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‘Introdiction . -
People make personal choices all the time
and ‘their” lives are shaped by the consequences of
making' those choices.’ By making logical and correct
cHoices, _peoplé can reduce chances of -failure in
thelr enterprlses. e : i ER
) Agrlcultural development  demands adoption
of - -improved technology to increase agricultural
ptoduction. -~ Technology transfer in ~agriculture
for Sri Lankan -‘farmers is done mainly through ‘the
training and visits system of extension. This system
emphasises regular transmission of messages to farmers.
These messages are formulated at . the Ffortnightly
:tralnlng sessions.

It 'is’ both relevant and tlmely to ask whether
. these messages are compatible with' the current
expectatlons or needs of the farmers ? How are
the expgotatxons assessed 7 How are the needs identi-
fied 7 Is this-. approach sufficient to ensure, stimu-
late gpd help “to " achieve agrlcultural development7
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The ngblem;ﬁ LI§4

. While some individuals insist rapid techno-
logical diffusion, some others express their doubts.
Dissanayake and Somawathie (1979) have stated "hardly
-any .technological. changes have. occured. in our village.
‘After, studing. agrarian situation. in Mahaweli area
. Nanayakkara (1987) observed ‘"very clearly ‘it .is
.seen that after fulfilling the basic needs of the
family, Flnanc1a1 inadequcies hinder farmlng act1v1t1es"

Regardless of the nature of the 1nnovat10n;
an' individual '~ remains as the adopter or  rejecter
of “the .fnnovation (Rogers, 1971). While learnlng
precedes  adoption -of - an - innovation, according :to
CaShdan (1963) much learnlng fallure is undoubtedly
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due to faulty attitudes. Aveilability of resources
also determine degree of adoptlon of recommenda-
tlons leadlng to ‘success in. Farmlng _ U

Obectlves of the Study

Th1s study, aims- to explore the relatlonshlp
- between four selected factors with success in farming.
The: relationship between the. extension messages
and success in farming was not included  as most -
of the rural. farmers in Sri Lanka are not '"mono-
.croppers" but engage in several agricultural enter-.
prises, growing seéveral crop species in their small
holdings, for which ,they may or may not receive .
the extengion messages that flow via the Fortnlghtly
traJnlng sessions. _

;'Methods used ', - ::- , 'e >

: Twelve successful Farmera were selected for this
stpdy. Data was gathered from the respondents ‘with
regard to - . S 2 L e

(a) commitment for progress,
’b) devotlon to the family,
- (e} Frequency of income,
(d) Investment efflrency .

In’ addltion to the’ 1nstrumnent devxsed for’
the purpose, discussions and observations were - -used
to collect the required information. The delicste

‘nature of the -factors studied demanded- intérpretation .-

of . both verbal and no verbal reactions of the respon-
dents. : = : L

‘Déta:Anal}sis‘_i

, The mean values of - characterxstxcs were -
' subgected to statistical analy31s - The correlation
coefficient. between success in farming and the compo-
nents selected were computed using the method suggested
by Snedecor and “Cochran (1967). The correlation

- coefficient were partitioned into direct effect

'f(undlrectlonal path ways) and indirect effect(alternate
path waysi. . The path coefficient were worked out
by .the sxmultaneuus ‘solution of the equatxgn for‘
four varlables 10
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Results and Blscusslon ':_ . ""7f:ﬁ%‘

Estzmatzon of correlatxnn coefficient 1nd1cated

‘that devotion to the family had highly significant nega-

tive correlation with . commxtment for. progress, -and- .
investment efficiency had a significent negstive . -

. carrelation .with regular and frequent income - and
" a slgnlf1cant pos;tlve correlstlon with investment "=

efficiency.. Success ' in ~ farming was . pos;tzvely

correlated with' regulsr and frequent income, and .

commitment to. deV?lopment had positive and negl1g1b19
correlatlon wlth success in farmxng.} . oo '

Téble¢ﬂ. Correlatlon coefficient of four comppnents
: : assocxath WIth ‘success in farm;ng. - :

Combd&eniwﬁ’ij'. Cbmmltmont43nvbtiﬁn' Frequency] Invest -
S L - for | to the cof ment |
Progress | family | income. |{effi- |
AU N jciency | -
SN NS TNTNECIES WA SR —— . 1
Commitment .- | =0.5298% -0.42564 +0.4314|+0.238Y.
for progress - Lo : ' A T
‘Devotion to the |- . = | +0:3246 |  -0.6461%*+0.634 |
family R & : EEUER R i
frequency of | = | ' -0.2668| +0.2%79-
5ﬂCPM¢ . ‘ N .
i Investment: . | ¥ IR 3 I f“-__'sl;0.216; .
.coéffiency'g“ S PN (R L - .1'
cf‘ ,*::,f Signifiéant atFSQ%iével.
o Signifigant at]f% level

t
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, Estimates of direct and lndxrect path coeffiw 5

cient are presented in Table 2. . Success in farming.

and commitment for progoo-m~ et *““‘tlvely correlated: ¢

It resulted from a 81gn1F1cant positive direct-effect

of the commitment for progress on  succese in farming.

But this- influence was .diluted to .some extent by

the low end negative indirect values, via devotion
‘to the famlly, Frequency of income and- 1nvestment .

AT o v k .



" erficiency.

~““{investment efficiency was influenced

by normal problems of family Iife such as illnesses’
or deaths of close friends or relatives). However,

success in farming- can be- increased .Qy,.1nc§e§81ng_
‘commitment , for ~progress as -it: had direct "highly.
significant~'dositive correlation’ thh"chcess__ln
farming.. . - - <

Table 2. Direct (Diagonal) sand indirect effects
- of components associsted with success in -
farming - -
t ‘ # Effect ‘Via
ok ponen ) t L o '
' ??ﬁ"‘ Commit-9 Devotion Incnﬁé { Invest-| Success
o] ment to to. | Frequency] ment in
| develop-| family. | - effi- familigq
ment. - ciency ‘
™

Commit- | +.4889. |.-0.0967 |-0.0983 .| -0.0714] +0.2381
ment to | S .
develop-|
ment. o .
‘Devotion| -0.2974 | +0.1682 | +0.0780 | +0.1310
to ' , : - ‘
Income |-0.1650 | +0.0363 | +0.3178 ' | +0.0397] +0.2367
Frequency ' o . .
Investmeht+0.1657 -0.0987 | -0.0657 | '-0.226% -0.2117 { .
efficienry . ‘ ' o T o

+0.Dﬂ16 : .

L~

S The?_correlation between. devotion to the-
family and success in farming was very low and positive -
(The respondents -tended to spend more for meeting ex- .
pengesfof spouse or chilgben, who " ever he wés.fond
of }. However, devotion to the family had pbsitive
dlrgct effect on success in farming and the respondents
gatégg _long laitigg improvements to -the land or

urcnasing more land or improving the dwelling suaaest-
ed this. But this'effecs was %msked“vi;lggm§¥gg§§t‘
tqv development .which ‘was moderate. and- negative

The - indirect. effect via frequency .of income ~wa§
also positive but negligible. . o L



Frequancy of 1ncome ‘was moderate and posﬂ:lvely

- correlated with success- in fariming (This suggests’

- that -~ complementary. .or supplementary  agricultural
enterpr1¢es should be introduced to the farmers,
. 80" that more frequent cash' flow to the farmers
*anduce them to become more successful Farmers}
The direct sffect of freguency of income on - success -

in farming -was high and positive, but this influence

- was counter balanced to some extent by the moderately
.low ‘and negative * indirect effect via commitment
to development © The -indirect effect via. devotion

to the family and investment effzc;ency were posatlve e

and almost negllglble.

The total correJatxon cF 1nvestment efflclency

“with success in farming was negative and its. direct

effect was also found to be' negative. ' The effect"

‘of 1nvestment eFF1c1ency via commitment to development
" was positive but . this effect was diluted by the
indirect effect via. devo ion . to Famlly and 1ncome.
frequency. S

The overall- s*tuatlan polnts out. that "commltment

to development" and "1ncome frequency" produced’

the maximum effect directly . on success in farming.
" S0 ‘these. are two areas for Jmpravement for further;

advancxng SJCCBSS in farmlng

xmpllcat.i.ons or‘ the study.

The flﬂdlﬂg$ of tﬁls study suggest that mgtlva~

tlon of ' farmers to create or .strengthen 1nterest

“in' self  development and agriculturai improvement
is a very important step.:- - This finding agrees with
Moshers - ( {966 ) .concept .of .the -role of an

exten51on worker as a encouraglng ccmpanlon of‘ the"
+ . farmers. As suggested earlier increasing the. frequency

of -cash flow to the farmer tends  to 1mprove success -
in . Farmlng-- Therefore, the farmers must be- gu1dedf
. to increase %upplementary or Fomplementary econocmic

enterprigses and alsc ensure marketing fac111tles,;1:

to ‘enable . increased ‘frequency of cash flow to the
. farmers. ° These steps  are -vital to ensure success

in farmlnq as 1ndlcated by the fzndxngs of this

study. .

"~L1m1tat;on of the atuaY-

- Ihe sample used was small and purposlvely

" selected for researchers ‘convenience .and was’ limited

to places canvenlent for several v151ts. Hence this .

study should be repeated on a blgger rsndom sample to
verlfy the andlngs. 13 A
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