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ABSTRACT
" The Proépects fbh Rurél Sociology '
by
Archibald 0, Haller
Empiricél scignQes are effofts to explicate phenomena. Sociology's
phenomena are activities of persons (social psycholog?), states and trans-
formations of human organizations (social organizations)}, and the distri-
bution of people (demography). Rural sociology is identical to sociology
except in its focus on ruralrpeople. The world's rural people are varied
and their tife gxperiences are not identical to those of others. !frﬁqne
wgll, rural sociology's explicative task is important theoretigally and
practically, _Theorefical!y; from its studies of rural people it would
provide new concepts by which to enrich sociology. Practically, it would
provfde sociological expertize needed to cope with problems more or less
unique to rural peoples. The field, though fully institutionalized, is
dwarfed by the size of its task. In the United States where it Is cén-
centrated, it is also diverted from its.tésk Ey a budgeted commitment to
an institutionalized style of problem-solving (“extenéion“) which neither
uses nor contributes much to the body of soclological knowledge. There is
a slight poséibility that the field ﬁight be resfric;ed so as to %uifi}]
its prémise, at least partially. This will require the establishmant, with
~ adequate funding, of a model department, staffed by a large number of un-
usually productive researcher-teachers wholiy dedicated to the sciéntific
task gf explication of the sociclogy of rural peoples. Given such an ex-
ample to follow, those committed to the field might transform it in two

or three decades. Failure to carry out such a transformation will deprive

both rural people and sociology.




The- organlzers of this session of the Pacmflc Soc1olog1cal Assoc1atlon'

N

'have asked me to discuss with you the prospects for rural sociology. As:
one who was born on the Pac1f1c Coast and grew up in Arxzona yet has
lived and worked for more than half of his llfe in rural socioclogy's
midwestern homeland I am delighted that you have given me this opporu.
et : tunity.

'fhe session hés been entitied “Rurél,SociolOg&:' Dodo qr'?HOenix."r.
Is it_thé one or is it fhe_othef? I hope that.when EBES session is over
you will think it is neither, fo give you a préview I think rural sociology
is poteptially one of the_mosfimpprfant areas of-SQCiology., Moréovgr,
'by éil'lhe usual éigps the field is healthy and growing.._Yetfi believe
it to be unllkely that its promlse will be fulfllled that-it-is-new
—abgut at-its- peak—in—che Un&%eé State51 ané tha% the-reots- af—ats—pvebab&e

'aamzsefape-alpeady—ev&dentr

-

- -What is rural sociologY? How does its subjeéf matter reléte to that
of the general discipline? Whaf are-thé sigﬁs of its aﬁparen{ health?
How does its strength compa“e wlth that of soc1ology° ¥hat are the

' weakness? :
. sources of 1ts possik te-dectine?
These are Lhe questlons I shall try to answer. I‘hopg.you ﬁndeb-;:

stand that I speak as nelthap_a prophet of doom nor-és a défractqr of
Ty - _'the‘fiéld; but vather as one who believes deéply_iﬁ the need for é |
| .cqmpreheﬁsive aﬁd.debendable sociology.éf rural life,and seeiﬂg the
strucfural sources of its malaisé3_wishes'to identify them so that,_if
'éoésible, steps might be taken to pefmit its practitioners to devote their
energies to its main task as a fleld of knowledge. |

1. The potential of rural sociology. The field of socmology has -

(' developed and continués to expand a body of concepts and hypotheses by




whlch to expla11 several sets. of related phenomena. How human beings_
'g” o | 1nteract how human personallty is formed and expressed in hehav1or,
how the repetitive behaviors we call social structure emerge;.how social
\f-'Structure‘influences the behavior of persons; and how human populatiohe
,.; S " are disfributing themselves over the globe. -Atlthishpoint in history
RS ‘_ o the—ﬁie}é-eﬁ sociology tends to be elassified into three major specialties _
each of which treats one or more of the follow1ng topies: ‘social
psychology, social organlzatlon and demography. Social psychology attemptk
to explain human interaction, the formulatlon and expre531on of individual
personality in da1ly behavior, and the 1nd1v;dual bases and consequences
‘ of,social structuhe;fsocial orgahization attempts to_expiaih the. internal
'atructure and external relationships among enduring huaah coileetiyitiee,
large and smail; ahich are emergenfs of human interactioﬁ; demography :
-a{fempts to ekplain.and prediot'the distribution and spread of humah |
populatlon. | | | L - |
The overall objectlve of ai;—aetavatymogfg;giggggmsts is, I belleve,
*expllcatlon.r Explication is the detailed explanation of behavior of
,fphehomena within a given‘domain; Itrmaﬁ take;various forms, accordihg to
V;the audiences and probléms to which it is addressed. Some sociologiets
e - devote themselves to highly abstract theoretlcal and methodologlcal
;P- o analy31s, as 1llustrated by the work of Merton and Parsons, on the one
hand and of Duncan and Blalock on the other, Other SOClﬁlOglstS are the
- main audiences for this_work, and soelologyejournals are perhaps the main
outiets for it. Some dedicate themselves to equallyaabstract explication,
.but-which; addressed to experts in other.discihlines, takes a somewhat

.. different form. This is what soc1ologlsts do when they publlsh in such

{ . . Jjournals as Qaegg;gﬁ_and-ghe Pghgagw}ggggest. Some devote themselves to
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tralnlng graduate students in the theory and method of various spec;altles,

and some to teaching socxology to_undergraduates. Thls too, is expll—.-'

' cation although the precise intellectual problems (and vocabulary)

dlffer accordlng to the 1nterests and degree of preparatzon of the

‘students.

Soclologlsts are conv1nced that populatlon dGDSlty and the occupa—

tional structure of communities exert a powerful 1nfluence on other asPects

 of human life. This being the_case, it is reasonable that soolologlcal

specializetions based upon population density and occupations would come
he case of

into being. Thls is exactly what has happened in rural soc;ology _The

fleld is deflned as being the sociology of d1upersed and 1solated popu—

agriculture '
lations, ?rlmarlly those engaged in/or/quite 1mmed1ately dependent upon 1t.
*  who are

agrtcuiture. But rural soc1ology is not the only subdlsczpllne of

sociology defined by populatlon densmty and/or occupatlonally—related

concerns. This is obv;ously the case regardlng urban sociology. Indeed

R the 1970 Dlrectory of Members of the American Soclologlcal Assoclatlon
(American Soc1ologlcal Assocmatlon 1970) lists about 800 3001ologlsts

vho deflne themselves as urban spec1alxsts. About 2,700 were listed in

the same publication'es specialists in such occupationally-related areas

as education, law and society, crime and'delinquency, medical sociology,

- and occupations and professions.

The 3ust1flcat10n for the ex&stenoe of rural sociology as a body of
knowledge is, as I see, 51mple and oonv1nc1ng. In_thelr re31dent1al and
occupational aspects, the special characterlstlcs of-rural people are

sufficiently unique to require the existence of a special body of people

trained “to explicate them to whatever groups need to know about them:
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the rural people themselQéS,.dfher rcitizens,'persbnnel of govéfhmental '
agencies, eté.
| This is not vefy éifferent from the justification for almost all other
_épecialties of sociology.- The area of marriage and_the family exists as
_ a special subject matter because a great many people need to understand
such .things as how marriages work out or break up, how children are in-
fluenced by different types of families and by their locations in the
femily, how kinship systems condition indivi&ual behavior, ete. Mediecal
sociology is justified by the widespread recognition, first that the
* social organization of medical delivery systems exerts a substantial
affect on health and medical treatﬁent,-and second that the onset and
course of illness itse;f is in part a éocial-proceﬁs. I'11 not add to
these examples. As gpecialized gociologists, I'm sure eaéh of you has
quite a defeﬁsible rationale for your speciality and, af_é general level,
is probably not very different from these.

7 If it weren;t for the enormous complexity of human behavior, we
. would not need specialties, Maybe we would not even need sceciology.
Bﬁt the fact is that ﬁést if not all of our mope éffective concepts must
be applied differently to peoples living under different circumstances.

The numbers and the variability of rural péople.are large enough to

demand the éttention of a great many sociologists. It has been estimated
_that in 1950 79 percent of the world's population lived in localities of
iess than 20,000 persons. This fepresented a net increase in fifty years
from about 1.5 to about 1.9 billion people (iafspn, 1968). The total
number must be considerably larger today. The estimate for the year
2000 is 3.775 billion (Ford, 1973). The sheer population numbers are

enormous .
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The variability is also @onsiderabié._ Thege.is rural_variatiﬁn:
in thé industrialized nations of Western Europé and Nortﬁ America. The
~ life and work of those in communifies dependent upon family siéed farms
differ from those involved in large-scale agriculture. In the United
" States alone, the_communities_of small farmers in the Midwest and North-
east ave quite different from those of the western ranches and froﬁ the
California fruit, vegetable, and dairy operations. -Both, in turn, are
different from those of the rural Soufh. In South America, the life of.,
the Brazilian parceiro and his patrio are different f£om those of the
Quechua-speaking peoples of the Andean highlands. Cénsider, too, the
) varieties of rural life in the African deserts, among highland and low-
land tribal people in East Africa -and in Japan, China, Indiz, and South
Asia'\ o

Taken_seriousiy, it is the task of the sociology of rural life to-

explicate——to'provide detailed descriptions and explanations of--the
- soeial life of rural peoples who live under a dazzling variety of circum-
stances. The practical usefulness of such a body of substantive socio-
logical knoﬁledge regarding rural people wouid in itself make therenter—
prise ﬁorthwhile.

Even if the bedy of sociological theory_and research methodology
were perfected, the task of explicating the sociai psychology, the éocial
structures, and the demography of this vast and varied sector of the
world's population éould easily absorb all of the efforts of all of the
trained sociologists in the world. But we do ﬁot have a gset body of -

- general:theory' and’ researth’ methodolegy. |
When the sociologist approaches a research problem in his owvm de-

limited sector of human phenomena, he frequently finds that the existing




,/‘M- .

“6;'. |

body of concepts.ahd methods is insufficient to provide a satisfactory

- explicetion of it. If he and his colleagues are innovativa, rigorous,

and energetlc they may add to the bedy. of theory and/or research. For

~ one example the work of Merton, Stouffer, Fyman, and others 1llustrates

emerged from
how the concept of the refErence group grew-eut of a need for new theory

‘As you know, to a-large extent it grew out of research on behav1or of

soldiers. Another example can be drawn from the methodologlcal work of

. Duncan on the use of structural equatlons in 3001ology. " It grew out of
‘research on status attalnment.' The main concern was to learn to what

_ degree the oceupetienal statuses of American men were achieved and to

what extent they were ascribed. Both innovations have been found to be
useful in many other sectors of sociology besides those frem_which they
followed.

- ‘Given the state of today's sociology, the necessity and opportunity

' to make additions to the body of theory and methods arlses almost every

-tlme the 3001olog1st serlously attempts to formulate an expllcailon for

a. set of soc1al phenonena. This means that each time research is under-

"taken in a new domaln of human actlvlty, new pOSSlbllltleS arise for

generating w1delY‘ram1fy1ng coneepts and methods. Largenscale efforts to
explicate the sociclogy emeany—tyﬁes of rural peoples would doubtless
add a great deal to our store of general sociological knqwiedge.-

In a few ﬁords, rural sociology is potentially'fruitful, first,

because it calls upon scciologiste to explicate the social psychology,

social organization, and demography of most of the people in the world,
who live under almost unbelievably varied circumstances; and second,

because such explications would beyond doubt force innovations in the

general concepts and methods of sociology. This is why I believe it to
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' ﬁ_bq potentially one of the most important fields of sociology.

2. The vitality of rﬁral sociology. By all obvious signs, the

| field of rural sociology'is faring well.r

Consxder flrst the facts. regarding publlcatlons in the fleld In

the United States the journal Rural Sociology has publlshed four 1ssues;

" per year since it was founded in 1935. The most recents Volume.

- 87 (1972), contained 684 pages. It was devoted almost exclusively'to‘

presenting a total of thirty two research articles. Regiomally, they
were quite varied: fheir data concerned.the United States, Puerto Rico, '
Indié, Israel, Brazil, Egypt, Bangladesh, and Mexico. Topically, they

concerned status-meaSurement, urbanization, caste social change infor-

' matlon—seeklng, status asplratlons, 1nterpersonal 1nfluence fertlllty,

mobility, achlevement, 1nnovat1veness agrlculture communlty devaloPWent

_;croescultural research, mlgratlon, and religion. At least six of these

articles are attempts to add to the sociologist's theoretical or metho-

dological.tools;7?This is by no means the only such outlet. ~For more than

. a deeade, a rural sociological journal; Sociologia Ruralis, has appeared

regularly in Europe. It publishes similar types of articles, mostly in

English. In Rio de Janeiro, UNESCO has published America Latina for about

lSHyears. It,is largely-&ifected to the socioiogyref fural life in.the
southern part of the hemlsphere [ =

| ~ Rural soc;ologlcal wrltlng nelther began thh -these journals nof is
currently restricted to them. For the United States elone, Bertrand (1973)
and his celleagues have identified aﬁd abstracted almost 1900 r'ural'.é‘ecio-
logical journal avticles which have been published since 1885. In . -

addition they have published citations (without abstracts) for almost
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u,éoo mgnographs, reporté; énd bﬁlletins éoncéfniﬁg rural sociolbgy.
Thése are not.thé only facts aboutrpﬁblications which could be adducéd
but they are suff1c1ent to show that the fleld is v1able in this regard.
Hhat then, of the voluntary soc1et1es° PRile-Technizally-zhartered
tn-the—gnitedrState51 The Rural Sociological SOC1ety 1s/§gfagig§a§iaonally'
eriented assoc1atlon of rural soc1ologlsts; In 1956 its membershlp was -
538. As I recall it was on the way down at that pOlnt in hlstory and it |
fell off to about 425 the next year. At any rate accordlng'to . |
Dunkelberger {personal communication), i% 1972 it had 1,064 members, 226
of whom had addresses outside the Unlted States Of those in the United
Statesrso percent had the Ph.D. degree, In 1970, igcidentally;,oniy
.20 percent‘of thé Améfiéan-rural'sqciologists were eﬁplo&ed oﬁtside the
univérsitiés {Field,_Predrickan, and Fuguift,_1970).- Abgut 60 percent
:wére prpfessors aﬁﬁ fhe fest ﬁérelstudents. | ‘
- Not'only is this sociefyrgrowing; but the Eurépéan.sbciety'foriRural
| Soc1ology has been actlve for about 15 years and must now have HOO to
500 members The ‘latest addltlon to such groups . is the Latin American
Association for Rural Soc1010gy. It is now about four years old In
December 1972 it had just_over 100 members. ?he possibility of settingj
up similar societies iﬁ India and the Pﬁiljppines is nbw_undeb discussion.
Furthermore, the three Qxisting'rural Sociolbgy societies, together with
the UN's Food and-Agricultural Organizatioﬁ, ﬁave drawn up a tentative
consti tution for an infernaticnal ruré; sociolégical association.
In short, the point of-vieﬁ of Qoluntary associations in support
of the field,rural sociolog? is getting strongef all the time,
Graduate training iﬁ rurél soﬁiology also seems to be on fﬁe incﬁease
The three associations mentioned abovg have put togethef an as}yet—

~ unpublished Directory of Universities Offering Graduate Training in
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l“.-Rural Soc1olozy (Capener 1973, personal communication). In the United

' ~that they have such programs. =
States 28 so indicate/ Four Canadlan UDIVEPSltlES make the same clain

In Latin America, 16 are so llsted ‘as are 32 in Europe (1n reality,
‘both figures are probably too large), There are a few more in other
_ parts of the world. | | -

In summary, in terms of the existence of gpaduate training progrars
rthere'can be no donbt that tne-field is gnowiné; From the stanopoint'of
seoure pnblication outlets; it is fan:from weak.and-appears to be
strengthening itself. The same may be said of its'voluntary associations;

. It is no wonder that at the periodlcal meetings of each rural
'sociological association everyone appears to be optimistic. o

:‘3f The institntional base of rural sociologj.r ?rom the sociolo-

gists’ perspective, no scholarly or scientific discipiine—-or any othef
soeial phenomenon--is intelligible apart from the social_sitnation with~
in which it is embedded; The context infiuencesia.discipline in a
- varliety of ways. For example, despite its roots in Western Europe.during
'therlgth and early 20th century, no one would seriously deny'that present-
day soc1ology bears an unmlstakable American stamp. American faith in |
iknowledge has been translated into funds for science and education. Money
and a popular demand for higher education were translated 1nto new and
expanding colleges. All through this century new dlSClpllneS have been
- welcomed an&rnurtured, sociology among them. Borrow1ng from and ex-
pandlng upon other fields--notably psychometsics econometrics and soccial
anthropology——American soc1ology has developeu a social research
technology which was 31mply ‘nonexistent in Europe or anywhere else. .It

is neither more nor less valid because it grew up here. Indeed, it is

now being diffused throughout the world. But the social
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.and‘economic conditiéns whichrfoétered thié development‘wérérAmericag.
Naturally this was not unique to sociology. Something corresponding to
this happened in field after field.

Rural socioloéy; like sociology, is today primarily an American
phenomenon. I do not say this with pride, patriétism, or chauvinism.

It is a simple sociological fact. At this point in history practically
all of the viable rural sociological work in the world turns on the
United States in one way or ancther. With some important exceptiohs, the
key rural sociologists of the world regularly visit the United States to
learn what is happening in the field, to learn the latest_research coﬁ—
cepts and techniques. And they volunteer that they are years behind the
Americans snd Canadians in most respects. (The exceptions I alluded to
are a few Marxis{s who reject the United States sociology, including
rural sociology, on principle, as well as a number of French rural scocio-
. logists who maintain little contact with the United States, or so far as
I can tell, with the fest of the world rural sociologiéal commumity. )

If the United States is the cénter of rural sociology, the land-
grant college of azgriculture is its true institutional base. It deter-
mines the main sources of pural sociology's: strengths and QEaknesses. It
is to that base which we must loock if we are to have more than a_super;_
ficial understanding of the field.

The fact is that rural sociology is more an outgrowth of American
agriculture than of sociology. The first rural sociologists were not
even trained in sociology. Galpin, for exaﬁple,-seems to have obtained
rather broad education at Colgate University in the mid-1880s, but it did
not include sociology (Galpin, 1937a, 1937b;.l§37c). After graduating
he first taught mathemafics at an academy in New York state, then ?aught

A
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history af Kalamazoo Collegé in Michigan. After graduate stﬁdy in
philosofhy at Harverd and in psychology and anthropology at Clark.
University he spent time as a farmer, a milk processor, and a campus -
pastor, At Madison, Wisconsin he came under the sponsorship of én agei-
cultural economist named H. C. Taylor. Under Taylor's guidance, Galpin
founded the country's first program in rural éociology af fhe University
of Wisconsin in 1811. So far as I can determine he did this before he
had any knowledge of sociology. His earliest contacts with sociological
knowledge seem to have.been in discussions with E.VA. Ross of his research
on the human ecology of Walworth County, Wisconsin. These were evidentally
‘held after Galpin had written it. His experience seems to be no differ-
- ent from that of other early rural sociologists.
| In any case all three of the American rural sociology departments
which have been most influential over the years were founded in colleges
of agriculture. Two of these (Cormell and_Wisconsin) remain there, The
third, at Michigan State, has moved from the agricultural college while
maintaining:a tie to it. The main rural sociology program in Europe is
also in the agricultural university (at Wageningen in the Netherlands).

Colleges of agriculture and the United States Department of
Agriculture, exert considerable influence on their programs, including
rural sociolqu départments. By legislation, the main mission of the
USDA is to improve American agriculfure. This is also the main task of
tﬁg céllege of agriculture. In the early part of the century, improve-
ments in farming also improved rural life, and the colleges and the USDA
both contributed to this end. In the last generation, improvements in
production and marketing have made American agriculture extremely fruitful.

The farmers who survived have benefitted, But the same forces which made

e
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a strong agricultural plant also ﬁroduced rural cast-offs who could not

L  and cannot compete in modern agriculture. True, to some extent the

it

collepges of agriéulture helped smooth a path'out of farming for many.
They provided educational opporfunities for those leaving farming as
such. They supported z small but consisteﬁt trickle of research on non-
farm adaptations of farm-reared people. They encouraged action programs,
such as in home economics exteﬁsion work, which had the effect of social-
izing rural people to urban iife¥styles. Ye£‘despite a few such emphases, _?
the overwhelﬁing concern of the colleges and the USDA has been on im-
proving farm production and marketing. ngn in their sociology programs
the main single concern of the colleges of'agriculture has Beeﬁ with. |

diffusion of farm technolegy. - . ¥

All agricultural colleges in‘the United_States are state institutions
and all have importaﬁt links to the federal government. Federal and
state legislation does not merely define the general areas in which
colleges of agriculture are to work. It also specifiés within limits,
~how the work is to be carried oﬁt; ‘Since the early days of rural sociology.
the colleges have had three administrative subdivisions which cut into
each department. Though their form has chaﬁged a bit over the years,
each of these exists today. These ave teaching, reséarch, and extensién.:
In recent yeérs many of-the colleges ﬁave.added a fourth such adminis-
trative division. It deals with international programs . Each of these

has a budget line. Any given depértment of rural sociology probably has

all the first three, and a number have the fourth as well. I make a

point of this, because each budgeted responsibility sets its own type of

obligations upon the faculty of the department and some of these are

sharply contradictory.

Pl
SNTRAETURSE
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 The first of these is teaching undergraduates and graduate students,

“as-well as a few "farm short-course" (non-degree) students. The monies

for this are provided by the state. Ordinarily an associate dean ad-

-ministers this under the dean of the college. The organization of

teaching in colleges of agriculture is much the same as it is in the
liberé; arts colléges, and requires no special elaboration.

The second of these sets of activities is research on agricultural
and other aspects of rural life. This is fﬁhded primarily by monies
provided by the state and by the Cooperative States Research Service
of the USDA. State and federal contributions are based on a formula
vwhich requires both to pay. This area, too, is administered in the

college by a "director" or an associate dean. This arm of the college

is usually called the Agricultural Experiment Station (sometimes Research

Station). The "expeviment station" is not a place. It is an admini-

strative division of the college of agriculture which provides funds for

agricultural research on topics set, within limits, by state and federal

legislation. Practicaily all of the research work is carried on at the

main campus of the college. This partly because the projects are con-

ducted by professcrs and research assistants. Both must stay ciose to
the campus-~the professors because they tedch, the assistants because
they are graduate students. Thepre is another reason why fhey stay on
campus. As researchers they are more and more dependent upon cdmplex
laboratory equipment, computers, 1ibréry facilities, and the expertise
of other professors. On campus, these are available. Off campus, they

are not.

As agricultural scientists, rural sociological researchers theoretic-

ally have access to the "in-house' monies mentioned dbove, Which are
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' disbursed by the College. This is useful, although it is not as im-

pressive as it may seem. In 1970, only 0.7% of all USDA and state AES

funds were spent on sociologioal research, and these supported less than
100 person—years of research time (NAS Rural Soc1ology Panel 1972)

They may also compete at the stdte or natlonal level for other research

| monies. In the Department of Rural SOC1ology where I work for example,

duriﬁg tﬁe'past few years, the research monies fpom federal agencies
other than agriculfure and from ‘the big foundations have totalled far
more than all of the "1n-house" funds put together. This is encouraged
in those colleges of agrlculture which have a hlstory of conductlng basic
scientific research. In others, it is not, | _

Teaching and research usoaliy ape thus the firstrfwo budgeted

divisions within each departmeﬁt in an agricultural college. These two

sets of activities are ouite compatible. Both are conducted at the

same campus. The graduates of the department form the pool from which

the professor's research assistants are drawn. A professor's pesearch
' colleagues are also his. 1nstructlonal colleagues. His researoh and

hls courses require much the same theoretlcal and- methodologlcal knowledge.

Extension-~the third of the subd1v151ons_wh1ch cut_across the depart-

‘ments--is a very different matter, especiallj in.sociology. It is not

'partiouiar&yncompatiblé with either teaching or research. The agri- =

cultural ektension service is the action arm of the-USDA and of the
colieges of agficultuﬂe Typlcally, every county in the state w1ll have
an extension office, funded partly by county or state money and partlj
by federal money. Each oounty office may_have from one to a dozen or

more agents in such areaz as agriculture, economic development, home

economics, and youth programs. These agents have nominal positions in

T SR
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the university, although they are not members of departmental faculties.

. Formerly, the dean of each college of agriculture was the administrator

over the "county ageﬁts" of his state, usually through a so-called . -
"director" of agricultural extension. Nowadays, these progfams are
sometimes administered outside of the college. Even so the college is
always deeply involved with them. In addition,'practically all depart-
ments in a college of agriculture have budgeted extension responsibilities.
These are carried out by people called "extension subject matter

specialists." They are usually Ph.D.s in an academic field relevant to

 agriculture or to home economics, and they have regular positions as pro-

fessors in the various departments. In most departments their academic
subject matters and their extension responsibilities coiﬁcide with each
other. Marketihg specialists in agricﬁltural economics give advice on
marketing problems regarding wvarious commodities. Plant pathologists work
on crop diseases. Poultry.researchers providé help to poultry producers.
But no onequﬁm quite what to do with.the‘extension sociologiéts except
that--analogously to poultry or dairy specialists--they are supposed to
work on "people-prﬁblems."

By federal legislation, each state may have one or more extenéion
éociologists, 50 percent or more of whose salaries are paid from federal

funds. These people are full fledged members of the department of rural

sociology. Their primary responsibility is to the extension administration.

If one carries out his extension responsibilities, he is frequently on the

" move around the state, organizing meetings, giving speeches on population

change and leadership, consulting with "resource development"_agents or
groups of pastors, etc, Very few have been able tp carry on.any systema_id
research while acting as extension speciaiists. They sometimes get in
trouble with their administrators if they téaeh too much, because teaching

regular courses on campus competes with attendance at meetings out in. the

state. Based upon many years of observation, it seems certain to m2 that
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ﬁost of the more cepable sociologists slmply refuse to consider'such..
| positions. This is because they-belieVe that a few years of eiteosioo-
work will leave them so far behind theirrfield that the& may never agaln
catch up, In my experienoeg.they are righr: with.a few éxceptioos, the
diligent extension sociologist soon loses.his sooiological_expertise -
_because he fails to practice it. He loses touch with the 1iterature,-
As a result he falls hopelessly behindlin his‘field._, |
o formal activities of the

- The fourth newest, and probably most ephemeral of the /colleges of
ragrlculture is 1nternatlonal programs. All over the so-called "thlrd
.'world” the United States, through_the Ageocy for Internstionel Development
as well as the Ford Foundation, the Rockefeller Fouodatloo and_the.
, Agricultural DevelopmentrCouncil, has been.asslsting in the.upgrading of
colleges of agriculture es centers of teeching, research,,and—-through
', extens1on—-the dlssemlnatlon of the results of agrloultural research
- ~There is frequently a place for rural soczology 1n these programs. Indeed,
'under the ausplces of the USDA . | .

- have written
several eminent rural sociologists/wrete books in varlous Latin Amerlcan

countries. Thlg geéﬁ§§éﬁt§%rlng the 19403, several years before the.
Point ulplan (AID's precursor) was establlshed These 1ncluded books

by Nathan Whetten (1948) on rural Mex1co, Lowry Nelson (1950) on rural
Cuba T. Lynn Smith (1972) on Bra21l c. C. Taylor (19u8) on Argentlna
.The work of these men set a pattern whlch others have followed . Slnoe
then, qulte a few rural sociology professors have spent con51derable
eperlods of time with AID and other contract programs abroad This
work--like teachlng, researoh§ and extension--is lnstltutlonalized within
the agricultural college. Typioally, each 001lege ohich has such an

"institution-building" contract will have one or two administrators on
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campus and one or two at the contract site. The fofmer are responsible

for recruiting pefsdnnel to work abroad, and for taking care of the -

documents regarding the foreign university's graduate students who are

“studying on the campus. The administrators at the contpacf.site are

neéponsible for the teachiﬁg, vesearch, andrextehsion activities of-;'

the American professors'who are stationéd there. Beéause there is usually
no state money in these programs--only federél-or foundation funds--there |
is not much institutiqna; pressure'on the departménts to parficipaﬁe,
although the sociclogists éré ﬁsually inteﬁested

have
The-stressec-ef These four areas/wh&eh epesscut,eanh department-ﬁfe

consequences for the sociology programs of the university.
fascinating /te- ebse?ver First, teachlng responsibilities are not 1n-

consistent with the ordinary activities of other colleges. ThlS is no%

a light matter. Many college of'agricultﬁre departments have disciplinary

“‘counterparts elsewhere on the campus with Which_they must codperate. The

campus liberal arts college usually has a department of economicé, anothep

of sociology, usually botany and zoology, often genetics§ the cq;iege

of medicine may have a department of biochemistry, perhaps micrqbiology,

etc. The college of,agriculture_méy have a department of agricultural

‘economics, .another of rural sociology, others of plant pathology, animal

husbandry, agronomy, plant and animal genetics, biochemistry, etc. The

teaching activities of the rural Sociologists are usually quite compatible

- with those of their colleagues‘in the department of sociology., Occasion- |

‘ally, though, the latter are unaware of the multlple respon31b111t1es of

the rural sociologists, and ook askance at them because they think that

" their teaching loads are too light. The research activities are usually

compatible. But here too tensions arise between the two departments,

especially, if the liberal arts sociologists do not do research and
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writing, or if the rural sociologists' research is viewed by the others

as lacking in sociological sophistication.

Whether international activities are compatible with the main line

- of academic activities of teachiﬁg and research depends upon what they

really consist of. If the professor draws on his overseas experience

~ in his teaching, or if he conducts and publishes research coming from

his international work, the chances are that he will keep up with his
field and perhaps even be a bit ahead of it in some ways. If he spends
his time_in administration or in liai;on with various agencies in the
overséas site, he ma} well fall behind. My impression is that overseas
experience usually enhances a sociologist's expertise.

Extension is another matter. Unless he is a superman, the more
faithfully the extension_SOCiologist trieé to fulfill hié cbligations to
extension, the more out of date his sociological knowledge becomes, and
the more tension this generafes both between departments and within the
rﬁral socioclogy department itself. |

The strains caused by the rift between extension and the other

more academic activities are extremely serious in departments dedicated

 to both. These tensions are not merely felt by individual faculty members

in.proporfion to their budgets. A department which has extensiocn

~budgeted in it, tends to attract others who are interested in extension

even though they themselves are not so budgeted, just as a department

~ with international responsibilities attracts other faculty members who

are internationally oriented. Concretely, a department having extension

responsibilities will try to be an effective action agency, in addition

to carrying out its teaching and research responsibilities.




.

" In rural sociology in the United States and not all of these are provided

S le-

4. The préspectS'for'rural s§¢iology. The academic arm of rural
éociology is oriented toﬁard careful explication. The job it has sef
for itself describing the sociology of the world's rural peoples is
staggering.  The numbers of trained rural sociologists available to dd-
the job is small--in all there are probably no more than 700-800 Ph.D.s
in rufal sociology in the world. pespité the number of graduate progfams

which exist on paper, there are not more than 16 viable doctoral programs

by formal rural sociology programs. Indeed, the American Sociological
Association (1972) lists only 10 United States and one Canadian university
emphasizing graduate work in the field. There appears to be only one

strong doctoral training program in rural soclology outside North America.

. Contrast this with the case for sociology. There are about 180 graduate

training programs in sociology in the United States, about half of them
offering Ph.D. degrees {American Sociological Association, 1972). An

examination of the Roose and Anderson report (1970) and of the Glenn-

_ Villenz (1970) data shows that there are perhaps six programs in the

United States which could be reasonably labeled "elite departments of

sociology" on the basis of their publications and their prestige. Bigness

is a necessary condition of their excellence. The largest single rural

sociology program, Cornell's, is smaller than the smallest of the elite
sociology programs, and the largest of the latter is three times the

size of Cormell's rural sociclogy department. A look at the programs

shared by elite departments is Informative. In 1972-1973, all six

stressed political sociology, sccioeconcmic change, and social stratifi-
cation, Tive stressed race relations, social psychology, sociological

theory, and urban sociology. Four stressed demography, formal organization,
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methodology and statistics, and occupations and professions (taken from
American Sociological Association, 1972). These are the apeas the elits

departments define as most worthy of explication at this point in history.

~ Most of them are appropriate subject matters for a rural sociology

program to treat. There is not a rural sociclogy ﬁrogram anywhere in.

the world which has the personnel numbers sufficient to support research

-and graduate training in more than a few of these.

It takgs large numbers of extremely well-trained and dedicated
sociologists to perform excellently in even one sociology program. It
takes many times that number to explicate carefully the important social
phenomena in any one deliﬁited area. The explicative task of rural

sociology is as broad as that of the rest of sociclogy. Done right, it

~must focus upon more people and a greater variety of sociocultural

systems than is true of the rest of sociology.
Yet a few brilliant sociologists in the right spot might do wonders

for rural sociology. The rural sociclogy system is well institutionalized.

It is not going to collapse suddenly. Moreover, rural sociologists (like

‘other people) use each other as models. I am convinced that if just one -

absolutely ocutstanding rural sociology faculty could be brought together
for a decade or more it could induce multiplier effects through its own
work and its inflﬁence on others. That is, if its members could.be freed
from other obligation§ té conduct research, to write, and to teach a well-
selected set of graduate students, its example could serve as a guide for the

others. Its mew Ph.D.s could £ill positions in the other programs, thus

. strengthening them. Also, those trained elsewhere would tend to emulate -

the work of a creative group. Conceivably, by the year 2000 we could

have encugh well-selected and well-trained personnel so that the promise
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~of rural sociology might be fulfilled--ehough to describe and clarify

the human social problems unique to the various types of the vast rural

. population of the world and enough scientific braiﬁpower to transform

the experiences of those sectors of.hﬁman experience.into new contri-
butions to socioiogical.theofy and‘research technoiogy.'

- Wlthout at least one such exemplary center of rural soc1ology,
do not believe that the promlse can be fulfllled Unfortunately, I am
pe351mlst1c about its p0351b11;t1es. To aceompllshithis,_if.oould'be
necessafy for at least one big rural Sociology program to dedicate itu
self wholly to sociological explication. Interdisciplinar& work would
divert it. Weak sociology would doom it to failure. Facﬁltj,commitﬁent :
to short -term application of socmologlcal (or other) knowledge would

dlvert it. Only brilliant, dedlcated, smngle-mlnded concentration on
suffice,

' soc1olog1cal expllcatlon flrmly based upon research, could/aecomp}xeh—re.

Unfortunately, such a concentratlon is probably‘not possible. The

research capability of all present rural sociology programe is debilitated

‘by the action emphasisrof the departments; as we have seen, this is

ordained by the budgetary requivement to do "extension" work.  In addition,

-the most capable sociologists are not usually attracted.to.extension.

This means that the research-actlon spllt within the departments is aggra—

~vated by a competency split. The result is that it w1ll be quite diffi-

cult to form the kind of hard, active, and 1ntellectually productive -

group that would be required to_galvanize other programs of rural

sociology.,
5. Conclusion. As I said in the beginning, rural sociology is
neither dodo nor phoneix. Most of the stereotypes about it are nonsense.

It is a field of great potential. Yet it is doubtful that its promise
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. can become a reality. What of the future of the rural sociology depart-

ments? My guess is that most of them will improve a bit, raising them-

eelves or at least keeping up with the a&erage quality of other sociology

'depertments. Their members will gradually increase, too. But the elite

departments of soc1clogy are g01ng to sweep ahead adding conceptual

mostly about the non-rural sectors of the
clarlty, methodologlcal rlgor and substantlve knowledge ./ These will, world.
I think, 1mprove‘far faster than the best of the rural 5001ology programs ,

gradually leaving the latter--and most of the rest "of'sociology—nfarthe“

'and Farther behind. I do not think the rural 3001ology programs will die

'ea311y, though in a decade or two they may become tradltlon-rldden back- -

water departments, addlng little of 1mportance-to the body of soc1olog1cal

knowledge., Of course, this‘dreary pictere might chahge"though they are

'qulte unlikely, one can 1mag1ne a set of events which could make at least

'one strong department possxble. Obv1ously, one would have to be the

eliminatioh of'extension.. Another would have to be a rlgorous and effect—

‘1ve personnel pollcy, Wthh would collect and hold on a.set of outstand-

1ng soc1ologlsts wholly dedlcated to expllcatlng the socaology of rural

llfe;

- Assuming that such a department is not in the:cards, what will
happen to the task of explicating rurai iife? ¥ho will do it? Unfor-

tunately, for the most part I fear it will be relatively neglected.

‘Without one or more dynamic centers especially devoted to the study of
- pural life, I believe that there may not be much incentive'for individugl
_sociologists to devote attention to it. Of course, generalfsociologists

do-not neglect rural life quite as much today .as they did 15 years ago.

The war in Vietnam, the world food crisis, the soclologists' discovery -

of rural poverty--among rural southern blacks, the Appalachian whites,
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~"the reservatlon Indlans, and the rural Chlcanos-—has made the majorlty |

‘of the soc1olog1cal communlty less 1nsen31t1ve to the social c1rcumstances

Plan

. of rural people than they used to be. Perhaps the future of the best .
of socxology of rural life lies outside the rural soc1ology programs.
Stlll a more llkely, 1% mére pessimistic, forecast is that the socio-

O ' logical communlty as a whole will continue to ignore the rural popu-

| lation as it has in the past. |
B Rural sociologj is neither dodoror phoenix. It-is simplf too sﬁa;l
and foo'fragile t6 carry out ité tas$ and unleés something unforseen

happens it is doubtful that it will grow to be big enough and strong

enough to do it.
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