IMPOVERISHMENT ~ |
IN DROUGHT PRONE REGIONS

A VIEW FROM WITHIN

JOINT FIELD STUDY

SWISS DEVELOFMENT COOPERATION _
NATIONAL BANK FOR AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT
~ INDIAN INSTITUTE OF MANAGEMENT, AHMEDABAD

Anil K. Gupta

AmARAmEmY
AHMEDABAD
Centre for Management in Agriculture

INDIAN INSTITUTE OF MANAGEMENT
AHMEDABAD



ral
sti-
nece

of

mnmoas
3@5 oyl
g of
_labjur
:31@;’3»

re

Part -~ 31

-Methodology

The gonasis of tho study was derived through repeated and
rigorous deliverations of thao monitoring tean set up for the
above purpose. The team had Dr. MV Gadgil, General Managor
(Monitoring and Evaluation) ARDC, Dr., Pfister and Dr, Chappatte
from SDC besides the authar., The idea was that if onec were to
evolve a participatory paradigm for thoe development of smgll

farmers, one will have to first cstablish the same spirit in

the method of enquiry. It was from this angle that the monito-

ring team contributed considerably towards the evolution of the
ﬁhole stﬁdy desién, Varicus meetings of the team weie held at
Bonbay, Ahmedabad and Ahmednagar to review the nrogress of the
study from timc to time. The methodelogy was kept-flexible to

take into account the changes that might become necessary at the

operational stage,

The concept of casa study used here implies the intermactive

proces:s through which contradictions in the 1ole of the farmer

as an active entity interacting vlth the env1ronmont and as a
passive onlooker constrain.dg by institutional, technlcal aﬁd
organizaticnal facets of the environment are documented. In
other words, -we were aiming at identifying the answers that the.
farmer had evolved while confronting problems and the answers
which he knew but could not use becausc of:limiting factors in
the onvirunment.. Casa studios‘worerthus uséd to outline the
precise scope of intervention by financial institutions in a
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way that the farmer's capacity for sceling his own answers to

woro
the problems of noverty was not impaircd. This necessarily dovoe
required generating queostisns which would not, however, be appli- of b
cable to all the farmers, The ontire study was divided into . ¢ in t
4 phases as described below, | folt
Phase One : adogy
Pl %
A workshop at the district level was conducted involving 4 hold
_ -
highschool students, gradunt-s and post-graduates in social - einph:
scicnces, project organizers of voluntary agencies, field offi- §  C€aptu
cers and managers of the cooperative and commercial banks., In wssen
this the broad aims of the study, major features of the metho- | well
dology, and the likely usc of the ultimate findings were oute ] which
lined with the flexibility to change in rosponse to feodback i was t
from participants in the warkshop. | would
In this phase, each rescarcher was to identify a family in cted,
. o T . . ' S . L woirld
different villages solocted as per. the critoerion in the moetho-
N .. . . . A B v voos v i - . phase
dological note. given in Appendix and which repressnied varied e
. . . e Ce o At the
ecological conditions. The local monatoring tean of the study
. ] . s e . . " i X nagar
was to help in identifving the villagoes, locating farmers and
1 J- : Y 3 L 1 ‘Nho fe
lend ‘othor basic support. The idoa was to seloct such farmers
N . . . ring t
who would normally not participate in any group discussions cr
. , e ‘ . it was
political activitios in tho village, who would stand in the
' : T VNN TR SN theen
- rear cven if theoy came to the meoting and whe would not throng
. . . . rai
around any outsider who came to the.village, The argument in Alsed
* 1 i E ‘
such soloction was that he should be someone whe was never heard rrele
. .‘ . ) . o
by thoso who triod toy oilthor doliver goods or servicoes, or desery
- . T e " . . P el reSaar:
oenguired about the probluoms of the poor, Full time rescarchoers
<o 17
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were to stay with thoe sclected foraor Tamily for one month,
develop rapport with the faracr anc communicntn te him the logic
of the study so that he could Pparticipote as much ns possible
in the explorativn, No ocucstionnaire was given bocouse it was
felt that any  priori list of ecucstions would orove to be in-
adeguate for relating realistically with extronely varicd houso.
hold contexts., Also, differont fnrneré would hove varying
emphasis in their adjustment mechonisms with the risks. To
capture the finer doetails of these mechanisms, it &ouid be
essential that flexibility was provided to the resoarcher as
well as the farmer to lead the exploration in the direction in
which the fammer wanted. Another impoertant asncet of this phasé
was 1o document the mental constiraints of the rosearcher which
would considerably influence the way data was defined and collo—
cted, It was hoped that this benchmarking of the rescarchers
would help us in discounting the noise from the data,

Phase Tuo | |

At the end of therfirst phase, all the researchers met at Ahmed-
nagar and shared with each other experience, There were some
whg felt that by not giving theﬁ the questionnaire the monito-
ring team was unnecessarily complicating their task. However,

it was clarified. that it would be empiriéally demonstrated at

the end of the second week, as to how many of the guestions

ralsed in the questionnaire weré not only inadequate but also

irrelevant, There could also be ‘many other questions which

deserved to be included but were missing. In that sense the

esearcher had an opportunity to add some questions not only

..18



of his own but of others when they presonted their first week

discussions with the farmers. In some cases, the entire group

suggested that the seloction of tho farmer was not nroper and
should be changed, Gradually the parameters of thé study were
defined and ideas evolved as how it must he conceptualized and
oparationalized. It was clearly understood that nobody would
generate hope of a loan in the fermer +to elicit particination

from him. In the case of full tige resideat-»researchers, the

first week was quite baffling. They had collected so much in-
formation about the way the farmer and his family lived, that
they needed clarification about the angles from which they shoul

further pursue the case. 1In this phase, therefore, some more

P e

RiARE e S it

questions were added and the various issues genemted fraom the
first week's discussion were discussed to emphasize the care

needed in observing and documenting the nrocess of researched

farmers,

Phase Three

A review was nade about the questions that had been raised in
the first two rounds and also the questions that remained to be
explored, The questionnaire was discussed point by point and
it was found that thero were soveral aspects of their respective
farmers which were not conceived in the questionnair. At this
stage, there was a trade off k- lwooh the similar formats for

different casos and different format. for different cases., The
monitoring teawm felt that it would be wortivwhile to let each
case evolve in the direction provided by the farmer. Thus many

changes were wade in the (questlionnair, In this round, each
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explorer was also io follow up links of the farmers - at times
walking mor?‘than 10 kms. to do so o with the employers, money--
lenders, traders, banks and other individuals or institutions,
The rasearchers were to louk at the village from the perspective
provided by.tho caso farmgrp partiqglarly, what he thought of

and how he deal. with the village crecdit situction (formal and
infomal).

Phase Four

Many of them realized thet there were several things that the

farmers told them which they had never known earlier. In most

cases, they had never seen poverty from such close guarters,

The most important feature in this pPhase was that entire case

was to p? shared with the farmer's family by narrating it to all
of them together. Not often are the findings’of éocial science
research shared with those who are 'researched.' 1In this study,
it was made very clear that it was the case farmer who will

decide about.the validity of interpretétion of data. The reseyr-

-chers were advised to take care that the incoherent edges of

‘the case were not blunted.

In other words, if there were contradictions in the narrative of
the farmers they were not to be resolved or removed but preser-

ved in the case. Also interpretation of the data was not to be

attempted in the body of the case, While it was true that one

coula not consider a single famier as representalive of either
the village or even smaller farmers in the village, it was re-
cognized that it would be possible to get a betier perSpeCtiVG
from different cases in some

typological fonas, helping us in

..20
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interpreting the pexrceptions of the farmers. These typologies

would also help us in identifying the ecological bearing on the

individual housenold conditions and constrainis, To this end

soe l1lssues of general interest were also to he explored with

other farmers in the respective villages, At the end of the

e

5

last round, the monitoring team woere to meet and review cach casg

S

4
¢
g

Some:questions seeking further clarifications werc included
necéssitating another visit to the farmer so that some loose
ends could be tightened. |

The basic features of ccology which were'sought to be captured ;

in the cases ars given below:

(i)
High ra@nfall
////////;éﬁ!fginfall
Dy
Traditionally Newly Upland Plain Mi&Iands‘ ;
irrigated irrigated ST~ [
| - /\ Zroded Fertile /\
| Forest Noﬁﬁ
Fforest Non- Forey
Forest !
Lift Surfaco Ylells
(canal,river (canal)
well)

The important features of thoe study p rocess arte summarized

below: Two talukas, Parncr and Rahuri, representing dry and

irrigated conditions respectively were selocted for the inton-

~sive case to be developed by the rosident rescarchers. In

the cas» of bank officors from outside these two talukas, the

cheice of the village was lef to thom but thoe conditions as £
‘ ‘

mentioned above wore highlightod and kept In view whilo solo-
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There was also a lady rosearcher who steyed with a tribal

family for one month to doveloy the women's perspoctive anout

propbloms of poverty. Apart from studying the concerned village,

she also contacted the wives of many other famers.
Each resident rescarcher was expected to porticipate in the

various househol:l choras like harvesting, threshing, or cole-

1ection of fuel; or bark of the sal treds, ote.  The rosearchoer
was specifically advised not to bade oul the family in case of
crisis. Such a gesture might appear inhuman ox uncthical but it
mﬁst o remenberod that any crisis had to be facoed by the farmer

alone. Also, the farner's rcesponse to the crisié was oxtremely
imnortant to underzstana the weaknesses or strengths of his
various ontions. In some bases where poverty was acute, the
researchers did bring grains for the immediate consumption of tne
fai.ily though mostly the farmer himself horrowed the necessary
resources. The cost of the researbhérs‘ staf was borne by the
monitoring team and was giveh fn advance to the famrer whenever
NeCcessary. |
i‘embers of the local monitoring team constantly visited tﬁe
Jdifferent villages so as to help the rosearchers whenever ihey
had any nroblem. These visits were not-taken as inspection or
control mechanisms,

The discussion in everv round often continued till the early
hours of the day because it was nccessary to go through the notes
of wach roscarcher and also because they wanted to clerify their
doubts,

In a coupl> of cases, the last round was not followed up in the

FACAE S ] ' ] » * . . 1
soirit in vhich it was intended. Somc officials werc still not

ll?-?—
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convinced that the fsrmer would be able to correct their understanding of
his problems and thus they did not norrate the cases as was intanded.

Probably theso exceptions proved the worth of this sspect of the study,

Each case was to be developed in three carts, dealing with the villags,
the fa'mer, and the researcher himself, his views about ths study, metho-
dology =tec,

Some data about land transfers in esch village for the last 10-20 years
.wera collected from revenue offices and in particiilar from the individuals
B who had sold or ourchased the land, fMany of the names thus identified’
-were-individually contacted to find out the reasons for their disposal-

af land angd the linkage between their resource with the constraints or

ontions available in the credit market,

On the basis of these cases o summary note was prepared and pressnted at

a seminar which in addition to the researchers, bank and agency of ficials

also included more than 55 farmers who had participated in the study.

Seminar

i >l 3 A

The seminar Was to serve two broad objectives: (a) To test the validity

- and gencralizebility of the issues and interventions identified during the
study, and (b) to provide an opportunity to the farmers and other involved
to collectivaly think of bthe spocific ways in which hanks could bocome
mope offective through changes in eithor the policy or ﬁrautica of tural

bankino.

tarlior, 1t was docicod that two ov throe cases davoloped by tha resear-
chera or collaboratora would he narvated to provoke discussion, Howover,
sann aftor the introductorny comacks weva made, soma of thoe Farmora

offercd to express thelrp viows about tho atudy procosa and tha oblectivea,

o 23

whaten
datall:
unders!
ganarpat
formal
took nl
agsment
centeoc
When a
soninar
Wwise mi
while f:
the st
for such
able to
to visit
excludod
Ffarners
cials by
Parmers |
because -
The bani:;
this a by
ting tho

would hp




of

ad at
‘icials

JY.

Adi
iring the
; iAuolued
Boomne

f rural

pes8oT--
HouweveT s

s

Ghjectives.:

023

- 23 -

»

Listening o ona anothor proveked many femnors te come out with more

‘detoiled descriptions of soversl constraints that had nob been edequately

understood during the finld study. In this way, the seminar helped in
generating sonoe more dota about thie poverty processes and the roles of
formel and informel credit. The dotailed summary of tho discuasion which
Eook place in the seminar is given in Annexure 2. The frank critical ass-
pssment by the farmers (musf of whom were very poor, scme Werse even annual
contract laboururs ) provided a very useful experience to the bank officials.
When a separate disﬁusaion with them was held on the second day of the
seminar, they also caﬁe out with self critical conversations which Ethér—
wise might not haﬁe happened.

While farmers did express:tﬁe need for Eontinuity of dielogues of this typse,
the study team had . not Uisﬁalized before hand any institutional framework
for such an intervention. In & way it was hoped that the férmers would be
mble to continﬁe on their oun. When some farmers wanted the bank officials
to visit their village whers ﬁhéy wold organize éEEtings of smgil and
excluded farmers, the bank officials readily égreed. However, when some
formors did orgéniZE such a mnating inra village, the concerned bank offi-
cials by not zttending it confipmed the fears of the farmers. If the
farmers were not able to trigger such dialogues dn their omn,.it was largely
becnuse the banks uwere pérceand-as givers and the farmers as recipients.
The banks felt that thers was nothing‘that farmers had to offer., Although
thie ctudy has made a beginning in this regard by empirically demonstra-

ting the vnlidity of role-reversal, intensive follow-up on sustained basis

would be reopuired,

* '24
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Monitoring of field study 2 Yeokly Interactions

e el e e

The specific issues raoised in some eof the_meetings are niven hoee, They
reveal an intimate understanding of the process which was followed during
the study and describe the contreodictions faced by the study tesm. The
self critiesl mode was pursdsd during the Field'stuﬁy by ot only conceding
the irmadequacy of various instruments proposed te be used for data collec-
tion, but alsa by'madifying elaboralbely ths whole anproezeh to understand
the farmers perspective ahout poverty process, The basic emphasis. on the

“ousehald basis of enguiry was however, religiously maintained.

The issoes also bring oub thE'dilemmauthat-sbcial scientists faced while
pursuing arstudy‘of this type. The moral guestion and ethical pre-suppo-
sitions very strongly dominatgd the realm of enquiry. in such a context
it is inevitable that one should take recocurse to conflictive—interactive
paradigm ﬁf ;ocial stiences rescarch, Further tﬁe relationship between
tho macro level approach and the micro level policy questions also emerge
in an interesting way in the stuay.' While every effort has beon made to
mention the statements as thoy uere made, it maé quite likaely that somo
;{ffgtortion might sot in, if For atﬁér roasan-than becauso of the mental
Gomsﬁructs af tﬁa author which might have filtered certain phrases orp
cartain impressions, To thal oxtont as mentionad carlier, tharontira
narrative is Fairly biascd, the objectivity of the study lics in making
thesa biascus more oxpiicit.
Flrat NMaoting -
In thie, the importancuy of the process of tho study was in of foring an
’opwmrhunity te all those thwolved bo think uf_tha‘pnsnih}m Gaym in whiech

the official dolivery systoem oould bacomo monw rospongive bo the noods of

amall Farmaras,  Tho atuidy toam mombora oxplained variaus asusumpbiong of

tha st
study

folt n
in tho

couple

The me.
the on:
of gonf

this ex

About t

Juring
study 23

1. How
24 Wil]
3. Wi13
4. Hoy

5. IFf ¢
whak

6. ShOU
hist
7. Shclj‘
8se  Shou
agri

from
vigo

ED Do Lt
faot..

Somy of
Follnwing
qQuostionn

tiona wpp



3 which

seds of

- 25

% tho study and also ruquéstud thoe participants to domystify the role of a
study team by being as criticol and ruthless aboul vorious yuestions as thoy
% fult necossary. Tho sonior nffiavrw of tho load benk slso participatoed

in the discuscion bosides numerous honk officials, District Colloctor, @

gouple of district offieinls, resvarche rs, and othora,

The meeting notes have been included in the form thoy were prepared after
the end of oach meoting. Yo have aveided makirg changes so that the lovol
of confusions at varicus sloges ocould be appreciated as o genuine part of
this exploration.

About the mesting

Quring the discussion some of the gquestions that werc raised about theo field

study are giush bolows

1, How will we introduce ourselves to the farmers?

2, Will thore be no questiopnaire to be taken in the beginning?
3, Wili therc be sufficient space with farmers to house usTt

4. How do we know that the farmer has sald was correct?

5, If the farmer is hesitant in telling various things about him then
what do we do?

6, Should we only concentrzte on current preblom and not discuss the
history of the situation?

7. Should uc concentrate on only ono farmer or one femily?

Bs Should we take mwre people of the same category i.e. big farmers and
anricultural labourers or shruld we take only one porson onc family
from each catogory in the viliage or how should the person be inter—
vicoed or sclected?

$e¢ Do we tallt to tho Sarpench, Thalati or the teachers to gain the
fFoot--hold in the villege or can we by-pass them?

e that 15 the retional of net niving guestiosnamire in the beginnine?

# . . : .

bomg of thesc questions gemersted an interesting discussion in which
followlng elarification was offored: The chief rcason for not giving the
fostionnaire in the beginning was that we did mt know exactly what gues—
Lioas were most reluvant for the study, To generste thesc guestions,

» a2
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familiarization with the fomily is necessary in which process the questio-
nhaire may nat boe of much holp. Furiher, only in the third round i¢ as
ﬁo_be supplied, beceause, by thon tho intervicwer would be able to rnlaté

gach guestion more intimately with farmer's family context,

Another point was that one person will develop tho cass of only one family,
but will follow un the links of that family with big farmers, traders

money lenders, ctc., and in that sensc a comprehensive casc of every farmer

;;and cvery category would emorge. Uhile we would like to look at tho big
farmers also from the angle of the small farmers, if essential we may have

to develop some cases of the bigger farmer alsa.

Then the guestion arcse that if cther farmers wanted to participate in the
oxercise how should we reoact? WYWe would definitaly be interested in the
participation of thosc who volunteer informatieon regerding houschold eco-

nomy, but emphasis would bo given only to the coso family, lest wc shift

focus.
dank then proposed tho names of villagrs whore btheoy would develope the
5*fﬁqsos, and other rescarchers werc also allecatad dif Pavent villogoes solece—

toed narlier on the bnasis of ccological diversity.

sacond. Mooting

In this meoting the omphasis was on narration of individual exporionce so
that thé aurruspondonﬁd hotweoon the concopbual Fremowork of easo method
adoptod 1in bhis study with the vmplrical obscrvations could bo establishod,
Tho intontion was to ubkilizo this opportunity For an gnimqtud discussion

among tha rosoarchoers in ordor to achieve clority of the study precosa,

Somo of bhe apoaific instdncus narrated in this meoting aro prosantod holow,

Traditionally ‘wal! {a pulsae) gonotally found in sugnrcanu fiolds waa

«e2?

e

‘ﬁoﬁ bhaan 4

anlloc!
Tauto bi
from g-

with th

Goveral
casa fo
fFarmars
lords,
tounds,
narrata:
becoma
flve tin
and loca
oxemat |
rocovery
(CGC), ]
8Xplain
tloned 45
most poti
Yhile thg
cers felt
raglon,
anps the
Omphasia ¢
Tho'prublm

alao pafan




s

“'J.?'"

bl o pollocted by the poor farmoers and udsod as nutrifimus food, Howcvor, of
. 1ate bigoer Formers hod started provanting labourmrg ard small formors
1tﬁ : from gathoring "Unl'.SU that they could sell it themsolves in the market
| with the result that the pomr_ﬂouid no more get it froe of cost.
oilys suycral cases of annual cortract l:beururé wore citcd whore not only tho
case farmers but their sang tao had contracted themsolves to difforont
_ faTmer farmore, oo much so that if thoy got lato tth wore rebuked by the land-
?‘5£é:,; :? lords, Many guestions grose in this context which wcre ﬁUrsuod in later
y have g rounds. The casz of a farmer who had tékon loan for land dovclopment was
narrated where because of overflow from an adjoining canal, his fields had
o the become water logged and totally uncultivable, The loan amount increased to
~in -
| h Ffive timecs the principsl and the farmer had approached the central, state;
o .
4 and local governments in addition to the bank of ficials with reqﬁests to
.d sco
?: pxempt .him from the loan burden. The latter realizing the Fuﬁility of
"shi?t .
recovery efforts had filed a cleim to the Credit Guarantee Corporstiocn
{reC), Interestinaly, thc bgﬂk received note from CGC.asking them to

5 g -
Lo axplain why the benk had not recoverad the loan by getting the Jand auc-

s swiBC- . . ' .
tionnd as if there would have been env buyer for such land or this was the

most rational recoursel)

% {le the recovery of sugarcans loans was only 20 percent many bank of fi-

jiB”CG 50 cers Pelt thet only sugarcene could help the economy of'the fsrmers in-the
- method renfon, Realising the need for stabilizing the production of dry lend
stablisheds eross the gquestion was raised whether in drought prone districts SQCh an
scussion wphasle on sugarcane was® justified,

1POCCSS .

™e probler of farmers approaching another bank if one refused loan was
ntod below alan " ‘ : ’
sente alze ralsed, Many farmers had lost bullocks in the 1972 droughts, and had

not beon able to buy back till date, with the result they .could not sow

ll28
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their Fields in time, Some of fhese farmers With as much as 11 acres of

1and were leasing it out and working as labourers on others! farms.

Third Meebina

Pt

The meeting started with a discusszion about the spirit of participation
which was being explicity demonstirated as the dominant mode of this study's
methodology. To achieve this 1t uas imperative that svery participant in

the study should have equal opportunity to contribute towards the design

of the study, as well as in the mid-term corrections. In this context

- kwo guestions arose:

4. “Where we all olear about the focus of the study by now?"

2. “lWhat was the purpase of today's meeting?”
Different view points Emerged about_the purpose of the meeting but tuwo
maJor opinions prevailed that the meeting was to discuss the issue of the
questionnaire, and the resgarcher's experiences regardlng probleas of thelr

respective farmers. Regarding the validity of providing questionnaire at

this stage, Following cbservatiocns wore made by the participants.

1. The guestionnalre was suppased to be a mechanism to collect
similar informaticn about other farmers as Mave been collacted

about the farmers alreecdy contacted.

2. The detzils collectod sarlier were inadequate and the ques-
tionmaite will holp in making it combrehensivo.

%, The proforma itself was to be updated and new guestions included,

4, As tho timo spent so For was largely aimed at familiarizing
aneself with tho problom gontext, tho questionnaire will holp
in gotting correct information about tho Farmar,

-

5, 1t will FJCilithd in judging the problem with invalvement of

the farmarn’

6. 1t will dafina tha pacamobers of tha atudy

.
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~Tho discussion about whon the quu s tionndiru shouly! hv provided proved to

ba qui e ruvonling for tho e who wanved the guestionnaire bo be QiVDH at m
gorlier stage itself and we did mt have to do much oxp}qinlnn. 1t wes
nevertholess stressed thal the nuestionnaire was only a sugoestive for-
mat. PMoroover, about 30 to 40 percent of the guestions need not be
rupeated as dato on thom would alresdy have been collected in the earlier
rounds.
While discussing individual expericnces the Salederi (bonded labour)
systam in Gundegacon and Nhaiagacn, the case of a farmer whose family had

to go without sufficiont food for four of five days were highliighted.

The farmer had to borrouw grains very often and pay for it whenp=2 got his
waanes for stonemérUShing at a Public Works Prugramme site, He got only
h.dO/u.‘ The administration of the Prdgramme was later chénged from the
contractor system to ﬁhe departmental system and the wages were raised to
fe60/~ per week,: However, while the canffactor had paid regularly, thé
payments froan the department were o’ien délayed, at timss by nearly a
menth,  This fnegated the grains from increase in wages as the farmer had
te borrow grain ot more unfavourable terms because it took him longer %o
pay back. Inbearch of worit he migrated for a Feu-months to Bombay. He
sold off 10 acre of land to buy a pair of bullﬁcks so that he could
cultivate the remoining land. Since the markeging society deducted earlier
dues pnd the net cash roceint bocame lescs he had to sell paddy to the .

those
trador at prices lower than/prevelent in the society.

Ho dld not knouw that his father's . loan was written off under the recent
schene, nor was he a member of the Cocperative Society., He

+5 acres of his land and left the rest as fallow to get

%?ﬁﬁﬁ for the animals,
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The ressarcher had collectsd all these details in one day though he had
made several visits earlier to establish rapport. This showed how deesply
scme researchers had got involved with the study and this narration had
an impressive influence on the sceptics in the team. This understandably
raised the issue of the extent df'depth in study that was desirablae. In

this context, the Following questions were ralsed:

1. If the depth to which the rssearcher from ACCC Bank had gone
was worthwhiie, could not everybody else stiive to achieve the
same? And tﬁose who could not, would it be so because samé of
tﬁéh such as the bankers were pressed For time that they were-
‘unable to visit the farmer more than twice Or yduld it be so

because they found the task itself unintereéting or not worth
their while?

2..what mquld be the minimum number of visits needed in order to
ganerate informotion that will impart to the case study a rea-
sohable depth? Could it bé achieved in-only one or two visits
to tha farmer houschold?

3, What should be the timing of visits - i,e. whether during the
day or night, will the farmer be mecre amenable to our efforts
of getting inFormﬁtian from him, In other words, if the resear-
chers went only during the office Hours, thay may eighnr not

Find the favmer at home or he may not be in a proper frame of
mind as bis attention will be on the day's activities, some of

which might bo pressing,
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