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Change and social Jeveloprent ameng The Turkish peasaniry can oe facitiiated by
suveral different sorts of actions. Devalopment programs of vario.a iypes indy Con-
senti-ata upon improving the opporiunities for vitlage education, uion the snread of
mass medla, upon the building of roads, increasing mprketing poscib !itias, and so on.
the huran factor, howevoe, rewdins a criticol oicirant in all thewe programs it
wauld secm probable That the responsivenass of indrvidual village: » 1o changs, plays
a targe part in determining howu quickly a pasticular innovation (- 2r-eplted and put
tn use. From an overal! pnint of viaw, Ioca! development moy be & sioed ot indi-

viduals in a given community psychologicaily have a high "propemsivy to {nnovate .

that 18, & generalized willingness to adopt new and useful ways of doirg things.

“oaversely, @ lack or nterest in innovation can slow developmeni in7 ~ulibty jarge
avesiments in time &nd manpower.

e Justificai oo tor the study of villagers' propensily fo . ro e shosld be

~z¢ . Proctical probliems of operaiionalizing the rconcept of pro” i "y To inaGvale
retden Gignit icanit and are not completely solved i this report., g. fthe'ec; v he
cubetantive analysi: deats with a number of :rpouv Tant pointe whi i ld pros2 te
b of intarest 1o btoth He policymakor and the aenceal student ot o in loeal devel-

Aoment

Mesning of fhe Propons’ fy Jo thnovale) lndox
Tha Propensity 1o ‘nrovate !ndex to be used ic this report i« bo nd oo rasponses
‘thres questions Vi'lagers were oskod, "'t o sew and vseiul w. norking ware
nade knouwn to you, would you be willing to be the first person in h village fc

y the naw way?" They wsro also asked, "Suppose thaf such a new :~@r ice wo o learned

by & won of yours. do you think it would be good o accept his recumrandaton of ths
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aev practice, even thoigh you arg his paren!i” ¢ irally, the resvu «

Tienad as to the group they sided whan There =as ionavational con' |

village == the old fashioned, o~ the modavn grfoup? Gireater wil

The now prectice in Yhe tirst two questions, axd incl natjan io & co

moting modern ways wera taken as raflecting haightenad propens)ty

Unidimens iond]) ity of ihe Propensity in inrovate (ndex

One basic problem wonueining the Propensi® ity to innovate ind

» wWei'p

'.'l‘l‘*h

th those pro-

e uncarta.nn

q.lc\’. -

The

<+ to adopt

nnovate

undimansionality. Are the thrae items tepping a single underiying atr fude toua d

naovation, or do fthorc appaar 1o be several different types of or

utder the "propensity to ierovate" rubric? In this cogard, saverol

diea®e that vhe propersity 1o nnovate ic not & comalofely uniag ran

L

== A - 5 . o : ' :
ret ot all, the assou 'at:un- among ihe thisa 'cas making up

‘tamly high.  Uc ng the gamma sretisiic a: tha reasure 0i ey,

g rable tllustratee Fhe rorrelat ong cthich wsmra nhtainsd
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samra 15 8 propertional reductlion in evsor statist ¢ of particod
arainat daia, Yhe 1am categories can be labelied 25 mors inno.

vattve, and fhus, thes s¥atistic seemed 2pprop. iato. A furthes
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The relatively low relationship between the respondent's reported choice of
the modern or the traditional side in a viliage innovational conflici, end the
respondent's willingness to accept his son's recommendation regarding a prospective
innovation Is indicetive of the complex nature of attitudes toward change, Further
ovidonce of this complexity Is provided by 2n analysis of the mos+ important pre-
dictors of each of the ltems making up the Propensity to innovate iIndex. The pre-
dictors can be ranked in terms of thelr proportional reduction of uncertainty; this
measure is described in detail on pagaes 53-54 of Report No. 4.2

Literacy and media exposure proved to be among the best predictors of both the
index item, dealing with the side chosen in village innovationai conflict, and that
congerning the respondent's willingness tr bo the first Il his vitlege to innovate,
Thus, of the top six predictors of side chosen in village innovationai conflict,
only the third best predictor - age- did not relate to literacy or media exposure.
On the other hand, the three best predictors of willingness to accept the recommenda-
+ions of one's son are such factors 8s language, the indox of externcl mistrust, and
the index of educational and occupational aspiration., For this index item, cultural
differences related to language and the personal attitudinal characteristics of the
rospondent appear to be the critical factors. In short, rosponse to this quasiion
secms 1To involve culturol interprotations of the parent-son relationship, as well as
an attitude towerds Innovation per se, As & result, thare appears +c be some degree

of multidimensionality in the Propensity to tnnovate {ndex,

Essontially, "reduction of uncertainty analysis" is an analogue of correlational
analysis without the assumptions of interval date and normel disiritution that
corralational analysis involves, Put most simply, reduction of uncertainty anal-
ysis Involves quantifylng the amount of predictive uncertainty roega-ding somo dao-
pendent verisble, knowing only its "marginal" distributions, and sscertaining how
much that uncertainty is reduced by knowladge of designated lindependont variables,
The statistic on which our analysis is based maasures the percontage reduction in
predictive.uncartainty for 2 dopendent variable associated with Lnowledge of arbi-
trarily designated indapendent, or' predictor, varisbles,



wde

Somo other survey items ore of direct intarest here, Thase items ara:

{. Are there persons in your village who &re known ag those who frequently
introduce new ways of doling things?

2. 1f so, who are these poople?

3. in this village is there much conflict betveen people who want to do things
in the old ways and those who want to do things in new ways?

4, (1t much or some conflict) Which group usually gets what it wants?

Thore Is no clezcr pattern of correiations among these items and the items
included on the index., Since the presence of village conflict 1s a prorequisite
ti.e., “filter") for the index item concerning with whom the respondent sided, a
high correl.tion for this comparison Is necessarily produced. The fo!lowing table
glves the ganma coefficients botwaen the Items on the indox and the other innovation-
rolated questions,

Table 2

Association of 1tems In Propensity to Innovate lndex with Other )tems on lanovation

Side chosen Willingness willingness
in village to be flirst to accept son's
innovational in village recommondation
confllct +o Innovate to innovate
Are there persons vho
frequently introduce :
new ways? .029 .589 .096
Who are these psople? . 126 : -, 105 ' .088
s thore much innovae '
tional contlict? i .260 .002
wWhich sido usually wing? 464 055 .023

First of all, this table shows us that there is o strong relationship between
a respondent's cholce of side in a village innovational conflict and his perception

of which slde usually wins. Rospondent's sayiang they usually chovse the modern side
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sre disproportionately likely to say that the modern group usually vins; a gimilar
pattern is seen for those choosing the traditional group, In the latter case, such
feelings of confidance in victory when conf!ict arises may make resistance to change
particularly tenacious.

Another raelatively high correlation is seen betwoan an individual's willingnaess
to be the first person in his vitiago to Innovate and his report that there ore people
In his village who frequently introduce new wdys. Respondents who report that there
ore parsons who frequently introduce now ways in their viliage arc more willing to be
the tirst to innovate.

A third association is betwean an Individual's Wwillingness to innovate and the
presence or absence of innovational conflict in a villege. Individueis who are willing
to be first to innovate i+end to be In viilages characterized by much, or some, innove-
tional conflict. All these roelationships seem plausible and tend to incresse our
confldence In the related items.

On the othor hand, tho table does Poini out a number of interitem associations
which are quite low. These relatively low sssociations &re distrituted In such a
way that it is difficult to eliminate any item as baing generally irrclevant to prob-
lems of Innovation; yet, it is equally herd to point to a particuler item as ona which
should hove been included in the index. (n general, items used for the Propensity
to Innovate indox appear to be the most appropriate, given the pool of items from
which the index was te bo constructed.

Location of The Innovators

It some people have a higher proponsity to Innovate than others, it is important
to establish Just who these people are, This location can bo atteronter in terms of
the personal characteristics and status raelotionships of the innovators. The former
are important to understand how differential propensities to Innovaie dovelop. The

latter is importont because one wants to know if potential Innovaiors rave sufficient



lendership status to intluence other poople to adopt new practices.
In the following table tho basic relstionships between the Propensity to Innovate
fndex and sex, |iteracy and madla exposure are set out.
Table 3
Relationship between Propensity to Innovete &nd Basic
Charastoristics of the Respondants .

Score on lanovation index

Sex i Med ium ov Mil
les Y - & 3
Formles 47 0 54 65

1008 1008 1008 1008

Liter
Litorate 444 30% 219 128
tiiterate 56 70 79 68

{008 1608 (602 1008

Modia Exposure
High 453 349 29% 132
Mad fum 3t 32 34 23
Low % 32 4 &5

I 1008 1008 1008
upgn 792 3,191 1,837 586

Meles, |itorafes ond thoso people highly exposed to the mass media contribute
disproportionataly Yo the higher Innovatlional groups. Although we have not Included
the actual breakdewns In tho ahove table, as Roport No. 5 on oge polnts out, young
people ore alse more likely to scure highly on the index fﬁan are older people. Hou-
ever, there are ma:my variabley unich do not seem to be associated with this propensity
to Innovate., Those who are heads of houscholds are no tore |ikely to be potential

innovatorg then are non~haods. Similarly, vhother or not ono ouns his land does mot



seom to be reloted to an individual's score on this index. (See also Report No. 6)
Rather han being reloted to such concrote things as fand ownership and being
& household head, the propensity to innovate seoms to bs more strongly ossociated
with psychlic toasswres. In Yable 3 ve demonstrated the importance of | 1teracy and
mdia exposure. If we turn to the actual indices vhilh help describe the villager's
cognitive structure, the importaiuce of +he psychlc dimension Is clear. Again and
again, very strong and consistaent relationships appear beiwoen heving an opan,
imeginative mind end being willing to innovate, again fending support to the notion

of & genoral Innovativaness factor in addition to more specific factors.

Table 4

Propensity to innovate and Measures of Cognitive Structure

Indices ﬂz;glagor'EEZE;;o on lnz;zaflon lﬂ;zz
Community Don't Knowust 718 644 54% 5%
Personal Don't Knows¥® % 65% 5458 368
Ganeral Knowledge AZ% 33 L1} 4 g
Political Empathy 298 24% 198 1ig
Toleranco ot Deviance 268 28¢ 308 34%
External Mistrust® 762 77% 708 53%
Porochiol iam* 584 46% 4% 18%

Ny 794 3,200 i,850 592

*

O these Indices those peoplo scoring in the lowest caftogory are pre=~
sonted in tho toble, since a low rather than » high score indicated
greoter cognitive flexibility,



In every case cxcopt ona, the higher one's score on the Innovaticn index, tho more
kely he is to hove a relatively tlexible cognitive structure =- one which con

be considered "positive" from a developmontal point of viow. Innovators appear to

be pecple who ere generally knowladgeasbie sbout their community, who can project

their thoughts and stretch their imsginations, who are not distrustful of strangers
coming into the village onvironment, and who are not rostricted by parochial loyaltles.
The only Index for which this relationship betwsen cognitive fiexibility and pro-
pensity to Innovato did not hold ues that vhich meosured the villuger's tolerance of
deviance. Here thore wos some tendency for those people with low Innovational pro-
pensity to show more tolerance then was shown by poople with o high innovational

propensity. No convincing interpretation for this finding comas roadily to mind,

Potential Influence Position of Innovators

As was discussed oorlier, potential innovotors +ond To be youig, and thera seems
to be no relationstip betwean propensity to innovate ond whethar an individual is e
household hoad or owrs his own land. This would not seom to indicate that those
people most willing to innovate are in a position where they are porticularly likely
t0 be able to inf uence others. However, when respondents wore esked, '"13 it ebsy
or ditficult for you to discuss your problems with village loaders?" fhose people
scoring high on the Propensity to innovate index are consistently roro likely to say
it is "easy", than are peopie who score low on this index. This refationship holds
aeven when one controls for sex and literacy.

Another characteristic which It would seom desicreble for potential innovators
to have is wide communications network, Extensive personal contacts among diverse
sorts of people would seem to focilitate both the acquisition of knowlodgo about

innovation end 1ts conveyance to others. Several survey items tap this dimension



of the villager's experience, and have been used to make up the ¥ndex ot Interper-

sonal Communication. If we look et the relationship of a respondent's score on this
index to his propensity to innovote, it is clesr that innovetors ere high communice-
tors. Even with sex and !iteracy controlied, those who are more likely to innovate

are also more |lkely to heve 8 high number of interpersonai communications,

Geographjcal Location of Potential jnnovators

It should be of primary interest to the policy-maker to know where potential

innovators are located. 1t the potantial innovators are concentrated among villagers,
who ore ilving In the most developed rogions and in the most developed villages, it
may be sssy to occelerate development in these parts of the country, but ditficult

to reach other parts, On ihe other hand, if these potential [nnovaiors are locefed

in many different types of villages, in rich ones as well as poor ones, in coestal

and Intarior regions, the posaibilities for & widaspread development progrem would

be much more promiging,

As Rogional Report No, 4 has suggested, potential innovators do not seem to be
regionally concentrated. Although there is a high renge from a high of 21 per cent
of the villagers In the Northesstern Reglon who score high on the index, to a low &
per cent of the villagaers in the Southeastern Region who score high; most reglons
cluster around tha notional mean of 12 per cent,

This lack of assoclution between having a propensity to innovate and living In
highly developed sreas is reinforced by our data on the kinds of villagers in which
Innovators aru found. Ho have six separate indices which measure the type of environ-
ment In which the villager lives; two meosures of the individual's socio-economic
status ore olso available, In the following table, the data are prosented so thot we

can determine whether people llving in villages which score high on the viilage



indices (indicating that they reside in more advanteged villages) end people who
indicate that they are of a higher socio-economic stotus display a greater propensity
to innovate than do those living in less advantoged communities or having a lower
socio~economic status,

Table 5

Propansity to Innovate Among Those People Living in Most Advantagad Villages

ond Among Those Who Are of ® High Economic Statuy

Villagers' Score on_lnngvetlon index

vitiage Indices High Hedium Low Nt
Viilage Dsvelopment 0% 32% 3ig 2%
¥itloge Centrality 29% 29% 303 28%
Viitage Establishmants 278 228 24% 16%
Village Governmental Contact 44% 38% a13 368
¥illage Social Services 2% 274, 26% 18%
Village Moss Media Access 368 37¢ 3% 25%

Yillager indices

Sub joctive Poverty 33 338 3%% 3%
Economic Stetus 19% 20% 174 14%
UN" 794 3,200 i,8%0 592

There appears to be surprisingly little relationship botwaen The Type ot village
in which one lives, or one's economlc status ond his propensity to innovate. It is
true in every case that o smaller porcentage of those with @ nil wcore on the index
live in advontagad villages than do those with a high scere. Yowovar, for threo of
the seven indices, poople with o "low" score on the innovation (ndox 2ce more likaly

then people with & "high" score fo live In the most advantaged vil.ages, Thera i3 @



similar Ieck of ralatlionthip betwaen en individual's Score on the ecrrot ¢ status

indices and hls propensity to innovate.

These findings ralse more questions Then they answer. intultivoly, one would
oxpect to find that people with a high propens ity to (nnovats, would secn more likety
to adopt new and more productive practices and therafore vould be mo: @ :iccessful in
~aising thelr stendards of iiving. Similarly, one would expact fo *+ nd “he higher
crosper 1ty of certain reglons of the country |inked to the open-mindedncss of the
reglonal residonts fowards new ways of doing things. Neither of the o reletionships
‘% clearly found In our dota. Wo shall probe more deeply into these ve!stionships

in subsequent anatysis, planned but not yet exacuted,

correintes of the Propons !ty to Innovate tndex

1# we compore determinants of an Individual’s score on the prozuns 'ty to inno~
vate, soveral points =an be mada, First of all, a nurber of itoms rulaing to it~
aracy and mass medin exposure cre tho most important correlates of :'orui on this
innovation Index. Literacy and schopling rank first and sixth among the prediciors
5% lndex scoros; tho mes< medla oxposure index, newspapar reading, - ner> going and
~adle |lstening &ra the second, ihird, fourth, wad fifth most import nt oredictors

‘vom tho stendord set of 22 independent variables.

1t 1s algo inferesting to note the Independent voriables,? whizn wu-e particularly

poai predictors of the P opensity to Innovate index, The four poora-t predictors of
ihi% Indox were viiinga centrality, subjective poveriy, villoge dovoloprent, ond~
the poorest of the group- household size, These variables were nof ragatively

asso-lated with the Innovailon Index, but rathar appesr to ba completely unrelated.

o

A nagative assoclation i+ very unlikely In uncertainty analysis - !f not impossible.
yorlous correlations using @ Pearson product-moment are glven in Rucort Ne. 3 and

support the findings notad here.
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The maan[ng of these zssociations should bo generally cliear. Report No. 3,
mevelopment In Turkey", pressnted soveral |inas of evidance in support of the
cousal effocts of modia axposure; Report No. S will give simiiar information con-
cerning the ceusatl influence of education end litoracy. The data on the predictors
of the Propensity to Innovate index emphasize the Importance of fliteracy end medid
axposure in creating an attitudinal environment which will be supportive ot change.

Although It is ditflcult Yo specify the causal relationships among attitudinal
tectors mpasured In a cross-sectional survey, it is worthuwhile to mention the other
indlces assocciated with the Propensity to Innovate indax. In this ceso we are explor-
ing whot Indicos seem to go together to form @ meaningful attitudinal complex. The
following table prosents the asgociations between the Propensity to innovate Index end
a number of other indices, (Seo Table 6 - page I3)

If ve now consider those other indices in terms of thelr relative association
with the Propensity fo Innovate Index, several points can be made. First of all,
the indices most highly pssociated with the Propensity to Innpvate measurge come from
separate Index groups. The Propensity to Innovate Index thus appoars Yo be most
related to @ perticular cluster of characteristics -- cognifive measures such es
pergsonal 0.K's, empathy, and external mistrust, communlty percaptions such as
Porcelved Viiiage Initiative, and a motivational measure {ike Communsl Cooperstivenoess,
Porhaps this group of Indices roflects & cortain ability to adept o chenging clr=

cumstences which one would expect To be assoclotad with Propensity to Innovate.

Other Interaesting of the data controat the reletively high correlations between
the Propensity to innovate Index and the respondent's aspiretions ond expectations
with the weak reletionships betwaen this index and varlous measures of actual develop-
ment, Thus, the gomma coetficlont for the rolationship betwson the Propensity to
innovate index end the Government Services Wanted index is .276; while the coefficiont

for the relationship between the Propensity to Innovate index end the index of Village
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Table 6

Associations Batween Propensity 1o Innovafe indax and Qther indices

Indox Groups
Community Orientation:

Personal Efflcacy:

Cognitive Dimensions:
Aspirations, and
Expectations:
Village Perspectives:
Use of Economic and
Social Sérvices:
Religious Ot Look :

Pollflcal Posture:

Mobility and Interper-
sonal Comeunication:

Economic and Environ-
mental Factors:

* .
Not independent

ndice
Communal*R%?ponslB?llfy

Communal Cooperativeness
Communal Efficacy

Parsonal Political Efficacy

Community Don't Knows (~)
Personal Don't Knovs (=)
Genaral Knowledge
Political Empathy
Tolerance of Neviance
External Mistrust (=)
Propensity to Innovate
Cognltive Flexibillity¥®

Educ. & Océup. Asplration
Govt. Services Wanted
Favorable Urban Imege
Optimism

Porc'd Village tnitiative
Conc. of Power and Wealth

Headman Oriantation (-}

Use of Agric. Services
Use of Social Services

Relliglous Knowledge
Religious Saliency

Religlious Ritualism
Raligious Strictness

Desire for Pol. Participation
Voting Participation
Pol, Party Knowledge

Geiographical Mobility
Interpersonal Comsunication
Media Exposure

Exposure 1o Chenge

Subjective Poverty
Economic Status

Vlllage Devalopment
Village Centrality
Village Establ ishments
Village Govt, Contact
Village Social Services
Village Mass Media Access

~Goamme Coatficient

of sssociatlion

072
. 357
.094

. ',.'4

-,285
.298
214
. 220
-.0i9
.210

JTI9%

. 169
.278
018
. 160

-.468
.039
.089

071
133

.069
-. '46

.090

.099
.036
l'aa

. |4|
. 148
.239
. 156

.054
.061
053
013
.066
.025
0055
.090

Relative
Rankin
(Top )

3



Davelopment is only .053,

The méanlng of these sorts of compariSons would seem toc be that the Propens ity
to Innovate index is more closely related to an individual's wants and desires than
It is to the state of his village. Two initial comparisons cen bo made here. The
low levels of assocliation betweon the Propensity to innovate Index and the Indices
of Subjective Poverty and Economic Status indicate that an individual's sctual aeco-~
nomic gsituation is less related to his Propensity to Innovate than his wants and
aspirations.

Finally, we can look at the villagers' saeveral types of government services from
a similar perspective. The associations between the Propensity to Innovate Index and
the Indices of Use of Agricultural Services and of the Use of Social Services are .07!
and ,133, respectively. These statistics are somawhat less than the associations
between Propensity to Innovate and the indices of Educational and Occupational Aspiration
and of Covernmant Services Wanted. Here again there is & tandency for the assocliation
between the Individual's wants ond his Propensity to innovate tv be higher than other
associations., Mony factors would seemingly intervene between a generalized propensity
to innovate and actual innovetion - which Is not to say that such a propensity is un-
inportant,

Since these essoclations betwaen the Propensity 1o innovate Indox and aspiration,
action, personal economic condition, and village development are of such basic interest,
it was decided to carry tho analysis further. Caiculating the corrazlations betwaen
the Index of Propenslf§ to Innovate and other variablos helps in summerizing the material,
but does not provide @ view In depth of the indices and Items asscciated with this
innovation index. in particular, |t seemed valuable to prasent some of the indices
and items correlated with the index of Propensity to Innovate when simultanoous con-
trols for sex and |iteracy were employed. This techniqua parmits us to consider the
rolationship betveen the irnovaetion index and other questions In isolation from two

variables (sex and |iteracy) which seom to be causally associatad with a number of



Table 7 Propensity to Innovate and Various Items and Indices With Controls for Sex and Literacy

Male Literazes Male Illiterates Female Literates Female Illiterates.
Propensity to Propensity to Propenaity to Propensity to
Innovate Innovate Innovate : Innovate

Hi Med Low Nil Hi Med Low Nil H Med Low Wil BEi Med Low Nil

Aspirations and Expectations:

Index of Govt. Services

Wanted (Eigh Category) 65% 61X 55X 42% 72X 57% 53% 43%7 627 65% 53T 46% 66X 56% 42% 25%
Interest in Vocational Course 95 95 92 74 92 8 75 56 93 92 8 80 7?5 67 53 35
Interest in Learning to Read
and write - - - - 79 64 58 41 - - - - 56 41 33 21
Wish for Land, Equipment, Roads
or Water 45 41 39 28 81 42 40 27 30 23 21 28 25 26 21 14
Actions:
Has Used Govt. Credit 47% 46X 47Z 38X 57% 51% S50% 47% - - - - - - - -
Has Received Govt. Supplies 31 36 31 29 40 33 30 20 - - - - - - - -
Has Consulted With Agricultural
Agent 33 311 27 20 29 19 21 9 - - - - - - - -
Taught Self to Read and Write 16 17 21 16 - - - - 3 6 0 4 - - - -
Use Metal Plow 40 42 4 29 28 35 28 23 33 36 31 47 3% 28 35 32

Economic Factors:
Subjective Poverty (High Category) 382 45% 472 61X 26%Z 29X 32X 39X 51 52X 53% 48% 27T 272 302 36X
Economic Status (High Category) 25 27 21 18 12 17 14 9 280 33 26 33 14 17 18 14

Motivational Pactors:
Index of Communal Cooperativeness

(High Category)* 92Z 897 84X 62T 952 88 82T 65% 75T 79% 62Z 58X 73% 66% 54X 36X
Index of Communal Responsibility
(bigh Category) 46 47 40 32 44 34 36 20 35 55 47 48 364 38 36 29

Environmental Factore:
Index of Village Development
(High Category) 29 35 137 23 28 27 30 15 35 51 46 57 29 30 29 24

N 274 788 384 45 142 797 458 159 77 158 78 24 299 1448 <917 358

®
Tais index was dichotomized; all the others were trichotomized
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At the beginning of this report we discussed the multidimensionality of the
Propensity to Innovate Index, and the fact that it appéars to measure one's
attitudes toward parent-son relationships as well as one's attitudes toward
innovation per se. On the other hand, the existence of several plausible
rolationships between the Propensity to innovate index and othor questions
asking about innovational conflict in the viilage increases one's confidence in
the general utility of this index,

Our analysis has also estoblished that the propensity to innovate tends to
develop disproportionately among males, young people, literates and those who
are highly exposed to the mags media, In general, those who ore willing to inno-
vate tend to be people with open, Imaginative minds,

We have also Inquired about the status of innovators in their villages.

They do not seem to be paople who have the stotus of age, nor the pover associ-
ated with {iving in a family of landowners, {n spite of this, however, inno-
vators do feel efficacious towards village lzaders. They are also pzople with a
side net of interpersonal communications, and this behavioral {irait should con~
tribute both to their acquiring of knowledge about innovatlons and to their oppor-
tunity to communicate new idoas 1o others.

The propensity to innovate also seems to be rclated more to asgirations
and expectations than to the type of actions in which one has engagsd, The poten-
tial innovator is not only very interosted in roceiving ali typec of soervices,
but he also indicates that he would bo more willing to cooperate in communal pro-
Jects taken on in his village.

We found no relationship between the type of village reglon in which the re-
spondent lived, or in his own economic status and his score on *he Propensity to
Innovate Index. In general, our findings indicate that many fectors intervene be=
tween 2 generalized propensity to innovate and actual innovotion, but that such a

propensity may be meoningful In its own light.





