iII But linf.ltt theN wre 



only two vf .. l'i",blea found to 1)1.1 such f.l. dr:teu1ve role on t.he 1".,.1 

of involwl1lut. 1tI it ""'olllo. be appropriate to reVi~w the 1ntet"oorre:la­

tiian matrix for sUpplarl:l:0ntar;r itttorau.tion !:;,bollt the oth$l" variables 

\1bJ .. Qh have not been tc.n.mu to expr1iuil S s1gnififJ:eLrat alHilocif.tl::>n vi th 

the dependent var1abl$* 

CastEl diwr.lty W'IUI fo:md to he:t'tl a PQ.1tift el)r:r~lation v:tth 

the network .i~e (;rl'llllO.4473, p < 0",,(1), relatiQmll dlw1*$it1 (~'IIIO.,36Ml 

and de,r_e (r.O.~917) both of Yhich ~r. a1,n1fic.ut .t p < 0,08. 

Similarly dtuulllity va. elso fomd to h(l." a pOliti. and 81gnifleant 

relet1cmsh1p(r-=O.48S9. p < 011'(1) v1th d.g"li. A Q~rlll lOok 

at ti1laSil corre1.at1or~al _vidence .e~a to indieate tb~t t'hOUgh 

1nd:1.v.idually aaste diversity a."1d den.it,. we~ not atatll1tically 

associated with th0 le?~l of 1nvol~ment$ th.,h howe?8r do h&~ 

a Ji,gnlf1cant oorr'llut1on with the degrea and n.etwork .1M, th. kill 

:ra.~torf:l in th·~ OiaB()fgehftdUled caste r,·:;Slpon<iIEHlts It tner.t iIluuhlJ:rtM4, 

the,1r 1nfl.Jence on the dependant 1"a:riable;t 'rh1u fact 11 mo~ 

disthlOltll highlighted when aU the niltvork varlable~ Vtf'I" 

BubJected, to a multiple regr_salon analy.i.~ Collectively ~b. 

eight var18blefi a.ccountllU.\ for 40" of ~iWlC. 00 the 19?e'1 Gf 
d') 

invol vament, (RM =O .. 4906, F-3lf311, P .( 0.(1) with decree be1ni! tbe 

only signifieant variable (p (.. o. OS). Con$1darinl only thtt 

IJign1ficant cOl'l"elt4tes; nam~11 eegree and net'.fork siz. t the tvo 

ware: responsible tor 4n~ of the 'llNil!"isnctt (R!!1lIt::t*4~40§ rI:!l1~1II8.1. 

p ,{_ 0.01) With only degt1l& found to 'be siznificemt (p -< 0.015). 

Uowver Wh!!n dagr!t$ and. densit, were oonsidered togeth.lr 'tmy 

aecount8d for 47:( at the Tarianae (R!l$O.4709l r !I\Ilttw!1S 'I) <: 0 .. 01) 

and bq,tb. ftrs round t<:» b$ s.ign1t1cfoInt,. Tbwa the Hsultl clearly 



'!'able 4 A(S):I: Stepwise rltgresa10n of n9tvork variables of tb. 
schedUl.ed C:i;i.iltf) r~urpond •. \lts on tmir ll!!!f¥'ll of' 
:1n:vol~m'Jnt .. 

--.... "·~ta:rIib'!e' F io'''']Igru;'s£~r:-''~'AOr~''~'''' . """ -rrurtipIe' 'i:!hinp-
St~p ente:t"$d enter fioa ... Zrrot eel in R' R in I~ 
~ ___ l,* It ii1_:t;:I4!1!'.lJiIi,*~lrll~ iIoI""~~~~ ___ <""'.~'ilijOo"".~#' '1I"!'ri! II" 111 Jilill¥11 lliliikt 

1. 

2. 

1. 

8. 

Dagne 19. au 0.0008 0115381 ()11136~ o !II 6000 O.36M 
(::(4'1" ) , .... 

N'etwork 3,,(33 
81S.(Xl41 

0.0681 ').5673 (h3tOl o .. 4D'O 0.6511 O.,1fll>6 

l)eg~e 19.89 0,.0008 :>.tSa87 0.36134 0 .. 6020 0. 36M 
(:.1:22) 

Den.d. t1 7 .. 1.119 
(X~l) 

0 .. 0115 0.1431 0.""19 0.4100 O,.6B77 0,.1108 

The var1abl.ea aeltlctec in tba $tep'W1t'U~ rtgrfuutlon a..'1d the lr 
contr1b\1tion tested by their It values 

Gtep SOlU"ee Qf 
varia.t1on 

aU,1t of 
I quarra a 

Nfl an 
square 

F 

1 6.8000 6 .. 0080 

Residu$2ll. 

1 

34 

RGcress10n coetf1eient or saleoted V6riablG$j figures in 
parentheses de~ote$ ot~dard rror~ 

Xl" xsn 
Y • 1.29 + O.21?a + 0.31B 

(0.1140) (O~1'03) 
:1:2;& iIII. xg2 1f1* 

y # n.a8 "'" 1.11623 ... 0.654(; 
. (0.4728) (0.1186) 

'. Slpi:t'108l'1t at 5)( 
•• Si&n1f1cant at ~ 
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Iience the degree of rals.tionshi.p tv:t'l<ri;l!:m the ni13:ilb~::rs of 

othe;r caste st.e.tw:: and th.:a schlicl\.tlcd casta 1miivJ.daf.l>ls dO~;lS ha~ 

Do decisiw .role in deter1l'd.n1.'lg th?:~ tYPl::!l -r;;r social .:(change t.ll~t 

they usually enga~5a in atlloog.at tilsuullelva.lll!.. .?a:rtioul~ly 'When 

t.Jl4U"6 exist.s a high density oi' 111teract1o:nal links b~twen l!U ch 

l:le&DQI"S 1n B net"llorkill> '!'b1s. hO~Je'Wr is a roflection 01" the flj,Ui,11 ... 

neti<l'or1'!: ,mriabl,:'!s ES inc::::panii~··nt mld the l~v~l of i:,Tvolvoman t 

,as the dcp~J::'H30nt 'V~~r1abh' II' rronls ~Nt:;!!i oomli to ascertain t~H~ axti!!lnt 

of influ~ncc tb~t thas3 vll';;,:r1~),bles ht<! on the l,,~w.l of invel ~ment 

The correlation and Pb.t~l coefficients of the ten variablt4Hil J 

Which ware found to be sign1fica:l tly associuted 'Hi th the lewl 

of involvement are reported in Tabl& 4 »(1). 

The result$ x'evBal that degree of ralht.lonf'lhip had the 

lsrgo'lt direot. ef:r~et (O.5'B39) on the level of involvement.. tensity 

(-O.a963) and ase (~O.1501) were tho other t',ro ~r1ablos t whioh 



~}:press.d substantial bat nesnti'tle direct effect. (:I'll tb1t d.p$n.dent 

variable .. 

On further Ob8$rnt1otl. of the data. it Yl.~ fGH1n(l th~t network 

size, proportion Qf information sQurce-a, Nl&tional Em{~ C81!!!te 

diversity, cosmopoll'temuul, extent of exposure ano :frequfUtC1 of 

contact exerted relat1wly 1&:'18 total incUl"$ot ef:ffJot. on. th~ 

le~l Qf 1nvclwrnent thM tbeir individual direct efftSet1J. J.nd 

'Wit'!'; th. exoeption ot aaste di"f1Sr.1ty tmd propol'tiQn 'Of information. 

source, the rest of the abo~ mentioned ~~lnble. bad ~r1 

nesligible <!I1raot effect on the dependent ftr1.ble" It Wlal' found 

thl12t the inrl.llonce or the degree of rtll!ltion.'~h1p vd ind:lrEtctl.1 

channelled thro,l~ eaeh of th')sle ft:r1I.bltn~, on tbe l$vel or 

inVOlw:1!t;)nt-. l'h1$ tmplifls tha.t th$ degra8 of relationship uongst 

the mOLl00rs was thl;J key i'Jf.I.~ tor Whieh .i,~flufJtn,C6d the lewl or 
involvement :nore than tn'S indlvidl.'UrJ. varia.ble$", 

~l The age of respondent9 vas round to have a s~bltantial 

negatiw direct effect ( ... 0.1501) l,l'ld a rl1~n1f'1cant negatift 

assQciv.t1on (r~ -0.3018 p < 0.01) 'W'1th the lqawl of' in"",l'!fement .. 

H6ru;~e the inference drawn from the reslJ.lt 11 that younger 

:respondents ha.d more op';)ortunlty to eng~Jf~ 1n c1ffe:rlult types 

of soci&l exchanges with others th~n compared to older ~.ber$. 

This 'W'tl.S possibly due to the fact :rP~:;..~lO!l the.t yeun~er respondents 

had diV&~se interest and greater phYsical mobility While the 

older members on the contrbt'y b.b.u limited socitAl exehanle aontlned 

~ainlY to their netYork memoerS4 
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total responde~tm te,.l of Involve.eot 
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-",,"~ .... , ''''"~orrlJ'' .... • .. r'1'ieit"' I fot:ar--SUbitl.nt'iil 1nnr~tcr-
Ve.r1ables COG:!'!. ~ttaat Indirtlet effeot tl1rou.gb 

Pro~. or Int. •• 
soul"ces(x12) ~~29i4 O .. lOl;?' ... O.3{)56 

.. 
:i/reqlll Qf. ... O~16a1 .... O~OO4G 
contaet( 
(:tlCS) 

*. aele;tional O.2~65 0410009 
Diversity 
(Xl?) 

•• Caste Div. 0.4234 0.1701 
\X20) 

Density 
(x21) 

Degree 
(xn~) 

i8t. 
0.6004 O.5~!39 

.... O .. OM6 
b::~) ... ~ 

0<111469 
(xnn) 

O.04na 
(~O) 

-O.~69S 
(%111) 

.O.O~~g 

(::taO) 

... ::>.1101 
(Xril

' ... 0.,,0409 
(il{!O' 

0.3545 
(%~) 

O,,~41 
(Xno) 

0.1800 
(x.n~) 

0.0061 

O .. 09aS 
(~l) 

-O.QSG 
C1t~l) 

... :J .. 0632 
(~~) 

OIP1690 
(X~l) 

(X20) 

0.1716 O,1~90 
{xIDl' (xnl) 

... 0.0740 
(xno) 

O.,,055~ 
(xnO) 



9.il,'iat"Jl&!~:tt1;i;.W' De.pite the fact that noarly 4:'1 pero:ent of the 

respondente.l h(~d medium di "'~r! it,., the n:r1!iblfl' '!taB fcmnd to ahtl,a"1Er!. 

sUbstantial direct ,effeot (O.17(1) on the level of 1nwlw_nt. 

'But its total indireot effect vas f()und to bs tltr-e$.tcr (O,,~53~) .. 

with the influenoe of degree of relationship (0,,1716) 1i;)l\l1n~ 

,i:r~dil'actJ.y ChaM',!lHH1 thro;lgh ea$t~ diversity ;::ontribut1nt~ to 

its 11gnificmlt essocia.t1o!1 (r~t)1'!'4"'34, p<. 0.'1) with the le-vel 

of involvement. This clearly indioates that wnert theiMt 1s alulIIUI 

d1Wl"Bity Mon, t.he l'lIJmber.s in a respond.anta n','t'W'or;:, dll)&re" of 

relationship amongst th~ll'l contributen, to En app"cianle exten.t in 

1n.flu~ulc1nl:J; the 113'1'81 of invol vament. 

hG..YG small p:st'so;ll?l net~for;:':!l CO~16isting 01' two to foUl" me:2!blQ,rs. 

T11arai'oI'iJ n1::l't''''lOI·i~ size by itlel,t' .Qou.ld nat h~w "'''11 epPNo1.able 

iafl:.t-anee on the l':;Jwl of inwlve;:leut .. 

This is evinent rro~ th~ result giva~ in the table Vbioh 

shows that netwo:r1t size had a negl1~~1ble negativs influenQ$,,"~(135) 

whila it had a substa.ntia.l. tct~l imlireot effect (O~.561t). '1""h0 

positive indireot influenoe of degree or r~lat1onlh1p (0.3545) 

and density (0.1580) wore found to offset the 1nd1vidtlal nogatiw 

effeet of net1';30rk size to exhibit a st.rong assoc1at1on(r'l!:O .. 4SS4, 

p < 0.01.) with the l(,~V'el of in:vol"l119ment" 

A similar OlAt come was found in the case of ooomQPol.1tenluullt 

whioh also had a negatiw an.d negligible direct effsQtt .... O. 042C5>. 

bat ~as offset by tba positive influence of degr$e of r.lationship 

¥bleb pleted a ~aJor role in ohann&lling its ~nd1reet ~nflu.no$ 



4; 0",1461)) contr1bllt1ng to the posit,iw aSlociat.ion of CO:f::n.opol1u ... 

aese (r::;;O,,~n45, .p < Oil01) with the 11,"1 01 1n1'01n~nt", 

This 'n1-riubl& \lflill fOWle; to be," only a pt;)$1tive 

direct effect (O.lOl:!) on the lewl of invol"_nt ~11e itt totnl 

indirect effect vas substantial r.il1d n~JGat1w .1n nfJ.t\J.~ (.O,.,3:G:,5t)}"" 

It is evident from the date. reporUd in tha table that tbe 

ne8~!1tti'W 1nt'1~8.n09 of elaiNe of t'ftla.tionlhip ( ... O.~5~) to I. lUI. 

extent 11 inltrumental in offsetting the ~poa1tive eff.et of th. 

v~r1.b1e ~der study re$ult1ng in 1t~ n9gatl~ correlation Y1tb 

th~ lc~l of 1nvol~ment. 

t~ :ravia.", of' 'tables 1'113 e:nd '21111 disCUS:!:Htd earlier in th11 

olu:.pt.,el" provides l."easonchle explanation for su.ch rut Q'J,toom ... S11l018 

nearLy m) porcent oi' the toti:bl 1'11u!lponde:1ts hed primary !OurOiUi of 

infot'Jmat1on ranging trom :f:1ftl to ,,)'fer Ii!'fl"ent,;rfiw perOI.i.ltlt of 

tt/i:ir rK:;:':'~l~~lU,l n,;)tvo;r1t m,lmbers end ·w1tb the ,am,e pt"opor't~iot1 of' 

;resPQud'Jnts exhibitiug ~ow degree or :relationship lliWlOrl.iJ!t their 

mombers II 1 t is obvious that this v*lr1f1.bl~ \'Jill not be able to 

ha.V6 a sie;n1i'icfl.!lt role in the 10"1191 or inwl wment.. A majority 

of su.ch s0urces be1n!l from the same Vill.age n'ot much e»t ~1fre"nee 

exists among the village members in general. an~ henoe tbey hardly 

serve the purpOSE! of proviC1ing 1nfortnat1o~ thus reduoing their 

role to a lowar level. 

To substantiate the above result. the s~t of ten signifi­

oant variables were subJeoted. to a mult1pl~ and ,tepw1f1e :regre:klln 
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Table" IH!:?) 3 SteptJiBI regression of the co~lat$s otrotal bapoal!Jllnl. 
on their leWl of tnvolwm~nt 

D1l~l"$e 4.9.39 0110000 O.M.!!? :).1'!~04 0 .. 5004 O.~8M 
(;X6~) 

~."",,, 

Density !U$ .. 47 0 .. 0000 0.1983 
(xnl) 

0111 35M O~3611 :J .. e~09 O",U07 

Cast. 1Ii.t!S O.04:J!'! 0 .. 5919 0 .. 3666 O.3"1C3 O,f61a~) Q",Oltl! 
D1~rs1t1 
(XnO) 

A,8(Xl) 3.6~ 0",0639 0.5365 0 .. 3177 0,,3048 O~O159 

ProplOo! 
Inform .. ~iII30 Olll1300 O.8S3i 0.3933 0",,4040 0*6366 O~OOv5 

Sourae 
(Xlg) 

The varia.ble! select-3d in the r<ag:rel!llliM tl1ualysia and thl1:r 
contributions tested by their F' 'ltalUi!Uh 

stleR §.Q.YJ"~-2.t .. Dr.A~:J&m 4(,. §Wi ,ilt .~.Q.# :t:i!M "till, po - ... 
1. .. x,," 1 't:?O.~~6 ~O .. e':6 49 .. 439 

"'. , 
1!. ~r;f~+x?l n !1:9 .. 746 14 .. 873 4l.~,$. 

3. x~~+~1+X20 3 31,."48 1011'415 ~9 .. 741"· 

4. xn2+~1 +x~lO+xl 4, 3~ .. 4~ 81111~3 ~3.e13$$ 

5l1li xaa+Xal+x~O+xl+sl~ 5 33,,1179 6 .. 655 19~5~~· 
•• 

6. X22+Xgl+~O+xl+xln+x3 e 33",169 S41f.m1 16.85 

Heli1dllal 143 48.610 0.3300 

Regression Qoeff1eiQnt of all':tlElictlJ(i ve.riabltts, :fl,llrf.ul, in 
parentheses denottJs standard ~rl"or 

".,. %19.· xU*· "1'W** xnl ** X.21l·· 
Xl 

.... 0.0080 .... 0.3$5 ... 0.0399 + 0 .. 1003 IIiO' 0.8043 ... 0.3101 
y. ~.BO (0.003($) (O.n597Ho.07.flSH 0. OO!O)(O.!lMO) (CIII0630) 

* Significant at 5", •• Signifioant at 1". 
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an~ly.18. Tbe result. of tbe .nalysis val!d~te the p~th an.11si~ 

by exhibiting that the ten nr1abltuJ aooountad tor about 41 l'Hu"cent 

of the variancE! (R2=0,4131, 1"=0.735. 1:), 139, P < O.::Ql) and th", 

deg!"Ete of rfllat1cnlSh1p, d&ns1ty. oaute dlw:r~1t1 end lise w:re the 

only i'our variables !'ound to be s1~.n1r.1(al; .. 'lt (P ( C" OS~ &oo(.u.m.tlng, 

for 3D perce at or "Variation ta2=o .. jo..~3t }i·~:.:3",613; 145;p( a.C01} 

on the: level of i.nw1:y,\!!Uftf!H'lt. 

d1wrs1ty e.mQnsst the members in e, nt~t',.:IQl':rt do provide groatel" 

saope for Y8l"'io1J.s t.rPflS of socilal eJ(ch,ange ollt more 1s;porttnt 1. 

the d9grQII of inter rele.t1otl\$h1p that. l'I8mbi::rl ifh . .At'1li Vith 1l!l.oh 

other which deternlines the type of social exchenge b'1lltw,'iOO th~ j1. 

:'lihereas higher den,ity amongst the member$: in ta nolltwol"k t.end. to 

limit their int9ractio!161 exchange within tb.eQll!lves m(;i aioo. 

there is more hOflogtrmity in Sluch sltlat1'Jt1 :partloul.-.rl,. \11th • .IIall 

n~t,\'I7ork. tho lewl of involvement 1.1 red'l1®d. 

The date rele.ted to oorrelation Ina. path coaf':t'ici\int8 of 

the :f.'j:ve variables w1Qb we" :fQuucl to be sign.ificantly correlated: 

with the level ot: :lllwlvemeut of the high C~i,I'te ha_ b~.n repo:r't$d. 

in Table 4 B(3}. 

It is evident from the tabla tha.t luil,. type "gistsred 

the largEH,t but nelat1va direct $i"r~ct ( ... O.2969) on the 1.,"°1 of 

in11Qlvement t followd by degree or rel$tionsh1p(O~n?59) and ca,te 

d1veraity (0.1910). On the oontrary the netwo.:rlt :u;ia 'W'1JiI found 

to ha"fEl t.he lUl6st total ind.irect affect (O~3343) follcnmd '07 
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oecup~tional diversity (0.1154) which vas only mQrginally more 

than :1:t$ direct effeot. (0 .. 1".\:'73) .. 

Table "1 13(3), Path coefficients of th':l significant correla.tes of 
High CastEl respondentJ.! Level of Invo~ftm$nt 

**'4;z!: .... ··""(!orr. " " "," Dlreoi ....... " ., '!Iota!" · "!ulia tan £IiI"" '_Ok ";0 

Variable floe:!! '" Etfect Indirect Indirect Effect 

Oocup. 
D1Wl'"B1t,. 
(xlB) 

01lste .t,'1 'VQI 
(x~O) 

Dagree 
{xrre) 

0$1<1473 

-0.0573 ~O&0243 
(x~O) 

OIl3M'J 0*1934 

0 .. 1764 

(J:~) 
01110139 Qu 

(x ) 
O",04M 20 

(xlS) 

0.0856 
(xno) 

0,0452 
(X~n) 

0. 0303 ,_,~ 

(Xl!) 

Q.O$(51) 

tX1S> 

0 .. 0336 
(Xl4-) 

LWl.Y. ~ 'The sitln1ficant influence of the fWll1y type 6n 

the level of 1;:lvolwmant twongst the hish (HRsti~ respondents 

highlights a charaoteristic .{'ea.ture of their soc1nl. and perllh?uel. 

netW'ork~ The date. ~learly in.lers t'tl~:~ Joint fW:lily backgrol1nd 

ha.$ a negative illtlllsllce on the le'Vl-ll of iavol'VlJm.ent. And SL'1Q6 

neal'"l,. Sf'! peroel1t of tb.~ respondou.ts of the high caste were trO!lt 

J()int f$lili11es it reatl"ioted tht~ir type of' social exchange s part:laU!i 

lVly tbos$ pertaining to persOfu;7"l &ld ac.vi$ory being confined 

to relat1ws and familY mambers. I'b wa$ ;nostly for the sociliJ.l 
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and oooupe.tional matters which eonstl tuted a major part ot their. 

30c1al exehanGe oontent, that they depenrlad on friends ~~d other 

type$ of relational t!EUh nence it CM be oonolud,ed that joint 

family background amongst the bigh caste mambers ~estricts thoir 

level. of' involwment in te:rmti ·of interactional content of their 

sooial exohange relationships ~l general. 

The network 1ndices of CU3te and oocup~t1onal diversity 

also eXhibited a .peo1fic feature of this c~nun1t1~s oO~11o~tion 

natwork_ A positive and _ignificant interaorralation b~~en the 

t\rc. 1'a.rtablt:s (3:"'-0.4480 p .( 0.(1) Vas found to exist. It appc~ 

that beoause of d1~rs1r1ed occupatiQns ~mber~ ot th~ community 

haw a greater n.twork size .. 

L'&Sp:U~6 the :tact that th~ high caste respondents hs.d 

relntively morO members in their networks than those of the other 

t\o10 Cf~st{i groups and it was found to hfJ.V'!& w. 5ignlf1oant as~(')oiat1on 

(r=0'l>3334, p < 0.05) with the lewl of in.vol'V'9ment. Yet it h&4 

a '\ItlI'Y ,'!tenere d1X"$ct efft:tct on the dependent vftrill:lbliS (0.04210).-

The data from the above table clearly ill,dieatas that Clegre. or 
rel~tio.m3hip was the main fl.:'.otor wh,1chenf:Jl.nelled ita induect 

influence (0.,1334),. followed by oeste d1vergj.ty (Of073S) through 

the network s:i.ze on the level of 1nvol wment(! 

1'1.. stepwise :regression wa.s compu.ted with the seme set 

of fiVE!! variables 8l.'ld the re$l.uts showd that family type had a 

nege.ti'W influenoe and. degree ot: relationship were the only var1a:blllH£ 

found to be signifiQ~lt (p < O~05). Together they aceounted tor 

fUlIItlr-ll 33 p.roent. of th.e variable on thG level at i:n'VOlwmont 

,.U • 0 .. 3318, ,. 4.464, 41 341 P < 0.05), 



fable " 1l(4) # St8pwlli. regression of the 81 lf1cant correlate. 
of bigh cute :NJlpondents on it" le".l of in'YOl "fun_nt 

s_ Vi\riable ' , 'F "to' "··siliiil"':"·"·S'td"," I • .. 'id3iiitir---;--···· 'RU!t"fpf."Cnanga 
~WRemd :i~t4/ ian" EttrOf''''1 R R is 

If .. $twork 0.1470 0",38311 0.14.70 
s1ze{x14) 

~. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6, 

li'am1~ 4.788 O.nlOS 0.0131 0.0003 O,g44!! O.4{)41 0.0072 
>fype(xS) 

Occup. ~.O06 Qllil.t8~ 0 ... 604' O.~ O*~Ml 0,,5330 O .. OOG9 
DiV"(X1S) 

De gr •• (SDI)l. 80S 0.0276 0 .. 6007 O .. 23tm. 04113136 0.8500 0.00\)1 

{Network 0.464 0.8003 01l'l5£6fl OAfM66 0.3045 O.,tSlSl{'} .0,,0091 
111·(%14) 

Ca •• 1 .. '89 D«lQ32 0.,4900 o.~e!2 O~3378 O.SBl! OlJ0333 
lJivll' (XaO) 
,~ •• illl I I ID ifl I~ iltl~t f , I " ~ ~!! 1$Il~UIi!i~ iii "l!qlli~.iOI~ 'I'fJI~_ I ~ ~ Ii ~ IllIfIllliJII IIIIIi ~ I~ ~ I'll ~ ~~11Ii M~~ i 1!l1"""""- (Il~1f ~., Ii 'lilfi4~ ...... l'IR'ldI4UIj 1 , .... U'I! 

§...tam 

1_ 

211 

31 

4u 

5. 

611' 

'r:be variable. lelected in the sttopw.ise "81"81$1101'1 and th~ir 
contribution teated by their F Yaluea 

~~,,,:tr.br~lt~Jl &It ~ . .o.t k~ ~IIU.. au. t 

xl,4 1 t!,,7041 !! .. 7041 6. 54111I11f
; 

X14+lt5 n 4.4007 n.n464 5.976** 

x14+X$"X1O .3 5.2008 1~743 4".761*-

x14;t-xl5+xlS+Xnn 4 5 .. 7100 1,,44~ S'II'O\Ul*· 

xa+xla+x22 3 5~603fi 11110579 1.S~'B~5·" 

XtFJ:19+~~+Xno " 6~2160 1 .. 654:0 4.464** 

Residual sa In,,lMO 0.3481 

Regression qoet!1Q1ent of .elected nrlables f1gures in 
parlntheS$$ denotes standard error. 

xI· xlS* ~O* x~* 

! • 2.$89 - 0.40$4 + 0.078 + O~1916 + 0.1044 
(0.1986)(0.0811)(0.1444) (0.0886) 



156 

Therefore on the basis of the results of the tw se:t of 

statistioal analysis it oan be conoladed that in the ea,$ of high 

caste mamblilrs, th6 jo1nt ,family bt.ckg1"OWld baa a sign1fiaan,t 

inj'luence on det.rm,1n1ng the type of' soei81 exchange to a. grea.t 

extent. 11 w:-ther the iTarianoe in terms ot caatG end occupational 

statuI betwell the mDmbers in their natworl'l: is prlnutrily beoe.us. 

of interdependence between the two strata of village Dooiety for 

serVices and economic needl~ And especially When the members ~ 

from different oute status the degrfHt of relationship is .!!lore 

important than the network #ize, as a network lnd$x to~ deciding 

the lewl of invol -.,e,l:OO,nt. 

Tho cH'lrrGlation at'ld p[;:.t11 coefficiEtnt data or th.e twelve 

val"iab106 found to be sir;1111"1oent 1JIitb the lewl of in:vol'\f'eraent 

of the 7oac;{.ward caste .respondents are reported, in Table 4 B(5). 

the data revealed that degree of relationship WaS fo:.md t·Q 

haw th~ largest direct effect (OltanOa) on the lewl of inwl'W'lment, 

followed "by density (.0.3833) and age (",,0.1400) 'WhiCh exp:r$ssed 

8 negative d1raet effeot on the dependant variable. 

The proportion of information sources 'WaS SElen to haw thg 

larsost total indireot effect (.0.5449), f'ollO'W"f,ld by mass m.ad-in 

uset network 81z$ aatBte diversity. family type eO~.ftl.opol1ten$I!Ulq 

relational diversity, ax~nt of exposure and frequan01 'Of contact. 

Exaepting for extent of exposu.re; it va.. ,.en that the degree of 

relat10nsbip to a large extent and density indirectly ohsnnelle4 
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their illtl'Qance through each of these elgh t variables t on the 

level of 1n1lO~wment4' Th1a oles.rly rewals the .:!.m.portancG of 

deg.rae of relationship between the membltrl in a network whioh 

c:.aterminea the typtt of social $XehWlgi) thol gE;ll1erall1 engage 

themselws in. 

About 36 percent ot the bukw.rd cas'br reepondents were 

found to haw less than fifty percent of their network mfJmb$X'1!I 

al: their primary IOurC*i of lotormetion. But the data in the 

abow tabl$' t:lhoWd that despite the v~r1able" 8ign1f1cllllt direct 

"tfact «(l4ll~6~1) on the lewl of involvement it '!pres found to ha.w 

o. sign1t1cE:nt n0,gatiw a~soc:Le.tton (r~Oll>~mm p < 0.(5) with the 

dapenttent ve:1"iabl$. Hence the strong :nagt~,t1w influence of the 

dGgrec (-O~3135) and density (~O.1~17) Which were found to be 

indil:'ectl:r channellod t.t.:lrougll proportion of' 1fl.f'O:t"!:l:u,;~t1on on the 

16~~1 Qf 1nvol~ment ba~ bean re~ponl1bla for offsetting ~l~ 

pos1t:L'V9 ini'lu.snc>9 ot' ths variable ~ Th~ probable rsason for such 

an out;(:om~ ma,y be the dGgree Of 1nterrelationoh1p ar.1ong tht3 

rospo~ldem,ts personal n.t~:yo:rk '!iUS quite low, nearly 1<l peroent .. 

On the other hand the" was a high denSity of about&ilpercent 

among their network .elrib~r:J", It is qUite possible that moltt 

of the mombera in the network did not haw adequa,te interactional 

link with the respondents primm-,. source of information nor did 

th$Y maintain an appreciable degree of r$1~tionsh1p. Thus it 

refleoted It low la'\rQl of l:nwlWm,0nt amongst them ~d the sources 

'Whicb 1s ind1oat$(1 by the ner:;at1ve assoo1ation. 
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f,lii! ,'i~JU,I",,!la1!l Majority of the baokward Cal~ re.sPQndentllJ wre 

found to ba low (43 percent) 'to m.edium (34 percent) user. of fnfUU! 

madia souroes, The data :rewa! that the variable had e. sub$ftantis.l 

negati'\1e direct effect <.0. 13053) on the level of involwaent bUt 

it~ total 1ndireot effect was still great$r end, positive effect 

(0.4099) t which offset the significant negatiw influence t lar8e ly 

owing to the uu.U.rect intluencGI of degree (O.!1S43) Which w;re 

dueat$d throup tbe _UI media I.UJ$ on tha lewl of in'VOlw_nt 

and aventaallt oontributed to their p051ti19 a,!oeiation (r-O.1936 t 

p < O.O~S) With 0&1011 o"thGr. this cleerly impli~u!J that 4eptlt. of 

nlAt1onlh1.p dOnget the 119£il'ber8 in a network 11 en important 

factor ·Iflhich dt'tld;rttlliaus the l.;i)V!$l or invol"ter.l6nt. 

~2·WiiJ.;t.9,mtll.i. It ~,1ns foand to exart an 2ppreci~b16 direct 

affoct (Ollol"ID4) on the leval of involvtunent, bUt it still had a 

larger total indirect effect (0.2109) oQntributed mainly by the 

influenoe of degree (O.fm83) and density to a cert&in extflnt 

(0.1397). Although. nearly 73 peroent ot thfl backVa:rd caste 

:re Ipondents had low eos1ll.cpo11 te score, 1 t had a strong ~soo1a tlo,n 

,,rith level of involvement. Yet the dominant influenoe of the 

degree or relationship indirectly we~ more important then just 

cosmopolitans'sa itself" 

IA;1J.Y ,1.'ms Thare wra nearly 7'0 percent of the backWard. oute 

respondents WbQ were from n~ole$r !~111es anc though temil1 type 

Was ;fc>:..md to ha~ e. significant positi'VC 'r~OI!26a7 p < 0",05) 

asaoQiation v1;tb the. l~-vel Qf lnvol'TleIllI!nt, it ehannell~d a 

nes;atiw dif\tct .:r1'ect (.,.0.1510) on the dependent variabl.th Bu.t 
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The inCiireat influence of th~ degree of r~lationship<O_n931) which 

contribated largely to the su.bstantial total indirect effeat(O.4191) 

offset the negatiw laffeot oi' fa.,:i11y type and established its 

dominance OWl" the indapEmdent variable under study. 

A similar pattern of influence is sO!m'l in the C8;se of n.et"lOr1~ 

8ize, relational and oaste d1Wrs1ty, where aegrae of rela.tionship 

ohannelled to a l~rge extGnt its influence indirectly thro~gh the,e 

n~tworks vi!.r1ablea on the lavel of 1nvolw!lltmt.. lIenee the abow 

result. olearly indioat. the importance of dOgr$8 and density Which 

together complement the role in d.eterm1ning the type of social. 

exchMge i'a r mol'" eftscti vel,. than the abow .oleated network 

indic,. and ind1v1du.cl variables" l)articularly "tban the persons 

ht:V,;l small networks \.;hieh do no't haw much variance in terras of 

rele;tional ties, oecupll1tional anti caste statllslI> !n general:» thillll 

b£lck'ltil'ard J ~t1 groups \f,are more homogenolils u far as the1r $OQ1al 

status is concerned, l1miting their personal networks to N19,~1ves 

ilInd friends. rhis invariably eontributed to high den&lity amongst 

their members owing to which th,ey restr1ctad themsel.ves in t.heir 

leva~ of involvement 6nd for this reason d.ensit.1 exhibited a 

negative infl~ence on it. 

On subjecting the same set of twelw variablas to a multiplE!: 

end stepwise reB~e8aion analyses the results showed that together 

these vsriablee accounted for nearly 67 parcent of the Variance 

on the lewl 'Of involvement (l\!! = O.a14~, F:10.3111; df l~, 60, 

P < 0.001) and four variables; degree, density, mas. 

media U.SEI and propOl"t!O~1 of information sources were found 

to be significant (p <. 0.01). Bu.t the stepil1,s regression 

analy.1s prG.ontfld, in Ta'b~$ 4:S (6) revealed that onl, 



Table" 1(6), St8pWlsfiiI regression of tb~ oOl"relates of bac~ 
caste respondents on their level 01' in'VOll'liultmt 

11. DefU.1t1(x31) n6.S!95 0.000 0 .. 5474 0.5109 O.8~44 O.7M~ Ojfl?m 
3. Prop.of In1\ 

IC\U'CfUf (Xl!) 
9 .. 311 0.0031 0.8174 0.5631 O.811~ ~.7tr.'A O.O!8P 

4u Mals Madia 3.800 
iJse(xU) 

0.OSS3 O.507~ 0.5801 O~6034 0,/'1768 O.OOnl 

511 COlmopo11~ 4.511 0",0373 O1l'4~6 Olte007 O.~M O1l'79n? 0.0050 
(:ItS) 

G. }.ge(xl) ~h009 0111'1611 0.4'4)00 0",6006 0.6394 0.1996 D .. OUO 

'1. !'Wl1l.y ~&1 ~*010 0.1530 f\,4807 0.6129 O~6505 0.,9006 0.0111 

8. F,rEU;..,of ~'111447 O'llll~21 0.4016 OillSn13 Oll~ 0,,91450 O.Ola9 
contact(xlS) 

The variables selected in stepwise N;~relsion their contribution 
tesb1d by t,he:ir I' valUSl':h 

~~~ml .dt iWA o;t,.ig." il«!M b·' t 
1", ~2 1 lS.~50 ltSjIo~50 31.890·· 

2, x~+x"'l y,"" a..", 
it ns.131 11.565 38.59·* 

3. Xn2+x31+X12 3 mSlf630 a.Me 31. t1e7 • .., 

4it X2S+Jt31+XlrrtxU -4 26.616 6.634 1l11i'8S1*lI< 

5. ~S+X21+X12+Xll+Xa S ~.1!!O £) lIl5M 1m.ee .* 
6. ~~+Xnl+x12+Xll+.sS+xl (5 llS~~04 4.100 1~h50$· 

7. xan+xnl+x12+%11+Xa+xl+xS 7 rm.695 4.09g 17\\1~8·· 

s. ~an+Xal+X11+.x11+.!a+Xl+X6+X16 a 2\) .. 2G2 3 .. 6tr1 15.,769·· 

Residual 64 14 ... M6 O.f!3~O 



eight variables, dalr •• , den.tty, proportion of inform~t1on .cural", 

~as, media use (ell significant at p < 0.01)f cosmopolite (p < 0.05) 

and age, !l"$quency of contact Md farn.1l.1 type were the best 

predictors of the 1.,.1. of invelV'$ment in t.h.e C8J1Ut ot b$('dr:vuti 

cast$ respondents. The.e e1ibt variable$ ~count.d for about 65 
~ 

percent of' the ~i~ on the ~p$ndsnt ~1ablej (RW-O. i&605f 

1"=11111768 df a.ei t P <. 0",,(01). How .... r or thaa. j densit" mus 

m.dia t.Ultl, &Ie and family tyPl eXhibiWd. a n.,e.t.iw Wluenc. M 

the le"Rl of uwlve .... t_ 

HeMe it 18 expllcltly olaro." ;f'JOom the %"81!Hll.tl of tba tvo 

"at of tuluYl:i$ dillcussed 800'" that the deo1.1w role of d.greG 

Qf :rell.timu!hip snd dGnsi ty of n€1tvork ~ the main dete:rmiant$ 

of the ne.t:1ra of' sOCial exchange Which the flEHlbera in th. _twork. 

or b6,ckwm~d caste ~apondents engngEl With each other. 

The correlation Md path ooett'ic1enttJ o:t: the 51x nr1~blea 

witb. thelawl of 1nvo lV!r* me rd. of tha soheduled oaste "spond.ntm 

are pn.senWd in 'raul. 4. :8(1). 

Pate. reported in 1;0$ t.able "wal tho.t 1andhold1ng VI.S 

found to have the largQst ~d significant direct etfGct(O.2967} 

on the lewl of involvement,. This alEHu"'ly implies th&.t ownersbip 

of' lmd by individuale Qr this community enhanoes their e<)onQmio 

statu.I and proYidl!iUli gHat4!u.' alH1Qpe tor:: in:rolwtnent With other 

in ,en$.ral~ 
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Table 4 B(7). Path eO$ff1cients of the cOX"r$latEuJ or Scb~du.1Gd. 
Cast..e l"!lUJpond9ntl Llwl of Involwment 

Age{xl) ",,0.431S·* .0* 1130 ",,0.1588 ... 0.0071 .O .. 06aB ... 0.0613 
(A~) (x14) (x3' 

L811t'ihol.ding 0.4700 iii. O1W2t1S1 0.1745 01110036 
(xs) (~2) 

** Proport1ob .O.~33 .0.040 .OJt3769 • o Iff 1535 .O .. lnlS 
of Int", (Xl,.l&) (x...,..,,) 
souraes(X12) <fi,..;$J;.1 

Bxtent of iii. 
... O"MM .O.l'aOO .... 0 .. 0659 .0.3700 ... 0",,1300 

EXPoslJ.N(x13) (xl") (X3) 

tletwork 0.5891·· O.~6:10 O.3nG~ 0.1400 0.05'06 0 .. 0493 
$1"(x14) (~~) 

"' .. .,tJj 
(X13) (xS) 

l::egNe of o.aooO~ni; O .. ~lG4 0 .. 3956 0.1774 o",onaa 0.0777 
RelatioI'l- (x14) (xs) (Xl' 
Sblp(x,,~) 

: ~ ',~.J 

IDll'!2tl'"~.~.u!. oW-g. _g,,,,,a,c, .s;a:, .mJ.,~~§!.ti~ 

It ,itU3 found that nt:l}twrlt 11z. had an &pprec1able d1reot 

effaet (O",nCSO) on level of involvement but t1'lIIt sum of its jnd1~t 

effeots was l'ttlatiVla11 larg~ (O.320n) owing to the modfu,'ate inflU3!lO, 

whieh the degree of relationship (O.l46~) ohannelled indirectly 

throu~}h n<3twork size on th~ dependent ~r18ble. nenc~ it can be 

intered 'that When the pe1"'soasl rntwor:"Cs comprise of more number 

of individuals thal"o is a likel!hooc for greater degree of rela­

tionship to ex1"t e.,.~ongst the members 'Whieh would in.a"v1.tably lead 

to greater in'Volver.1ont. 
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A similar outQom~ Y~$ obsGrved in th$ eas~ or degree or 
relationship whioh hsx3 s moderate d1r$ct effIJct (:)1J~1B4) but it 

41,150 hal": a relatively large indirect effect (o.aQOO) through 

network siz$ (Oll'l774) on the level of invo1.wmenti", Thi~ eleal"l:1 

lmpli\~s that degree of :ralat1onahlp among :~!lllll){)rS 1,;\ a large 

nt:'lt'l;mrk provides greater oPt:ortun1ty for i~volwment of varying 

kind mnongst the membsr~# Th~ positive ~~d 51snif1c~t associa­

tion betwen network size ane,;, d~1:gree of ralat1onsh1p(~=v.G743, 

p < 0. (1) amply valida tea the inf'ere!lca f/I 

AIIJ.. T'hlill direct errlClt of age "U found to be moderate and 

nelatiw (-O.1730) on tha lowl of invol~llen.t1l But it had a 

relativel), larger indirect ef1 !;let (~;').~5J9) '~1ch was owing to 

tho (nl~:!Ult:-tiV'3 negtL~i va i.lflue.lcE;; of ~ree of ;relationship 

( ... O!l',)t)71) net·'or~::. ~§~:'';C ( ... ,J~00(3) tmdJmd holding (-0 .. 06113)., 

'rh:3rafora tna compou.nded ~li)ga.tiw illflue;lce of all t~€Jse V8r1e.b~e8 

wer(J instrwile.atal for brini1.l.l'1~ about £, signific: .. nt ~u~gat.i," 

alsocio.tion batwcnn a respondents e.g • .)' ft.'1d his lowl of inwlv;;ll~ent. 

Thr.~ l"'6tflllts clearly imply tht;!.t older respolltlents had .:t;"OlatlV'Oly 

lOl.of,:n;· lev,'::!l IOf inyolve!il€m,ts", l'h1s c!Jould pi.:.~a~iLt:bly be (lus to th;.~ 

lCH;r degree of :relationship biJCaU89 of s. lal1 pt1rsoni~l net"orks 

which the older respondents he{l ~m(l cons'lf:laently limited their 

level of il'lvolwment ~ 

ftQI!9£i;,i!2}l .. 2t l~i~;1211 WVAtg!~;., 
Th$ sum of tts indireet etfects 01' proportion of' 1nf'orm.~ 

tiOXl lSoa):'oss va. tound to be ~ntbsta.ntial and neg.e,t11fE1(iII>O.3769) 

en the lewl of invol "I16m&nt largely owing to tha negat1 W influence 



I ~66 
• g t 

oM a M C'.:r f 

atl 
0 0 0 J 

0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 t -na 0 0 0 0 t 
<II .. .. .. I 

~ Cf.It> 0 0 0 0 J .. .. .. .. .-
t .. • .. *' it 

0) f .. to to CJ 0 S :a ~ to fa 0 S 
t t:d m co ~ S • ... CJ 0 

(Xl Si 
.... 

I " .. .. f It rI d J.i'" C'J M 0 I Ol ~ 
,J Cf ~ 0 ~f!4 • .. .. .. I 8 rl rl ~ 

~ t'J 01 ~ CIl 0 rI In ~ 
~ 
a 

~ ~ § c :.s fI.I * ~ 
.., 

rl 
fk g h .. 1 fIl 

8- 8 t f.f 0 i a M ~ ~ ~ 
..., txt! ,..., 

~ 
0) as .. " " II 

f S :! f.8 ~ g) 0 0 to (:) d ,4..) 

f 0 • I 0 .. • ,.. .. 1/11 .. 
& g 

~ ~ ; • '" ~ ~ t'J P) 0 
00 rf · ~ B !f. if) 

~ ~ Il PI 
¢) 

to 
"<'1 

:i i~ 
J.'o Ii"" !it !:1 .. .. .. ., 

0 0 40 0 0 {it 
'0 

sod fl .~ oM 
N (tJ eo : ~ ~ ~~B 

to 

'i CJ~ ! m :g M 

• d ~ t! 0 

~ 
0 

m 
~ M .. toe I 0 I ~ 
co Q) .... Od ,. 

·tD d III 0 It ,.,.., 0 ,.., fN 

ii 'tJ " 0 
• til '" IQ CQ J;"" +-

.$ t1n .. .. to • .. " ... 
.~ -ItIJ 

• 0 
to co ~ 0 0 00 va r1 11{1 

~ ~ ~ g I k rI r-I ,!l . C') rttr) 

~ ::::I 
• b.O 

W I.QCJ ~ ...., - C'J ~ ~ 0 : t ~ 'CS IC.'J '121 Ul c;r-I 
~ 

II) ,qf I .. .. .. <II t t 0" 
iD 0 0 0 0 I (I) 

0 ..., e.. 
• Iil\I ~ +- ~ ro ~ .. 1~ 'd 

M ~ OJ 1O 0 i!) r::t:::' 
~ !: ~ M ~ ~ I A ID 'd ,,",COg 

1.0 t'J 1$ I-t .5 He 'cU.i:t to 1.0 Uj U) fH ..., 
0 ..p""" .. .. It " • til 

(,) .,0 
u C'1JO 0 0 0 0 • fH II) o· fa I m 0 rl 0 

~ ,- t) 

~ Ji ::5 rI 1:'.:1 ~ ('I) Cf:) (i) oM In M tt1 
~ ;g ~ tlJ 8 t <0 ~ 

4..f 
oMG) C') 

• 1=1 • j 
~ 

.... 
\.t ShU C'J gs l.O ~ t "1"1 III Q 0 lib 
o~ '"~ 

0 H • (I) 110 -oM .. .. .. • t ot:I :;3 .j.3~ CJ 

5'S (/)(,) 0 0 0 0 LS~ ~o 
(/) 

f; ~t: n 
'l""iS 

m m Si ~ !! IH if .: ~ ~ f.'I) !.{OJ 

EM 0(1) co t'- rl c.n d)P:-t fH'd 
.p.j.3 E! " .. .. .. <II I It).!l 10-4~ .~~ QW ~ 1.0 .qt Cl 0 ~ 

E!1 Iitrvp.:; I ~~ 0 ~'d 
oM tJ~ # 

6)tH G>- .,0 m ~+> 
coO to CH m I:h ..-I o til 

~rl 
.. $.4 ~H"';.Q J.t oM 

~. WM.~ tIlll'l 

p..~ a-I~'g 
"'"' 

tQQj 

~ 
ro+> .aM t .p M ~g rlJrt • lD I'll ~ ~ - I ti Q) IDro ... 

~ C'l I ~ (l) H rt p::~ ..... t'I -. 
* 

c:> H ~C') ~ ~ co ~ 'MoM ~ t ,.. 
'b - ..... I 6 CO) ~ .g 

Itt oM~ Q) ;l ,.. H M I H ~ ~ f! H I 'to "'t-J H oM 
o:t' !it~ '0 'd 1i'Q; ...., I CJ (','J C'J + til 

?~ b() g.-l,f.) N G) I ~J ~J ~J ~J ~ ~ Q:I ~ Olt)..-f 'bO , 
,~ ~ Ht:I:I~CIl oo:xj I -, i 

'" .. • .. .. " t ,. . • .. " • 
1-1 r-t ~J .M' ~ It) • .M C~ In ~ lI') 



of network a1~ ( .. 0,,1535) a.nd dfJgrefJ of :NIlat1on.iJhip ( .... 0,,1215) 

both of whioh wer~ found to 1r'adirectl1 channel their L'ttluenee on 

the dependent varitt.'ble.. Howewr the vf"riable understu.dy did. not 

haV$ any inflilenca as val evident from its illGa;:sre d1r~ot .f!19ct 

(.O.046). Thus fro. tho ralu .. lts it is end"nt tb~t pro:portion of 

information IQiJ,rees in the (lese of l':H:;::he(luled Ca!t!'1 "~pondg.:mts J 

eiC! not haw role t.?n th(,l!1:e~ lewl of irrvolvemant with others. 

In Q:rd.:r to identify the pred1cto.:r$ Whioh 'Would host explain 

the "nU"iablluJ that influenced the 1G"I.ml of ln~l""rnGnt for sc'hnduled 

ealw respondentm, a. stepwise regHSS!Q11. '1.(81 comput-ed with th~ 

11x ~:ri.abltHill! Th>1 resultfl obte.1nsd showed that to1t.eth~r th:H~(,! 

vari&bles accoun tad for ne,urly ~6 peroen.t of varie.nee in the level. 
oJ"j 

of' :1nvQl.wment, (R""'*O.567:J; f=G.569 df 6,30 P < 0",001) with only 

1,EU"ldholdtllg :f'ou.nd to 00 signlfioMt (1' < 0.05) Nc nut on the baeia 

of th.e standard. error of s$t~ate and the oritioa.l valu'la ot }:' fop 

etltry or removal of a var1abl.$ b$ing set at 11* 0, thre_ variables; 

lendh.old1nLh natvo:rk size and age acoounted for nearly 54 peroent 

ot' the vtiiriation in the l.evel of: i!1'Volvam&nt t (R~ha:o.MlaJ 15' 1It13 .. 00 

dt' 3,33; p < 0.001) with landholding Md networke1za found to bel 

sigXlificant (p < o. (01) lit 

Therefore the two set of stet1st1oal Malymis ind1c~te that 

ownership at land by scheduled e~ste s.rves as en important 

dlbterminent in their level of luvolvamont ~'lith otharl1h ?'or as 

muoh as it enhances their OC01'10r.i3.c statu.e it also w:tdens their 

dOllUlin of social 1ntel"~etion in the village '110 'this 'Would 1n'Varie.bl.y 

lttad to ~arIElu." natvorlt size and probably gr.e.~r deg:teo of relatic:m­

.hip, (twntuJ.U,. l"fH.lIult1ng in high leval 'Of in.volvament. 



1GB 

l,l.spi te of thI') failt th~t the Ir"te'::ra:ted :;~ur!..l :Lewlop~nt 

l'ra ,r~~l1:na {I .. H.';'_' __ P,) had alraa.uy ~i:iln !Jlld18r op~rat1on for the pe.lt 

,ix year~~ LItH) thC:!I'O were sr')Ul3 ooneflcic:,l'.l(Js 01 th<-'% prO;_;rtulWe 1'.,00, 

tlluJorl.tl of the peop1$ dit'l not br:,,'\J\J prop~':f!' 1;~1(~, !;Uf:wu!:o.te Imawludge 

to the major poverty al,Levir.d:.io,,I, pro3rti.r,;~t\?;3 bl~~tn~~ implur:n:rrted, by 

the b.Loc~~ inel:,ul:Ln,g the I 11< "~i"P '" 

subjectf~d, to n mu,lt1vut;';Lpts putt.\. m).al1Si$'11 :'ho uel~H~ted vAriables 

serv:!ltl us indcpar.l.{'.ent vt'.riabl::..18 ~illd th~J i;lfol'.llat.1o.:1 ticquisltiof). 

extent of lnflll/Mlce the eeltJct3d in.cH.vl(LA.s,l Md tH]!t'_"ork variabli1s 

LU.Hi on th\;! l.n:foriae tion acquisi t,ion SOO;('$ II< A st()pvr1S0 regl"e8s1on 

exl..aly~~is was carried out with tne sarlls set of Vc.rifi,cles from aaoh 

category of rozrp,~n.dent.a to ic1efltify the best predictor varittblas ... 

This was done on the bas'1s oi' the standard error of est1nHl~~"~, 



~~O be si',.:.nific6ntly lIlsnooiat~d (p < ~.~}) f;nd 0",::>1) ~'rith tho in.forma .... 

tion ef~r~uigition score for occh of the ::.~our cf;.t.egories of respondent!:? 

tj,!"e presented in ral)le 5 ... 

lity .. 

'r.'b>a :!,wv;~n ve.riables found +-0 bf.i) as!Joci!;,teo ~,r1th thr.: d;spande!'lt 

v(:,riu1:l18 in thi3 Cl~se of bac:-::v!\,rd caate respondents "ler!~ maS:::: r.1odia 

U$,a t edu.cot:ton, cosmopolite, end noc.io .... economic !"t~~tus f,ll br~1ng 

signif1ctnt (p< 0.01). \fu~ll"ee.s :Lend !lcllding, ~'roport1on .or informa­

tion. sourOf)S end p;:~rtiei:petiun in, extcuSiO{l I;J.ctivlties 'Wtlr~ signi!'! ... 

crult t1,t 0 .. ,06 level oJ probability l' 
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11n 

Of the 8&~ variables in tae .a~ or .ebe4uled caste 

respondent., muQ _cU ... use, .ocio .... eccone atatu.1 t education t 

9ociiJ. lHls,rt1oipatlm and ot-Q\tpation W%"6 found to t)e aipitlomt 

at (hOl lCf~l of probab1l1ty" Wherluuf (lea.ity and oOSJllOpo11t8n ••• 

wre significantlY IJIUioc1at;ad at, 0.05 lew1 Qr P1"OkbU1.ty with 

the in.for.rtul '!;.lon. a.oqui81 tion SOON .. 

A renew of the data ncrolls the :.rou (lui.tegor1.. of ftl~. 

in \he t .. ,&le 41'fIG allJoft" QlfHa.rl.1 sboWilll: that _ss ~I'd au> i,UUJ t .001 .... , 
, , 

coonom1o •• tu t .4l.lOat.1on, oo.mopo11 t;$ne IS arId 1001&1 put1eipa-

t10n ..... 4 as ~ £1 ft Pl variabldls wich wre fOWld to yield 

hil'h11 silnitloant {p < 0", 01; Qorr.l~t1on coetfio1eat With 1nf~ 

t10n neQu1si t10n in .aoh. .of tha four group. of respond • .nt;4I\ ·~'1h11. 

nst'lfwrk si~~u, &to dt)3r«u~ of ral~),t1onship f1~d IItron,17 in the 

'Of,sa of' to tel. and high e:aste r~spom,'€Jrl'tSl' WhEu:"e8B land h.oldlnll .. 

proportion of infor 11atio:n sources i'iUltured in the tota.t end bee~ 

caste groups. Oocupation ~1 don.ity ~re the two ~ia~18. fo~ 

t.o b~ assoc1.a ted wi th tll,li~ inn~:r~~t1on acqu.iSi tion in. 'the cu. of 

total and scheduJ..Jid cast. X1)$pondent$ onlY. :Senee frtnl the abc," 

t'iC:sults, it 1s Iiilvid~.Ilt th&.t the indiTiwa]. vbl'1abl~lul haw an 

import&nt ro~e in the acquJ.lit1on. of information. 

:tn~n~M ,&mgJL~Q.Qtttl~:t.I1 ,Q;[ tn;t2m&~...AQ.Q.1AiJI1ic~ ;2.t 
~I 'iQt.I.l, &lIIQWQ!W 

the COl":relat1on and path OD$tficienta of the tit._ intU:,;L­

dual and networit variables 01' the total rEt.pandents, stllecWd. _ 

. the belis ot tb$ir 8ign1f'icent eJlulJocittt1on With t.he lnfonulit14:lll 

aoquis1 t10n seon ar. :reported in. Tabl" ~3($.). 
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The data ll1fWta.l$(i tha.t &us .edill. use WhiCh had 'the 

.. trongest atUlIOQia.tion <1"=0., 6010, p < O~ 01) wu also I_en to aMUI.!"t 

thlill largest d1"tt eff .. (}t (O.403,a} on the intor~tion fW4us~t1oa 

score.. And furtllttr 1 t was found to 'be respMaible fol"' in4iJ'eGtl1 

channelling suol.ft_t1al amount, 01 its influenoe on the d$l"cntl.nt 

variable ~lrou,h IS many as twelve of the .elected tAdepanaent 

variablE"'. 'rh1s clearly 1ndlQates that usa of mas •• dill. ~OU:~C8 

\yu the key "nil"labltl in the &cqu1a:l tim of lnfoJ"ltat1or1 alKN.t 

delGle~n\ pro~s by the r'sapcndenta. 'Wber$~8 tt'Cm f'J'jQ~l~t>t 

the ,Jl.iWorrk· bdic •• ; e·_,.te d1"f!1l}l"1I1tl (O.aM) end \Q S('d.f) ex-tent 

depu • • t r.lt.tl()l'dbip (O.l85~) wro r~Ci, to haw an a,pJ'eo1e."1. 

<tinct .trect on tae 1nfc~tlon ac:qu.1,1t1on $leo" f.)f the l'1l!sp:md­

ents. 

f.1~Ol"e '\lIas ver."y m.eagre (O .. 0030), \Jm.~re't. tbe sum of its 1ndil"'lJct 

effocts 'WU5 found to bo sabstll1t1al and ao,~.tift ("",0.169) 4> 1;bI! 

f?:ign:i.tic!mt Md nogll!J.tive indireot effiJct of age waD found to b. 

c~'lannel.lt'3d by .nus m~Jd1~ use (.O.U'i30). ]'jlUS diJ!'ecd:; fllfj,"$ct of qe 

{lid not }'u:~w &1'11 rackorUtbllSi influence on intoNation IlcquUltiCfl 

probably because majority of the respondents ~o ware old might 

not be regular users of "INU"iQUI JlJl'.tI$S media IOU%'0811, hence the lack 

of it cauled the neintive indirect inrlu~nce to be direoted 

QgglnlAum .. ,Lm~';1Ag "...&n\1 ~.1Il.J~~~1Rll,t~QQ 

The direot .flect; or the three vui&bles sooial J)ut10iPfilJ" 
,. 

tion (.O,,(304), :landholding (-i).oaSe) end ocol1pa.t1<nl (.O .. Ql.;tJ). 

ve" £0_4 to be n.111i1~lCB wui nlS&at.1ve Oil the w .. ,~;. 



aoquisition leore. BQt the lign1fioant t,Qtal iadUect, err.O. ot 
eiUlJh of the •• thre. ~iab18. wre cl:umnelled lar,elJ th~1h .WIII 

media U$8 _d to 80_ .ltknt tb$ loo1e ... eonoi!i11o .Iatus WN Abltan .. 

tial and positive. Thus the tnrluence or tn.,. two ~~able, 

otfset tM nG8&t1," .fftt.ot. or ~ thl*'8. abo..,. mentioned ftr'1!I.tJl ••• 

It is th~f'or. Oleu thla:t ",ulaz use of _:IUJ t_dil&l. souroel' end 

adequati& .loc.1o-e-eonomio ItatIU ~ IlOre 1mportant fli,ctors *J.a'b 

ta'VOtU" th4I d~$1t1M of int'oraaticm than .ocie,l. put1c1patlm 

lendboldin. and ooeapa tion II! 1.'hill 1m!1 btt ov.1.n, to "the tact t}la t 

since ~ 'fUlll,. :Uustltu.tio.,,\1 tuard13 functionll!d. ftSUlt&rly \lnd 

tail., to ,. an effective tor~ for the mswbera of t~ Village ta 

any kind of de?e lop~n tact! vt t,1 it resul t~'d ::I.:n the POOl" .oQ1~ 

partlcipr.tion of tt msjority (61') percent) Qf l'11IHlIIpondents. t1'kew1s$ 

r:l0st of th~!:a ,,-mo h~d !crmi1U ~',s their occupation PO~UUHUUIHl sarill 

'hold1.n:~s HI.O th:ts ~.r. thH proo>:'1;)l'f:'.t t1)!1').JlIon that Qo~upf4tion ttnd 1.« 
holdi:l~ :f"'~1.1ea 1'.0 y1.eld €In, epp,:"eclable d1net affect on tlw 

, in:f'oI'!:mtion j!.loQ.u.i~ 1,!; ion fll'Ctl!:"9" 

iI~t;J.QQ,: The d.~ot fJtfect of ed"(H\t1on (0 .. (009) Vd Il19Sl11ibU 

while 1 ts t()taJ. effeot Wd SJutnitantial (0.4334) Which wal round w 
b!& c:wnt:.ributed lu',~l1 by mass m~d1a U80 (0.3130) and l1loc1c­

economic statuI (O.llftO). 1'111& oleerly indioates that hilb lewl 

of formal ,aliuc(!,tion is aiYantag~ous for ,!;,hose res:pondents \lbQ 

usod £lora 0'[ nUll'S lllidia ~OUl"Gas tor e.oquiring 1nformatiM. They 

wre alSQ fou,.'1d to aome from. high socio .... economic 'd~atua. 



§gg1Q,:~s.smQ"Q !tAiauu. the d.1rect etfeota cf SloQ!.Q ..... oocoaio .t,a_. 

(O.15SS) on inro~ut1<"tli aequsition We.I to_d: to M positift ,.t 
it also (u;mtributed to thllill li!ependflmt "&r1a'll. _" suut_ti3ll.1 

through mu. _4ia use (0.·3073) 'Which aballllA,Ued i.t. 1nrl~no. 

indireo tly " Th49retore a high flH)oio ... econom10 st&tLlI i. on essential 

prersQui.1t8 whiCh proVides th$ f&vo~able condition for individual a 

motivating thea to explore tne poas1bi11ti~s of benef1tt1n& fr~ 

aCt'!uirin, such in.iol','al.t1.on in II~ 11..-" or tb..a OWl'. 

~~i1tln.l1Il The Nlpoz:ui.D._~ in ,_el'~ had low co.mopollteM$1 

yet 1\ YU found to ."P1'1U!3$ a "trang ~ulusocifltion vith the 1nfo~tlon 

aC~B1t1on score (r-O.4370, P < 0 .. 01). It all!lo yielded .. 

moderate t!.irGct etrect (0.1378), ('ut eos.opol1tenllags 1>1aI •• ~n \0 

olearly indicates that eosmcpo11tent.uJ.8 con.a1l1ting mainl1 of 'Vi8itt 
• to the Blook Office and other develop~nt assooiated institution. 

like Banks' etc. does help 1ndi"at11 in acquisition of In.forma.t:i~. 

~tl~ Agen.:t,..Q.ma£~t the flx_maion alent. oon~if yp wry POOl" 

vith the peopl. in thflll villag8, its direct effeat on the infoNation 

acquisition score; tnough positive vaS negligible <0.0504), but 

its 111.direot affect W&8 8ubstmt1a.l (O.332~) mainl,. throtlgh mus 

media use (O.lvlD), cosMopolitena.s (O.091S), socia-economic statu. 

(O.OaS43) and. l'H" sub$tantially o\dng to social ptu'ticip~·t1on 

(0.0509). this clearly indiaat$s th£t the axt$~sion agent coat_at 

contributed. ind1"o'hly to the inform~tion acquisition BOIOM of onl1 

those respondent, .wbQ fire found to be 1!loCiall1 1nfluoflnti.$l., uain, 

_" of IUt's _d.ia ao\U"o •• t hsd high IjH)eio~oonomio .. tatut t an"" 



oosmopo11tene,s mnd w,u"e elEIJcted Hmbers of the villele paaabq~t 

and QoopG:ra.tiw .oo1et;y.. This faot conform. to the findin.g' of 

several of the earllel" ,'judie, Which highlight this ohengs agent 

preferential contaot with only the influential faw in ~e v1l1~, •• 

U,w II~I, MISUo D&:.piu the lisnif'1oant dinct eftect of .us media 

ule on ~e infQrmatica aoqui8ition score <0.4039) it was allo indireo­

tly contributin, throu~ aoe1c-economio IIt.tUI (00.1213) and &d%il~\h\t1. 

(O.0'110). 'thU oleaI'll brings to light ttl. i"f).ct that the mtividuels 

in the vUlap Who lUI.w b1lber IQ.Q1o ..... oono.1c Itatll', foriUJ. .4uo_ 

tio-tl .4 to __ lOl1tnelJ and aeae:rall1 QOIllid9red u the 'el1'b!ll t batt 

~ adTM1ai i" tit WJ1l1S .cu .... lMIJiIJ aed1a .OUl"Q81 aftd II-oquired 110" 

inrQru.u;~,tion abou.t the developtlient progremm~1J Md thu.s :monopo11S1~d 

on the 1nfo:rmi7J;1I.)fl 80 gained. 

Both thele var1ttbl~$ wer,:;- found to haw very negli;ibl. d1.r~ct 

~ffeet~ on the acquisition of information (0.0441 ~d O.OQa9), 

wh:&reas theYL,re at1wly lar'so 1'1egat1ve in.d1reat eff'eots contributed 

ttUdnly by mass m$dia use (-0.1033, and ... 0.0785) whioh channelled 

its neg~tive influenc. through the two variables under $t~dy Qn the 

information sQquieit:1on flHlO!'6. This olearly inditUliaS that in 

personal netW'Orh~s eomprising o! fawor ~mbarl Who hardly WUi 11:i2a.SIlJ 

_dla III 0 llrCUUJ tQP aeq,l1isition of 1nf'ormation tend to de~Jld mor$ 

on their prim~r1 sources of information within their networks. H$no$ 

~. less&r use Qt wa,s medi& $ouroes 01 the ~mber$ in a network 

11 con'((I(4,u$ntl1 HlponBibljl) for its 1ndiNQt nal6tive influence on. 



If.tWtzl .. UII' 'l'h.e ~,t eft." of n.twoyk .1H Ott the into._tiM 

f.cqUisition '00" was ae,ati," (.0.1391). lowwr it.. ktal ~ct 

effect (0.4261) vas pc81ti'ft .ui lullltdt1al which Val owin, mair.&l.y 

to the politi ... iruiireCi W1Qenoo ot ... al _dia WI. (0.1417) and 

4.,", of relationlhip (0·.1107) ~ll.d ~ neirW'ork 11M _ 

.the Wo~t1a 800" wbioh ort •• t the ne,ati'ft Sllf"lu.DQG of tid 

.,.,.1.)1. It It _. th~"to" .. ~d.ed \h.a' ~.,r of "be);". iA 

a n.t.l1k 1$ &0' ''0 ialorknt, ;ta,.ad 'ihs regu.lfiQ.* ua. of .... ~a 

.~" 4$1"_ or ."lau..s1U.p lAd to ... extant tbt Clute 4lW:f'a1~; 
~I tb& _twork .IUl)eH (0.0841) oontl"ilRtte aor8 in b aoqu181-

tion of information. 

Density Qf :netW'Ork~ It vas found to haft a ne,atl ... an<t .eaU 

(-0.0563) d1reet effect on the information aeqUilit10n _core. 'bat 

the sum of its total indirect eftecta wu uao rtegati_ and relt.ti­

W1;'1 larger ( .. 0 .. 1310) th,m it. direct etfeets. Mals _dia u.se 

( ... 0.0849) and cttutt d.1 ... ;rs1ty (.0.0846) were fc:mn4 to be riu.ponl-i.bl. 

tor oontribUting the.ir nelst1w influence in~Q:tly through netvork 

,1z8 on the information acquisition scorll. this _lUll that in 

.mall networks Wberq members ha~ $ore interaotional linkage amongst 

theIltselve. but do not use muoh of frtUS media sourOGS and lack 

caste e.U.wX'slty betwen thfltmaelwl, they tend to haw less knowlt4p 

about tb. de'Wlopmftnt progJ:"am:a'lls. 

'~,lllt ~.-u,tl'~' It vas found to ha.'Ve Ii direct effect (O.1~15) on 

the int,tlNI'U&.t1on aoQ,t1ilitlon sOQre. therefore if a personal network 

had. "1.\i:".11 more membex-tl comprising of other caste md &\$ W&l~ I.e 

\1 



bad greater degr., Of interrolat1onsh1p betweon the •• elve. it 

'\Jrould probabl1 M .4nntqeQUI in act{U.1rinl .on information .. 

1iI.U.u ... Q.f ,U,J.lti;J.,SlDI.tQU' !hll de,rGi\ of relatiollsbip had 8 d1rEltot 

effeot (Ollll6Jm) on the intormat,1(m, aQqu1Id.t1o~ SOON bat it also 

had an appreoiable total 1n~et atfeot. (O· .. 1~47) whioh'lld round 
to be contributed iru11"etly '3' _PS media UIIU)} (O.l'a86). 'rheftl'ore 

togeth •. r both the dirHt an'" 1ndirHt etfects of "'11"tU~ of ,..la,tl_ ... 

ship ~r. re.ponaible for itl 8isnif1c.nt as~ociatien. (r.O.~9It, 

p < 0,.(1) With the :1.a:fo~a8tion eoqu18it1cm $OQ!'ll1h Tb18 JJqlli ••. 

tba' ~\l.' _ lIUOh $.I ~.r •• or relationship MM. m8,fOOr. in II. 

Ae\wrk is iJlporknt in e.aquJ.altlon of latora8t1on a nlatiwly 

:re gl.Uu use 01' J;nU$¥ media 80urae by ti.iltch ot them. 11 U!lQ en e.dVIJ.l\a.., 

for aoquiring [>:1'0;)91'" information Mtl tQ~;lI;ltb6r the". racw~. proTide 

an opportun1 ty for d1so'lls sing and olarifying 1nro~!la.t1on a'bout 

matters of common interest. 

In crde:r to understand thE1» owrflll ou.tcome of tb:e abo .. 

analysis 1:101'$ exp11oi1t f a multiple rogression waS compuwd with 

the lam.a set of .slected variables, and the r*salt sho_d thai 

the ,fifteen variables ta!{en togethar aooounted forMaoly 4! percent 

ot the variation (1\2.0.4nS3, li'~GIIl611 df 15, 134, p < 0(01) and only 

maSs media use was found to be iignif10ant (t.SIIlOge, p < 0(001). 

:au.t to find. out the bell t prediotors ste:pv1ls regr&ss1on Vd ooapute4, 

setting the critical velue of F as 111100 for .ntr1 ~d removal ot 

vu.1-.bleJl at (lJllch stap in tbe :regN.sien anal1Sith Tht result 

.. I reported in table 6 ('I) showed th~~t only tour nrilLb18. mus 

ile-Me. \1", (3osmopoliten.ltIlUI, caste <11 wrsity and ,dIlCtltion, •• lAe.tatd 

ttt .t.h. b_ls of th.e standard et'rc:r of .at1m.ate, aocol.urted tor _"11 
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40 pe:rcent of "'1Uimlce on the information acq:ualtion .oore i 

(RO.O.4OU, P'~28.1n? U 4.146, P <: 0.(001) Md ai.Q,in only ... 

m.adia lUhill Wd ftund to '" hilhl1 aigaif loan t (p <: 0.(001). 

1'hU.1 with bQtb the path $lld re,Jrsludon enalysi.t 1.1tlc.Unl 

similar outoomel it oan 'Nt oonclw.\e4 that loUt" of mUll ~1~u!la sourtUJI 

each as the looll. r.UiYlpaper, radio ~d ielevi.Lon to .om. extant 

aafl .. made a more effect1,. ch~.l for d1 •••• 1nating information 

uniformly WIOl'l,st tbl I"Ul"al pOp"lat1on. in pneral ratbar than 

dep$l\d1n, apon 1n:terperBM.rU locl.l.1ta BOTaroes,. Thi. _u14 part!.". 

larU7 :rfHlhl~ the IOOpe tor inhll"ut1on "inS aon.cpolillfH! b7 tbe 

:t:I.tltlen t1al pt)rtJoruli .in. the villa,a.. ylhile in teru of ne work 

ind1ofUI, caste diwrs1t;y uonglt the members an4 11'iUI.W:r' d@gl"lIIl. of' 

relationship between th~m might provide .. better chance tor 

infcn,"m~t.ion of specific ufIture to ~ acqu.1:red more .... 111 ~ 

effect! wly '" 

In the CUI •• of high caste reaponde:lts thl!!l correlation and 

phth ooefficients 01' sight. individual and network "8.1"11.'01.$ leleoted 

on the basis of their lignificant &8soaiat1on with the information 

acquisition SQore is reported in Table 7{a). 

'!:he data trom the abow te,"ble revealed that 8xtenlion agent 

contact re,iste1"?d thilt larltult lie;n:l!1cant direct etteot(O.·44t27) 

Qn the 1nfoX'et1on tacqnl!lit1on SQortJ. ~·tbfJnu its total 1ndireet 

eff_o\ (O.tzlM), contr1bUt.'!IHi u,mly by the indll"ect 1nr~ufrnoe of 

looiO.$conomio status (O,,~l!50) was instrums::1tal for bringinl ~bou.t 
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a strong a89oc1&t1on lMtw.erl $X~1I100 apnt o_taot end the 

inf'Ol"UUlt1on _qtt1ettien IlJore. (1"-0.'191, p t.. 0,,(1). th. flU.a1U 

clearly impl1 that tho". bi_ caste rtlspwdentl Who had high 

aoe1o-eoonomio I:tatul Md regularly uled. ~8 media $O~S, w1"­

fou.nd to haw \be tu'i"f'Mtalfl of ,"ater extension agent eootMt 

Whioh eaabl.d tbem to ~quire iafQ~mation about tbe d.~lo~nt 

progl'UIIIEUJ more _u111 t IblUu finding. ha. been "ported in 

ae"Vil:ral ot th. l!I!I..,luJ," .tlldie. all well. 

§.Rlilra~.tI!lAQiIl,Q"IMmuu, 1'h* 4u.ot affllot of aocio.eaonOflio IIt·at\tl 

(O",.sa) ttaa· both pos1tin and Bign1f1can't {p.( O.OS). BOVllllwr 

,. tl total indirect etrect (o. ~18) waIlS &11:0 found to bill! 1arle ovirUI, 

to the indirect eff(lctl 01' extension agent oont.aot {OIl~.$97) aQd 

illaa$ J1l801a use (O .. 11$3'fJ) which 'W~re channelled thrcHlgh IlJH1>olo ... ,e"u,>.ld.c 

.tat~s on the information aoquisition .aore. Thus the ,..ult. 
indicate thnt soe1o-econoaio status of the re.pond~nt 1s both 

neceseary and I.dVMtag0€)U9 in acq\uring information ~~UlUlse )1 

'Virtue of their higher IItatuI they h~,Te a oOl1ftnient !!lOOS. to the 

blool~ and other d.eMlopment alll1uloy paraoruuall md ~ a1Bo prftd's,..4 

by extension agentllSlt loio%'8o-ve:r Nl'.llu ale of mals :n.ed1a sou,fae., 

~lso kQep~ them better informed &nd aWaro of various aspects tn.t 

1. (lovered by the 100&1 newspaper or ra)jLQ thr(Hl~ its rflgtonal 

'the data in the above tab:ls shows that though cOlrlopolit& 1 

J9Cial part1.0ipat1on and .dlltH~.t1.on vere :rOund to b$ positively 

N"'''eiated. with tb. in.formatiQn aaqu.1sitlon ~IHlO", ~aoh of th.m 



bad I!l n.gat1". and ne,111ible direet efteatl (.0.371, .0.14.64 and 

.. 0.(999) on 1t* Btl. hOW'flU" tach. of tn_m WIre ;found to haft ))0511;1-

Md su'bstant1al to'al 1~et ·.,rr.cta 0.6852 0.6716 and 0,,53f7 

eontribaW(i 1l1!llir1ly by IIxier:tt1on $-Ient Qontut, socio .... cono.m10 status 

and aUI media Wi. Vh10b indJ.r.etl1 ch~ll.d. tbiJir PO$itt" 

influ.noe tht"cugh OOI,B()po~it4nQllt social 'Participation and education. 

In the prootas tn. nelati,. effects of the latter mentioned Yaria~18': 

RH otf •• t.. Tbe,.e:forl1il extemJion agent contact, ao(tlo-eo_oaie 

,tat.».. ~ reiU1a.r 'I.Ute of .a" _41~ S(Jtl:ro:tl Wri!! 1IOl"tl im;'PQrtmt 

td'Ottl 1D MqUi'1ng intOrlllltion I thaft ~ three T9J!"iablel Wider 

stud1 WhUh insiliad contribu.ted indi"ctl.1 and hll~supple_ntal"1 role 

H.di.JIia.;&i _Ii§JtJ. The d1r"!ct effect ot !IQ!IUli media ~e(O.~56) Wd 

posit! ~ but mttr~lne.lly less thtn its total indirect errect(o.aOOe). 

50e1o ... economlc stf .. tus ().'n~~55) ~d t!xtenaion agent contact (O.1'a69) 

were foma to complement the e:r:r@ct of the masua media "II. in tne 

aoqulsition or information by contributing their influence indirectly 

in almost eq'.lal ttl6tfYlitude 1>\ 'this raarr1rms that. those respondents 

who had high sooLo""eoonoflic status, had higher extension agent 

contact Md were found to use more mass media SQ\,\!"ces Whioh probably 

hel.pad. them to kn.ow more about the prograrrurtel. 

Network s1~ I The total indirect effeot of network Size on the 

information ac qui si t,1on soore, was found to be posi t1 w and 

aUb$tMt1al (O.44AO) with extension agent contact (0.2078) alld 

degl"e. or relation.hip (o.rW13) being the major contributing 

taetors ,.0n to diteet their $ffectl through network ,1.$ and ~ 

tM ~o.$$ otf"t i'ts nelat1w and relat1,"ly .&1" d.u.o:t 

. ,tte.t. (.0 •. 007?') on the information acquisJ.tion SOO". Tlll1. _ant 



tbet extelUllion a,ent eontaot 8lld l1'1Jatel' CleIHe or relat10rulhip 

betn,n, the .s.~". w,.. ind1HCtJ.,y mo" a.portMt in acquiring 

the 1.nto~t1on from one another in a network than that of it • 

• 1Ie.. The abow ou.toom~ find. further val1dlllt1on wen d.,ree of' 

relationship va. found to haw fJubstantiu direot etfeot( 0'413008) 

'Which Wal far- mON lUI. than it$ total indi;eect effeQt (O.03~)4 

Therefore in teNs of ~ fu.ttwa:rk feature. ~d tbe $xtent of their 

role tn ao,~1ri., mora information the de,rae of inter-relationship 

ia a W:t'y 1Iaportant ilItl'Jrpors.ull factor that belplJ in thG tl"mu-,: ... 

lIJ.,lilon ot 1:afOJ'"flat1® donlst \hIa .'Biberl 1n fit n~tvork. 

rha above l"IUulltll ol;~arly show that high oa_te H&pondllnta 

ha~ greater extension ag.nt oont~ot Whiob helped them to have 

first hand knowlnd~e and dett,11s about the dewlopment prograJ!ml8;. 

J.nd by virtue of their high socio-eaonomic s'tatufIII md use of 

Clore ileSI nl!:l!ci.a ~O,lrCEUi they wre "war:":' of the dewlopment p:rogamme 

more thr:Jl that of' the other o._st. \1l"OUps.. '>:lhl11!) amongst their 

netwo:t~ others, the degree of relatto:u!h1p vas the soll! factor 

wh.1.ch '''al tnstrumental in the d1sse.minat1on of inforrllat1on. 

the atepvise resrtIJs:lon uxu"lysiS with the SMa ;sat Qf 

v8ri~bles, pr9s.nted 1n Table 7{h) .howed that the four Yariable$, 

extension agent Qootaot,de,gree of relat1oullh1p, tllEUUI media ule and 

'oa1o .... eeonom1c II tt1.tUI W!'Jrta the best predictors accounting for 
o ' 

a.bout 57 percEmt of the 'Variance 00 infQrmation saoN, (RQlIIO. 5?,14, 

If=11.668, df 4..35, P < 0.0(1) with .xwrUaiQll agent contaat, 

umd de&r'~ut of "lat.1onsh1p baing sign:U'iaant (p < 0.00)111 Whereas 

to,ether tb. eiaht 'VIl:tiables explained 59 percent. ta2=OIl5Em7. 

'-'.411, df 3,31 P < 0.(01) ,dth none of the variable. round to 



187 , 

... 



Hen" 1 t 0111 be Ctmclu(lt(l on the basi, of the relull ts tt'QlI 

the two set ot analysis, that beeaul. of th8ir h1gh6r aoote-economic 

statua the high out. Nl,POndentil had th. adV1U1ta,ge or more extension 

agent Gent"t Which htalped thell directly in acquiring d.tUl.ed 

1ntort11l.t1on about de,,"lo~nt programmes" ntis how'VlSll'" was f\u"ttH~r 

oomple •• nte4 by their N,ul&r use of .afUI IlGdie source., '\lob. u 

looal lurw',plIlper and ".Iionu radio prolr~8 in pn.rd.. JUld apart 

froa this the "1.t1~11 greatGr desree of reletionehip amongst 

~ ._be!,,1 in thtl fJ(U'lonal tMJtvoJ'k of high cute respondent. 

taol11tated the d1!fusion o! information to o~_rs mOlt of who. 

oomp:ri,led of relat1~8 Md friendl of their ow Qdte. 

'rho cor:rel.at1on ana path ooetf'iolantB of the eight varisble$ 

with ilU'Ol'':i1&tion acquisition Icore of b~ckward eaate l'Etspondents 

are raported in 'tabla a<a). 

The data reported in the above table show thEt use ot 

me.as media sou.rces had the largest d1rsot etfeot (O.34S1) an 

aoquisi tion of 1nfornuil.t1on. It wa.s: fl,lso fou.nd to have an IIllrpreCli­

able indireQt influenoe (O.2n~4). Thu.s it 1s cl&a,r that regular 

1.130 of JUiilllUl media. SQurces halps in th$ acqu.isition of tnfOr'fUl.t1on 

about 4tvelopment &totiviti.,. This 'was partioularly adV!JltapOu.1 

in tb. ca.. of tho.. baokWard oaste respondents Who had gr$0ter 

oO'Mp()1.1ti~fulla an,d h1;har level 01' education. 81..'108 these two. 

a'tr1~t •• we~e fo~d to complement the benefit of using mall media 
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l.Ge 

~UIQ:QQ;u,bl It Yal i"owu.! that QOISlOpol.it;!ne" had $. 11gn1f'1<tant 

direct etreot (0.9641) en acqu11ition Qf inform.a.t1Qn. althQu&h 

tb,eX'tt wa. Ii aoderaw indireot ir.u:'lulnce of ths var1aole (0. ~49fj) 

tJu"ough l'kS$ .edt. ule (O.l941). Hence it 1s ev1dent that greater 

cosmopo11t~n.,s ~n oompl~.nt&d b1 r$,ular ale of m&ls ~dia 

IQl.aOeB i. holpt'l11 lA uql.1ilitiQO 'Of' information. 

~ial' ~ w:talland OWtlJfUl "1' a lI1'fUJpcndmlt na to,.m,d to 

haw a 41ritet err$'et (O.l.g) on acqu.isition of inf()rmat1~. It i. 

e"l1&t:nt tibereton that thoaa baokward. Odte ""pondentl who had 

lUIIIU" landholdings may haw had the reSOllrCI. luob ill t:rensito:rs, 

had higher level of education Which helped the~ to acquire .~ 

in f.ol"rlle. tiotl"l 

iiQ,\&Q§'~~mu The level of formal education had til. moderate direot 

affect (0.1463) on aoquisition of lnforro&t:lon but it. indirect 

eftect was aublStantlal (0.3003), largely tbrougll U,sllii 01: 1IU __ cU.a 

soaro6s{O.25SS). 

The inf'rence drawn from the results is that use of Inus 

nwdla souroes for acquiring inf'ormation wal probably done by those 

Who had. higher 16w1 of eduoutlon~ 

1)fiUlIp1bt the faet that socio-economio status had a m1gn1!1. 

(uJni uffoQiat1Qt); (p(O.Ol) with the informillt100 acquisition iiiHlQ;rtrl, 

it had a ne,11,1ble and negative direct .ffact (-O.0631)~ But 



lil 

it was found to bave a IQbstant1al ~ positive indirect .ffect 

(O.4(01) on acqtt1.1tion of information larply QQntribtl~d b1 

tJUUU, AUlldia .ou.re •• (o.a~4) landholding (O.1~90) and cozsmopo1.1te ... 

nes'(O.lOOS), therab1 offsetting the negative affeot of 10010-

soono.10 .tatus. It therefo~. implies that attributel $~ch as, 

~au].aJr us. of au. media sources, larpr landholding greatar 

ao.m~P011t$neI8 (Which few of the bao~ard caste respondents 

PO'USt.H, •• d.) _" %It)ft important in acqal$i t10n of infor_tiM trum 
the 'oo1.o-$conomio Itatas per .... 

ua. It "4UII found that age bad a wrl fU!lI,11gibl. tiit-eot influence 

on acquisition of 1nformz..t1on (~h,Ol46) howewr its indtreot -treat 

\ld lubstlUltial md negat1V\1 (.0.1·851) '" Thil ftS mainl, ewing: to 

the ueg&tive In.fluenca of mass :nettie u,!e(.O.1l5Sn) and (J:o~mopo11te ... 

nesl ( ... 0 .. 05JG) Whlch ware cbann~lled indirectly throuSh tiP on 

~.equ.1sit1o'(l of information. 11lt relults 1&p11 tbat other variable, 

.roema1n1ng oonstant, aie did not haft any ef'!cct on !lC.Ull11.i tlon of 

inf'ormation in the <lale of backyard calte respondents. This may 

probably be due to the fact that rllajoI"ity of the baokward caste 

respondents happen to be in the middle to old age, it is quite 

possible that they had :rele..tiwly 10\-1 lIW9S media use and cosmopolite· 

n88S Whioh limited their aOoess to information. 

The proportion of' informt'.t1on IOlJl"oes from. &mQngst ~ 

net'W'Qr!t _m"1'8 Qf baol:rwud caste respond~nt$ was :found to baV'l 

Q •• ,re Md nssat1'1J1J direct effeat on acquisition of information 

(-O.Ql44). Bat it had a substantial and ne3ative indireot 



~ff.ct (.0.2291) p~1mar111 y1.1dGd bl mas •• ~dia use (~O.14Ot) 

Md co •• Opolite.lUl (.O.JJl47). lhe ne,ati_ influenoe of each ot 

the •• Y8.r1ablfui WhGA a_pounded, induectly oontributed to the 

nege.t1w association b:etween tht variable under studl snd tha 

,information aoquie.1tiOQ scora j (,-'0. M35, :p ( 0.(5).. Thil clearl1 

apliful that proportion of inloMation souroes did not be.'V$ a. 

reckonable d1not aff«!lct on ~qui.ltlon of iDf'ormat!cn. !he l«ulI.seJII 

use of .au. _dia .,n.tHe. and thE! lack ot' cosmopolit6ne •• Md fomal 

education. dt.'ml tbt b.okf~IUd casta I"lluJpondents 1m wld9!"8tood to 

IU'"", u f~torl that limit $cqUi81tlon of infonnation about dlllwlo'P­

aut pro,r__ in pa:rt1tlu.lar" 

1:;,ata concernln.;s tha 'pa,rtlcipt).t1on in extension act1vititl!le tl'Cll 

'thfiII a.bove. t~ble show tbe-t the 'Vsril.bla had a su.bstantial nelilt1_ 

direct effect{.O.3439) on aaqul~it1on of information present. a 

:rather unusual result. This tbert;for., necessitates a clarifioation 

Whioh would Elxp11id.n eua:tJ. an anomaly on basis of the taotual 

informa,tion about the 'Ixisteat aituation which wrIt as tal.low ~ 

i) part1c1pnt.1on in extensilOn activities for 1)lhlch the re.pondeni's, 

were mealHlred against WG:re primurlly conducted by the 

lult1tut1oraJ. 8.g_ncy other th&n the Hloett. 

11) tn. meJor emphasis Qr tn. extension aotl~ities ~re related 

to the adoption of improwd agricu.ltural en.d $nime.l husbandry 

p:ract10!l1U1 ''by '111.11 and Qrgin"l .farmers rather than the 

I.R.D.'. oomponentl Which WI" mainly directed to indultrial 

and small bUSiness snterpr1s61. 



111) Im: the ~a of I~ the bdkWm Od'* J'fUJ"._" _" 

nuenl'all7 _" (0 ptroat) ~ 1ibe n.,__t. et \M 

atm.:r lw .ut. ~ in4i"fi4'4lalll t that had. pari1<dpate:4 

1ft ftri.WIIJ ,xhD,i_ uUntie,. Apart; tJ"OM this aoat of 

the. baA t~ d tileu JU.ia ""pat1_ heue found iDe 

api~tu.ral ,.lawd '"11"'" _re ___ f101al \h,an that 

.r \he I.Jt.l).'. t.:r *1,,* ttuI1 .%p"IU' l1UJern.11_ 

... __ of ~ P""&tl"al tht1ql and ........ U",Y 'bl#'d.".' 

.. Oft'l&1d8. 

~ t .. u. aM_ Bb:ted fao\. 1. is e'f1dent *' the 

,m101p_t1_ in .:deft.ion aet1YiU •• , emtb1t:e4 • ,t_itt,capt 

nel_tift influence With ,..*ptlUl\ to _f.!U.ilBit1a ef ktl.Wleap a~' 

the O'ngein& de,..lopmeat prog1N!Lf'MU'_ Ken_ ,be 'OWI'e.U "mi' 
111 IU11,tUltiw of the tact that in 01".1' .... ..,. td.ml ., ._~ 

mInt aetint, do.ptabl. C1 the u.,J.r1tl ot tho. elJJmtelM 1t 

.. t, H bdked. b1 a -U pllm'led P6ftap of extenlliOfl aoUn'i.s, 

sWlIb that th$l. *" ~ot.4 ~4e CtbD1in& thG ~t101u1 too 

'W'Ulerstend. am! lWIplitl .,.J.7 upto' of tue PN~f \hi. wuld 

prolluB.bl1 el'1llSu. Iftatel' putio:Lpatlon. 

In order to identify t.h8 belt prediotol'lI from uemlSlt the 

.at of e.tlht vuiable. a atepv1l. ","alion. wail COIlpu.d. 'The· 

"SUltl as ftPQrttt4 1». 'rabl. Sell) .bow that topther the .1.Ib' 

var1abl(u~ ... counte' for n.~11 48 pttH.nt ot the 'nUriatlcm. in the 

WeN. tift ae(!1'l181t1t:m slIere(J.t .O.4Sfti'·'.lll, df 8t 64; l' <. 0.(01). 

kit on. tile _Id •• of thil .ts.n4ud. error O'f .stba:te elJ ft:ftlr .u~U., 
. \ 

"\ 

... , · •• 411. •• e, part101patlft m $xt.Micm ut1'f1t.1e., e.lmopol4,~ 
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.a.gr~uuIl1on IlhlHltt101ent. of the ."leoteG "h.tlrlab~., tllu:re, 1A 

parentheaJuuII aN the Standard. 1l"ro:t 

and landboldinl vh1. h~w? was nel11s111b had QOllictl"'17 

ucount$4 tor: a~t 41 ~".nt of .tb1t ~1~ .in tbe 4epc4et 

ftr'ial)le. (In.O~47M, '-18"D90t dt 4,6! • ., -< 0.0(1) '" 

aene. the rG3ults of the two set or Itat1.t1oal analts18 

n.l1dates the tact that~ regillar WH~c of llatU~ .~u:11a 1I0uzots arul 

coamopolltenes2 were helpful in acquiring in!ormatloa about ~.~~ 

nlE!nt programroEH'. especially in the irUUJII of' tho •• baoltWa:rd G .... 

X'e:u!.I»ondents who &.1$0 ,,"""" found to pOfUHUJ ad.equf;,t. lend wbtth 

apPal"'ently aNum.oad their IJOOa-eCMono Ittattll in aeneru. 

~ gpe"!U!n!1 oS! ,W2lt.llJ!1.m ,1£c:J.l.l1IJrUQu. g( i1!e ,lib.!r.tIl.I4 

QlI~i [IIRQB~n~i· 

The correlation and path eO$ffie1entG of the .e~n s1gnificant 

varia.bles with information acquisition '(lore of scheduled Clute 

reetpondents, aN report.d in Tablli 9(8,). 
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Data N'tport,tu:l 1ft tl::te tabb show that u •• of ~. _41. 
sou.rces had th$ l.~,eBt d1nult ettect '0.3104) m 1nfG:~t1Qb. 

acquisition SCQre", it na further fOW'ld tb~t 8Qcio-ecooollic .atattut 

ohsnn8Ued. lu'b-.tmt1al. indirect ef'teot (0'412950) throuib Jtta~U$ .ed1a 

use <Ii Tbi$ indicate. that biah socio ..... couomio 8tatWIJ promote8 

greater use or 4:Lt'ferent $lUll media eQUl"'(HUl re~Hl1t1n, in greater 
af.hlw,.i t1oJ!l of intcrutioa" 

~~idQ.g""Q"lt~I' ~ loo1o-eoc:moaic IItatu.s waa found to haft 

equal ugftj.tW1e or direct (O.3074J u wall all 1ndirflet effect 

(0.:1:1.9') .. dq.wsit1on Qt infomatim th:rou@')l 1i&liUI 1'Iiu.11. WIle 

(Of~). !hi. VIIlid.au8 the earlier finding f:.llat riluspor:u.1ent. 

'Wh.o h&d hilher tooio .. eoonomio statu! ha'V& arE!&ter acee •• to • .Ilun~ 

madia souroe. tor acquiring information wtdch oontribUt$d to tbs1r 

knov1edge about development progracme. 

§Qg.fil . .RWt~.;R~lt4qn.l The dlreot effeot of sOCial partioipation 

wal found. to be of relatively lower f!laInitudb (O~l03~l), wt indirect 

effeat ohannelled thrcmgh it is quite ~ubitantial (O.4C64)" 80'010 .... 

economic statu.(O.l944) ~d masa media us.{O.1617) .ade major 

contribution t<> th18 indirect flf'fect. Tb.1. re1te:rll.tes tb. fa.a'i 

that higher 8ooio....eoonom1o statWJ and regu.lar us~ of rilUUI medii. 

SQu!'ce. ware fU more l.uu'Irul in aequ,1.ring infQrmation 'by fw or 

the sobedul$d caste r$8pondent.. Neverthelels by virtue of tneir 

~.b~rlhip in tae village panchayat and cooperativ. sooiety it 

did enable them to have greater ace... to inforaat1on about develop­

m.nt programmes. 



~1~...IIS1 fl!II&~t rn. data N_al tha\ educat1oA(O.0074) 

IiU1d OOOlipattonal. statu. (.O·.OO9cS} of tbt .cbldule4 e_t. rfUJp<JIUS."t., 

had VSl!1 nell1~1bl. 41rect .effeots on aOquis1t.lon of tntorMt1on. 

But on the contrl.!"Y the1 ~r .. found to ha'" substantial. intU .. ~ct 

effects lO.6180 dd 0.8012) Vbich was largely contributed by mat. 

media ue (O""~) S1d soc.1o""",c011omic status (O.~g). !ott~ these 

variabl.. lit" tose ther_ rlU.ponIl1bl. for d..1rectills; tar,. ~t of 

tbllir' pollt1ve 1nflwenoe whiob couloq\uMatl, :relUlted in tuir 

oontr.1but1ng to tIft •• 1~f1ul!!Int .. eoc1 .. ti«t. {:p " O.Ol} _'tW~ 

.tbl.a\1_ .(,1 Ml'J\lPl.tion V1th t~ into:raation acqui.1t1a1 Jh'10re. 
, 

Hen •• tiltJ 10"I<)ntJ re~nutl olearly impl1 that I"a,taar tUBe of WUJ, 

.4ia IJOU1"'OEU!t and .oo.1o ..... oonom!c statws wre t.ht ke1' faotors 'Whioh 

helped in acquisition of 1nform,ation. rath.r thM the 1ew1. 01.' 

educati.on ami ooau.p~tion st.atus.. Sueh an outco •• 1. evident liQC:. 

mt;.Jority of the respondents of' this c()~1ty were 1;t1i~r .. te JIl\d. 

en&~gi.:d ~ menual J.aboura!'$, thua th. tva ftl'i8,ble. Wlder study 

~foul.d obViously not exhibit an, aPPT6cia'b19 influence on tn. 

dependent vnriab18. 

QQ'Jisnt9JJ.it: The direot effect of CQamopo11temHIS on aoqt:t1ait1on 

of'information was moderate (0.1009). whe:t"e&s it was found to haw 

relatively laresr indirect eff$ot (0.1975) contributed by 'mU# 

medie exposure {O.113fS) en the information aoqu1.a1tion 8CO~ Ii thil 
nth 

1rop11es that regular use of mals media sOUrce to,eth$~4colmopo11te~ 

ne.! does help 11gn1f1agntly in acquirinl information relating to 

(1$ V$lopm,n t proarl.llm11uI .. 

i21AI,-.1 Gnau:r intG:ract1onal 11nkag6 betWI1m. tn. m.m~:rl in f1 

. f,k$'~~k. was to~d to bave a negative dU$Qt .fi"eot (.0.1291) on 



acquil1t1on of Wo~tion. It. indi.rttct etfeet Which 'fIIJI ~ 

thM the diHot .fteet "8.. alaiO of' ,8 De,atiw nature ( .. O.f!ll8),. 

Thi. wa. aaial1 oW1l:l, to the o~W1d.4 n&&at1w intll1$ncnt ot 

soolo-,,~anom1c ."'~ (-0.0792), BUJUiUl media u •• ( ... 0.004l) ~d 

80c1al participation. ( .. O.0S47) vh1ch was indinctl1 cJumn$ll4d 

through ~.1ty and t¢ietb8r vere 1n.tr~ntal in atf$otinl a 

'1p1.f1oant na,.tift dsociatiOn between the two 1fa!'."12bleUi ~t' 

ltud.y. 

1!:ltUMlfort the tateHM. that a_ b$ drawn trom. the HSu.l.tl 

diaflU_ .. d ,,1;0,. t il tbat network. 'Whi()h cOllpris. of: memb$J'IJ who 

~ low in thoir aOeiQ.8conomie statu.l an~ social. part,101patiotl fl 

and h~dl.y "se any mal's rrt;Gdia SOUM •• is lustily riiurponil1ble in 

limitinS thsir aocess to informat1mh Arui lIOl"1!9 so 'When .. ruttNork 

oor;tpris1ng of such merllbars has greater den.ity it would lnYlU"1a'bl:r 

make it diffioul t tor them to fiCC!uire adeqllfl:t'A information. 
, 
t 

In order to identify the beat pO~81~1. predictors for ~qu1r1nt 
! 

information 1n the case of' leh~dulJid QdtG r-aapondmts, IMl tipl. 

regression with t~ seven vuri.s.bl$8 VIlS eo.pu"t$d and it WaB found 

that together the set of variable. acooWlt&d for nearly 54 percent. 

variance. (1\a lIS 0.54.09, 1"111:8.001, dt 7:t'~.mt p < 0.001) ~"'1th non_ of'wel 

variabJ..es being .ignj.:riaant. Jut on the buis or the st.andard 

error of estimate in ,tepw1.a r$~r.e.s1ont as presented in ~~bl. 

9(~) the tour vari$ble., mass media usQ.soaio •• oonomic status, 

$OOlfll put101pat1on end. aotunopo11teness, 'We" founc1 to be the 

belt po •• ible 1'1'1lHlicto.s in El,C(11;1i.siti.on of intoms.t1Qn~ To g8thtu" 

the,. var1abl.8 acoOM"d for al.nlo8t the sam" lIasn1 tude of 

, 
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V'e.riMce, (at.o.MI3, 1-9 .. 111 U 4,sa, p < 0.0(1) with ••• 

lalldla UI. bt1n, ~ .ol~ variable wb1ch Vide found to ba ,lpif1eant 

{p < 0.08) .. 

Sino. tn.I ~ •• ultl ot the tvo •• ts of Itlll.tl1t1QU .1(a,.811 

flQ" or leu,. conourll with ellCh other it can " oonclad.d that 

H¢U •• of au ••• 41a leUl'QII' pvt1Cularlt bl tho" acbe4ul.4 . 

casta reapoftdentl wbo had such 't~lonal attributel .. h11b aoc1 .. 

ecunMie IIh~¢I .lnaHr 800181 partlc1pa.t1on in. Yil.lap inst1\U. 

tum. and·.~ _" ct) • ..,poU.,b~ tbe ~vanba. of ,"a~tf .... ,. 

W :tat.Na'1~ abOut 4.""1.~t 1'"1" .... , .. 

- o,.:NJ.l appf'aiIllU of the l"lf.umlt. .boW tibat u. _ ... 

_41& liJo~a, eosmopolitenels and Mabel" 'OO~OO_C4 .btu 

e_l"pd 11.8 the key faotor. Which b.elpt)d in d~UlI 1nf'oNlitioa 

&'bout d ... lop~nt p.rQtP"~. in Itneral. !ad apart t1J' _ _ •• t h,. 
WII" •• rtdn otbll" ~labl41u' that WH f~ to 1M ooaple.D\tu7' 1B 

the procell of Worut1on uq1l1..sition.. ChASt4 (ti,"'l"Sll:lt1' ~pt 

the ._Mr, 1&\ u 1adi viduall ,."HruU ne twork W&I "'ll8t14la1 ia 

the oue of _tal J"furporUlllntu,. Whereu extension ..,.ftt •• tac' 
,. 

$fid. MIre • .of "laitoantp·_' .videat 8.lIOft1 the h11h ouw "lipoad"; 

And partioipatioft in "f'1l1qe inlt1 tutlonm on til. :part of eOlUl of 

the aoh.4u!ed cast. respondent. W8$ advantas-oal to .~ .xteat 

1A _quirin, the n80.IUU\1"1 information a'bou.t the ftl"~ alllWulrtl 

H.lat1n, to de .. lcp&$l1t programmes. 



m.Ml'il.., 
~ .. C~:£_ 

Iaforutloa is •• of the ~, reflOUIree. ':Ul n:tU ... 1-", 
u alJIost .... '1:y Mt:i V:1 ty ~al W 1 t, ;1.$, 81 tb$'t* :.bd'~:t1en 

"hwel or ~df!)nt 18 ... ~Y De_~t. alated 1tltomat~ 

ottea 'b(iU'OWU" p~1.to:!7 Md u Uftfll,y 1'"_11"4 tMll 4tUt.:.l.Da 

-u1l..1 bao ••• 0'1' the ... 0Ilie ftl_ .... Ut&4 Witll it, for •• 

ben"ftt of the t.rpt poap Qt M_rlo1ar1.,fI. As the '''f'111ap 
, ," 

infGnat:J.l)a .tft~\ 4M1I _t haft .,. _ ... 1 t~t~ to. 

~ •. _.~., W.~tl_ to *t8 ~ peo,l.~ 'fhJ.IJ, ..,&Nl11' 

-8111_ ~,_ ~t; laok or ailttU:.l.Ct tat4>l'_u. _'.~" 
, -, r ' 

~~ tbI ftr'£o\UJ <1e_l.opaent PNp"- ad it. .pet., ,. 
.e put. .'1 !IQIlt pitl"$!Uii!:UI 1D. the vUl.q •• 

It :1s therefore osee.au,. to w:ld.l".~ thtt ~ ~::i 

ti.on pat-tern Md idfmtlf3 tbe htel"pGraoaal factors ~ ..... 

i,nstru.mental. in determ1n1ng the flow "f cte,.lo'_nt reutMl 

lni'onlat:lon "®nIs' the people IJIld "4~ ~ 41$parlUe. in: .. 

1a.1. 01.' infor_tim' POl'li. t the dift.Nnt ppen:ts of th. 1dl.lap! 

popul.at1on. FOr" th1.s purpoH the Bo01&1. n.etwork analJ31s 11M 'Ie:_ 

ohosen to stwly the eudstent pattern of interpersonal CQ~.oa.­

tion. in a village oafled on aoo1al rolatiOMhip link..- MOtlgllllt 

the persons and the n.atu.re of their intehctton. For interaetl_all 

content differs ueord1ng to tn. ral.at1onal. bon4 the periODS ba_ 

with others in th~d.r aocial. •• ttiuIS.. C~catioa t.be:J*tI,.:re 
j 

, , 

._b8r. in .. network. A.ftd u aoo1al. relat101UJb.1p8 cha$Jll.l' tl'lfI' 

P~"U'$ ef e.~l1qn, ~tO" lnterl"ftlatiQmtllip5 .. ~~\;,-. 
~ •• r •. $rt a eoe1&1 ut_R 14 $yn ... '" the G~ie.ti_ 



•• 
netwo!"k ~ ulUllatel1 IOwns th. now fir lnt ... tioa or 
(JO~ .interest .... ,__ \hem _4 e1'Jle!n iu tbetr 1IOCial. "'t1:nl .• 

Thereto" the DO'l_ .t tJooU1 :network ocm~ tllal.i"d. tor 

the st'llldy 1.. teun4 •• _ the tea.tiI of the social. .¥ObEse theory f 

ldlel'e the eo~pt or reolproei', i. the ~" of tbe W(tl"1 that 

relaw. betwe_ u'teUI.*1a1 no .. ea4 .ooid relation .. .,. Hen_ tile· 

~r17JAg po.td.a"1oa .r the _twly 1. tbat, tt;be u~:rk of 8"1&1 

ftlat.~b1p. _.,.. tba _~l"'8 in a Ylll.pt ooa.ututes t» 

~.t'-,.g.~tt __ " .inf'oNaUoa oa 41_1'_ ~,. 

and 1818,..'. to .. ttl. bub :tor inhraetlc. ADd tbe .• a~ .r 
."'" .oo1al .~.LiAter-Mt1,0I\ IrJ'IIOnI the ._ben d$.~. tbe 

oomposi tion and rON or 1nterpers<mal rel.atlonsh!p tn t:he -~lIt 

the chu80ttlristi.os Qf Which IU"e IItu\sured '" •• 1.00_4 ~ft 

1nd1ces~ As these indioes are &2 .... 4 to ...... ~e potent1a1 

that the relational. fsabrell ha_ tor tafoNati_ iDput .~ 

"'&1"118, 1$".18 of inwl..aent. It $1 •• he1ps to u"nd.a the 

.x:tent and. typl or 1nfONat1eD to Wh1u \bel membeJ"s· haw en _CflUU' 

from suCh rolatioaal. t1... PI'OYilU.ng a lMirtwr p1trep$$ti'ft tOJ' 

tlltxam:trdnl 'the rat1onal. for the- .oc~ .%Ohaft,. _d the l"Q]A.. a4 

.tructlU'al. i_tor, whiob. replate ~ pU"t1e1p_ta eel 1;h8 content 

()f information m tbe communlcat.um. p:reo:e •• 1n til. iltratUled &oCtal. 

.,stem, suab .. that 'Wh1ch enlta in- the Y1Uaae. of India. 

Oonsidering thert):f'Qra the 1llponanoe of information in 

4$wl.opment, tba pr~lUl'ent studT entitled. "Patwrft of ltual. o~cJ 
, ~~ 

, 0 

tl~ A SOCial •• tweI'K Ane.lJsis", va.. plllUle4 vi til the ltro·d 

o"Jeot.1ft of eXPloring the eld..tent 'Pattem ef ~ft'U>Jt 1n 

. , " 



1. To f1ad ollt the loolo-pe~ protue ot the Yill .. " 

on the 1>_18 01 _l.cted 'ftl'1&ble •• 

n. To &i).ori" _4 oomp~ the tn_r,persJonal ~cat:1oa 

BtraetuM aoool'dia, to \be M~k 1n41._ or MtJ:d .. t1, 

:Di _JI'~d ty ~ ])J_!' •• 

3. !'o "'t'~ the rela\1omlh.1p of '\:be 1U.1'ri.4tul1 ... _~11 

wr1a1Jl$" 1d.tb .. Le,"~ ot la'm1.W'8I!m.t !a 8Mb of .. 

~ .......... tftp!"1 .1' N~U. 

'ro '._"ida. tbe "laU," intlwrmce or . ._ _twol"lt ad 

indi:r.ldul. ft1"iablf4111 OIl. 1n£'oraatiOA d$U81tioft ~. 'the 

three casu group of HIPOnd._t... 

A Wolill "ri.Uq. approMh .. adopted tor luwst1pU_ 

keepin« in '9'1.- the natl.U'8 _4 obj"t1_ of the s-tid7 iii' Palpur Khat G 

a mul.ticute village in Obakka 'Ilook of' All. ... bad Mstr1.' iD 

Uttar Prade8h Wd the l.oo&1. for the P\U11O... Onentat.1cn ot tb$ 

aooial natwo~k U, used aynonJ1'1lOlU17 nth 'interpersonal MtwtJ:tkt 

compri.ing of thol. persons with whoa the !f9spondttnt maintain. a 

personal and regular comrm.m.1ca.tion l.inU. Pe:ncm.al. interview of 

the main d.ecision .. akar in a bOllS. hold If:1 tb the heJ.,p of" .. .~t~.tJ 

inter"ri.$" eeb.edale WIIU. t'tte prinoipal method Qr uta. eQlleat1 __ 

lJata wre aaal.T"d by usag aU1.table 8ta\ist1C'$l. \e;cblUqUGI. .~'" 
.~1 of tbe I'ftsul.t. 9'bta1nSd is pre •• ntad in ttd.. chapter. 



2.05 

1&1. llMlaa 
iui&\ .lr.ItUI It': •• 5;'1111 .. _ ,,_, .,."pl 

1. MajCl>rity .t h :peoplll 1n the nu..- wre engapd in 

r~ I.now. 'b7 14bcmran 1a bo'h tbe ~ tum aDd. 

ap'lcUltval. .atepl7., 

ft. TbfiJ 1_4 o~rsb1p pattem eoaprl.d or a.inl;r -all. ad 

IW'Iiaal hold1np. 

3. Ia •• ,d. the _,"".1a ~ Y.Ulap had low lew~ ot 

... u.." ... 1a1. ~ipatien IIiftd ._i~OOfloaiG •• '1u,. 

~ .". ..... respondents! -" .ilJ11fioa.t':l1 b1~f' 
that, 

~ot tba othal' cut. "-poRdenU U& te,... et' t.bf.I1r' 

scoicdecnomic 8tattll1, land boldinl, ocoup.ti_, social. 

puticipation, 119,,"1 of.' eduoatiQ\\ _f1 r-u., t,P. 'WbeN 

moat of them were fQUnd to ~ froa jOiat fDilJ ba~ •. 

5. Simil.arlly 'the 'tUlQ~ .ute ~lfponden\8 _" rel.aU_17 

better of tbMl th~ .ooe4uled .ute With respaot: to _11-
soci,o-econOll1e .t..tU.8~ ocoupatioa and aln of hold.inp1lll 

~r.u&Ui. lA' .IIltAlls 
6. In ptneral. fIDe ptlopl. bad low ex.tenll1a q.ti'lt ecmtllCt. ad 

aos_Qpo11te.ne •• and were found to ha~ poor p~101pat1on 

in extm.ion aot1v1t1~Uh Ho","r they W~ awraa. in 

their us. or JWI'UUI m.d..t.& soare.· ... 

7.. InV'fAl"labl.y the Mgh cute mfiUn~!'. used mu. _41. Hut ••• 

lIO:re Ngular11 and had greate~ GxteM10Q &pat ccmtaet. 

819 lhlOkvard 0_ W r&aponden t. had Ito",· ,art101p&t1en 1a 

a~.1 __ t:1V1'ti1e. than c:mnpared to th. o~~ e:ute 
____ L ' 

~:p." .4 WA •• eOllP8H4 \0 the St.h~.4 .as_ ".~t~ 



:t1h.l had. t\hG 8ipitieant e4"ft'mtap .r hav.l..al ... ate,. 

Gxtentd.oa .... :n't «m~tt _" _" ~JOUta _4 replu 

in their U. ot mu. _Us. ...... , pa.rt.;tGUlulJr \B radio. 

9. lftle bM~ .Mte ,."pen.4att.. Md relllt1velT _" or their 

nttwol"k _bera IS 1tbeir pr~ 8~ of' tarorut:.l$Q 

t1ua ~~4 t. the h1pr tAd. • __ ~d • __ "*poB4enta .• 

10.. ~ ~ .. _ ".~t. _" towKt to haw 1iI1p1fltJmU, ; 
.e 

MOM ~ •• aIld. ~ &Nut the "1II_~t P"~ 
tJItaa N.' or the ~rs in \b.$ .ther'- cu- croup,. 

T'be pattern of coamuni(ua.tion ex.1stet in the Vlll •• ~ 

the follcnd.ng ch~_rist1fi, 

11.. In pn.ru, the ind1v1du.a.la had 8JUUl personal. aetvorka 

oomprild.n, of t.v _m'bers with whom. they hd .IIJtQr. freqUG:lti; 

1llWraotl0ll8 and &'"~ 1..,.1 of in"'W)lw_nt. Diwrsity 

uongst the network m.embers vas. fGu.nd to ran,,, 'betwe 

average to low in terms of relational tie., cuw occupa­

tion and edUQIa tlorull statua. And aJ:tholigh there vu a 

hiab denlity of oo~iQat1oD link. betwe8Q. tn. a.t¥ork 

mem.bers IJ the decre_ ot rel.atlonah1p. NnOnpt them wu 1.W. 

12. The d1st1nau1.b1n.& f.a~. Q1' the high euw respondG:a\$ 

Val that thea p1"ltoA&ltletvoRa _h of _diu SiD, t:htIy 

ha4 1 ••• t~~IUa.\u.at cf.I)niao'tl an.d 1mere "tt&S ail'Qi!ie:antlf 

,"ater _an_ of rela.tionship -one" \heb network ·· .. _n .. 



, , 

tlloUgh 1-'1$1" 1a slnt ba4 & $1p1fi4.-l out. _d 

oenpatJ4aal. UWI".U,''¥ _~_ th.t.r aet.wcrk pm'M~ fA" 
ccmp4Ul'84 to _ • • __ r .ute ~ l'~uJ])_.:at •• 

LI .. ;a. "at iD~ 

1I.lt ...:I'Ii5.ll.il 
14. Dearee of ftl&t1MJrh1, _<1 network s1_, in paeft\l -l'$ 

IGW'ld to b6_ .. :P081t1w ad .ipUIO'pt .... 1tdlf._(p<O.01) 

,d:a tbe 1_.1 of in .. l .... t _ the 1ta81. of t'b.eb' ~ 

~ ~lat1_. Cute (l1.WHit.1 ft. llJto ro18d k 

_'(Pre- a .1Idl.u relationship with \be 8xaepti_ of 01111' 

tbs sehedul.ed ea.te group rel~ts, .. 

18. Greater density of com.murdcat101l UBu aIIOftpt the _JIl.beM 
I 

in a network and more frequent 4tmtaets vl:tb t~ vas obMrffl~ 

to ha'VG a signU1e_t bllt nel_tift ~lation v1tb ... 

1.~1 of involwment in tM eu. of total and litMkWUd 

respondente. Whereu the "lational 41ver-lit1 1Q both the_ 

Iroups e:1qll'1lu,sed " lipifioant as.cel.tion (p < 0. 01) .. 

ladiclUill Dt'lllltl t 
16... .Ap, proportion ot network membfif"1!lt U primal'1 $0lU'C$ of 

1ni'ormat:ion dd the extent of' e%POJIt\U'it.. 1». the e.le ot total 

backWard and achedUled ca.te group or J'4utpondentfJ, -" 

found to have a .ignificant nelatt'V9 relationship Wi. th the 

l,C"fIi!ll Qt 1n~lw_nt. 

1'., J'wl1 typ. 11'1 the CUilt of ldglter ar1d _.1a1e.rd .ute 1l'O'U'P 

.t "lpoD&mtt Val fewlti to -Utpn'8 .. l1p1f1_t a8ao.~ 

\1_ ftth tb.. La_l of In"fOl_ment (p < 0 •• (1). 



18. !Jl ... r&11t was .1Jnrw.d that __ there is GU. 
diwr,1 t1 ___ , the • __ 1'. or I!Ul bdi'Vldaal 's per~aL1 

•• twtork, the 4a~ of Mla1d. .. h1p _4 den.it, _" to'lmC 

to PIe' - Wlu.til.1 :role 1ft .~~ .. tJpe .! .. tal. 

~~ tha., tall _liMn ttap.pd in, be''''en ~l_ ... 

li. !be 1Dtl ..... of' tepee f4 nhti.mabJ.p Ja 4.teJ"llduia, ... 

U_l of bwlwl1Ct ~ b1 ._ ntb __ u fit ..... 

6Ute .,.." 1. di.~ evident 1ft tba .... 01 hiP __ _ 

M~.Q.". 

~ 
20. aoww~ in. the ea" ot bao~ and I:~duled eute ft.~~ 

pe;rsonal networks. it lI'aS tbat &JI"_ ot relat1cmm1p .. 

detu,1 \y of network wh10h 1nfl~o.d. the left]. of mvol'ftll_t 

they engaged in. with their network _bel."8. 

21. Be$1d~1 the influence of de,,..ew 'Of' relationship bet__ the 

__ be" itt • "otwork 1oung81' ",e _d opte di wraitl' :b1 

general ~v1d..s It 1ft_tar .cope fo1:' 1._1 It tn:'I01 __ nt. 

Wbereu higher c.Um8ity _onpt the _moen :in a aetwo~lt 

tends to ~1m1t their level of inwlwment.. Thi. is .01"*1 

eVident in th~ case of small personal Mt-worlgh Together' 

these fow." Tar'i.ablEUJ accc;nlnted tor abo'l1t 39 per_nt of 

nrlat10n on the level of 1nvo~"._nt. 

-a. In the c_ of higher oas t. "$pondenta, t.he: jcm\ fam1l.y 

baok,rouad b.a4 an e.pprecttiable nS laU'¥9 1nt~u.n_ 0Jt 'theu 

).,""1 of iA"f'Ol.~t.· Apart trOll this the 4 • .,.. ot 

.. la1W;lri.ahip, 4MO\1pat1onal and Gast.. uwnity at,.. Wl'WInoi 

••• ~Jt le_1 of in"l .. w~'* 



•• 
2S. ~.r1dd;p of .1a4.l'JOft tild. ~. of Nla1tiGaSbJ.:p fta 

1nS~nt~ in 4derm1ft1q tbe ~l Of' iaYOl.w_" of the 

lIebadul.ed .ute ,.8pcm.deab with the ~1". ot otiler (tu_ 

lroupa in tbeu •• 'twerk~ !hi. innri.abJ..y oen.vibUW4 to 

th. iaore_ 1A 81_ of t.rheu ptrillOBal aetwo1"Jui 'Of putin ... 

la.t'lT the ~r qed J,uJ~b of' this ~. 

Milf ......... aa"'rk -..rhltl.fJ". tlbe iAdiv1d1ta1 ~ • .f''' 

~~l.r ~ ~laLu WI*' ot 811. ~ ~.f. NOlo­

~o:td.c staWs, 18.,.1 of formal ~a~ . ~".~ 

eosmo:poUtenEuU~ end soc1.al pertlci.pat1a _" t~ to .. 

u.sefUl in aCqUiring lnf'ormat1on ~t a • .,.lo,..nt P!'Ol!'lIf1II1IlU't' 

since thes8 variables WN W17 81p1t1cantl.7 _sooLaw4 

(p.( 0.01) with the information score of the "SPOR~t. 1a 

general. 

~5. In the c_ of' hilihtu." oaste respcadmlu the other ~'bl.8. J 

Whiob tiapl1J.184 a .1.sa1f1<sant rtllatiAlme.1p With 'the acqU$1. .. 
. . . 

t100 of' 1n:toN$.t.101l •. ¥erG extens1 __ pat ccnte.ot, net:weJ'k 

.ize and degree of rout-ion.hip bEatwtlm. the network _~I* .. 
" " 

26. 8:1. of hoJ.dtB; _d Houpa'ticn in tJ:ua cue of' b·ackwltM -:~4 
~ ,1\, I " 

scheduled (3ute respondent. l"tIUapectift11' _re fOURd \0 W, '", 
\ , 

helpful 1a MqUi:ring ill.£onuat,.m about d._lop~t PN .. ~~~ 

Where ... ~akJ' propel"t1on of' netftrk _mHn $I .~ 

"Ill''' •• or :Lltto.rmat10l11 _d 4.n$1 tl in tb$ e.... of \Ja.kW~d 

and sohe&lled edt. t'tUlpond • .n.ts .respeotiVIJl1 _1*$ _M&. ... 

, .... a. n.pti_ eorrttlatioa with t.h.1r W.matta _~t.id 



f!1. III p:Mnl. t;be W'l ... of' \1M "~ .. of ... _tia 

.O~I, hiP.,. soo;1 .... 0crm01d.e: _'_'tn" ea4 ~11_" • 

•• l'p4 .. tb8 pri.u.rJ tsoto" 'Wbioh helped, 1a M4Wzia.l 

00. -" ~ or tbetr h1pr~..u .tatllw the 1IPI*1' 

... ,..~ts bM t'Ile a4'natap of IM •• I" _ .... t.e 

.... t e_~' ~ ... to _cpd.re ... i.tlt.Natt.. .~" 

... __ ~., pIOtr .... ttl_ ... ~,. _te ~ 

... p0n4tlNlu. ~ ltelatiwl1 peate .. MI"'_ .t re1 .. t.1"'!.p 

$lIOI'lpt tb.e _mbers in thea _\work ".. a.1so ~n'a1 

in aoquirinl infOJ!'2latial. 

9. Howyet' in tIl. Oale of tbe bHkward Gute "spea4eA~ thau " 
tndi Udllal. characteJ'"ut1ca of regular uee or ..... _d.1a 

IOurce and p'fU!lUr 60hl0poUtGn.8. _" ItO" ben.fioial b 

acquJ.rinl intoJ"matl00 \b_ SU7 of their n&tworit "fU'Ubllllt •• 

30. Apart from the use ot _ ... 41& ..... oe., tbS!t pu'tiQ1paU_ 

in v.ll.la,e inBtitu.tiona ii rev of the 8ohedul..d caste 

respondenta ltU to S01'mt extent found usefUl in $.Oq_Uir1t'lg 

in!ormat1on or t.wlOPMnt pHlr..-ea in more 4eUil.a .. 

Gmlolui.t 
An o_rall. appraisal. of \he relulk stronc17 ~i,u.t~. the 

PrQoa1tiM -..t ta. type' of J;,$41al. .xob.a.np OJ" inter_'t.1oB <~ a 
\ _.1&1 ftlaUAMbip 'be' __ person. u prim.arllJ lo,"n.« _'~ 

, ',," 
~~ ••• 1" of \h$u u,I'Hlatiea With 0:6. II\O~ 1. aapll '~ 

,:y.~ ~,~~, _*'~ ,.t , .. ,;"ls'l~, t..,~,~! 1.\, 



individual. ia .. aOG1al _~. Jl'utbarw peakr __ • .t", 

UDl,8,t .. _'"" 8 .. "au'.it1 ia " •• ~t lJJttta U. ta_ '_ 
1n!ormat1tla daoe it, re.tr:1et. the "" or .. 1al .~P"JI ~ftw, 

1.a:r11 ,ta, ..u "neal. a •• rb. COlldf;l'lAimtl1 tba DGa •• ~ 

~a14" ,1., .... ~ 11Ipon.t. Nl.e 1& ~1t1_ fit ~orau. 

about _t.Wft wId.eh _" U~ to 'the *>eial. .. tt1D&a or the 

vUJ...,. people ... ~ to the ariwl'k 1.4:1._ D paen1,., 

fMntoM £IN!It .. poia' of u_ ot ez.a·loa. 1'1 ~ 

~te ... , 1Iotb ..... _... .......... t ..... ,"tUDe 

to,. ... ,'. ~iaI ... ,_t\e:a or ~'ia& ___ , ,._, 

ptople ill' .. "\fill.ap. AM s1noe ttut -ere. til Hku.t'Dlp 1fl .. 

.,&die ~J.ea~1oa 18 er1ltial :In _~ w IO'W~ .. _,. 

or in.format1onfil. cont;ent J .. .propr1ate OQII'ilinati_ of .... _till 

.OUHEUJ ad .xtsn.1_ -thOds,lf:::l-\. b •• ice infonatJ.alll ~ 
for deft~op.nt related I.et.inti.... Irl &r48r to __ the ... ~ 

:meJ\t progr .... more aooepkble aa4 etta.'!_ 11\ aeb.U"fiA1 thaU 

obJeet1w8 of p$>wrta' allev16tion it u e.uMsrtial that tb$ exttlsuJJ._ 

system should. o,onst_tl1 JIOaiwr pd _tl_1y _paFf'1.8., parU~l1 
the ruru POOl' in eatabl1ahiDa a wo:rlQ.ble .:Ltemati .... for Uapn'YUl, 

their' economic and so.tal conti tlon. 
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AtUlW-:d; " 

~,,"! lu.lA~iI.iII' 

l~g.IQ.QIQIm'I!iAm§{:RURAL} !~iwdi It Pareek (1963) 

£UYI 
Ripr G ... lit a 
.8&C~ oaste .. I 

~4ul.!4 ... " .... 1 

RtaUdHa' 
Govem!1'.ent service e 
Farming e 
Independent Profession 4 

Business :1 

Caste Occupation t1 

Laoourer 1 

"'JdQU.9J& t 
Gra4uat. IS 

Inter.diate 4 

High School :3 

Middle e 
Primary 1 

I1l1ttrato 0 

Ttl.· 



4. IUa1.1J. i~I'R&Ua" 
a) Me.ber or caM Ol"ld111atlon 1 

He_bel' ill_" tJld on. D 
C.U·"'lanihUon 

Offioe hol4er :I 

hWe ler"ftIA t/ldtader " b) •• wr attend the .eting C 

Gco.,.1onally attend 1 

•• pl.ar11 .tton« 9 

!be formal institution_; 
O,._1.atiou* Whiah 'Were considered j 

Villa •• PanChayat! "!illa~$ 
o~ratl~ Socie y and h~ Bhajan/ 
1\ an Mandall 

s. I..1JlQ hQ;l.SUlli: 

Landless 0 

Mass ~lan one aQre 1 

One to 1:' i w acre. a 
F1'V11 to Ten 1l.e1'1U' .3 

Ten aarel and aboye 4 

6. 1tiJ . gt .I.tl11! I 
Hut 1 

lCatchl. -n 

.Mix.eel 3 

Pu.eoe. -4 

G" r~.:bl.,,1 

Uucltar 1 

joint n 
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7. IJIm,fIIlt# 
Jul.lock (Pair) 

CHSUfbM4 C01t 

:Buffalo 

a. tl&UJ;:~ .b!u,111Ia' 
Cau-t 

eycl.. 

Radio 

lIa'boh 

I~ro,"d F$l"1! Impl$ment. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

One point for .aah contact of the re.pond~nt ~th 
each category of dewlopmen.t p$rlonel in the lut 
six months. 

Partioipation in each Qf the activities by the respondent. 
in the lut one y$a.r, a. lIoor& of Qnl was e,wuded into the 
n1Llloer or timel the event act! vity was attended. 

a) Dlmonstra\ion 

b) Kiaan GOlhtl 

t) Fu'.r. Villa,. or rnst1tu.t1on.&l training 

4) Xi.all Mel .. 

t) Bdue .. t1onal. Tours. 



c. HAriA 11111t4LR§1 

li.Ku a ~ So_time. R~ly 
(n) (l) 

1. tia'ten to 'fl11q. Pro, 

a. Rep Local !(tu,qaper 

3. View r.lev1l:ion(ltr1shi DU.lhan) 

". Seen DI""l0J*flnt. "l .. t.d 
films/Video 

5. a.ad. b:wnlliftn Literature 

D, g,gBm'UJlH§ I 
VIlr'1 Q\U- SlIldom New:r 
ort.n often 

1. M.11h bourlng Vills.ge :3 II) 

'" 1 0 

t. Neuest Town. " 3 a 0 

3. Block Office I 4 3 0 

4. List. aetilqu.arters 6 5 4 0 

5 .. Other' tow~ in the Sta.te '1 a [) 0 

6 .. 'Places outs.ld. the Itate 9 '7 e 0 
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l'aternev ... 1UtdU1e 

1. • .. • t 1 • ., .... , l 

11. " .. tea 
31Pc A._ 
4. Bd.ta.t108al eta .. 

8. ( .. ) .1dA OGnpa"_ 

(') .. ~ o..QaUc 

e. F.n].J Tne (1) 1(uoleu (9) J'oint 

7. :rard,l, 'I Id:u.el.t1cnal .and llmPlo'_Dt Itaw 

(1) 

3. 

(11) 

(iii) 

Materla1 Po.,sa,ion 

(8.) 1ype or HOUle, 

(b) Land Hol.c.Uni t (1) Total 1aad ovne4 .... _ .. 

(11) Total OUlti.vated .e .... 

(iU) 'fotal u.n;.ted area -

(0) Bowr.hol, 1004' t Watch/Cyole/lUJ;dto 

(4) Imp""" faN 1aple.nt,n 

(1) mou14bo_a. p10Ugb 

(11) thdt fttttJt 

(iii) oulti'''.itol' 

(1V) sed drill 

(v) pup •• , 

(.) :ru. '0."* liu'UQQk$/Orolfl\)red oowlB'tlffll. .. a 



1ft 
I,llii'. 11.&& f~.~' '""... Msooi.U4 Vitil .,. et \b. 

t.~ toDd. Ir"'. ja ,OU Y1Uap' Ye./I. 
It t ••• plo ... 1lt41 ... te ia Wh1.b et ~ ....... ,. .. '1-17 

1I1_1w4. 111_ Sold.. ~~~e:;!I~~1f' 1M. a.jaf4ol~ 

1) 'ftl.l.ap ' .. _a' 
U) c..penu. .. Iooi." 

W) 1lIIJ- Mla4al1 

rJd 141f 'I. I 

t.(.> lbdiIDll. 6I~t "qgn~~~. Hov ~ tiM. m 1*. laIS' 8ix _tb. haw IOU contacte4 or lIe_ Till_d b, a:tl.1 of ... 

tollowinl extension "l'aoane1a' 

111) Health ASet. 

1v) Pan..qat h •• 

Y) lJhD .. O. 

'b) P.MI.D~¥~,."~':?IP .. ~5#".~~tf~ ... 1 In \be 1ut •• 

filial', Bow lbn1 t!.mel h.... ,ou. partioipated. in the follov1l'l, 

exten.ion act1vities. 

k1a1al~. At»:tLlul 
1) Demonstration. 

11) n.an Gotht1 

111) Jane!". !r"l,n1n1 

:Lv) J'1,ft.81"'f, fair 

y) ~ov. 



10. !!q!~~t1:" ;0'.,. "fOIl wbi.h of __ fo1l.ow.fAs .... _ti • 

• _,. •• 40 7- , .... .:u" ... to ~ alMRlt ftrlO\W .. ,..te 
fit' YflU' in_,.., .. 
IIKII 
l~ aau. 

U) ~ .Iew'QelF 

iU) 1eleYis1.on 

i'" __ d.ewlopraent 
nuted f11al (3 or _") (1 _I ) 
v.1.-deo 

".) Re'" !xun.si_ 
Liwrature 

11. CO"~l9..JJ,.,~'I!. How etten dO 70l.a vi.i \ \be follcnd.a, ,l..M.fl.' 
l'Ia "'.; Qt_ itA'. 11_, 

i) N.1,lhbOartn& Vi11.a.p 

U) Neuest _wn 
111) 11.G" elftoe 

1",) tahsil etttn 

v) Bank 

'Vi) 0".1* iowi/olti •• 
m :roe _taw 



'IO.le aft lb. pen_. Vith Wom YOll rerulN'l1 1Q.te'H$t .. 

tho_ vb_ 1ft couJ._r tru.t "."tby. (ftle ...... or JA41v14laal,8 i.. 

4U1HJ"8d .u .. ~t) .. 
nw foll.owinl 1n.toNatlol1 tIlMIut each of the penon. 111 

o'bta1n.(! _, -kirla .... , lOt tI_IU.S. 

1) Where doe" he 11_? 

U.) How often 40 1ft 1l0~11 _Ult 'the perl on ., 

111) What n&tlU"e of iufomati_ ell .. dL •••• 1_ do .you 

.ftnltrall1 .,.,. with thi. JMtH.ft" 

ly) Wb..t 11 tb.e nl&t1onahip of \his pinon to YO'll' 

v) What 1. hi. CMHl'tlPatSAn f 

vi) What is \h$ ethUlation 'ta~UI of 'ke pen=? 

1'11) To wtU.eb 0 ... d.o$. the per •• _loa. to? 

viti) :De 7- ...s.n.tain a ••• 1._t inHraet.lea1 eont •• , Yita 

fluh ·oth.vt Y.',/Ih, 

f1W a_a ot eMb .a.r or Ube reaponCklnt. aetwrt is 

lmul"l!ul in l\ eiNl,e JA41Yi4utl.b,. Then. tor ... h name Uk \h$ 

rellpotldent it the person noted in the oinl.e .. 

i) Is a friend of each of th$ otllen~f (Draw .. sol.id lin­
betwen thl 2 nUt •• ) 

1i) I. 3dt .. oasl1U acquaintance 6f e-..h ot the oth..,:r .. (Dray 
.. do\t.d lJ.ne betweem. tb,$ nUlls}. 

i11> Do •• aot _ow the· o~eX'.",(Do l1ot. eom.a" by tAn1 1:J.Be b.'w ..... a_a). 
th. 

'he '-t.al. .... \)$r of lII:011d l.1n6S repre,ento.wraga dePflhl 

.t 1'.1&'~Jid.p •• \we til. _bflUta in thct networih Vb1l.. ~ 
aU' . b. _,.,~. tosethe1'" 1nd:1C1&t$ the Mnll" of \M 
__ lIfjdt4· • 1~ .a a .a~~ib .. \. ... 
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1. When 1'OU VNlt _ Iraow abo", ... ~ 'Wboll 40 ,_ or .. 
Coute.ot1 

(a) U tOU ViUqa 3 

{b} outside 10l.U" Villap. 

o. What 01'" who are the o~r SO~@iUl lm.own to prvT.1de tb4 

inioration IOU. \ull.1all.,y n«edl 

3. Ca) What 18 thClil tlxtent or expollU'ilt lotl haw ri'ib ttl. ,..r_._ 
intlioated :.In Q.l. 

lua tDmwtA'E It.!I.1.tIK' 
(1.) 

(11) 

(b) Do y.tt .... k thll$. per8oo(.) 11._4 

(;l) •• JU1t.:.r11 

(11) hlecti wl1 

(iii) llare17 

Orien1U.tttm, QOllt tb& 1'al'iGu8 '.wlopu.nt ,"I~.II 

1. What ~ tm.e tifterent rural development &pac i •• do ,ft 
know of that are fmct10ainl 11\ your lIlHa" 

(1) 

(i1) 

(1i.1) 



n. Ha_ you heard a»fit .., of \be t~& p<:)'ftrt? alleY1au. 

prograuell lilunehed '01 .. Gc)'wm.rI$nt' 

(1) •• R.E.P. 

(11) R.L.3.G.P. 

U.1i) !ftl'SKM 

3. To 'What extent 40 10U knolt about •• prop'- 11141 ••• ' 

abo.",. ? 

i) Main ob~eo,t1ws., 

11) potent1tl. Cieneficiu1es 

111) attlOWl1$ of' financial us1.~ that •• be .~ 

iV) aveatie •••• 001&Wd with the Pl!'OI1"aua ad _ 
,.rvioea offered. 

4. from vlUoh .o~ do 1ft 'dUally J.ltam ~'"t,~, VU'~ 

de..,lO:pm;tmt pro,r_ •••• ut1T1 , ~. ' .. ' ,:\:~~'::" 
<"'Jj ,. r "'\ ;, 

"I" r .. ~ , 
1) 1A\t~"aoa.1 aouro.. l I' <~" 

""Ir" n~l c~, ' , ' 






