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ABSTRACT
A program of functional literacy, as an integral part

of the program of Farmers! Training and Functional Literacy, 1is
presented. Its objectives are: (1) to increase the attainment and use
of literacy skills, and (2) to bring about the socio-economic change
on the individual with particular emphasis on changes in agricultural
production. The specific objectives of this pilot study were to
obtain the gualitative and quantitative measurements of: (1) the
attainment and use of liiteracy skills, (2) the impact of the program
on the individual, and {(3) the teaching/learning situation. The study
was conducted on an "ex-post-facto™ basis using experimental and
matched control groups. Primary data was gathered by a team of seven
interviewers. The experimental grcup consisted of adult farmers,
drawn from 12 viliages. Factors used for measure _.ent purposes covered
the following areas: {1) the literacy skills attained by the
participants, (2) the impact on agriculture of the knowledge of
improved farm practices, {(3) the teaching learning situation.
Findings include: (1) At least 80% of the participants achieved
literacy skills of varying degrees of utility; and (2) The final rate
of adoption of agricultural practices among the participants and
control groups and its relationship tc literacy ability indicated.
that the rate of adoption among the functional literates and control
illiterates tended to vary directly with literacy level. ({CK)
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F OREWORD

“One of the recent develqpmens "which i of great signi-
ficance to countriés like ours, is the idea of hnkmg education
to development, particularly for increasing production. In the

field- of adult Iiteracy; this has led-to the emergence of the con-

cept of functional literacy or . work-oriented. literacy. Based
on this coacept, we- have initiated Farmers’ Functional Literacy
Project (Kisan Saksharata Yo;ana) whlch is. one of the three
components of the mtegrated programme of Farmers Training

and Functional Literacy jointly sponsored by *the ‘Ministries of
Food and Agriculture, Information & ‘Broadcasting and Edu-
mtwn on a pilot basis in 100 High Yielding ' Varieties districts.

2. Being a pilot project,’ jts ‘evaluation is essential, not only
to assess the achievements in terms of the stated objectives,

but also to provide continuous. feed-back.for programme im- -

provement.. An attempt in this dn'ecuon was made by making

~ an evaluative study of the . project in . Lucknow district of

UttarPradwhmascxenuﬁcandsystematIcmanner( dnnnc
November-December, 1970. ..

......

3.Thesmdythmwsupsox;cvetyposmverwults. Ithas,-

in the first_instance, . presented .evidence' that .the:  programme
of -Functional Literacy. has developed:liferacy:skills of varying
degrees of utility, disseminated:knozviedge of -improved agri-
tices and effected certain -attitudinal -changes.: There: is:. also
abundant evidence ‘to indicate;-.'that the . Functional Literacy
training has .2 positive influence:in making -an: impact -on agri-

cultural knowledge and adopnon of mnovatmns. Thme m&ed ,
‘are. very encoaraging results. - wemak i '

S X Thestudyhaspmvmdmvaluabkdataonthebaswof
vﬁh:chﬂ:econtentandquamyoftheprogrammemnbé
provedandtheareaswlnchmdmbestrengthened.
S.fIhzsstudyhasheIpedusm tstmgoutmethodsand
pmcedmwhxch&nbemedm an expandedevalnauon
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6./A committec of Direction consisting of the following,
was~ assigned the overall responsibility of conducting the pilot
cvaluative study: Gy e

(1) Dr. S. N Sara.t'. Dn'ector. Bureau, of Pilot Projects,
Adult Educanon & Stausms, mestry of Educa-
;txon. .
' (2) Dr.. T. A. Koshy, Dxrector, Dxrectomte ,of Adult
‘_ Ednca&on,Mxmstrvodeu@uon. ,
“',"“_(3) Mr. Marlon T Hedegaard, UNESCO Expert on
- Funchonal theracy Evaluatxon.

| (4) Dr. (\Ins.) S. Mnlay, Depnty Dxrector, D:rectqrate of
S Adult Edtmnon, -Ministry of. Educatlon. " -
'vvf'(S) ‘Mr.. R. S..Mathor, Senior - Technical Ass:stant,
S Dx‘rectqrate‘ Qi Adult Educangn, mestry of Edu-

' Thedesgnofmemdytheschedu]mandwstswerepre-
pa:edbyDr (Mrs.)S MtﬂaymconsultatxonthhMrManon
T. Hedegaard. In the preparation-of the 'tests, Shri K. B.
Rege; Assistant Director; rendercdvaluableamstamc. The
field work, consisting of data collection, administration of
literacy tests;.etc. was done by Mr. R.-S: Mathur;  Senior
Technical “Assistant “and-"Mr. -S. V. Gupta, . Technical- Assistant
in the Directorate-assisted by. Méssrs R.-S: Singh,:S. N. ‘Rai,
P. P. Sharma; R. S. Kushwaha: and Bahau, Investigators specially
appointed:.for this purpose. Iheyalsomdmtabnlanon
and other work in- connéction ‘with thestudy. = Analysis-of data,
their -interpretation’ and drawing:.conclusions - was: done by
Dr: {Mrs.)-S.-Mulay:in'collaboration ‘with Mr. Hedegaard .assis-
ted by Messrs Ru:S:Mathur :andS.. V. Gupta..-Mr. Y. N.
Saxma,Sub-D:smctInspectorofSchoolsml’.mknomect
and Mr. K S. Shrote,: Principal; Farmers- Training Centre at
Bakshi-Ka-Talab.. cooperated ‘in the : field- work:-and the UP.
Govemmentageedtoomzreqnsbtosclwtlmknowmsm
forﬂnsevaluatxvestudy The first draft of this non-technical
reportwaspmparedbyMr Hedegaardmool[aborahonwnh
the concerned officers in tberrectorateofAdnhEdwauon.
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This draft was revised and editcd by the Committee of Direc-
tion. This non-technical report is a condensation of a formid-
able mass of data which is beinz presented in the technical
report.

7. We would like to take this opportunity of sincerely
thanking all those who were directly or indirectly involved in
the field work, analysis and collection of data. 'We would also
welcome comments and suggestions on this report, so that the
methods and techniques of evaluation can be improved.

8. I have great pleasure in releasing this report which, we
hope, would be of conmsiderable interest to adult educators,
social scientists, educational planners and administrators in this
country and abroad. i

S. N. SARAF

Director,

Bureau of Pilot Projects,

New Delhi Adult Education & Statistics,
April 22, 1971 Ministrv of Education & Social Welfare
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L INTRODUCTION

1. The need for a substantive reduction of illiteracy in India
is apparent. Although the percentage of the literate adult
population has nearly doubled since 1951 rising from approxi-
mately 17 per cent to about 30.per cent in 1971, the number
of illiterates has increased from 298 million to 386 million
during the same period mainly ‘due to inadequate provision
for literacy programme and because of growth in population.
With this population explosion has come a corresponding need
for increased food production—another national priority. Fortu-
nately, the development of new high yielding varieties of food-
grains and improved agricultural technology have made this
achievable. This advance in turn requires that farmers have
a higher level of technological knowledge and skilis. - The ob-
taining of these is made possible only through an effective
functional educational programme of demonstration and mass
media. The full utility of such a programme can be realised
only by the i:‘erate.

2. It was with the attainment of the ‘Green Revolution’
as an objective in mind that the development of the High-
Yielding Varicties Programme was undertaken.  To support
this programme, a comprehensive educational effort was initia-
ted known as the Farmers Training and Functional Literacy
Project in 100 selected districts. This Pilot Project, conceived
and initiated in 1967, utilised an integrated approach in selec-
ted areas with the Ministry of Agricuiture responsible for all
Ministry of Education assuming responsibility for establishing
Functional Literacy Centres and the Ministry of Information
providing radio support through their farm broadcast units.
Two UN agencies, the FAO and UNESCO with financial
assistance from the UNDP contribute a very limited amount of
expertisc, supplies and training assistance.

IM of E&SW/71—3
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3. The Functional Literacy Project, as an integral compo-
nent of the Programme of Farmers Training and Functional
Literacy and conceived- as part- of UNESCO World Experi-
mental Literacy Project, has bhad a rapid expansion since its
modest beginning i three districts in 1968. This grew to 10
districts in 1969, 25 in 1970 and the programme is expected to
be operating in 60 districts by the end of the 1970-71 financial
yecar. During this period of  time, district - supervisors and
teachers were trained in all the districts where the programme
bhas beer operative, Many reading and teaching materials in
the regional languages have been printed. About 1,954 classes
bave been completed and 2,983 are presently being conducted.
Most important of all, 51,304 farmers have reported to have
been made literate, while another 64,577 are presently under-
going literacy, training. By the end of the Fourth Plan, it is
expected to cover about 1 milhon illiterate fnrmcrs under . this
programme. :




IL PURPOSE OF THE STUDY
4. The programme of functional literacy, as an integral part
ofthepmgrammcofFamets’Tmmmgananncnonalhtcracy
is expected to contribute a great deal to. the socio-cconomic
well-bcmgofmrallndxa. 'Ihebmadobjecuvsoithcfunc

unnalhtetacyoomponcnt,asconccwedmthedcvclopmcmof
the basic programme guidelines are: y

(i)tommsethea!tammentandnseofhﬁcracysldll,,

P

('n')tobrmgaboutthesocxo—economxcchangqon the
mdmdualthbpamcularen;pbasxsonchangsm
agncultnralprodnchon. . ’

mmbmhmgunFmeandmelem

Pro;ect,oneofﬂwmhaloonccptswasmcdcvdopmcntof
anob]ecuveevaluauonschcmeforprogrammempmvcmcm.

S.Thxssmdyanemptstodctammetheemtwwhnchxt
has been possible to achieve these jec
"matic evaluation which was'‘carried out in- Luckhow district

whercthemtcgrawdprogrammeof Farmas’i‘raining and

perieh “k”vcf)staﬁ it ‘*a‘ éi'mprehen'
memlnatm prog'mne.wwrm auhelnsF 1r
(3) Precliminary information: mdu!’*nﬁthcf‘gmdance of an
expanded and:more intensive anmonal Lrtcraqr
&7 PIOZEAMME <o Iansi L o oy SRR

6. The specific objectives:of: mPﬂotMmee;to obtain
qualitative and quantitative measurements of:; .- i -

(1) The attainment and use of Iite skiills.,;
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(2) The impact of the programme on the individual
with partlcular emphasxs on changes in agncultural
product:on. o e s e

«
SR w2 e
“hir g ol wi ~\ :

(3) The teachmg/leammg sﬁuahoﬁ.

7 In order to achxeve these Ob]eCthCS, a: comprehensrve

study, to measure these”® accomphshmenm -and- change in:both

purposes “of ' evaluatmg the'programme ‘of functional litéracy -in

Lucknow district ‘'was’ made and the foﬂoMn’g«mdwators were |

PO ENFI .,*..

developed and used: 38 et

A. themcy attamment sili il e A0
(@ Level of reading abihty S
(u') Level of Wntmg abihty o
(i) Level of performanee in anthm ’c .

(1v) Degree ‘of” ‘comprehension w5 e Sl
(v) Degree of apphcauon of mding—and“ wntmg abihty

[

(vi) Number of drop—outs

..- i R PO

e FAR AL

— ;\the ~numbet of matenal amcles conta- :

( “’) Partnclpauon m formal orgamsatxons. |

PN
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‘‘‘‘‘ III. DESIGN OF THE STUDY

8. No socxo-economlc bench ma.rk data ‘had been obtamed
for theareaunder study In the absence of such a datathe

using. expenmental and matched control groups. R

iSamplingProwdme

“9. The expemnental group- con515ted of aslult farmers, drawn

‘from 12 villages in Luckaow district, who:had " attended :func-

i

tional literacy classes. Six of these were in Bakshi-ka-Talab
block and had completed three batches of functional " literacy
training durmg 1968-69 and 1970. The ‘other-six villages were
equally- divided among ‘the: three adjacent blocks of Saropm
Nagar, Mohanlalganj ‘and’ Gosamgan]. “The:total numberr :
artmpants in the expenmental ‘group-of 240 men: mpondents:
were equally dmdcd among the three“‘batches. EERSNS

10 Four villages (one from each block) Were selected as_
control group from which 80 illiterate male ‘respondents were
randomly seclected. The factors’like : cEmograph:c and *soc:o-_'
ECOonomic ;- charactensucq mcladmg age,. .OcCy
holdmg,vwere mainly -used.to, assume. proper
the: experimental. z an&control -£Ioup. .,
see1hat -the.-€3
characteristics. andhthlsaﬂdls‘cns'i'?ed
follow. (For details see. Appendix:

gtk 3 o Almetf’ scription -of: the
pondent§ backgound vl provxde a5+ broad: over-view of the
social milieu’ andcommnmty structure :of the‘stndy area. Th:s

: has ‘been- ~discusséd* underthe followmg' h&dg

(1) Size of the village.

(2) Age-groupmg Of the sanlple RN AT

.(3); Primary . and Seoondary oocupauons. BT

\4) Land. holdinga G nn sl e e
R R AR P A5" ’ o

Haris, \":5":’"&' 5 is 1

Bt atde ob S FFIE I R WET) R TN S RN S < . :
AR R ARSI A S [o3 e A, “gﬁ"}}i‘!'




Size of the Villages

12. The 16 villages in the sample population, although not
entircly homogerious ‘in’ character, were. thought to be " typical
of the area. Pop;ﬂanonrangedfrom700t04000andonly
threewerereported tobelomtedonamz&nedroad. Inten
of the twelve expenmental and two of the fom: control “vilages,
primary school facilities were available” while: only one village
had a Middle school. Farmers discussion groups were reported’
in ten of the experimental villages. Corporitidm:pattern: were:
snnilatmanvillag@smthwheatbemgthedomantwm
cropandnoethedommantsumme:crop o I

Thc age-groupmg of the sample popnlanon mdxcmed
thatwellover70percentofbothgroupswmeunder33ya.ts
ofageandthatthedommantage—,groupmgforﬂ:ecxperm—
tal group was that of 15—25. years. Therelauveyonthoftbe
functxonalhteracypartmpantshastobekeptmmmdfora
betterunderstandmgofsubsequentanalysxs. (Fordemi!s,see
AppendxxTableZ) R

anary&SeeondaryOccnpﬁons N ! :
" 14.Fannmgwasthema]oroccupahonforboththcexpen-
memalandoontrolgmups. Fannlabonrandoﬂm'occupa-
uonstogeﬂlerawonntedforonlyammorpomon of the

B it
RSV S N

pnmaryoccnpahonfor”boﬂxgronps.Ofﬁosehavmgseoondaty‘

oocupauons,fannlabouracoountedforaboutone-thxrdmboﬂz

groups, while other ‘occupations ‘accountsd for about one-sixth:

Nearly half of the experimental group:did-not-have a secondary
occupation .compared to: about: one-third -for the control' which-

'maymdlwteshghﬂylaxge:pmenmgeoffun-txmefamers:'
.among the experimental -group. (For detaﬂsseeAppendix‘

Table 4). ' o R

Land holdmgs S A PESTE SR S PE S -‘ :

IS.T‘hemajontyoftheraspondentSOfboﬂzgronpshad“

land holdings between one and four acrés.” The “total ‘of these

 three size gioups accounted for:57.5 and 55.0 per cent of the

i S P R 0P

——— e g
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_nsmgacomprehensxvemte:vnew .
;asenmofsnnplelneracymts. Themchcxsan&supervxsors

7
respondents in the experimental and control groups respectively.
Of particular interest are the few in the landless category which
indicates that the large majority of the respondents were either
wellmbhshcdianncrsoramembu:otsnchahonsehold.
(For details _see Appendxx Table 5) o

Memods ofDataCoBecﬁon y SHRIR 50
IGIrmarydatamsptheredbyat&moisevmmtcr

viewers from_ 9th,November to 12th_December, 1970, .They

mterv:ewedatotalof%Oaduftfgpqnonallitemcyparﬁcipants
chedule, Tor both groups: and

servmgtheareawerealsomtervxewedtoobtamdatarelanve
to the teaching situation. Bas:c socxo-eoonomzc data was
obtained from Block reoords.

The Content of the- Smdy

17. A large number of factors ‘wete nsed for measurement
purposes. These covered the following areas: :

(@) The literacy. skills attained by tte. parucxpanm their
ability.- to . use: them. and the existing: teaching situ-
auonmthevillag&s These skills and their use
were measured by a set of:simple- time/accaracy

t&stsofmdmg,wnhngandmlculauon,andthe
;.'ﬁllmgofasamplefannplan. - |

| (b) The nnpact~on agncultm'e was measured by wstmg
% -through interview::*

- (I) the knoweledgé gf zmpmved imm pracum -pes-

an'cI~-""w 3 an&’ ERogmT Al
(2) the extent and level of adoptzon of these farm
practww. . :

-(c) The twchmg/lmmg sxtuatlon was' measured bv

mterview of the 12 teackers: conducnng ‘the fun.. _

uonal hteracy c]am

Vi ek R




FINDINGSOF’IHES'[UDY
18. Thema;orﬁndingsofthestudyarcpmwdmﬂ!c
light of their significance. For purposes-of brevity, the three
batches of respondents, who had undergone functional htcracy
u-ammg,havebeencombmedandmmdasonegmupmth:s
non-technical report. Inﬂ:etechm@lreportanam;:thas
bemmadetotr&tﬂ:emseparaﬁely ‘Detailed tables are Timited
totheappendix,soﬂxatﬂ:osev&‘nowxshtoddvemoredeeply
can ‘do so.’ 'IheﬁndingsoftheStudvhavebecnsnmmanzed
underthefollomngh@ads.
(A) theracy Attainments.
(B) The Impact on Agncultural Producnon.
(O) Changes in Attitude towards I.xteracv Acqmsmon.
,(D) Social ‘Participation. -~ - ,
ExposntetoRadxoProgramms.
. (Fy Contacts with Extension Workers.
\"(G)TheTeachmg/meg Sxtnanon.

A. thetacy Auaments e ) /
lQ.Aconcertedattemptwasmadetodetermmethehteracy
skills ‘of the functional literacy participants through the adminis-
n-auonofsmpletsts.Thsemtsmclndedume/accuracymws-
urements for reading, writing (by. dictation or transcription) aud

.simple arithmetic . calculations. . Italsomwsuredthe}"ﬂity

: ‘ofﬁerwpondmmmeﬁmeskmsmp:epanngasmg«efann
plan. _Tests. devxsedforth&sespec:ﬁcpurposawe{'ebased
‘on’‘the “instructional syllabi of " the training progrimme. The
following are - briefly the ﬁndmgs of the study zeranged under
the heads:::: = AT vy »
A R&.dmgabihty e
~ (2) Comprehension of matena]s
(3) Wiiting' skills. N
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(4) The use of literacy. ‘ < UL

(5) Arithmctic skills. = . :

(6) Drop-out rates. 7
RadingAbility

20Themdmgabﬂxtyofthema;ontyoitheparhcxpmts

ranged between 10 and 40 words per minute which included
approximately 60 per cent of all respondents, while nearly 20
per cent could read faster than 40 words per ‘minute. - This
indicates that at least 80 per cent of the’ partmpants ‘had
achxevedhtcracyskiﬂsofvarymgdegresofuﬁhty However,
'aboutllperccntcouldmdonlyslowlyandhalunglywhﬂe
shghﬁyunderlOpercentcouldnotrwdeventhesxmpl&t
passages.  (For details see Appendix Table 6).  Although
datatromthnsstudylsfartoolnmtedtodetennmenormsfor
acqumuonofmdmgskﬂls.nwouldsean&:atamdmgskm
ofabout70—30wordspermmntcrange,wouldbeanexpec-
ted mean or average. If 20 words per minute are considered
to be a minimum acceptable level formdmgsldlls,about

60 per cent of the parﬁcipants have attamed ‘a sansfactory
mdmg level.

Comprehension of Materials Read R e

21. 'I'hxswaststedbyashngthrecsxmplemulnplechomc
questions on the content of the reading test. - Detailed analysis
was not carried: out but the average comprehension score of
thosewhoconldrmd,wasl@oﬂofatodofm {For

detailsseeAppend:xTableZ) Th:sprov;dsanmdxwtnon;
thatthcaveragepar&cipmtcouldmdersmndabonttwo-ﬂmds‘

ofwhaxhewasabletomd.

Zz.lhswaswstedbydmungashonpassage - ~Ap-
ptoxxmately, 24 per .cent were- not able to;

, mleercemwereabletowmeabonttwowordspezmnme.

.....

,,,,,

f"rable 8. |
I1Mof E&SWﬂl-Z
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23. The 57 respondents, who could not attempt dictation,
wcre asked, to copy a simple passage. Of thesc 48 or 80.8
per cent could copy reasonably well. This indicates that at
least part of the difficulty in writing was duc to the rcspon-
dents inability to perform properly under the testing system.
Therefore, it may be assumed that the writing skills measurcd
may be undervalued to some degree.

The Use of Literacy "
24. Thxswaststedbvhavmgthemspondcmsoompktea
simple yarm plan. As might be expected it was necessary for

the interviewers to explain in detail the use and content, of

the form. The. results were scored on the basis of 2 maximum
of 14 (which represented the number of items in the form).
Of the respondents tested (240), 10 per cent could not attempt
the form, ncarly 18 per cent could correctly fill in less than
six of the fourteen items, and an additional 15 per cent scored
between six and ten items. Howcver, nearly 40 per cent of
the rapondcnts had scores of 12 or more indicating a relatively
high capabihty in this test (For details, see Appendix Table 9).

Arithmetic Skills “

25. These were measured by administering a simple test on
which no time-limits were set. This was scored on the basis
of 100. More than one-fifth (22.5 per cent) of the respondents
were unable to cope with any of the test problems, while an
cqual percentage were able to solve less than half of the total
problems. However, 55 per cent were able-to solve more than
half of the total problems and nearly one-fourth had scores
exceeding 80 (For details, see Appendix Table 10} :::i

26. Themtcrvwwexso‘bservedﬂxatﬂmser&pondents who
scored above 50, gzneml!ymdsystemahcprocedursastaught
mschoolwhﬂcthcscwhoscoredbelowSOrehedtoalarge
degreeonsmpledigxtalandoralprocedums. These observa-
tnonsnnp!ythestrongposibilnyofthelowetscotmggronp
obtammgthexranthmctxcskﬂ]sfromsonrcsomerthanschool
or literacy classes. _ .

ot e s e e ok i, "
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Drop-out rates

27.Thmcwctcca1cnlatedbypamapantmtctvww,admp-
out being defined as anyone who was not attending class during
the final weeks of teaching. Of the 240 respondents, only 42
al?Spucentfaﬂedwamddasumnghoutthcmdmg
period. -

Recognising that such limited numbers = provi'le limited
substance for analysis, reasons for dropping out were classified.
Adverse ‘family circumstances were the most common reasons
given (alleged or real) and was a- contributing factor in more
than three-fourths of the drop-outs. - Fatigoe in the cvening
(47.6 per cent) was another common factor, followed by work
involvement (23.8 per cent) whilc disinterest, sickncss, learning
dxﬂiculua,classlomtxonandregulamyofclass&swcrcrcla-

tively minor in nmportanoc. (For details, see Appcndxx Table
1.

B. TbelmpactonAgncnlhmleMon

.280neofthcmajorobjecuvcofthcpﬂotstudywasto
determine the effect of literacy trainimg on- agricultural produc-
tion. To obtain a. measure of this, aneﬁoztwasmadcto
detcrmmcamongallrspondents. :

(l)thcmlevelsofknowlcdgcofmcommen&dpracucm,
and

(2) to measure the rate of adop ption of ‘these ese’ practices.

29. Included in the interview schedules for both- experi-
mental and control groups were questions designed to: determince
the respondents’ knowledge. of the varions practices recommen-
ded for the High-Yielding Varieties Programme and the degree
towhnchﬁnsemacueswcrcbcmga”"ﬂ th:md]amr
(Sorghum)weremcdasthe@sub;ecttobetatcd. Thc
,'arran@dundcrthch&ds.

(1) of e

(2) Adoponofrecommendedpracum ;1 -

€73
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Knowledge of Recommended Pracfices

30.0nthcbasxso£awst,u wasfmmdﬂntﬂncgmup
twiccas,mnchabomﬂlemeommcngbdﬁigh-Y‘ddingVaﬁcﬁs
Practices for wheat as the illiterate group. In the case of Jwar,
the experime_tal group had a mean score more than twice that
of the control group but ncither group had mean scores indicat-
ing that either group had more than minimum knowledge of
recommended  practices . for Jwar. Thxsmaybeexplamedby
the fact that the area under-study is not 2 Jwar producing area
while Wheat is 2 major crop. Interest in Jwar therefore tends
wbelowmthth:rsulmggmemnonothwwledgealsom-
Iatively Jow.
‘ 31. Thexclauonshpretweenhteracyand know!edge of

1twasfoundthat638petcemofthcinmuamhadalow
knowledge level compared with only 13.3 per cent of the
literates. This indicated neady a five-fold difference., It may
also be noted that only ‘15.6 per cent 'of ‘the high lteracy ability
group could answer - two-thndsormoreofﬁleqmpre-
seated. CFordemilsseeAppencﬁxTabkm
: 32Alﬁoughknowledgema:ehdpfnlmmsunngthe
impact of literacy, the only true measure is the way in which
this knowledge is applied to everyday life. . Such a measure was
madebyqustmnmgtheﬁmcrrspondcnton.
(l)thmrawamofﬂnpm(Doshelawwabout
< I
(Z)thenmtcgst(ﬂashegthcredmfomamn’) ’
(3)thmrmal(Hashetnedxt?)and SRR
(4)tharadophon(lshensmg:t?) :
%Wmd&whchrchwdwwixmfor
whwt,for&chofﬂlefontmpnslikcwd,fuﬁﬁmrmpk |
msandmemmted. et
O'fbeexpcrmﬂsmphadahzsher pmenmge‘
whoareenhu'morhavepascdﬂnoughachot
T these stages than the ‘control group.”

18.

T iR
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(i) There is less difference in the percentage of respon-
dents in each of the stages succeeding awareness of

interest, trial and adoption for the experimental
gmupthantbemxsfortheeonuolgmup

Inotherwords,alngherpctmpofﬁzinnctmnalhmy
Ws,whowacamotprmhaveaboamd
them. Zhis means that the functional literacy participants,
when compared with*the control group of illiterates, were more
aware of the recommended High-Yielding: Varictics  Practices
and they had higher interest in learning more about them, and
a larger percentage bad tricd and were practising them. A
higher percentage of the respondents were in the adoption stage
for the use of recommended-seed than in the interest and aware-
ness stage. The fact that this is much more: evident in the
mlmanmmemmmmmlmﬁmmdm‘
effect of litéracy on agricultoral production. -In other words,
ammymmmwmwm
who undertook literacy training.

34. As in the knowledge test, the samepattcmappbedw
Jwar. The same proportionate’ difference  between' ' the two
groups was discernible but the percentage of the respondents in
md&mmmmmmwm
mhavehtﬂerdzvanoe.

3s. ‘l‘he mtcofﬁnaladoptxon of agncnlun'alprm
amongthcpamc:pantsandcontrolgroupsandmrehnonshxp
tohtcracyabﬂitymdicawdthatﬂ:emeofadopuonamong
tbefmcmnyhmmandmemdmm&dto

vary directly with literacy level For instanice, over 90 per cent
a&mmmmmmmmm
of recommended varieties compared to 81.8 ‘per: cent in the
medinm and. 74.1 per ceat in the Jow.

pormﬁctsthatanﬂmemha@a‘vexywbstznmny‘

h:g!wrpemmtagewhohadanadopbonraﬂcofonlySOpetcent.
.Paxmu]aﬂympormtsthatﬂ:ehghlimacyabanygronphad
anadopuonrateofwadydqnblethatoftheimmtegmup.

Thsphmmmsmmemmtfor&rﬁﬁmx,mpb‘

ments” and " insecticides. Forcxample,tberateofadopmno{

{&!:
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xmpxovedxmplcmcntsforthoseinthc highlitcracy.ability
category was approximately eight times that of . control
illiterates. In the low category, theadopnonratcwasnearlyfonr
times than that of the illiterate. Anothersxpxﬁmlpomtto
be noted is that functionally literate farmers, who were partici-
pantsofthcﬁxstorsecondbatcb,hadabeueropportmnty
for adoption. |

36. Insumma:magth:xmpacton agncultnralknowhdg:
andadopnonofmnovauom,abmdantmdmcchasshpwnthc
vcrypos;nvcmﬂmmcoftbeﬁmmomllmcracytrammg. ‘Even
amongthosc,whoacqmedvaymmnmlﬂeracyskms,avcty
mcasnrablcd:ﬁctenoeomthcoontrolgmxpconldbcdctcr
mined. The obvious conclusion, therefore, is that the functional
htcracyuammgreeemdbytheﬁrmersmthemmplepopn-
lanonconnibmedvcrysubstanmllytohxghakvclofhowkdgc
abontHigh—Y‘ddmgVaﬁctistcMandanmcrmedratc

of adoption of these practices. Assnd:,xtmbca'edxmd
wnhcomribuungtotheadvanccmcntotmmedamm
prodwton.
C.Ch-gsmAmtndeTowadlmAcqmﬁon

37.Thmcwmmsuredbypmmgmmspondentsa
set of statements being on the mportance-of -adults acquiring
literacy and to which they indicated their agreement; indecision
or disagreement. Thsewmmdsotbatthemamnmof
cxghtmdmtedmammdcplaangavayhxghvalneoulmmcy
a score of .zero—would indicate’ 2 " high " disfavour ' towards
n&mcyandasmoffour,mmlxg&ﬁcgmormdedsi&n.m
(’)bothgmnpswem&vomablydisposedtotheacqm—

(“)thcammdeoftheexpcnmenntgronpwassgmﬁ-
anﬂymorc_ﬁrmableﬂnnﬂntofﬂnconnol

mm&m&adwmmmvm '

Howcvcr,xftbccontrolandtbecxpmmcntalviﬂagsmadc—

.
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qmymmdmmmmmwum
tion) it may be imferred that participation -in the Functional

Lxmcyclasshadavcrysxgmﬁmteﬁeaonammdcchange.lf

this is the case, the developthent of a more positive attitade 'to-~
wards literacy acquisition may make for a more positive. attitude
towardothertypsofdev:lopmanSwhanasnmptwnxssup-
ported by the rate and level of innovation adoption previously,
discmd. Suchmnovauonzsatmemﬂecuonotammde.

'5,
A

39 ‘I'helevclanddegrecofchang:msoaalpamcxpm

&&twogroupswasmmedbqummgmtomerespon- '

dcnts’pastandprw:ntmcmbersh:pmsxxtypsotmalorgam—
sations. AmongmeFmanﬂLMacypmﬁdpants,Bll
puccnthadbemmmbasofomormoreofthmeorgamsa-
tions before their literacy training, compared to 42.5 per cent
at the time of investigation. Amongtbeconn'olnspondens,
thcoorr&pondmgpuccntagesiorasxﬁxilarumediﬁcrcnml
was 32.5 and 37.5. per’cent. Althonghthelcvelofpamcxpauon
wash:gherfortheaqamxnentatﬁmnforthecomrolgmup
themwashtﬂcdiﬁcmncemthedegreeofchange. Itmdiczm

,,,,,

E.Expmtokadiohw@
- 40 Inordertp”dete;mmetheeﬁectof&xcprogrammcon

wdmededthatappmmamdympqw%tofthcf;mcuonal
htcmcyparuc:pmtsttoradioprogxmscompared

toonly35pcrcentofﬂncnn&olgmup ‘Anmdzhg‘!m:per- |

at‘;;’m s,
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radio exposure ot' the - expenmental -group. of listeners was subs-
tantlally hlgher than tha.\t ot' the control group. A e

.....

| F Contacts thh Extensnon Workers

41:°In’ order to obtaina ‘measure’ ot' the mﬂuence ot' hteracy
traunr.c ‘on' contacts’ “with - agncultural extension. ’workers - TS~

0y
o e ke S 1 4 ks £ 25k A & Ry e 4

pond.:nts ‘were questxoned onthe’ frequercy of - dlscussmns wzth
extension workers' and’ other “agricultural - development officers.. :
It was fom:d ‘that the percentage of total ccatacts of the experi- §
mental group was_well over .two times than that of the control ]
group, while the percentage of the’ e"penmental group havmg ~,

frequent contacts was well. over three ‘times -gr‘eater than’ that of - v
the correspondmg control group. Thls mdlcates “tirat the mtegra | :
ted programme 1s bemg reanzed to somr degree.""’ ST -

42._ 'I'he respondents Were also auestxoned on whether or
not the -information’ they recelved Was adequate and/or tlmely.
In “the’ expenmental group, 90 5 per cent mdlcated that the
'mformatlon was both adequate and tlmelv while m the control
grouo 83.3. per cent mdlcated it was adequate and 66 7 rer cent
indicated. it Was trmely. Thrs ‘indicates that thef cnctlonal
literacy participants. could “understand the .’ extensior. - worke ‘:1;
better- than - the control, group, and. ‘that sthey made'mq'mnes in
time to utilise the mformatlon effectlvely ".' ’

FORVREIPRES S e T

PR S U SO O PN PV

aEatded e

, -44 Because of the ‘IlmJted .tlme a.vailable, anibecause no} .
classes were-. bemg actually condncted durmg the tune of mter-
, wewmg, ]nmted -data’. was obtamcd regardmg;.' ,,the teachmc,/
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“ars of-age," two were between::35. and 40 and the other was
56 ‘years ‘old: " S (50 per cent) of: the teachers were mxddle
pass“and only ‘one: was mtermedlate Elght o£ the: twelve had
undergone Hindustani Teachers: Cemﬁcate/Basw Trammg Course
tra:mng one: had: qualxﬁed for Junior Teaching Cernﬁcate while
three- had ‘nio’ formal training -in-education prior.10. thcrr asslgn-
ment as-functional literacy teachers. JAl the- twchers were
experienced ‘with- ten - of -the twelve- havmg taught between ‘5
and 10 years, one bhad only 3 years while the older teacher
25" years Therr expenence “also varied in: natare” with six

3 havmg tau,_,ht in thrée or more Tocations; and ‘four had.tanght

at’ only one’ locmtlon. All teachers had -other- full-time- teaching
jobs with ten of the twelve teachmg m _prnnary schools and the
other three in’ middle* schools. - | - : i

46, “Te - ot' the twelve “teachers": ‘reported - recervmg some.

“training ‘in preparatxon for their- ass:gnment to- the-functional
literacy - .classes;” Six'weré trained: at-the' Extenslon “Training
Centre 'in Bakshi-ka-Talab: while- four -received : training ‘from
- their supervxsors (wbo “had ‘previously  undergone ' ‘training).

“The course ‘work included specraI ‘teaching methods for:'adults,

techmml ‘aspects of ‘recomipended’ agncultural pracuws, village

survey ‘procedures and " a -general onentat:on to the eoneepts

and pra~trces of the ftmctxonal lrteracy -programme.
" 47. The pay of these teachers for their regular ]obs was

‘RsZ+ 100~per month: for five and Rs.'125 for’ the- other- -seven.

“They+ako Téceived an. honoratium ofRs. 25" pcr mon' 5 t’ri‘~for
teachmg the flmctronal literacy classes." L »

48 In Luckrow d:stnct uperv:sorswere apponmed Lno_- ‘-
- assist. in: implementing -the - programme: withone:: super¥isor-10.

.everytencentres. Inthseoom:seofthesurvey four of :the

five supervisors with Tesponsibilities in the area- were_ contacted -

“for assistarice 'and " inforination’” AS™With “the''teacher -all of
these- supervisors “had  full-time: ‘teaching “jobs, “all “ofS them =
-‘being ‘middle + school - ‘teachers - in’ ‘“the’’ 'area.;“:’?"fhey* were oider
" and: more’ expenenced than the” teachers rangmg*ﬁ:om*?ﬂ ‘to‘-, el
49 years, had more trammg thh three bemg mtemedxate pass, SR ¥

\
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one graduate and one -postgraduate. Al of them taught agri-

‘cultaral sub;ecsandhadrwervedspec:almmgmagncul-'

ture in their formal schoolmg. -They.ihad-also received. spccial

orientation and sub3ect ‘matter ‘training ‘prior-to .assignment . as
‘supervisors at the Department of Adult Education; in-Ncw Delhi.

ThesupervxsorsreportedanaveragemonthlysalaryofRs. 350

for their regular teaching: assignments plus-Rs.~ 50 honora—
_num eacn month for thelr supervsor mponsibihtmr o

: 49 Both teachers and supervlsors had a substantrve back-

ground in practical agriculture since most of "them were prac-:.
:nsmgfarmersatlasttosomcdegreem 'I'heyhadreoexved

additional information. .from - field extensron workers am from
the Farmers Training Ceatre in Bakshr-ba—’l‘alab L i
- 50. The . facilities . provided . for holding - the. classes . vaned
‘agooddealFouroithetwchetsfeltthatthebuﬂdmgswere
unsuitable and. inadequate particularly. during the rainy season.
:They - also  indicated -a- need for additional. audro—v:sual and
demonstration- -material .and _safe’ storage for , all - ..leaching
' materials. Inthevil]ageamsrtxsoftendlfﬁeulttoobtam
-note-books, .ruled - ‘paper, -pengcils, .and, in some . places : kerosene
.oil._.:No standard provision has.been esmbhshed for .supplying
andﬁnancmgth&eandm QAUMETous. OCCasions someorthese
had to be purchased out of the teachers modest honoranum.

. 51. In genera], md:ersfelt a need for more,trammgm
»ytechmmlagncnlture,andmmethodsoftwchmgmeracyto

- B

adults. They expressedamdforaddiﬁonalreadmgman,nals, '

pamdaﬂysomewhrchcouldbeentertammgmnaun‘em

-additicn -tosbeing “instructive: Thevalsofeltthatthepnmers”

«needed - tox include :locally :-used 'words,: shortersem:enws'and
better atrangennent of*sub;ectanatﬁer’ & ‘.._.M LY, 4 -_:;f:.iv;a_

) "1

52 Sl;pervzsors reported great“d:ﬁcuity m peﬂomngﬂ)en- o

;JOb ad‘.equa.tely,..~ Distances: involved: total - dependence:.:on
. brcycles -and. public conveyance, . ardegree -of - dangec in travel-

‘ling; alone atmghrplns,a h&vyregu!arworx.loadwererepm

7

‘_ted asma;or problems. fitar weis s
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53. All teachers (except one) and supervisors reported that
village leaders had a very favourable attitude towards the
functional literdcy: iclasses.”: These Jeaders; felt that thc pro-
gramme had a _beneficial mﬂuence o

(l) dmemmatxon of Icnowledge of 1mproved agncul—

) ‘tural Pm"“ il T f
(2) increasing agncultutal producuon, ST R

i
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o~ :
(3) achieving literacy skills; and.: .. oo L 'z
R s -~ L3 - g . o "',;" I - ": "y . . i
- (4) rural uplift in gemeral. - oo s oTo !
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_ GENERAL CONCLUSIONS .
54. 'Iihe Lucknow Pilot Study ‘has’ served as a piIot in the

true sense. ' The major benefits expected have been’ realized.

Thestudyhasmultedmt&stedmeﬂzodsandprocedureswh:ch

" can be used in an ‘expanded “evaluation scheme: - It has pro-

vided valuable cxperience for stafi- members so. that future
aspirations for evaluation progra.nmm and rwhsm in respect

of evaluation are not in conflict. Most important, it has -

provided some feed back on the progress of the programme.
There are a number of observations wlnch can be madc and
inferences drawn which bear on:

(1) deveiopinent of a comprehms:ve evaluatioii pro-

- ' gramme, and
(2) success of the functional literacy programme.

Development of a Comprebensive Evalnation Programme

55. Proper sampling procedures, the selection of areas and
obtaining credible data need to be emphasised. Continuing
supervision by professionals trained in evaluation must. be
constantly maintained. There is also a need for additional
specialists in analysis and design if cvaluation work is prcposed
to be expanded. There is a need for more observation by
trained personnel of the teaching/learamg situation. Highly
selective procedures must be employed which will . provide

condensed data capable -of being expanded to meet. all analysis
needs. A solid foundanon has been laid for truly productive
evaluation studies. Onlythroughsuchsmdxesmthemults-'_
of the functional hﬁeracy programme be’ adequate]y appraxsea‘

andmteihgentprogranme direction r&lzzed
Suecss of the Flmcﬁoml Programmes ‘

 56. There are several conclusions that czn be drawn which
maybeuscfulmdnectmgthefutnreofthefuncuonallneracyv
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programme. This report has presented evidence that the pro-
gramme has been efficacious in fovr major areas: (1) develop-
ing literacy skills of varying ;degrees of -utility, (2) dissemina-
ting knowledge of improved agricaltural practices, (3) specding
up the adoption raﬁeofmesepracucw,and(ﬂeﬁccnng
certain attitudinal ‘changes: *This' assumes “spécial significance
when“weﬁndthatm%pcrccmofthanncnonalerac)
part:clpams ‘belonged “to “schediled caste and other backward
classes. Althonghthwemdicat:onsareofaposmvenzmre
thesmdvalsormssxsswsofoonoemwhlchmdthoughtful

Y - . - .p
-

Themcremcmlevel of ‘acnowlbdge df',j:eco'mmcnded
amﬂuualptacqushasbeenmﬂuenwdbytheﬁmctxonal
Literacy programme However, thoughtiul ‘consideration needs
tobengenwachmgmatena]sandcoms.contmt that
relevancy:sassuredattbevmagclevel i

58.Thecﬁectofthannc:xonaaneracyprogmmneon

the adopuon of improved practices is a profound one. How-

ver, such influence places a great responsibility op the teachers

to orovxde not only relevant and. accurate,fgdsﬁnt .complete

and conclusive information. It also demands a high degree of

coordination with techmical agnculturalspecxaﬁstssothatthe
dxssemmauonofsuchmfonnanonmbeassured.

59. Theeﬁecton attrmdcchangm,thoughdlﬁcun to
measure with precision,.may. be: the-most profound in the long
ron... mmmmmmmmtm
anm&sedsoc:alprodwuvxtyforwxh&vﬂhpdmd larger

oommumty win be fhe nlumam value twt for ﬂ:e ancnonal:;nr*‘.
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3.Kayastha . .. .1 125 .. .. 1.‘.’5 2 086

4. Mochammaden . 10 1250 8 10.00 -1.25, 19 73

~ Classes
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| 1
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AT o~

 “3.’~ . Oter - . 42 166 7 7900 1875

AN A e s gy g

qqqqq

" 458 perceni of the Experimental - Group mdws:ls;u-mt of the
Controlenpd:dnothavcaSewndmOcmpathn. e S L

A
v
1429

.'¢~2=- N

Fot, Bl

it bR

b v it i

e R ek



TG

24

Tame'S

Experimental  Control

er——————

B A .
S.No. ILand Holdings o o :

[N 1 TR ] 13 No' fv.um./o . NO. ./0 i
LR Sl e et ERA w At I R S ) R R . 3 ;

,_1 [ ..“. 2 -,.._M..: e .3' ,_:_‘, . 4 s ‘6 E

Lo ST [0

: T 5 ¢ 21 3- 37 !
‘Belowlacce . 17 71 1 1T
' 12acres - <l T42 183 - 20 250
2-3acres . 1 m2 - 18 200
. 3-4“ . . 43':;"{ 17.9° . ;7.6 et 7.5
"V 4saaes - . m dL7 e Vs
240"

Torar '~ 100.00 - ‘80 - 100.00

(13 B0 S PRI LR TR

“TaBLE 6
Words Read Correcxlyby Participants

o
}
é
5
8RN | @
[ ]
) ]
®

N
AR BR2Y

W ¥)

o 0

R
'S

it S e L .
- Y £y e Lo~ s L
10.5 :280=90  o.lX L - L L. e loor

-

v 8
;
[ ]
%
3

e
!ﬂ
~

o

L -

*Could not attempt test..> - irenast £ pyed fan ke puntid ki s




F R R )

.No. % Average :

1 2 '3 4 s
L. .1 .. .. s e 2.2
2 . . .® . .. . ... T 87 2.08
I R | S A ) 1.96
. Torau . 218 ~ '90.8 . 2.09 f

. \. -
: - ) .
I Sy T S B R e - e

23.8

312
146




26
- TARLE9
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Distribution of Scores of the Respondcnt in Arithmetic Test
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et vty

Re2R"RAARAR

A i

i

-
3
.
3
-
-
.
[ 3
-
3
-

1—10
1120

,21—30
81—90
91—14p

"'31—40
41—50
51—60
61—70
- 71—80

- o 1“ L,i,ﬁ& 3

7.\
8.
9.
10.
1.

100

TorAL

PR e ST YL

Maximum . Score-100 -

*Could not attempt.
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14

1. DistancefromClass -~ . . . . . 4 9.5

(too far) ﬂ e
2. Lessons too difficult or subject not relevant .
3. Adverse Family circumstances . . . .

4. Not mterested in Literacy . . . . . "
5. Too Tired . . . . . e
- 6. No Spare Time .. . . . . +23.8
. 7. Irregular Classes . o e . . . 7.1
8. Sickness . . . . . . . . - 11.90:

: , TotAL: . . 42 '"-f::;xoo ‘
*Many reported more than one reason. -
(By Numbers and Percent) B 3

O T

SL'Ne. lLiteracy Ability High Medum Low'
| : (8—27) G—17) (Belowd ~ Tora

-1 . 2 '° " " 3 ’f'4 X s R R »‘6
.  Ba . . .

w23 - Tl 130w 147
. (15:0 - (75.6) " (8.8) (612
2 3 1 6

: 3.00 « @0.3) (18.2 (7.9
3. “Low . . . 1 18 8 27
- G.D (6.6 .7 (1.2

4 Experimental . . . 26 182 32 240
| Tora .  (10.8) (758 (13.3)  .(100)

g 5.Control . . . . 1 28 51 . 80
s : m : S el et :7.(1:-:2) ii (3;5;0)'*(.?43:’9',/;3-““
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| TaBLE 13 :
Social Participation of Adults in Experimental and Control Group

SL No. Membership of BathI BatchII Batch I ~ Total = Control
— Organisations . . Group

T A 12 i i SR AT A5 3

" {(Names)

1 N T

1. Gram Panchayat
.- Past .
 Present
2. Cooperative
Society T e
Past ., ..
- “Present . .
3:"Youth Club™ .
. PN Pm ...,, . ,..
..~ Present

4. Bhajan Mandali

Past . .
Present .

5. Political Party- . -

Past .
Present . .

6. Charcha Mandal =~ ;

Total

“Past .
cucPresemt:: . .

15
17

U3 -
43

[

13

16

o B

' l '
~

R R ;—

b
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