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ABSTRACT
The Prospects for Rural Sociology
by
Archibald 0. Hailer

Emprical sciences are efforts to explicate phenomena. Sdciology's
phenomené are éctivities of persons (social psychology), states and trans-
formations of human organizations (social organizations), énd the distri-
bution of ‘people (demography). Rural sociology isridentica}.to sociology
except in its focus on rural people. The world's rural people are varied
and their 1ife experiences are not identical to those of others. If done
well, rural sociology's explicative task is important theoretica!iy and
practically., Theoretically, frbm its studies of rural people it would
provide new concepts by which to enrich sociclogy. Practically, it would
provide sociclogical expertize needed to cope with problems more or less
unique to rural peoples. The field, though fully institufionalized, is
¢warf§d by the size of its task. In the United States where it is con-
centrated, it is also diverted from its task by 5 budgeted commitment to
an institutionalized style of problem-solving ('extension'') which neithef'
uses nor contributes much to the body of sociojogical.knoﬁle&ge. There is
a slight possibility that the field might be restructured sb_as to fulfill
iﬁs promise, at least partially. This will require the establishment, with
adequate funding, of at least one model department, staffed by a large number
of unusually productive researcher-teachers wholly dedicated to the. scientific
task of explication of the soaiology of rural peoples. Given such an ex-
ample to follow, those committ?d 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.
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Surely all of wd Lers prwsa;t pelieve that rural sociology ls
Forentially one of the most important areas of sociology. And we
aaow firet hend thaet oy all the usual sigas, our fluld is healthy
and grewing. Yet 1 have come to thw conciusion that its promise
is uat likely to ve fulfilled. 1 fear that It may aow be anbut at
fta peax io the United Staves and that the roots of Lis demise are
alveandy evident. To explain the basis of this dismal view is the
purgose of this paper. We shall start with observations wnich arg
femiliar to us ail, and we shall confrent qusaticns wiich trn&blu
many of uz.

Qhat is rurel sociology? Hou doss its subject mattar relate
to that of the general discipline? What are tie signs of Lts ap-
pareut hoalth? How doas its strengii compars with tnat of wocio-
lagy? #nat are the acurcses of its possible decline?

| These are tiwe questions w§ shall discuss. 1 hope you under~-
stand that I speak a8 seitber a prophat of doow uor as a detractor
of tné fleid, but rather & one who believes deeply lo the veed for
a comprehensive apd depeudadle socloleogy of rural iife anﬁ?fwho,useeiqg-sdme
structural scurces of its walalse, wishes to idantify thew 80
.that. if poasible, steps might be taken to parwit its praciitioﬁara
to devote tielr energles teo its main t&sﬁ as & Fleld of knowledge.

1. Yhne potential of pural sociclogy. The field of soclology
has developed and continues to expand a body of concapts sad hypothe-
388 DYy which to explain several sets of pelated phonomeng: HOW HUBAn
teings interact; how human persscality is formed and expeessed s

-h&havior; how the repotitive hehavicrs we call social strusture emerge;

hew soclal structure influences the behevior of pearsons; and how .
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sz popuiations are distributiag tuermselves over the glote. For
tae presant tiae flela of soeliology tends te Des élassifi;d fnto -t::m§
saior s acialtlies
. secial psycaclogy, aoclél organization, and demogravny. Seo-
cial psycLology attespts te expl;in humarn interaation, tihe formula-

ticu and expression of individusl personality in dally wensvior, and

tioe individual nases and coazequences of soclal structure, soclal
organization attempts to explain tue internal structure and exteraal
relationships amoug enduring suman collectivities, large and swall,

which are smepgents of bumsn interaction, demograpihy attempis to k-

plaln and prediet the dlsteibution and apread of human pepulation.
The owerall chisctive of aocielngy fa, I selieve, explication.
Lxplication is the detalled explanation of behavior of phencmsna
within a glv&n_aomain. It may take various forms, according to the
audiences and problems to which {t is addressed. Soms sociologlsts
davote themselwes to highly abstract theoratical and muthodal&#%eal
anaiyais, 28 fliustrated by the work of Herton and Persons, on the
cne hand, end of BDunsan and Blaleck, ob the otier., (ther Qoaieloginta
ares tie main sudlieuces for this work, and soclology Jjournals are per-
heps the maln outlats for it. 30@@ sosiologlata dodicats thensslves
to eqﬁa&iy abstract explliceation, but whiech, becavzs it is addressed
to experts in other disciplines, takes a somewhst different form.
This is waat-uoeiolagists do what they publish in such jourvals as

peedulus and The Publie Iaterest. Some devote tuemselves to train-

iz graduate students in the theory and method of varicus apsdiaities.
and some to teaching soclology te usdergraduaves. Tihis, too, ls expli-

cation, although the precise IinTellectusl provlewms (and vocabulary)
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differ according to the interests and degree of preparation of ;he
students.,

Sociologists are convinced that population &ensity and the oc-
cupational structure of communities exert a powerful influence on
the other aspects of human life. This being the case, it is reason-
able that socio!ogica!'specializations based upon population density
and occupafions would come into being. This is exactly what has |
happened in the case of rural sociology. The_field.is defined as
being the sociology of dispersed and isolated populations; primarily
those engagéd in agriculture or who are quite immédiately_dependent
upon it. The principle behind this is not -unique.

Rural sociology is not the only subdiscipline of socié!ogy de-
fined by population density and/or occupafionally-reléted concerns.
This is obviously the case regarding urbaﬁ sociology. Indeed the

1970 Directory of Members of the American Sociological Association

. {American Sociological Association, 1970) liSts“about 800 sociolo-

gists who define themselvgs as urban specialists. And, about 2,700-‘
were listed in the same publication as specia!ists'in such occupa-
tionally-related areas as education, law and society, crﬁme and de-
1inquency, medical sociology, and occupatibns and professions. |

The justification for rural sociology as a body of knowledge is simple

and convincing, In their residential and occupational aspects, the specia)l

 characteristics of rural people are sufficiently uniq&e to réquire the

existence of a special body of experts trained to explicate them to what-
ever groups need to know about them: other social scientfsts, the rural

people themselves, other citizens, personnel of qovernmental agencies, etc.
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Lis s not very different from tiie justification For alzost all
ctrar speclalties of scvelology. The arsa of marriage and the family
axists as ¢ sggcial subject mattor bacause a great wmany paople need

Te understand such things as hou sarriages work out or bregk up, how

chilldrea are Iinfluenced by different tyves of fawilles and by their

iocations in the family, how kinsﬁlg systems condition individual be-

navier, etc. Medical soclology is justiffed by the videapread recop-
nition, first thet the social organization of medical celivery systema

¢xerte & suistantial affect on healts and medical treatwent, and second

that tae ocuset and cowrse of Llinsss ltselfl is in part a aocial process.

If it weran't for the enorwmous conplexity of auman behavior, we

- would net seed ;padial§ies. Haybs we would not even newed noﬁioiagy.
.ﬂut the fact is that sost if_nét ali of our more affﬁctiv& conospts
mﬁat ba applisd differently to paoples liviag uader diffeﬁunt ciréam~
stances, | .

“The nusbobs #nd’the variability af rural peuvpls aré'largé sroupk
to deanand the attention of & great many ﬁn&ioloaiata. It has hapn.ma-
timatad that in 1950 73 percent of the world's population 11vwd.in |
lbaalitiaa of leas than 20,000 perscas. 4As Olaf Larson polntad out
in_lﬁﬁ&, this represented a nat i#eveane'iu £ifey yearb from about
Cl.B te avout 1.9 Llllien énopln. The total numbier must bLe conslder-
akly larger today. The sstivate for the year.ﬁdﬁﬁ is 3.775 biiliéﬁr
(Ford, 1973). The sheer population numbers are GROYWMOUS.

' Tue veriability ia also oonﬂiﬁuvabie. There is rural v&ri@ﬁiom
ia the industrislized mationa ef ﬁeatavu_zurogaran& Wortl Americk. The
life aud work of those in coasunitiea dmpeﬁdant upon fumilg-siﬁed f&rﬁa
4iffer froe thosa iuvoived ia large-zcale agricultaré._ In thae Unlted
States alone, the communities of small farmers in the Hidwest ané dorth-

east are juite differunt from those of the western ranches and from the
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California fruit, wegetable, and dairy operations. Both, in turn, are
Cifferant from those of the rural Scuta. 1o South Aserica, tas life of
the irazilien parceire and his patrac are different from thoss of the
cuechua-speaxing wphs of the Andaan z:-ighl;ﬁds. Considaer, too, the
varieties of rural life in the African degarts, aﬁang nighland and low-
land frl&al pocrle in Last Afpica and in Japan,. China, India, and.SQutn
Asia. | |

Taxen zeriously, it is the task of the sovivlogy ¢f rural iife o
axplicats -~ to provide detailed descriptions and explanationz of --
tiie soclal life a?kgarnl paoples,wno live under a dazzling varlety of
circumstances. The practical usefulness of auca'n body of subatlgtive
seeivlogical knowledge regar&ing rural people waﬁla in {toelf mmk@ the
anteryrise worthwnile. |

Lven if the body of :eoiolog;cal theory and research setaodology
were perfectsd, the tesk of explicating fha'aoclal paychalogy. tﬁw
ageia; structurss, and the demography of this vast and yariad'aactor
of the world's population could easily sbsobb all of tha.afforta of
all of the traized sociologlets ia the world, But ?e do net have a set
vody of general theory and research methodelogy. You can't apply
what doesn’t yet sxiat.'._ |

When the sociologiat approaches a resedrch problems 1o nis own de-
linited ssctor of lmman phienomens, hw frequently finéﬂ that the exlating
body of goocapts and methods is insufficlent to provide 2 satisfactory
axplication of it. If he mnd his collesguas ars ilaunovative, rigorous,
and wnergetic, they wey add to the hody of theory and/or ressarch. Fop
one examplie, the work of #erton, Stouffer, Hf%an; aud others lllustrates
uow the ebacﬁyt of the referencs group zrew ocut of a need for 5&w th&oﬁy.
A3 you xmow, to a iargﬁ axtent it amsvgad from research on behavior of
sgldiers. Another example can be drawn from the methodologicsl work of

lusean oo the use of structural equatious i socielogy. It grew out of
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Pesearch on status attainmemt. The main comcern was to learn to what
sagree tie ccowpational statuses of Americsan men ware achiieved and to
Lat extent they were ascribed. Acth lunovations have been found to ba
useful iu many other sactors of sociology besides those frow whicn thay
followad.

Sivan tho atate of today's sodialogy,.thm wecessity and opportunity
to wpke additioms (o the body of theory and metiods arises aimost Yvary
tise tie soclologist seriously attempis te formulate an axplicitiqn for
a set of sccial pheucmena. This means that sach time ruseareh is usder-
taken 1s & new domain of human ectivity, new possiuiilties arise for

zeneratiag widely-ramlfylng concepts and mathods. Larﬁe*ﬁcjlw.effurta
| to sxplicate the soclology of rural peoples would doudbtless add & great
deal to our store of genaral aocialaﬁigal knowiudga. | |
| iz & few words, »ural sociology lo potentially frultful, first,
hecause it ealls upoﬁ sociclogists to explicate the aeclal-étyc@alogy.
social 0rganizlti¢n; ané demography bf.ﬁas: of the people in the wérl&,'
ubo.liyu uwider almost unbalievably varied ciéﬁumstanmes; and second,
bessuse such explications woulid beyond doubt force ihnovatinaﬁ in the
geusral concepts and pethode of aocialoﬁy.. This {s why 1 believe 1t te
be potentially one of the most importamt flelds of aaeieiﬁgy.

2; The vitality of rural soclology. ;ﬁy_ail obvious signa?.the

fisld of rural svelology is faring well.

Wpltings, Conaldar first the facts regarding publications in the

fleld. In the Unitad States, the journal Rurel Scciology has pullished

four isﬁu»s'par year since 1t was founded in 153%5. & recent volume,
Vuz.m 37 (1‘3?2), eontai&éé 888 pages. 1t was dovoted almoat sxclusively

to preseating & total of thirgy two resesrch articles. Reglomally, they
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were quite varlaé; their data concermed the United States, Puerto Rlco,
fncia, Israel, braail, igypt, BDangladesh, and Mexico. Topically, they
concerned urbanization, casta, status ueasuremant,'social caange, {nfor-
ration-sesking, status aspirations, interpersonal influence, fertility,
mabllity, achievement, i{nnovativenesa, agriculture, community development,
sregseultural research, migration, and religion. At lennt'ain of thase
articles are attezpts to add Yo the socliologlst's theoretical or metho-
dologleal tools. |

Tals 15 by no mesns the cnly such outlat. For move than a decade,
a rural sociological journal, §ggig}g§£§_§ggg§§§, has'a#p¢mrnd_ragulgrly

in Lurope. It pudlishes similar types of articles, wostly ip bnglish.

In Rio de Janelro, UHESCO has published Amerﬁqﬂﬂiatina for about 15
Fodre, If Is largely dedicéted-tb the sociélogy of rural 1life in the
southerﬁ part of the hemisphere.

Rural aoeiological writing neither nagan with these ‘ournaln nor
is currently rustricted to them. For the United States alona, Bartrand
(1973) and his collesaguss have identlflad and abstracted almomt 1300
rural neciclogiaal journal articles which have bsaﬁ purlished ﬁihca
1825, 1Is addition tﬁey have publishad eitations (without abstracts)
for almost 4,500 wmonographs, reports, and bullatins.céncnrning rural
sociology. Tﬁa#e.are not the only facts about ;ublicnfions wﬁich could
be adduced. -~ we.havu not sven touched upon the coﬁmﬁrclal-hooks in
the fleld -~ but they are sufficlent to show that fhg.field is viaﬁle
in this regard. | - |

Voluntary asscciations. ¥hat, then, cf tum voluntary soccleties?

Cur organization, Tha Rural Soclolegical Sociaty, iz the oldest asso-
siation of rural socciologiasts. In 1956 its wmewbership wes 538, As I
‘recall [t was on the way down at that paiht in histary-and it fall off

to about 425 the noxt year. At any rate, nccarding to cur asgretary-
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treasurer, or. anﬁxelharger {2raonal cosmunjcation), dy 1372 Lt had
Ldine sembersg, 218 of wiom had addresses outside ;he'Unitad States. Of
trods Lo the Unlted States 50 percent had tis Ph.u. degree. In 1970,
incidentally, ouly 20 percent of the American rural scclologlists were
exzloysd cutside tie miversities (Field, Fredrickaon, and Iygultr, 1970).
ALucut B0 veprcent were professcrs and the prest wore studeints. | |

dot only_is thia_soaiaty growing, Lut the Luropean roiaty fgr
Rural >oclology bhas been active for about 15 years aud must z.u;w Lava
400 to 00 eseabers. The latest addition to auch.areupﬂliﬂ'tha'bdtin
tzerican Association for Rural Seclology. It is now about five yearw
old, I Dacembar 1372 it nad just over 100 nwmbers. The possibility of
setting Qp siuwiler zocieties In India end the Phllippines s now Qndar
ﬁigcus&ion. furthsrmore, tne thres existing ruial sociology svelaties,
togster with tiae UN's Food anu Agricultural Orpanisatisn, have grawn
g @ teatative eoﬁstltﬁtiﬂn for an lntérnatioaal rural socelclogiosl
aaaéciaticn. | |

In snort, the point of view of voluntary assoclationz in suppopt
of tiha field rural soelology lea pgetting strongoer all tha time.

Graduate students. Graduate training in rural soclology aluo
seams Yo be on the lnorease. The three assoclstions sentiooud sbove
bave put togetaer a Directory of Univeraitics E?.&t#aéa& Graduate Training
ir Rural Sociology (Capener, 1373). In the Unlted States, 28 ludicate
z concentration im the fleld. Tour Canadiaﬁ wniversities wake the
same elaim. Though the follewing nusbers are to soms extent inflated
by hopss aot watched by vreallties, 16 srs so listed in Latin 2Ameriga,
and 32 are in Burops. There are a few more ib other pa?ts of the worlid.

1o summary, is torms of the mxiatancﬂ of praduate tralning pro-

srais there can ba no doubt that the fiald is growing. 7This parallels
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tisz Informetist rresented abowe: fron the standrolnt of sscure Lub-
ilcation outiets. it is far from weak and appears to Le strsnplhening
itself, and the same may be sald of its voluntary sazociatlens.

It {s no wonder that at the reriodical mestings of cach rural
sociological association evaryone appears to be ontinistic,

3.. The iustitutional base of rural zociology. From the socio-
i.ﬂ.gi.sts’ ;)&mpgctiv‘a, no seholarly or selentific dinclpline -~ or any
other social phenomsnon -- fs latelliginhle apart From the soclal situa-
tion within wihlch it i{s embedded. The context Influcncas a_dlﬂéiplinm
in a vaplaty of waye. For exempls, ééapitn {tz roots in Wastern Lurope
during the l1Wth and sarly 20th e«ntnry; no one wWwould éarioualy dany th#t
present-day sociology hears an unmistakable American aﬁamy. _Am@ricmn
falth In knewladge nas beeﬁ translated inte furds for selsnce and edu-
catiaa.. Honey and a_papu1a§ damand for %igher education wera translated
into new and expanding colleges. All thrbugh tids century. new ¢iascl-
plinas‘have been welcomed asnd curtured, sociology among thaw, Borrowing
from and axpanding npén other flelds -- notably_psychéﬁatrlcn, Yt B
wetrias, and social anthropolegy -- Amsrican saclolegy has d@vmlbpad &
socisl resegreh technology whiech was simnly nonexistent In Eurd?e or
anywoers slse. It is nelther mors nor less valid hecauss 1t grew up
here., Indesd, It is now baing diffused ihrnughcut tha world. 'ﬂut th
social and aconcmie conditions which fostered this dsvelovment wers .
ngrican.. haturelly this was not uuique to sociolog?.. Semething cor-
rasponding to this happensd in fleld afrer Fisld.

Rural soclology, like soclolezy, is teday primarily a Hoprth
Anerican shenomenon. 1 do not say this with pride, patrietism, or
#hauvimism. 1t f{s a simple sociological faect. Though I tuink it mogt

unfortunate, it iz a fact that right now glmest all of the viable rural
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sociological work ia the world turns on liorth America in onc way or
anctier. With some important exceptions, the xey rural sociologists
of the world regularly visit the Unitad States to lsarn wiat ls hap-
-peaiua o the fleld, to learn the latest research concepts and tech-
nigues. Anu they voluntaeey that they are ysars behiind tue Americansz
and Camadians ia most respects.

1f liorth Awerica fs the center of rural socinlogy, tie Unlted
Statez land-grant college of agriculturs is itz nmost influential insti-
tutional base. 1t sbove all determines the main sources of furél BO-
ciclogy’'s strengths and weaknesses. It is to that Lase whlch we wuet
look if we éra to have morw than a superficial understanding of the
fleld, |

The faet is that in the sarly days xural sacialagﬁ Yas more
& ogigrowtn of agriculturs than of sociclogy. The first rural socio-
légiwts wers not even troinad-ia gociology. Galpin, for exnmpla; BOGHe
fo'h&vh abtajined rather broad education at Colgate Univarsity in the
mid-18808, but it did not inmelude scciclogy (Galpin, 1937a, 1937,
1937¢). After graduating he first taught wathematics at an ascademy in
_éeu Tork state, theu taught history at Xalamazoo Collmga_in dichipan,
After graduate study in philosophy at hLarvard and in psychology end
anthropology at Clark University, he spent some time a8 a.farmer, a milhk
Procasscr, and & cAMpUs pastor. At Maaison, Wisoonsln he came under
thé aponsorshiy of an agricultural cconomist named H, L. %aylwr. dnder
Taylor's guldance, Galpin founded the countey's first program in rural.
sociuiogy &t the University of ¥lscoensin in 1311. sé far az I can de-
termine he did this Lefove he had any syatsmatic knowladge of soclodopy.
#ils sarliest contacta with sociological knowledye seem to have beeu in

discussions with L. A. Ross of his resecarch on the human ecology of
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Halworth County, Wisconsin., Thess were evideﬁtally aeld after Calpin
had written it. Hls experience secams to beféiffarﬁnt from that of other
eariy rural sociclogists.

In any caes all of the American rural soclology departwents wiieh
have baen most influential over the years were founded in callﬂgeé of
arriculture. dost of these remaln thers, although a faw such'as Hichi-
gaﬁ State, have moved from the agricultural collegze while maintaining
a vie to it. The maln rural sociclogy program in Lurope ;5 alzo ir the
agricultural umiversity {(at ¥ageringen in the ifetharlands).

Colleges of agriculture and the United States Da;-art;nez‘rt of Ag-
riculturs, exert considerable influence on thelr progrems, ineluding
rural soclology departments. The main mission of the
USDA is %o ;mﬁrove American agriculture. This I3 also the main tésk of.

the ecolleges of agriculture. In the sarly part of the century, impfove-
| mants ia_ f:aming also improved rural 1life, and tie celleges. and the USDA
both contributed to this end. In the last generation, improvements in
production and marketing have wade Anoricas agriculture extvemaly‘fvuitful.
The farmers who survived hawe Lenefitted. But the same forces which made
a strong agricultural plant also produced rural cast-offs who could not
and seemingly cemnot compete in modern agriculturc. True, to some extent
the collages of agricultwrs helped smooth a.path out of farming for many.
They provldad.a&ucatimnal opportunities for those lea§ing farming as

such. They supported a small but cousistent trickle of research on nen-
farm adaptations of ferm-reared people. They encouraged action ﬁregrams,
sueh 2% in howe economice extenaion work, whiqh had the effect of scclal-
leing rural pecple to urban life-styles. Yet daspite a few such emphases,

the overshelming coucerr of the colleges and the  USDA has been on im-
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provin: farm production and marketing. GOwen in their soelelegy programs
tre main single concern of tha collazgas of agriculture has been with
diffusion of fare technology.

All agricuitural collagas in the Uﬁited States are state inati-
tutions and all hawe impoptant links to the faderal povarmment. Fedanagl
and state leglulation does 20t merely define ths general areas {n which
ecolleges of agriculture ave ¢o work. It also specifiss within limits, how
the work is to be carvied out. Since the ezply daye of rural scciology
the collegas have had three administrative subdivisions whicn eut into
eagh departsent. Though thely fore hes chéngmﬁ a bit over the yesars,
each of these exists today. These are teaching, research, and euténsion.
In reesnt vearz wany of the eolleges have added a fourth nuch adminis.
trativae division, It deals with international nyroprams. Lach of these
has & budget line., Any given departmant of rural soeiology probably has
all the first thres, and a sumber hawve the fourth as well, I make &
valst of this, bmcsuse each budgeted responaibility sets lts own typs of
obligatiaas uposs the faculty of the departmant and some of thase are
sharely contradictory.

The Ffirst of these s tssching unde#graduate#_and graduate students,
as well 2k a few “farm shovtscourse” (ﬂoﬂ~degrﬁa) students. The amonies
for this are provided by tha state. Ordiunarily an assoclate dean ad-
ministers this under the dean of the college. The orgaaiﬁation of
gesching in cclivges of agrlculture is much the same #s it ls in other
collepges, and requires no spaclel slaboration.

The seeond of theae szats of activities iz ressarch on agricultural
and othar aspocta of vural Mfa. Thils 15 Funded §r1marily by monles
nrovided Dy the state and by the Coopupative States Researoh ﬁmrﬁic&

of the USDA, State and federal contributicns are bhased ﬁn a formula
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which requlres Loth to ;ay. This &rea, too, is adainiatered in the
collisge uy 3 ‘directer” or &n sssociate dean. This apm of zhe coliege
is ueually called the Ageloulzupel xperiment Staticd (Loadtlisas ‘wasares
CERErieauh. T CekcopleshR wLaUIBET D AR & Dimes "'H— - ;3*3"-& ol
strative division of tha enllege of agriculturs whieh 5-,wﬁdm Punds fop
agricultural research oo topics ger, within liaits, by otate and fedural
legislation. Practically all of the resesrch work s c&rriﬁd o at the
main campus of the collage. Tnls partly becauca tha.prmjedta are.oon—-
dusted Ly professors and vesearch assistents. %oth must stay close to
“tha canpus -~ the prefesseoprs bscause they teacﬂ, gha egsletants becauéu

thsy are graduate students. Thare {s another reason why thaey stay on

canpus, As researchers they apre mohe and moys dopendant upon dqﬁplnx
1&boratary equipment, computursa, libpapy faailftics,_and tﬂ« nxyurfiﬁe
of other professors. On campus, these ave gvailable. OfFf campuu, they
grﬁ not.

Ag égriéultural scientists, rural socicloglcel resesrchers theo-

retically iiave access to the “im-houss” monies maentioned above, which are

'-diabursad by the Coliege. This is useful, although it i not as im-
- pressive as it may seem. In 1870, for exémpie, only 077% of all USDA and stafe AES
fupda wewe spent on soclological ressaveh, and thege surported lesq thnﬁ.

120 person~years of researeh tims (A% Rursil ﬁﬁaiélagy-?umqi. iﬁ72},'

They may also compele 3t the state or national level for stier faseapah'

sonies. In some Uapartments of Fural Seciology, the vezearch nonles |

from faderal agencies othey than agriculture ang from the bilg foundationa

may tetal far more then the “in-houss” fuynds, This ls encourapged in

those colleges of agriculture which hawve a histur?;sf eondusting basic

solentific museparch. In others, it is not;
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feaching and research usually are thus the firet tvo budgoted
<ivisions vithis sach depawtment ir aa agriculturel college. Thelr re-
spactive sets of sctivitias are guite compatilhile, 3oty are conducted at
the same location. The graduates of the department forw the pool  from
wnich the professor's research asaistantn are dravm, A irofessor's re-
search colleagues are alac his colleaguss in teaching. Hiu rosmearch and
Iis courses reguire much the same thauﬁatical and mathodologinal'knowlmdgu.

Lxtenzion -~ the third of the aubdiflaicma whieh cut acrcas the de-
partmenta -- iz & very differant matter, especlally In sociology. It is
not compatible with eaither teaching or research. The agricultural ex-
tension service (s the asctiot asrm of the USDA and of the collages of

agriculture. Typically, svery county iz the ztate will have an extession

office, funded partly by county or state money anc partly by flederal monsy.

Each county office may have from ohe to & dozon or more agenté in such
areas as ayriculture, sconomic development, home economics, and youth
'ﬁrogrsua. Thuese agents have nowinal pnaifions is the unfvarsity, al-
tiwough they are rot members of desartwental faculties. Formerly, the
dean of each collags of apriculture was the administrator over the
“gounty agents’ of als state, usually through a so-called "dirwetor”
of agricultural extension, !lowadays, thase ;fograms are sometimes &d-

sinistered outside of the college. Even se tir college iz always Jjeep~
ly involved with them.

Practically all departments in a

college of aprisulture have budgeted ewtansion responzinsiiities. Thase

are ¢srried out by people called "extansion subject metter specialists.’
Thay ars uauslly Ph.D.2 in an scademic Flald reievant to agriculture
or. ts hotw sconomics, and they have regular positions az profeesora
in the various departments. In most flalde academic sublegt matters
and oxtenaion responsibilivien eoclnelde with esmch other. Harketing

spaclalists in sgricultural sconomicz give advice on wavketing problems
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regayding various commodities. Plant satholegists work on cror dissases,
Foultry researchers provide help to pod;try nroducers, Iut no ons knows
culte what to do with the extension soclcloglsts except that -- analc-.
gously te poultry or dairy specialists -- they are supposed to work on
“yeaple problems.”

Any ziven srate may have oche or oora oxtanszlon mural socelolo-
glsts, 50 percent o more of whose salaries srs usually rald from federal
funds. Thess peopla are full flzdgoed mawhers of the dwpartmﬁnt.of rural
- goclelogy. Thair primayy responsibility iz to the sxtenasion adminlstration.
If guzh 2 socfolopist carrles out 2is extonsion responsibilitias, ke iw

fraqusntly on the movs sround the state, organiziny meetings, glving

speeches on yépulntipn change and leadership, ecvgulting with "rescurce
- davelopmant” ageﬁts or groups of pastors, etc. Few have baea able to

‘carey on such aystewatic research while meting as extanaion specialists.

Sometimes they evan get in trouble with their adwinistrators if they
teach tog much:  teaching regulsr courses on campuz cowpetes with at-

tendance at meetings out In the state., Dased uron many years of observa~

tion, {t scems certaln to me that most of the mors capable sociologists
_simply refuse to comsider such pomltiong. This s hocause they btelleve
that & few yasars of exteasion work will leave them so far behind their
field that they rmay never agaln catch up. In my exverience, they are
right: with a fow axce;tiéas, the 4iligent extension vrursl sceloiozisy
soon loses his sociolopical expartine hecause he falls teo prnatiég it,
tie loses touch with the literature. As & vesult he Eali& hepa;assiy Lg
nind In his fleld.

Tha fourth, newest, and probably most spheseral of the formal
activities of the collezas of agriculture iz “internationeal programa’ .
Ail ovepr tha ac-called “third world” the United States. through ths

Agency for International Development as well ar the Tord Foundatlonm,
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tire Togkefeller Foundatiom and e Azricultural Dewelooament Counetil,
ave.asen assistics iz the uppreding of collsges of agriéulturu as
centers of teaching, ressarch, and -- through axtansiéu -- the diasen-
ivation of the results of agricultural research. There la fraquently
a2 place for rural soclology in these progrems. Indeed, under the aus-
pices of the USDA several ewminent rural soclologists have written Looks
in varicuz Latin Armerican countries. 7Tnis was inltiated during the
15438, several years before the Polat & plan (Ali'a pracursor) was ea-
tablistied, lhasg iécluﬁed hooks Ly sathan Whetten (1248) on rural
dexieco, lowry Helson (i9¥5¢) on rural Cuba, T. Lynu Smitb (;972) o
Brazil, C. C. Tayiar {1948) on Argentina, Charlas . Loénds et al.

(1953) on Costa Rica. The work of théaa men set & pattern which

others nave followed, 3inea then, gquits a few rural sociclegy pro-
fasgors nave apent cgnaiduvablﬂ perlods of time with AID and other
éaatracf prograns abroad. Tols work -- like teaghing, ransarch, and
éxtﬁnsisn -~ iz institutiomalized within the apricultural colleyge.
Typic&ll?, EET éollage which nas such an “inutitutiom«buildiﬁg”

contraet will have one or two adwinistrators on caupuUS 4nd Ohe o WO &t

" the contract site. ihe former are rasponaible for vecruiting person-

nel to work abroad, and for tacing care of the documante reparding

the foreign uwaiveraity's graduate students whe are siudying @n tse
campus. The administrators at the contract site are responsilies Ffor
the teaching, research, sud extension activitisz of the American pro-
fagsors who are stationed there. Because tiere iz usually so gtate
moaey in these prograwss -« oniy fedaral or foundation funds -- thers may not
- be ‘much institutional pre@sura on tha departments to perticipate, al-
though the zoclologists are usually interaatﬁ&.

These fogr emphaseé have conseqdences for internal and external
relationships of the rural sociology programs of the gemmunity.

First, teaching responsibilities are not inconsistent
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with the ordinary activities of other colleges. This is not a light
matter., Many departments in colléges of agriculture have discip%iﬁary
counterparts elsewhere on the campus with which they must cooperate.

The campus }iberal arts college usually has a department of economics,

another of sociology, usually botany and zoology, often genetics, the
college of medicine may have a department of biochemfstry, perhaps
microbiology, etc. The college of agriculture maf have a departmgnt of
agricﬁltural economics, another of rural sociology, others of plant
.pathoioy, animal husbandry, agronomy, plant and animal genetfcs, bio-
'chemistry, etc. The teaching activities of the fural sociologists are
usually quite compatible with those of theif colleégues in the depaft-
- ment of sociology; although occasionally the latter are unaware of the
multiple responsibilities of the rural socio!ogistﬁ, and they look as-
kance at'theﬁ because they thinErthat tﬁeir teaching loads are too light.
, The research activities are usually compatible. But here too tensions
rarigé bétheﬁ the two departments, especially if the liberal arts socio-
logists on campus do not do research and writing,orrif the furaf socio-
logists' research is viewed by the others as iacking ih_socioﬁogidai

sophistication,

~The compatibility of.internétional actfvities and normal teaching
and research is problematical. -If.the professor draws oﬁ his overseas
experience in his teaching, or ff he conducts and puBlishes researcﬁ
coming from his international work, the chances are that he will keep
up with his field and perhaps even bé a Bit ahead of it in some ways.
~If he spends his time in administrafion or in liaison with various agencies
in the overseas site, he may well fall behind. 'Hf jmpression is that

overseas experience usually enhances a sociologist's expertise.
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Extension is another matter. The extension administration
demands that one be out in the field advising nbn-socielogists on
a wide range of matters. The academic side demands fhat he teach courses
on campus and that he conduct and write up the fesdlts of original
research. The one requires that he circulate among the countries;
the other that he remain on campus. Extensibn demands that he try

to solve people's practical problems whether or not they involve

sociological expertize. The academic unit requires that he teach and

add to the abstract body of sociological knowledge and is uninterested

in his attempts to resolve practical problems. One result is that the
more faithfully.the extension rural sociclogist tries.tO-fulfill his
obligations to extension, the more out of date his sociological know-
ledge becomes, and the more tension this generates both between'depart-
_ ments and within the rural sociology department itself.

The strains caused by the rift between extension and the othgr
more academic activities are extemely serious in departments dedicated
to both. These tensions are not merely felt by individual facuifyf
members in proportion to their budgets. A department which has ex-
tensioﬁ budgeted in it ténds to attract some othef rural sociologists
who are'iﬁterested in extension even though_they themselves are not so
budgeted, just as a department with international.respoﬁsibilities
attracts other faculty members who are internationally oriented.
Concretely, a department having extension responsibilities will_try

to be an effective extension action agency, in addition to carrying




20
out its teaching and research responsibilities. Unfortunately, it is
‘extremely difficult to carry on effective academic work and effect-
ive extension work in the same small administrative unit. The more
seriﬁusly one applies his sociological expertize, the ltess his work
is understood by the extension administration. The more seriously
he takes his extension obligations, the less he exercises aﬁd ex-
tends his sociological competency. Perhaps the most important net
result is that undér such internal pressure the departments of rural
sociology usually tend to turn away from their.true mission~-ex~
plicating rural life.

L, The prospects for rural sociology. The academic'arm of
rural soﬁioiogy is oriented toward careful expiication.' The job it
has set for itself describing the sociology of the wor}d's_rdrai
péoplqé is staggering. The numbers of ;rained_rural spciologisfs
évaiiab]e to do the job is small-~there are probébly no more than
700-800 Ph.D.s in rural sociology in all the world. Despite the

number of graduate programs which exist on paper, there are not more

than 16 viable doctoral programs in rural sociology ih'the United

States_and_not all of these are provided by fbrmal rural sociology programs.
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Indesd, the Aserican Socinlogical Associatfon (1372) lists oaly 10
Ualted States and cne Camadian uslvarsity empaasizing rraduate work
iv the field, Tasre app«hrs to be caly otte streap doctoral tralulng
progran in rural zociology outside North America. Ceoutrast this with
the case for asciclegy. Thers are about 180 yraduste Trainiag PrOFYanS
in soeiology in the United states aloms, about haif of them offering
¢a. 0. degrees (Azerican Sosiological Assoclation, 1972). An.eunmimatiuﬂ
of ths Roose and Anderzon report (1370) and of tis &Glenn-Villeng (1970)
data shows that thare are perhaps six programs in the Un;tad staten
walch eould be reasonably labeled “ellte deparutments of seociology” on
the basls 5? thelir nublications and thelr prestige. Bignesw is & necag-
gary condition of thelr excellsuce. Tha largest single rural ﬂbeialegy
progran, Cornsll's, is amaller than the smaliest of the elite soclology
pregrama,rand th% largest of tha latter is thrae times the zize of
 Cernellf9 rural socleoleogy department. ! logk at the prograog shnﬁed by
eliﬁa dap&ftmﬂ&ts ig informative. In 1972-1272, all ﬁix atvwaand noali-
'-iical goclolegy, soclescomomic changa, and social stratification. Five
stressed race pelations. zoecial psychology, sociological toeory, and
uri:an socislogy. Four stressad damograpny; formql oprganization,
wathodology amd statiatics, aad ocnupaiioas and professioua (taien From
american Sociclogical Assceoiatlion, 1972). Tnese are the areas wileh by
thelr actions the slite departments define az moat worthy of sxplication
at tals point in nkistory. Host of them are aﬁprapriate subject matters
for a rural sociclogy programr to treat. Yat there ls not a rural soeclo-
logy ;mogram anywhare in the world wileh has the persannel nusbers suf-
fielent te suppert resasreh and graduata traicing in sore than § few of

thesges,
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It takes large numbers of extremely well-trained and dedicated
sociologists to perform the academic tasks excellently in even one
theoretical area of sociology. It takes many times that number to
explicate carefully the important'social phenomena_in_aii. The ex-
plicative task of rural sociology is as broad as that of the rest of
sociology. Done right, it must focus upon more peéple and perhaps a
greéter variety of sociocultural systems. The task is large and the
resources to do it are small.

Yet a few outstanding sociologists in the right spot might do
wonders fbr_rural sociology. _The_rura% sociology system is well insti-
tutionalized. It fs not going to collapse suddenly. Moreover, rural
socfologists (tike other people) use each other as models. Perhaps if
even one absolutely outstanding rurél sociology faculty could be.brouéht
togethgr for a'decade or more it could induce multiplfer affects through
its'oﬁn work and its influence on others. That is, if its members were
_carefully selected and if they were to be free from c0mpet}ng obligations
so that they could conduct research, write, and teach a well-selected set
of graduate students, its example could serve as a guide for the pthers.
Its new Ph.D;s could fill positions in the other programs, thus strength?
eﬁing them. Also, those trained elsewhere would tend to emulate the
work.of a creative group. Conceivably, in a gengrafion or so we could
haQe enough wéll-selected and well-trained personnel so that much of the
bright promise of rural sociology might be fulfillied--enough to describe
and clarify the human social problems unique to the various types of the
vast rﬁral population of the world and enough scientific brainpower to
transform the life experiences of rural peop!gs.into new contributions to

sociological theory and research technology.
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BITORST &N el B VRN DaNRPLEn Mer Peon ad Ve st 9 ey
Tode net owilews that the promise o@m Me Fullillaed. Jnfortungtsly, I
& 6ot aotivigtic aiout {te jossibilities. 7o accomnlisu this, it would
e rocessary Tor at lsest ome big vural aogioiogy Lo Tan to aedicate
izzelf wholly to\aocinlugical explication. Iuterdisciplinary work. would
divert it. Haak sbeiélogy would doom it to faiiure, Faculty commitment
to short-term application of soclological (or etlwr) knowledge would
divert it. Only seilliant, dedicated, single-sioded eonesnyration on
soolological ex;:iicétimz, firmly vased upan reseorch, could auffice.

Uufortenately, such a coucentration {a srovably not possible.
Tise research capability of all present rural sociclogy prograws iz de-
silivaved by the sctivn emphasis of the departmants, sz we have sean, this
is ordained by the bhudgetary regulrement to de “exteusion” work. In ad-
divion, the most capable sociologists are not usually sttraccec to axtan-
~zlon, This ssape that the research-action split within toe departmants
is apgravatad Ly a competency split. The result is that It will be quite
difficult to forr the xind of hard, aciive, and intelloctually ;roductive
group that would Le required to galvanize other programs of rural soalology.

%, Comeclusion., Ax I gaid ir the bheglnuing, rural soclology is a
fiaid of zreat potentlel. Yet it is not at all certain that its promise can
nocoms & reality. What of the future of the rural soeioicgy dejgrtmestsy

C guesa ls 53t mest of thew will improve & tiy, raising @ ewssives or

at least keeping un with the average gquglity of othur soclclogy depart-
ments, Thelr mewbers will gradually increasne, too, But the ailte de-
partuasnts of saciolﬁgy.ara likely tc sweep ahead, addlng conceapiual
clarity, methodological rigor, aﬁd suontantive knowladge -- mostly shout
Tag Gen-pural sector of the world., Thesé will, I stufin, improve far

fagter than the best of the prural soclolopy yrograms, gradually lusaving
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the latter--and most of the rest of sociology--farther and farther behind.
Thus rural people would be deprived of the benefits of the best of socio-
logical knowlédge, and the scientific community will miss the benefits of
the life experiences of rural people. | do not think the rural sociology
progfams will die easily, though in a decade or two they could become
tradition-ridden backwater departments, adding little of importance to
the body of sociological knowledge. Of course, this dreary picture might
change. One can imagine a set of events which could make at leégt one
strong department possible. Obviously, one would have to be the elimin-
ation or neutralization of the present form of extension rural sociology.
Another would have to be a rigorous and effective personnel policy, which
would collect and hgld on a set of outstanding sociologists wholly dedi-
cated to explicating the sociology of rural tife. This would require sub-
étantial funds, and probably dropping the departmental extension function.
| ?f such a department is not in the cards, what will happen to the
task of explicating rﬁrai 1ife? Who will do it? Unfortunately, for the
most part |1 fear it will be relatively neglected. With first one, and
later several, dynamic centers especially devoted to the study of rural
life, | believe that there may not be much incentive forrindividual socio-
logists to devote attention to it. Of course, general sociologists do not
neglect rural life quite as much today as they did 15 years ago.-.The war
in Vietnam, the world food crisis, the sociologists' discovery of rural
poverty--among rural southern blacks, the Appalachfan whites, the reserva-
tion Indians, and the rural Chicanos--has made the majofity of the socio~
logical community a bit less insensitive to the social circumstan;es of

rural people than formeriy. Perhaps the future of the best of sociology
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of rural life lies outside the rural sociology programs. Still, a

more likely, if more pessimistic, forecast is that most sociologists

will continue to ignore the rural population as they have done in the
past.

Yet when all such things are said and done one can't be too
gloomy. Rural sociologists have done remarkable things in the past.
Maybe some who are here in Montreal might just pull together the kind
of program that, defying.the reasoning put forth here, will make it

possible to do our common task well.
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