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INTRODUCTION' women in farm activities, this district was 
considered more suitable. for investigation 

The socia! system sets values and wereas the agricultural activities varied 
norms of eX'pe'cted"behaviour'and role and continuous for a major part of the year. 
rela'Iq,nships toe",~ryindividuaL Rall;~ing Eight villages of Navsari taluka of the Val
of individuals along different positions of sad district were.. randomly selected. 
the social ladder and of expecting them to 
perform roles appropriate to their social By using random sampling technique, 
pO,sition is a characteristics of the society. 15 farm women, were selected from each 
It is obvIous that all societies expect dif Village. The data on the role expectation 
fere!)t behaviour trom ,', men and women were thus collected fro,m the 120 farm 
and the behaviour of either sex cannot be women, 120 husbands of the same rural 

'_._-----.-._ .. "-_._.. -.~ , . ' 

anticipateCl withQI~t the knowledge of their women and from 60 experts who were 
role expectations.• " having rural experience, viZ: 20 acade- ' 

micians from the Extension Education 
With the farm family as the economic departments of Gujarat Agricultural 

unitof rUral community" women perform a University, 40 Extension Officers from the 
variety of tasks both in the farm as well as Department of Agriculture, Government of 
in the home. This calls for completion of Gujarat and the Field Extension Officers'
 
tas'ks'in accordance 'with expectations. of Navsarl Taluka. '
 
The present study, therefore, was under

taken with the main obj~ctive to ,ascertain
 The four major role areas, name

the'role: expect'atioh ,of ru ral ,farm women
 ly: (1) Pre-sowing arid sowing (2) Inter

as'perceived by th~mselves, ~heir hus cultivation (3) Harvest and post-harvest
 
banqs'and experts in major agricultural
 and (4) Allied agricultural roles, were 
cibtivities. " , ' taken as the role expectations of r'ural 

farm women. On the basis of these ex,METHODOLOGY 
pected roles, an interview schedule for 

Agric~lt~re, dairy, poultry and piscicul- rural farm Women and their husbands and 
ture are in mosfimportant occupations of questionnaire for experts were prepared. 
people in the ,district. Since this study was The scoring procedure was used to 
regarding the role expectation of rural measure the role expectations of rural 
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Role Expectation of ..... 

farm women on five point continuum i.e. husbands. It was interesting to note that 
most important, important, somewhat im- the experts expect the rural women to per
portant, least important' arid not ~tall" im- form' more work in all the four major role 
portant role and the scores 5, 4,3, 2 and areas in comparison to the role expec
1 were assigned them, respectively. tationsof rural women themselves or their 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION . h,,!sbands. 

The mean scores of the role expec- Further, to find out the significant diff
tations of rural women as 'perceived by the erences, if any; between the role expec
experts; rural women and their husbands tation of experts, rural women and their 
are presented in Ta.ble 1. husbands, analysis of variance method 

. ...... ,.	 was adopted; The results obtained by the 

Table' 1. Mean stores on major roles as perceived by the experts, rural women 
.. and their husbands. . . . . 

Sr. Major Roles· Experts Rural farm .Rural 
No. (N==60) women Husbands 

(N=120) (N==120) . 
1. Presowing and sowing 124.30 95.20 74.83 
2.	 ..Inter-cultivation 43.65 33.88 26.30 
3.	 Harvest and 16-0.95 94.39 78.93 

. post-harvest 
4. Allied agricultural role	 245.37 178.40 159.60 

Total	 574.27 401.87 339.66 

.	 . 

The total mean scores of role expec
tations of rural women in farm manage
ment by experts were 574.27, of rural farm 
women .. 401.87 and of rural, husbands 
339.66. The difference in role expectation 
mean sc.ores .between experts and rural 
farm wornenwast72.40, between experts 
and rural husbands was 234.61 and be
tween wral women and their husbands 
was 234.6'1 and between rural women and 
their husbands was 62.21. The maximum 
mean socredifference was between ex
perts and the rural husbands and the min
irhum was between rural women and their 
husbands. Therefore, the experts ex
pected the rural farm women to perform 
more work than was expected by' their 

method of analysis of variance are 
presented in Table 2. 

. The computed F value of analysis of 
variance (12.00**) between experts, rural 
women and their husbands regarding the 
role expeCtation of rural women in farm 
management was highly significant. There
fore, it could be conclLJded that there was 
significant difference in role expectation of 
rural. women in relation to farm manage
mentactivities as perceived by experts, 
rural women and their husbands. 

The calculated critical difference 
(Table 2) was 19.50 and mean differences 
between experts, rural women and their 
husbands worked out (Table 1) were 

194
 



Role Expectation of ..... 

Table 2.	 Role expectations of rural women as perceived by experts, rural 
women and their husbands by the method of analysis of variance. 

Source of Variation df Sum of Mean.square F Value 
squares (Variance) 

Between groups 2 913500 456750 12.00** 

With groups 297 11300000 38048 
(error) 

Total	 299 12213500 

greater than the critical difference. It in
dicates that there were significant differen
ces in role expectations between experts, 
rural women and their husbands. How
ever, the difference in role expectation 
mean scores between rural farm women 
and their husbands was 62.21, which was 
th~_tQwest mean difference in comparision 
to the mean d!~ferences between experts 
and rural women a-rid between experts and 
husbands. It shows that,· the rural hus
bands had better perception of the role 
expectation of rural farm women. 

CONCLUSION 

. 1. The experts expected the rural farm 
women to perform more work in all the four 
major role areas : (1) Pre-sowing and 
sowing (2) Inter-cultivation (3) Harvest and 
post-harvest and (4) Allied agricultural 
roles, in comparison to the role expec- ta
tions of rural women themselves and their 
husbands. 

2. The minimum difference in role ex
pectation of rural farm women was ob
served between rural farm women 
themselves and their husbands and maxi
mum difference was between experts and 
rural husbands. It was probably because 
of the fact that the rural husbands had an 
opportunity of observing closely the role 

performance of their wives and hence 
could objectively assess the role expec-'. 
tations of rural women. The rural women 
expect more work to be done by them .. 

3. The significance difference in role 
expectation of rural women in farm 
management was noticed between ex~ 

perts, rural women and their husbands. 

IMPLICATIONS 

Rural women play an important role in 
rural economy of the country. Role expec
tation of rural women determines to. a 
greater extent success or failure of several 
production programmes at village level 
which influence rural economy. The rural 
women with average or poorexpec- tation 
could be given short duration train~ ing to 
improve their role expectation and thereby 
role performance in farm and other produc
tion activities. Also relevant printedinfor
mation regarding the training prog
rammes introduced could be developed 
and be made available to the rural women.. 

Furthermore, for bringing any type of 
changes in role expectation and role per
formance by rural women in farm manage
ment, the first task that willbe needed to 
do, is to bring about appropriate change in 
the role expectation of rural women as per
ceived by their husbands. . 
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