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Ahstr(l(:t 

71,e most significallt ilUlicafor of Ihe jarmi/lg il/ r//ral Dem Gha=i Khan 

\l'as cooperation amollg the /till/ify, Bamcleri lind commllllily/vil/age 

illhabitffnls. Most oj Ihe rllml population directly or indirectly involves in 

lIgricllllllre. During the han'eslillg and cultivation seasolls had also been 

the strengths oj the /tllllily, Bamde!'i alld comlllunity. The role oj killship 

jor cooperatioll is the lIIosl illlportam /t1l:lOr in ruml agmrian social 

organization Cooperation all/ollg Ihe re!alil'es alld l30mderi members had 

been socio-clfltural vallie oj lIte social orgallization i l l ruml Pllly'ab. Tltis 

lIIutual cooperatioll had been .'1Ylllbolized {/lid /J/allifested ill agricuflul'lll 

activities. The local social junctiolls were carriers ojsocio-cullllral vollies 

and symbols. III /'III'lI1 area. people had bindillg oj bal'lldel'i ,\yS/eIll. They 

do coopemte lI'ithill /tlll/ily and baraderi system lmd &II'odel'i is like a 

/tullily. The elose relatives take part ill /tlil/ily jarmillg pl'acfices ill the 

area. This system is in the shape oj hierarchy and concerned socio­

ecol/olllic I'lIlIkil/g of social Ifllils. If you have more land, then yOIl are 

//lore pOll'er j ull illihe area. These are divided in 111'0 groups like IWlUers 

and gatherers, fhe firsl phase of the deve!opme/ll oj hUll/an society. Thi,\' 

research was condllcled ill rlll'lll Del'll GIU/zi Khan Dislricl, More 

specifically. this research study lI'as COlldllcted ill Union COllncil Kala. 

Mosl oj the respondents for Ihis SIII(1y are from ftwlllil/g COII/II/llllif ies living 

ill Ihal IIIlioll cOllllcil Dislrict Dera Cha=i khan has approximately 2 

lIIi/lioll people. This district Itfls mallY IIIlioll COlIl/cils bill t have lakell 

I'/fralllll;on cOlfllcil for this SlIflly. twas 1/ot be able fo interview the entire 

poplllatioli. So, jor this stll(1y tOO ftll'lIIel's have been takell as re.'J'pOfulellts. 

COl1vellient sampling techllique was applied ill this research because it 

was huge poplliation oj the union co unci!, Union Council Kala has mOllY 

/tWilling comlllunities and Villages. So, the lIIost jeasible simple cOllvelliellt 

feelll/ique Iwd been appliedjor tltis specific sfudy. 

S ha hzlld Ahma d 
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INTRODUCTION 
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Our soc ial relationship relating family fanning is dete rmined by 

cooperation in fanni ng. in the rural area of Dcra Ghazi Khan. This society 

consist ing of three major classes. Elite class has more land in the rural 

arcas. Middle class has rew acres of land in rural arcas. Lower class is 

rrom landless community members in the villages of th is resea rch loca lit y. 

Elite classes arc totally independent whose ha ve land ownershi p along 

with other resources like Industry. Our middle class arc get education and 

doing j obs and survive your lire from better way. Lower c la ss consists or 

individunl who arc worki ng on lands and doing ranning. These peop le live 

mostly in rura l areas and doing farming. Some docs other work that is live 

in rural areas, like some do work as a labor. Mostly doing farm ing and 

rarming is thei r source of income. Main foc lls of Ihi s study is lower class 

that does fanning. These societies are tota ll y dependent on land owners 

und possess few resources like small land ownership. They have little 

amount or land ror fann ing. They save their yields. They arc bound to 

cooperate in farming with each other. Their soc ial relations. their soc io· 

economic background, marriage pntterns, fami ly structure and 

socia lization determ ined by cooperation in family rnrl11ing in the area. In 

Dera Ghazi Khan consist of land wh ich is irri gated by canal s and the land 

wa tered by rain . 

In rura l area, people have binding of Baraderi systcm. This is the main unit 

o r action. the member of thi s unit related by blood. They do cooperate 

wi thin rami ly and Baraderi system and Baraderi is like a family Eg lar. 

1960 the close relatives take part in ramily fa rming practices in the area. 

This system is in the shape of hierarchy and concerned soe io-cconomic 

ranking o f soc ial units. If you have more land, then you are more powerful 

in the area. Ifwe go to past and sec the huma n li ves, we saw human li ve in 

mountains, rorests. and caves because that time peoples are not soc iali ze. 

The social groupings describe the soc ial inequali ty. These are divided in 

two groups like hunters and gatherers. the fi rst phase or the development 

of humrm society. The male and fema le members do difTerent work like 
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male do hunting and rem ale collect rood. Aftcrwards, this hurlHlIl society 

had experi enced band organization. band is designated to a small group or 

people who. s related by kinship or marriage systcm. 

When we study any society lirst we examine the socinl orga ni zation. In 

this phase human society witnessed non industrial living patterns, 

including hort icu lture and agricultu re. How this society is just passing 

through non-industrial phase or human development. Kin. tenant ranners 

and sharc croppers, have 10 pay re nt to the ir land lords. They exchange the 

lnbor to save some amOllnt or yield ror themse lves. In hi s regard, they 

exchange the labor and cooperation in rarm ing wh ich is the main rocus or 

this study. When we saw the socia l organization or any society, it's 

different rrom each other, because each has its own way orrelating people. 

A socia l organization is the runctional and dynamic aspect o r social 

system. 'Hunter and Whitten 1976 said soc ia l organizati on as it 's the 

systematic order o r social relation by act s or choice and decision, and 

that 's prov ided by social structure and argued." Socia l strUCLUre consists 

or different soc ial classes wi th in the society. It 's as Marx consider class 

structure and iI ' S based 011 economic posit ion. Who achieved 

characteristics can influence mobi lity. The main ruture is productive 

property. This production cons ist three aspects. These are as under, Nature 

(raw material) Tools (technology) I-Iuma n labor (human energy). 

These aspects can be seen in ramily rarming too because its means 

product ion. First we take nature and wc can assumc the la nd which is lIsed 

ror ranning. The second tools we can assume the techniques or technology 

used by rarmers. The third aspect gives liS direction that how rarmer 

exchange their labor. like cooperation. 

t. t Fa mily System and cooperation ill Farming 
Family is the elemenl'ary inst itution or soc ial organ iza tion in any society. 

where individual learn and survive your lire. According to Murdoch 1949, 

He said the ramily as a kinship group who consist one married couple and 

person sexual reproduction, economic and educational runction. There are 
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three types in the area where the research conducted. Nuclear Fam ily 

System, Extended Family system Joint Fam il y System. 

The fi rst type of family system is nuclear family whi ch compromise of one 

married couple. Thi s couple takes dec ision and works both. They share 

everything of life with each other. The second type o f family system is 

extended family. It 's the most common type. It includes the a iel parents 

with the families o f their ma rri ed sons. They lived together and shared 

some things with each other's. In thi s family system take decision the ir 

parents. The third lype of famil y system is joint fami ly where two or three 

married brothers lived together. They work together and share everything 

o f life wi th each other. and work together. The family system in the 

se lected area for this study is of patriarchal type, where eldest male 

member take all important decisions of the house ho ld . They have to 

decide with which family they can exchange the human energy in farming. 

Its socia -economic StatllS of the family which cooperates in farming can be 

exchanged. It indicates the cooperation in family fa rming act ivities take 

place by the same kind of soc ial class of the soc iety. 

The idea and treatment of" Weber's status and class shows the manners in 

wh ich he re lates the material basis of soc iety to the ideo logica l basis. The 

pm])ose of hi s bringing the status is that he gives a more balanced and 

flex ible detail s rega rdin g the social differences and its imp li cations for the 

soc ial actor 's I ived experience. 

1.2Wcbcr Social class theory 
Three aspects of c lass have been classified by Webber. A particular part of 

life chances of actors, th e base of which is on economic interests and 

wealth have been presented under conditions of labor and commodity 

markets. The result of material resources possession gathered by 

advantages in the market is distinctive qualiti es in terms oflhe standard of 

living. Accordin g to Webber, The main class differences are defined by 

the wealth possession. A definite advan tage and 111 0nopoly is enj oyed by 

the owners of the propel1y ove r th e actions in the market or commodities 
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and the labor. They enjoy the spec ial access to the wea lth sources crea ti on 

on behalr or ownership and markct contro l. Among property owners a sub 

divi sion has been made by Webber which is based on the wea lth creation 

sources and means. Wealth is used by the Entrepreneuri slTl their 

commercial ventures. Renters get the profit by interest on their property. 

through investmen ts on land rents. There me advantages rrom both rorms 

o r ownership which result rrom the ab ility to convert the property in to the 

money. 

Family ra rmi ng can be taken as set of values. This practice has been 

witnessed in west America. It conti nues to be seen as the ideal product ion 

unit by many. Strange (2008) said that farming is soc ial act ivity. 

a) Tools that gua rantee the poss ibiliti es to de fend and obtain ownership! 

use ofland as fundamental production mean ror rood security. 

b) Acccss to sceds 

c) For cmpowcrment, the organization and marketing capability of rarmer 

families. 

d) Accurate Food product ion and consumption under a nutritiona l view 

poinl. 

e) The migration o rthe impact of clima te change. 

f) Finally, it is the rundamental to Face the crises of family rann ing 

because the cultural devaluation of rarming. In these case tool s arc 

education, It is know how defense of bio diversity. Further he suggested 

that Pak istan has one or the vastest and best irrigation systems, and in 

Pakistan Indus river is the largest irrigation system or the world . This 

system o f water more than 16 million hectors of land. In this area some 

people have pet animals. Some do farming ; these things arc thei r source o r 

incomc. Some poor people se ll their lands and move to c it ies and search of 

li ve lihoods. 
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1.3 O bjectives of t he stud y 

I. To study the demographic pro llle of the Respondcll t. 

2. To find out the trends o f fami ly farming in rllral area . 

3. To find out the cooperation in fam il y farming. 

4 . To ex plore the impact of family cooperati on in farming. 

1.4 Significa nce of t he stud y 
Th is study is attempt marginally constructed topic. This study is desc ribed 

it is not sufficien t work, for this study lite rature production is important. Its 

direct linkage tbe rural life it 's not allrac ti ve for researcher in Pakistan 

bccause mostl y peop le re lated with agri culture. Therefore this gets 

attention of the researcher so to work in thi s domain. It 's very important 

see these trends who re lated agriculture should be recorded. The current 

topic will add to ex isting soc iolog ic<ll literaturc and provide the new 

direct ion. There fore we understand the trends o f family fanning and it 

impl icati on. It wou ld also tell us that what are the socio-economic 

cha llenges faced by family farmers. In this perspective it would be unique 

study, 

6 



Ch:lptcr No.2 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
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The review of the literature provides guideline ond knowledge to the 

researchers regarding their resea rch topic. Thc previous publ ished work o f 

scho lars and researchers regarding the related fie ld is dep icted in the 

literat ure review (Sckaram, 1992) 

2.1 Concept offamily Fanning 

When we examine and defi ne o f fo mil y farms. Many stoke holders do 

different feast it and recognized when he do purely ana lyze for the 

im plcmentation of government programs food agriculture organ izati on. 

There is lorge var iation among definitions o f fam ily fo rms. Some 

de finitions of fa mily fanni ng areas under, the domestic component are al so 

a component of agriculture prod uction and fam ily re lationships meon work 

re lations hips. One major and consequentia l concern o f al l family fa rmers, 

thcrefore, is to define and order house ho ld relati onships rea l-t ime in kin 

and in productive terms (Rogers and Saloman 1983). 

The second de finition is fami ly farming is systematic way o f farming and 

productive system where a farmer takes profit from your land because the 

farmer works in yOllr land and wants to a good prod ucti on. From in this 

system here court some examples, like th ey do marriages their son's 

daughtcrs and make thei r hOllses and have pet an ima ls because their lands 

are their source of income. Family farming is the owner-operated system 

in which most important goa l of fa rmers is to work on their own asset 

particu larly land. Fami ly farmers finance their farm s th rough in ternal 

fi nance mechani sm including labor in the fa rming. Family /fu"ming which 

includes a ll family based agricu lture activit ies is a means of organizing 

agriculture. forestry. fi sheries pastoral etc. 

2.2 The rcJ:ltivc conccl}( of 11.1radcri Farming 'lS f.uni ly rarming in 

PUllj llbi VillllgC 

Punjab is the biggest province of Pakistan and its maJ or portion of the 

population living in the rural areas. Here people living style same and 

occupati on same as fami ly farming" In !"llral areas land~owncrs li ke 

Zamindar and land less like commies people live together with full 
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harmony. They lived together as a single Baraderi aga inst a similar 

Baraderi of another village. Baradcri means the dem ise of family in the 

Punjabi. In village, they performed all work that 's will of farming 

coll ect ive ly. They exchange the gift to another like mil k, bUller ctc. 

Eglar, 1960. 

2.3 Socinl organ ization of Industrial agriculture farming coml1l uni ty 
Fanning is a social practice rather of industrial activ ity with the emergence 

of industrial agricul ture technology. Industrial agricultural experts gave a 

shape of the minds of the people towards conventional and industrial 

agriculture while fanni ng is cons idered as indigenous soc ial, cultural and 

economic practice wi thin soc ial sc iences. The value of private ownership 

of land al so appear central to the value setofT fami ly farming Strange 1998. 

2.4Ilaradcri farming as socio-cu lturnl symbol li nd va lue in PUlljllbi 
vil lage 
In the rural area the fanning is considered the life of people. Rural people 

and farmi ng lies in the symbols and values. Sociologist have referred to 

famil y farming as an important cultural symbol Sinnellla 2005. Taylor 

1954) encompassing an innuential set of val ues Rohwert 1951, where 

valuati on of family is central (Fink 1986). 

The culture of Baraderi based fanning has been the asset of people living 

in the vil lage of Punjab. The associa ted va lues with Baraderi rarm ing were 

the base of the social so lidari ty, integrity and the unity of the rural people. 

The benefi ts of local agriculture pract ices are not even the prima ry. 

e lementary, elementary and secondary education syllabuses taught in the 

rural areas of Punjab. Though the importance of famil y va lucs in farming 

decisions are readil y acknowledge by sociologists, there is still 

disagrcement over how these va lues translate to decisions on the farm. 

Bennett and Kohl 's 1963, the emerging trends indicate the bleak scenario 

of indigenous farming that would be dangerous for rural livelihood in the 

near future. The resuhs of thi s study are the reminders to the sociologists 

and pol icy makers which help them to cons ider farm values as a major 
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pred ictor of the recepti vity to the agricu ltu re land and its use conversions. 

The foclls of Government agencies and private sector is main ly over the 

rental fees and subsidies wh ich are considered as incentives fo r land use 

change. Wi thout addressi ng how residents the main va lues are o nen 

embedded in their land use choices. The foc ll s o f fut ure studies shou ld be 

the capturing of more va lucs and op inions wh ich determ ine support for 

alternati ve land use programs, namely the study of co llecti ve noti ons of 

fanning and appropriate convers ions or fa I'm land to mher uses. 

2.5 Thc transmission ofagricultul'e knowledge mechanism in family 
Farming 
Farming practice encompasses much loca l knowledge of agri culture that 

can be transmilled the futu re generati ons. Farm er has always been engaged 

to pass their knowledge to next genera tions through socia li zation process. 

During the farming prac tices, f~mlle rs take their o ff spring to the fie lds. 

The people who rose by the fanners and are ta ught va lues and practices 

which have been passed from one generation to the other generations. The 

values wh ich are connected to the fami ly fann ing are extremely important 

to their sense o f scl f, and opin ions regard ing rnore suitab le fanning oplions 

and po licies. The sociolog ists have always acknowledged the im porlance 

of the fam ily values in the fa rming dec isions. but still there is 

disagreement over how these values can be translated in to the decisions 

relating the fa rm article of fami ly farmi ng and the International 

connections c.g. between si bl ings may also serve to mai ntain trad itional 

va lues because o f the reinforcement of familial idea ls among 

peers.(Carlson and Dillman 1983). 

Fink ( 1986) exp lains that the values whic h are assoc iated with the good 

fa rming are also linked to the fam ily fa rming with visible contrast to all 

the negative aspects of the corporate, espec ia lly in impersonal and 

commercial, extcndcd busincss farming where the pri vate ownersh ip is 

strongly stewardshi p (S trange 1988). 
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Wester l-Ie rber(2004) explores 1ha1 th e continuity of this connection 

between pan iculur parcels o r family and owned land is often key to farmer 

identity. On thc tradi tional family Farms the Families used to work side by 

side with each other's and the younger generation was a lso ta ught about 

the lay of the land. At that time opportllnities were also made fo r shared 

dreams, sati sfy ing communication. and intimacy.(Z irnmerman and Fetsch 

1994 125). 

Bennell and Kohl's ( 1963) who studi ed over the Canadian ranchers, 

explored that the agriculturally innovat ive individuals were those with 

establi shed operat ion and without hav ing parenta l ass istance .They 

suggested that if a fa rmer is re lalCd and connected with the prev iolls 

generation then hi s or her own way of working and doing things is a lso 

polished as establ ished and tradit ional methods. He further told that 

preservation of va lues can al so lead to lack of innovat ion, which is shown 

in Bennett and kohl 's (1963) study. Further with their cognit ion of the 

hi story of trees on farmland, it is also vitalto keep in mind the future 

effects of planting trees on farmland. Farmland is taken OUI o r traditional 

crop prod uction by planting trees back onto cleared land. 

In the Wester*I-lerber's(2004) rev iew regarding th e soc io logy of land use 

connicts, she explores that if fanners in the area are dependent ovcr the 

land for farming and catt le grazing and lhat land has been changed 

phys ically then it cannot provide the mcans for an everyday existencc. 

Furthermore the planting trees on farmland can al so be regarded as erasing 

an important symbol of prev ious generat ion and of a person's family 

heritage because it is a move away from traditional land uses, 

(Radeke 2003:73). 

In many Alberta farmi ng communiti es there are several generat ions of 

farmers whi ch are labored for years over feeli ng the trees, chopping the 

stumps and pick ing roots so that they could clear the land for farmin g_ The 

idea of planti ng trees on land was the idea of the parents which was kept 

by them. Further the land planted wi lh trees can be perceived as the land 
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which is not \vorthy for fanning in the trad itional sense and by the future 

genera ti ons. So it can bc conc luded thai fa nners wit h strong va luation of 

fam ily farming will ha ve less chances to support a tree plantation 

programllled (Neu man et ai, 2007) . 

To dcter the cconomic interpretations o f transformat ion in rLLral farmin g 

sociology there have been suggestions that actors' Illotives which were not 

economic and that the ideology associated with the fam ily farming and its 

cu ltural dimension , made it possible to understand why it was prese rvcd 

(De Haan 1994: Mooney, 1983.) In the perspective like this the challenge 

of analyzing fami ly farming is like its reproduction through the crit ical 

moment of tra nsmiss ion to an he ir. (Bcss ierc 20 10; Champagne 2002; 

Marsden, 1984). 

2.6 Socia l ca pital and sociHI relations 
Social capital is dcfi ned and understood in the context of relati ons bctwecn 

individuals. dai ly taking pari in variolls soc ial network s. To understand th e 

soc ial cap ital as a product of active mutua l engagement of individuals is 

more bcneficial and fruitful. (Johannes son et al. 2005) in this way socia l 

cap ital is not a property which can be amassed, stored or owned. it is an 

cffect of practice or the way of peoplc ' s engagement in their soc ial 

relat ions. We can say tha t resulting fab ric of socia l rclations is 

arrangemen t in relation to each other that is the result o r their bcing a 

multipli c ity o r trajectories, (Massey 2005). 

Calvino ( 1997) stated that in the rural Punjab, social relations among the 

fanncrs wcrc the core va lues of fanning as hcritage rrom their ancestors. 

That valuc can symbolized in the harvesting and sowing seasons when the 

farmers helped each other . They al so assistcd when someone construct 

one's house. All the vil lage go together and worked like one in Vil lages. 

With passagc or time, agricu lture techno logy disengaged the farm!.!r from 

their soc ia-cullural va lue or soc ial network and group work too. The 

disappearancc orsocia l network leads to the erad ication of social capita l o f 

the farming communi ty members in the villages. Family farming (which 
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includes all family· based agriculture activities) is a means of organi zing 

agriculture. fo restry. li sheries. pastoral and aquaculture production which 

is managed and operated by family and predominantly rel iant on family 

lubor. including both women 's alld mcn 's. The family and the farm are 

linked, co~evolve and combine economic. environmental, soc ial and 

cultural functions FAD, 2013. From a social perspect ive , family fa rming is 

associated with lami ly values, such as so lidarity, continu ity and 

commi tment. Fami ly farm ing is more than an occupational cho ice; it 

renects a lifestyle based on beliefs and traditi ons about living and work. 

The delinitions emphasize the preva iling fam ily valucs. However, it 

should note that in practi ce the opera tion of a fam ily farm is not always 

harmoni ous and internal frictions in th e family may ex ist <lS, for example, 

in si bling or inter-gcnerat ional ri va lry. 

2.7 Family farming preserves the fraditional culturc 
Traditions vary rrom the community to community. In thc Plinjabi 

villages, Baraderi system has been the relative traditi ona l mod of farm ing. 

Intra village Baraderi was considered as one famil y of one village. In this 

scenari o whose agrarian acti vities gave the generation in the community? 

In the Punj<lbi vi llages, the tradition of Wangar/ Mang as labor for farming 

on the intra and inter villages' leve l was prevalent. Such sort of exchange 

o f labor was based 0 11 the stron g ties among the vil lagers . Agriculture 

technology is rep lac ing the human labor and weakening social re lations. 

Now, the villagers are going away rrom their traditions which suit to the 

fam ily farming as traditions of the vil lages. The ex istence of fami ly farm s, 

particu larly small scales ones is a sign ifica nt part of nationa l rural cultural 

heri tage customs, dress, music and habitats. The sma ll family farms mean 

loca l communiti es. These rarms popula tion provides various servi ces to 

their communities. Many messes recogni ze thi s contribution and make 

considerable efforts to ensure the continuation of some grOllps or small 

ramily rarmers. ror example the crofters in Scotland (Eg lar 1969). 
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2.8 The strength of loYltlt)' and bonds of kinship in fami ly farming 
The sound family system determ ines the strong motivat ion and loya lty to 

work as si ngle un it in the rura l sell ing. In the rura l Punjab. Baradcri is like 

one family in one village and members of the Baraderi work like ki nsh ip 

bond mechani sm. The strengths of family fa rm ing are that the bonds of 

kinsh ip mean in general that they have more moti va ti on and loya lty to the 

farm. Also, family labor is morc nex ible and will even resort to se lf­

cx ploitati on to overcome chal lenges o f weather, oth er shocks typical of 

agri cultural processcs and market volatility. The Buraderi bases the mora l 

rurnl economy. The recent problem is that modcrn agri culture is going to 

break the kinship bonds rep lacing moralit ies to the capi tal intens ive 

farming system in the villages of Punj ab. The weak kinshi p system 

discouraged the family labor in the agra ria n activit ies and encourages the 

agriculture technology which is foreseen in the Punjab i vill ages. Such a 

change is very disastrous fo r famil y fanning. The resu lt is that European 

farming sector, domi nated by family structu res. has shown res ilience and 

ab ility to surv ive over ccnturies. 

2.9 Fami ly fanning never resistcd modernization 
Some people see family farming as constrai nt towards mode rniza ti on. 

They confuse modern development wi th the fa rmin g practices. Modern 

inform at ion technology clears the weathcr var iab il ity and kecp thc farm ers 

informat ive regarding all sorts o f req ui red info rmat ion rclevan t to the 

agri culture. Through fast modern information system, rural people can be 

in fo rm ed rcga rding the prices of the produce and market posit ion o f the 

agriculture product. The modern agricuhu re technology whi ch is 

d isturbing the soc ial tics among farmer social orga nization is particularl y 

be ing condemned by the social sc ientists work ing 0 11 agriculture. Family­

based farming not only resisted modern ization but deve lor)(~d and 

conso lidated into it (Rcmy 20 10). 

It is fundamenta l to face the crises o f family farmi ng because of the 

cult ural devaluation o f Farm ing. Whil st the family-farm ing model 

dominated throughout the I 960s. it was to the detriment of compet ing 
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models such as peasant farming or corporate farming. As from the I 980s, 

fo llowing a major agriculture cri ses in the 1970s and faced with the 

emergence of industrial farming. the corporate model bcg<m to dominate 

once ugn in (M ull er et a l. 1989). 

2. 10 C ultura l ideology of family farming 
Perceptions, thoughts and minds of the rural peop lc orc re lated with thcir 

spec ifi c cldturnl ideology that is symbol ized in agricultural practices as it 

looked the ru ral Punjab where Baraderi looks like one fam ily that rcnects 

clil tural ideology o f socially sound co llectivc limning in onc vi llage but 

with passage of time changing pallern of farming a are also modify ing 

particular ideology offarming. 

The emergence of modern agriculture technology is moti vating capi tal 

based fanning eradicating the cultural associating fanning. To counter 

economic interpretations oftrnnsformatio n in farming, rurnl soc iology has 

frequent ly suggested that actors' moti ves were not only economic and that 

the ideology assoc iatcd with family fa nning, its cultural dimension, were 

what made it poss ible to understand why it was preserved (De I-Iao ll 1994; 

Mooney 1983). In such 0 perspective. the chall enge of onalyzing fa mily 

formi ng is its reproduction through the criti ca l mOlllent of transmission to 

an hei r (l3ess ier 20 I 0; Champagne 2002) . 
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Socia l structure is the system of soc ial relations. During that system, soc ial 

acti vit ies arc performcd. Social orga nizati on is also an acti vity or process. 

Therefore. the activities or process of activities which arc performed 

represcilt soc ial orga ni zati on. These acti vit ies and proccss of acti vit ies arc 

performed with posi tion to soc ial relati ons and socia l system in a vi llage. 

More specifically, fa rm ing act ivities. particular socioMcultural occasions, 

and ceremonies, social dea ling skills of family members represent the 

soc ia l organi zation. Industrial agriculture has changed all the activities <Hld 

process o f activ ities and has given rise the new soc ial organization which 

is not reliable wit h the family farm ing in Punjabi villages. 

3. 1 T he T heory of C lose co rporate Pe:15:1111 Communily 
Wo lf Theory of peasant fa rmer community is the mi xture of close 

corporate peasant cOllllllunity. 

3.2 Close corporntc communi ty 
Eric Wolf, ( 1961) presented thi s theory which is based upon cooperation 

based fami ly farming community. Wolf exp lained differences between 

peasants from other norHJrban groups which are based on the other 

criteria. They are named as rura l agriculturalists that pu rpose is to keep 

control over land, and their major object ive is to survi val instead of 

bus iness. Through these criteria 's, the peasants have been considered 

diO'erent from other rural producers and from agricultura lists who do not 

cont rol their land and lastly, from cultivators who cons ider fanning as a 

busi ness enterprise. Thus one can conclude that th e peasantry contains 

many variati ons; especia lly there have been discussed two important types 

in detail. These two ty pes are the closed corporate peasant community and 

the open peasant community. The closed corporate peasant community has 

represe nted a limited social system which has many clear cu t limits, for 

both OlJlsiders and insiders. It has a structural identity over the time. Land 

ownership's base is over the community membersh ip. Community 

members produce according to their household needs as they se ll only 

limited which is extra for them and afier thi s they buy goods from the 
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outs ide. Wolf mentioned that in Latin America the communit ies li ke these 

have been tended to be unique villages which arc located on remote land 

which is fanned wi th traditional technologies like hand tools, and ox­

drawn plough. Because their land is too poor for occupation by national 

clites, that is why they exist in part. Their resource base which is very 

poor ensures their poverty. He ex plained that the community is poor (Wolf 

1955:457), emphasis in the ori ginal. With in the closed corporate peasant 

community in Latin America, His argued, power is intertw ined with the 

re li gious systetl11hat defines "the boundaries of the communi ty and acts as 

a rally ing point and symbol ofcoltecti ve unity (Wolf 1955:458). 

A male-dominated hierarchy is re lated to the politico-religious system. 

Men ga in status as they lead to various positions in the system, but as they 

advance they are gra teful to fund expensive common actions and 

expenditures fcasts, rel igious celcbrations, and processions. Therefore, as 

men ga in status, they lose wealth. The pol it ico-re ligious system in hibi ts 

thc dcvelopment o f class div isions and aSSCrlS the power of the community 

over the individual. The closed corporate peasant community tends to be 

conservative and doubtfu l of outs ide innovations (Wolf 1955:457-46 1). 

Thus, the closed corporate peasan t community attcmpts to surv ive on 

margi nal land , mect in g bas ic slll'vival needs and th e requi rements of the 

pol iti co-reli gious systcm, These fac tors fo rce the peasant to deal with the 

larger national cconomy in spec ific ways. Consllmpt ion of food is lim ited, 

and olltside foods and other products arc rej ected. I-lard work is extoll ed, 

avari ce denounced, and the family reigns over the individual. The fa mil y 

Illay se ll extra produce to ga in needed cash for other prod ucts, but the 

exchanges arc relatively small and crop up in regional or circulating 

markets where peasants make modest sa les and small purchases (Wolf 

1955:459-460). Baraderi Farming based community is going to be an opcn 

pcasnnt community as He says in such a wny. 

18 



3.3 Hy pothes is 
I. Null hypothesis: 1-10 

There is no link between the family cooperat ion and fanning acti vit ies. 

2. Alternnlh'c hypothesis: HI 

Higher thc level of family cooperation better with the outcomc of fa rming 

activities. 
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Conceptual framework is mostly the result of lite rature review. It is 

devel oped in the light of literature review and theoretical framework. It is 

ca lled the logica l connection of networks of relati onship between the 

variab les related to the research (sekaram 1992). The two types of 

variab les are classified in this study which is independent variab les and 

dependent variables. Independent variables arc the variab les which are 

expected to have their direct influence on depcndent variable. On other 

hand. dependent variable of primary interest (dependent) for the 

researcher. It was measured on the basis of dimens ions I.e. Buraderi 
farming, Indi genous fanning, loca l knowledge. 

4. 1 Family Cooperation 
Soc iology encircles the socio-cultural dimcnsion of the agrarian practices 

and it exp la ins how fami ly members work like one unit in the rural Punjab. 

Soc iologists definitions of family cooperation and fanning as we ll are as 

followed. 

I) Sociologists have referred to fami ly farming as an imponant cuhural 

symbol (Si nnema 2005; Taylor 1954. 27 1-80). 

Rural communities are regulated by customs and trad it ions. The tradition 

of family cooperation in farming activities is a lso cultura l component of 

rural areas of Dera Ghazi khan. Indust rial agriculture has va ni shed that 

cultura l component. 

2) Encom passing an influentia l set of values (Fi nk 1986; Pfeffer 1989; 

Rohwert 1951. where va luation of family is central. 

Any community has some cultura l val ues which have some symbol s in it. 

So the cooperation is the value of the rural cOllllllun ities in Dcra ghazi 

khan. From a sociological perspectivc, fami ly fa rming is associated with 

fami ly values, such as sol idarity, con tinuity and commitment. So the socia l 

so lidarity is a lso the socio-cultura l val ue in rural Punjab. Within the soc ia l 

organization in Dera Ghazi Khan. fami ly farming is also the cultural 

component which is prev~l i l ing in entire rural areas in Punjab 

3) Fami ly farmi ng is more than an occupati onal choice; it renects a 

lifestyle based on beliefs and traditions about living and work .Coullc il of 

the EU, 26 July 2014. 

21 



In th is definition, the report published by Eerupion council argues that 

limning is not an oeellpmion but is al so the life style o f the way of people 

living in the rllral areas of Dera Ghazi Ka hn . 

4.2 Family fllfming 

The most significant indicator o f the f~lrming in rura lDera Ghazi Kha n is 

cooperati on among the family. Baraderi and communi ty/village 

inhabitan ts . Most of the rura l population directly or indi rect ly involves in 

agriculture . In rural Dear Ghazi Khan , specifi c socia-cultural cooperation 

mechani sm has been foundation of soc ial ne twork of re lations with in the 

fam ily, Baradri and community members. Cooperation du rin g the 

harvesting and culti vation seasons has al so been the strengths of the 

family, Baraderi and community. 

\) Farming is a soc ia-economic act ivity as well as life of the people liv ing 

in the ru ral areas (Stra nge 2008). 

In th is defin ition, strange has explained that agriculture re lated acti vit ies 

are notjusl economic activi ties but they a lso ca lled soc ial activi ties. Social 

activ ities arc associated with the social vil lues of the areas where 

agriculture is preva il ing. 

2) Farming is the socio-cultura l prac tices rather thun just a technica l 

activity in the rural areas o f Punjab (Eglat" 1960). 

The ro le of ki nship for cooperat ion is the most important fac tor in flIra l 

agra rian social organi zation. Cooperation among the re lat ives and Baraderi 

members has been soc io-cld tural value o f the social organiza tion in rural 

Ilunjab. This mutual cooperation has been symbolized and manifested in 

agricu ltura l act iviti es. 

3) Social functi ons o f fanning arc a lways organ ized by loca l social 

orga ni zation (Radcke 2003:73). 

The loca l social functions arc carriers o f soc io-cu lt ural values and 

symbols. The inclusion of families as loca l cooperati ves network has been 

played It significa nt role to increase interest in farmers for ranning 
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activities. Tbe loca l inrormal rannin g cOlllmunitics arc always acti ve to 

perrorm soc ial local runction regarding all kinds or rarming in rural areas 

or lhe Punjab particularly in Dera Ghazi Khan. 
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The soc ial research has its OWIl methods and approaches to ex plore the 

social phenomenon of a society, because the society is the la boratory for 

the social research as there are countless and complex issues seeking 

feasible and sustainable so lutions. E.:1ch issuc demands a particular method 

to explore it. hence in the soc ial sciences, comparati vely; sociologica l 

di sc ip line has morc unique. specific and qua ntitative research tech ni ques 

to di sc lose the soc ial problems. Sociologica l research is not on ly 

identifying the particular soc ial phenomena but suggests their communi ty 

based so lut ion. Before undertaking the fo rmal research, the researcher 

vis ited the locale of study to examine the soc ial environment to choose the 

methodologies to be lIsed during the research study to have quantitative 

data . Finally, after visiting the comillunity, the following tools and 

techniques were chosen to be used during the research work to obtain 

quantities a data according to the topic of the resea rch. This research was 

done by using the quantitative techniques because of showing the cause 

and effect relat ionship between independent and dependent variable. 

5. 1 T he Uu il'erse 
This research was conducted 111 rural Den! Ghazi Khan District. More 

specifically, this research study was conducted in Union Council Ka la . 

Most of the respondent s for thi s study arc frolll farming comllluniti es 

li vi ng in that lillian cOllncil. 

5.2 Slllnple Size 
District Oem Ghazi kh.an has approximately two million pcople. This 

district has many union counci ls but I have taken rural union council for 

this study. I was not be able to interview the entire popu lation. So, for this 

study 100 farmers have becn taken as respondents with followi ng 

particular techniques. 

5.JSam pli ng tec hn ique 
The huge population is living in the Union Counc il Kala and most the 

communiti es arc Farming communities. For the representation of the huge 

population, convenicnt sampling technique was applied to get data from 
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the farming members of the community. Us ing this tcchnique leads to the 

purposive sampling for this research. 

5.4 Tools for thll<l coll ection 
Afier drawing the sample and designed the appropriate research 

techniques. Data collected through se lf-admin istered as a research 

instruments, the questi onnaire is to be fill ed in by research du ring face to 

face con tents. A questionnaire was formu lated on the basis of information 

drawn from the rev iew of the relevant literature and know ledge of the 

indicators designed fo r the concept used in hypothes is. 

5.5 Pre- tes ti ng 
Pre-testing is necessary in order to ensure the validity and accuracy o f the 

quest ionnaire. This was perceived very necessary to see the work ability of 

the tool. The research took 10 respondents for the purpose of prc-testing. 

Certain changes were incorporated as we ll as some deletions were made to 

ensure the work ability and sophi stication of the tool. During the course of 

pre-testing it was noted that ordering, language. structure, and categories 

of some questions were in appropriate, therefore corrections were made 

accordingly. 

5.6 Data collection 
For the purpose of dala collection the research persona lly approached the 

respondents who were in thei r natura l setting. 

5.7 T he field experience 
Field experiences have bi tter rea lities during data collection. The location 

for the study is rural areas of Dera Ghazi khan which is backward area of 

Punjab. The most important cha llenge was to confront irrelevant quest ions 

of the respondents 

5.8 Ou t .. a nalys is 
After complet ing a data collection and process ing, a data was entered into 

a computer and was analyzed th rough srss software. 
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5.9 Coding 
For sta ti stica l ana lysis, the process of coding lIscd in which numerica l and 

mathematica l processi ng digits were used. For cod ing, the researcher used 

stati stica l ana lysis. 

5. 10 Percentage 
The percentage has been basically lIsed for comparison of variolls types of 

response. Through thi s technique simple frequency wbles have been built. 
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Table 6.1.1 Gender of the respondents 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Male 100 100.0 

Female 0 0 

100 0 100 
.. 

Table 6.1.1 shows that 100% farmers are ma le In loca le, dIVISIon of labor 

can be seen through above mentioned findings given in the table. Due to 

cultural obligations, male perform outdoor act ivity. Farming is outdoor 

activity and due to this reason 100% farming is done by the male 

members. The participation offemale is not recorded. 

Table 6.1.2 Education Trend 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Primary 64 63.7 

Middle 24 24.5 

Matric 12 11.8 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6. 1.2 shows that 64% fanners have only basic education (Primary 

pass), 24% are midd le pass and only 12 are matric pass. The recorded 

education trend shows the literacy rate in the area. 64% percent farmers 

are primary passed. After passing their primary education, they have left 

the schools and their parents made them learned the skills regarding doing 

work in the fie lds. 24% attended the school and passed their middle school 

education. Afterwards, they get involved in farming. Only 12% farmers 

are recorded who have passed their Matriculation level education. These 

results show that the lesser you are educated the more work you perform in 

the field. It is noticed that the fa rming is done by un-educated people. One 

can say that this occupation is force as not adopted by choice. It is done by 

those who remained casual in their school days. 
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Table 6.1.3 Occupation 
Categori es Frequency Percentage 

Farmer 100 100.0 

Others 0 0.0 

T hI s table no 6.1.3 shows that our al respondents are former mamly, the 

interviews conducted from the formers because of the selected populace as 

a target group. The target group for the cu rrent study is farmers. 1 00% 

interviews are conducted fr0111 the farmers to record different dimensions 

of cooperation in family farming. There are different strata of population 

ex isting in term of the occupation but the target group was the people who 

are involved in farming occupation. The other groups are not interviewed 

regarding farming occupation. It is assumed that they might have not the 

knowledge about cooperation 111 farming that how the serv ices are 

exchanged during the activity. It is assumed that they might have no 

interest in responding to the quest ionnaire asked about family farming 

Table 6.1.4 House Holding 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Mud 20 19.7 

Cemented 28 28.2 

Mix 52 52.1 

Total 100 100.0 

Tab le 61.4 shows that 52% famers live in Mix structure type houses, 28% 

live in cemented houses and 20% live in Mud houses. The distribution of 

house structure shows that 20% farmers are living in the mud house. They 

are those farmers who are poor and hardly possess their own land. The 

most of the work on the land of others. 52% living in mix houses which 

shows that they have better earning from the farming than those who live 

in the Mud houses. 
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Table 6.1.5 Types of Family 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Nuc lear 44 43.7 

Jo int 42 42.5 

Extended 14 13.8 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.5 shows that there are found three types offamily system exist in 

the loca l area. 42% percent of the farmers living in joint family system to 

extend their strength for required labor for doing farming the number of 

fi e ld workers are important fo r fa rming. 

The bellow table 6.1.6 shows that 70% live in the area where marriage 

pattern is Endogamy while 30% live where marriage pattern is Exogamy. 

The marriage system practiced in the loca l area is of two types: Endogamy 

(the marriages held w ithin the fami ly e.g . cousin marr iages) and Exogamy 

(the marriages he ld out of fam ily). T he result shows that the preference is 

g iven by the fa rmers to the endogamy. 

Table 6.1.6 Marriage System 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Endogamy 70 69.8 

Exogamy 30 30.2 

Total 100 100.0 
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Table 6.1. 7Land Ownership 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

1-10 Acre 64 64 .0 

11-20 Acre 2 1 20.6 

2 1-30 Acre 13 13.2 

More than 30 Acre 2 2.2 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.7 shows that 64% farmers have less than 10 acres agricu lture 

land, 21 % have I I -20 acres, 13% have 2 I -3 0 acres while only 2% farmers 

have more than 30 acres agri culture land. 

The bellow table 6.1.8 tells about the daily working hours of respondents ' 

formers in their agricu lture lands. It shows 47% farmers work four hours 

daily, 28% work two hours daily and 24% work five hours daily in their 

agriculture land . The division of hourly work shows the amount of land 

which is utilized for farming and the number of workers avai lable for 

ass isting in the fie ld. It is re lated to the given conditions to the farmers. 

The farmers who spent more time have more land to work on far farming 

or have lesser number of co-assistants to help them in the field. 

Table 6.1.8Hourly Works in the Fields by Farmers 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

2hrs 28 28 .3 

4hrs 47 47.3 

5hrs 24 24.4 

Total 100 100.0 

32 



Table 6.1.9Trend of Assistance in Farming 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Self 44 44.0 

Sons/Brothers 43 43.0 

Labor 13 13 .0 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.9 shows that 44% farmers work their selves, 43% work with 

their family workers and 13% hire labor for their agriculture works. The 

trend of rented labor is only 13%. It shows that the farmers exchange their 

services when it is required to each other. They cannot afford the rented 

labor and in this way they secure their yield by exchanging the labor. The 

other reason is very much cultural. 

Table 6.1.10 irrigation water 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Ground Water 9 8.7 

Canals 91 91.3 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.10 shows that 91 % respondent farmers use canal water and only 

9% use ground water for their agricultures. There is canal system available 

in the area for farming. The most of the land is irrigated through this canal 

system as shown in the result. A little amount of land is irrigated through 

ground water where canal system is not extended. 
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Table 6.1.11 concerns about forming 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Self 94 94.3 

Sons/Brothers 6 5.7 

Tota l 100 100.0 

.. . . 
Table 6. 1.11 shows that only fa rmer take Op 1l110nS from their famtlles 111 

fa rming. The advice or op inion regarding different activ ity offarm ing is 

taken fro m close relatives who have indigenous knowledge along with a 

vast experience in fanning. It is matter of trust for avoiding the loss in 

yield and earning the benefit 

Table 6.1.12sowing crops 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Self 42 42.2 

sons/brothers 42 42.0 

Labor 16 15.8 

Tota l 100 100.0 

. . 
Table 6. 1.12 shows 42% farmers take help from their fa mtlles 111 sow1l1g 

crops and 16% farmers hi re labor while 42% do all the farming work 

themselves the sowing crop depends on the ava ilability of labor and social 

ties with the relatives of the farmers and family system. The farmers who 

have joint fami ly systems ' or have good relations with their close relatives 

do sowing crops collectively and the others do sowing on their own. It also 

depends on the amount of land holding for farm ing. 
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Table 6.1.13 Involvement in hal'vesting crops 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Self 9 9. 1 

sons/brothers 53 53. 1 

Labor 38 37.8 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6. 1.13 shows that 53% farmers invo lve their famili es in harvest ing 

while 38% hire labor fo r harvest ing. The harvesting crop depends on the 

ava ilability of labor and soc ial ties with the relatives of the farmers and 

family system. The farmers who have j o in t family systems' or have good 

re lations w ith their c lose re lati ves do harvesting crops co llectively and the 

others do harvesting on their own. It also depends on the amount of land 

holding fo r fa rming. 

Table 6.1.1 4 Bring the crop yield to their homes 
Categori es Frequency Percentage 

Se lf 12 12.4 

sons/brothers 31 3 1.1 

Labor 56 56 .5 

Tota l 100 100.0 

Table 6. 1.1 4 shows that 56% fa rmers hire labor to brIng the crop YIe ld to 

the ir homes and 3 1 % fa rmers take help from their families to do that j ob. 

The y ield is transported to home in many ways. The farm ers who have 

the ir own transport and own labor ava ilable bring yie ld by getting 

assi stance of c lose re latives. Those farmers who have no resource 

ava ilable bring yie ld by rented labor. 
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Table 6.1.1 5Access to the Market 
Categori es Frequency Percentage 

Self 10 10.1 

sons/brothers 11 11.2 

Labor 78 78.7 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.15 shows that 78% farmers hire labor to bring their yie ld to 

the market for sa le and 11 % farm ers take help from their families to do 

that job. 

There is trend to se ll yield by involv ing middle man . The person within the 

fam ily is preferred to be given this role that has marketing ties with the 

buyers in the market. More often, Bringing yield to the market is done by 

labor whether it is hired by the farmer or the buyers. Fewer formers get 

help of their close relatives in thi s regard. 

Table 6.1.16General Trend of Assistance in Agricultu re 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Self 26 25.9 

sons/brothers 55 54.7 

Labor 19 19.4 

Total 100 100.0 

.. 
Table 6.1.16 shows that 55% farmers take help from their fami lies 111 

farming and 19% of them hire labor while 26% do themselves their 

farmin g in agriculture lands. Generallythe serv ices are given by close 

relatives e.g. sons/brothers of the farmers in agricultural activ ities. It is 
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shown in the result as most of the respondents told that they get help from 

their close re lat ives in farm ing. 

The bellow table 6.1.17 shows that 86% farmers hire labor to plough their 

agriculture land 8% take help from their families while only 6% plough 

their land themselves. More often, the land Ploughing is done by rented 

labor. It is a separate activity and every fa rmer does not have resource 

ava ilable for Ploughing the land . It is because the Ploughing is done by li se 

of technology as tractor and every farmer does not have their own tractors. 

The tractor owners are paid for Ploughing and the labor is rented. 

Table6.1.17 Ploughing 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Self 6 5.8 

sons/brothers 8 8.1 

Labor 86 86.1 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.18Seasonal Cultivation of Land 
Categori es Frequency Percentage 

Yes 100 100.0 

No 0 0 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.18 that 100% famers cultivate their lands according to the season 

like Rabiee and Kharif. There is seasonal cultivation of land in the local 

area. Usually, it is bi-seasonal culti vation e.g. Rabiee and Kharif seasons. 

The crops are seasonally specified. Crops of Rabiee Season are diffe rent 

from Kharif season. 100% farmers cultivate their land according to the 

season. 

37 



Table 6. 1.19Coping with Crisis Situation 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Relat ives 92 91.9 

Bradari 8 8.1 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6. 1.19 shows that 92% farmers to ld their relatives help them in the 

cri ses situati on and 8% told that whole bradari help them in cri ses 

situation. There is always chance of crisis in forming due to many reasons 

e.g. weather variations, water shortage, mal-seeding and less resources fo r 

sprays etc. in such cri sis, close relatives help the formers to cope with the 

situation in terms of loans or seeds. They do not demand their cooperation 

back unti I the fa rmer gets out of the cri sis situat ion. 

Table 6.1.20Types of Help in Crisis Situation 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Money 79 79.5 

Profit Loan 5 4.8 

Seeds 16 15.7 

Total 100 100.0 

According to data in Table 6. 1.20, 79% fa rmers told that they were helped 

in money during cri ses, 16% to ld that they were helped in seeds and only 

5% to ld they were he lped in profit loan during crises situati on. 
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Table 6.1.21 Resources utilization in crops crises situation 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Se ll Animals 80 80.3 

Take Loan From 
10 9.5 

Relatives 

Take Loan From Bank 8 7.6 

Total 97 97.5 

Table 6.1.21 shows that 80% farm ers sell their animals. 10% take loan 

from relatives and 8% take loan from Banks in their crises situation. There 

is detail response recorded regarding yield per annum (Cotton) in 

Kilograms. Cotton is a crop which is not sowed regularly in its season. 

Few farmers involved in sowing thi s crop. The land is fertile for cotton in 

the area. Due to larger amount of expenditures, the farmers avoid to sow 

cotton. The range of yield is recorded between 4800 kg to 35,000 kg. It 

varies from fa rmer to farmer depending on land holdings and the amount 

of land is utilized for wheat. The detail resu lts are given in the above 

mentioned table. 

Table 6.1.22 Cotton Quantity 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

No Response 91 91.6 

4800 1 .7 

8000 1 1.0 

30000 4 3.7 

35000 3 2.8 

Table 6.1.22 is noticed that the most of the respondents hes itated to unfold 

their information regarding yield per annum. 92% farmers did not respond 

when they are asked about cotton yield per annum. Only 3.7% farmers 

responded that they are earning between 13 lac or more. 
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Table 6.1.23 Cotton Yield per Annum 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

No Response 91 91.6 

13,50,000 4 3.7 

15,75,000 3 2.8 

2,16,000 I .3 

3,60,000 1 1.0 
.. 

In the table 6.1.23 It IS noticed that the most of the respondents heSitated to 
unfold their information regarding yield per annum. 92% farmers did not 
respond when they are asked about cotton yield per annum. Only 3.7% 
farmers responded that they are earning between 13 lac or more. 

Table 6.1.24 Monitoring Mechanism 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Yes 100 100.0 

No 0 0 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.24 shows that 100% farmers look after their crops on dally baSIS. 

The farmers do monitor their crops on daily basis especially early in the 

mornings and in the evening. By visiting their crops, they identify the 

issues and discuss with experts (old or experienced farmers).They 

remedies according to the situation to secure their crops. 

Table 6.1.25 Use of Fertilizers 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Yes lOa 100.0 

No a a 
Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.25 shows that 100% farmers use ferti lizers for their crops, the 

use of fertilizers depends on the nature of land and crops. The fanners told 

us that they use ferti lizers as DAP is frequently used for wheat and rice 

crop to get better yield per annum. The cotton crop needs more fertilizers 

than any other crop. They use many kinds of fert ilizers available in the 
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market e .g. Chemica l Fertilizers, Green Fertilizers and Manure fertilizer 

etc. 

Table 6.1.26 Types of fertilizers 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Chemica l Fertilizer 100 100.0 

Green Fertilizer 0 0 

Manure 0 0 

Tota l 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.26 shows that 100% farm ers use Chemical fe rtilizers for the ir 

crop ; the use of ferti lizers depends on the nature of land and crops. The 

farmers to ld us that they lise fertilizers as DAP is frequently used for 

wheat and rice crop to get better yield per annum. The cotton crop needs 

more fertilizers than any other crop. They use many kinds of fertilizers 

available in the market e.g. Chemical Fertilizers, Green Fertilizers and 

Manure fertilizer etc. it is recorded that most of the farmers lise chemical 

Fertilizers. 

Table 6.1.27Traditional agriculture to industrial agriculture shift 
Categori es Frequency Percentage 

Yes 54 53.8 

No 46 46.2 

Tota l 100 100.0 
. . 

Table 6.1.27 shows that 54% fa rmers said that TraditIOnal Agn culture IS 

better and 46% of them said Traditiona l Agriculture is not better. There is 

recorded a shift from traditi ona l agriculture to modern agricultural 

tradition on. It happens due to innovation introduced by agricultura l 

industry. The fann ers are opting new techniques and technology for 

agriculture . Thi s gives the fa rmers more production in term of yie ld per 

annum. The modern or industri al agriculture is very much accepted due to 

its various advantages to ld by the farmers. 
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Table 6.1.28 Traditional Agriculture to Industrial Agriculture 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Yes 91 90.8 

No 9 9.2 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.28 shows that 91 % fa rmers said that industrial agriculture is 

better and only 9% of them sa id industrial agriculture is not better so, there 

is recorded a shift from traditional agriculture to modern agricultural 

tradition on. It happens due to innovation introduced by agricultural 

industry. The farmers are opting new techniques and technology for 

agriculture. This gives the farmers more production in term of yield per 

annum. The modern or industrial agriculture is very much accepted due to 

its various advantages told by the farmers. It is accepted because it is lesser 

time consum ing and similarly in term of lesser labor required . 

Table 6.1.29Wangar (Exchange of Services) in farming 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Yes 56 56.4 

No 43 43 .6 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.29 shows that 56% fa rmers saId that takIng help from other 

(Wangar) in farming is better while 44% said it is not better. Wangar is a 

local term which meant for exchange of services in sowing, harvest ing 

crops. Basically, it is labor exchanged and human resource for required 

work in the field. This way of traditional agriculture and to some extent 

industrial agriculture is affect ing this tradition. It is family cooperation in 

farming. Never the less it is still very much prevailing concept in farming 

in the local area. 
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Table 6.1.30 Exchange of Cooperation in Farming 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Cooperation 100 100.0 

Other 0 .0 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.30 shows that 100% farmers said that land cultivation IS better 

by cooperation with each other. The concept of cooperation in farming is 

very much prevailing trend in family farming in the local area. The 

exchange of services is done by the farmers and cooperation in sowing, 

harvesting is exchanged. It is labor exchanged and human resource for 

required work in the field. This way of traditional agriculture and to some 

extent industrial agriculture is affecting this tradition. It is family 

cooperation in farming 

Table 6.1.31 Proportional Income from Agriculture 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

50% 4 3.8 

60% 11 10.8 

70% 85 85.4 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.31 shows that 85% farmers said that their 70% lI1come came 

from agriculture, 11 % farmers sa id that their 60% income came from 

agriculture and only 4% farmers said that their 50% income came from 

agriculture. The most of the local people are involved in farming activities 

and handsome proportion of their income comes from farming. The detail 

response variation is given in the above mentioned table. 
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Table 6.1.32 Sharing Crops 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Yes 46 46.0 

No 54 54.0 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.32 shows that 56% farmers do not take land to share the crops 

while 46% fa rmcrs take land to share the crops. There is a trend prevailing 

of sharing crops or cropping on rent. It is done by those farmers who have 

lesser land holdings. They do farming on rent by acquiring land from those 

people who have larger land holdings. 

Table 6.1.33 Use of technology 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

Thresher 30 29.6 

Combine 0 70.4 

Harvester 70 0 

Total 100 100.0 

Table 6.1.33 shows that 70% fa rmers use combine agriculture technology 

and 30% farmers use Thresher agricu lture technology whi le no one use 

Harvester technology. Since a sh ift occur in farming trend from traditional 

to industrial farm ing the use of technology is extended in farming. The 

new and modern technology is used for farming in the local area. The 

farm ers are opting new techniques and technology for agricu lture. This 

gives the farmers more production in term of yield per annum. The modern 

or industrial agriculture is very much accepted due to its various 

advantages told by the farmers . It is accepted because it is lesser time 

consuming and sim ilarly in term of lesser labor required. 
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Table 6.1.34proportional income from cattle farming 
Categories Freq uency Percentage 

1% 6 5.9 

2% II 11.3 

10% 36 36.3 

20% 45 44.8 

30% 0 .0 

The table 6.1.34 shows agnculture farmll1g and cattle farmll1g co-exIst 111 

the local area. The handsome proportion of income comes from cattle 

farming. The farmers do cattle farming to extend their income which is 

utilized in the time of crisis situation. 

Table6.1.35 Proportional Incomes from other than Farming 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

1% I 1 11.3 

2% 6 5.9 

10% 83 83 

Table no 6.1.35 shows that some of former do hard work for the increase 

of their income to support their family ' s 13 respondents choose option of 

1 %.5 percent people select option 2% and 83 percent also select the option 

10% . 

Table 6.1.36monitoring the crops 
Categories Frequency Percentage 

In the fields 100 100.0 

In the house 0 0 

In the Market 0 0 

Table 6.1.36 shows that 100% farmers spend their free time in theIr fields. 

The farmers usually remained in the fields. The free time is also spent in 

the field by monitoring the crops . 
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6.2 Hypothesis Testing 

Table 6.2 Family type of the respondent and education 

Family Type Education Occupation Cross tabulation 

Education 

Occupation Total 

Primary Middle Matric 

Nuclear 22 8 0 30 

Family 
Joint 44 10 6 60 

Farmer Type 

Extended 6 4 0 10 

Total 72 22 6 100 

Table no. 6.2 is respondents the association between the two variables; 

dependent variable and independent variable 22 of respondents out of 100 

were lived in nuclear fam i ly structure, 44 of respondents out of 100 were 

lived in joint family structure 06 of respondents out of 100 lived in 

extended family system. While on the other hand 72 of respondents out of 

100 were primary passed.22 of respondents out of 100 were middle passed 

6 out of 100 respondents were matric passed. Through Chi-Squire Testing, 

it was fond that there was a positive association between dependent and 

independent variables. 
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Chi-Square Tests 

Occupation Value Df 
Asymp. Sig. (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 6.768a 4 .149 

Likelihood Ratio 8.672 4 .070 
Fanner 

Linear-by-L inear 
.626 1 .429 

Assoc iati on 

N of Va lid Cases 

HO: There is no association between Educati on and family type of fa rmers 

HI: There is association between Education and family type of farmers 

P is < then 0.05. The relati onshi ps between Family Type, Education and 

Occupati on have pos iti ve relationship and research hypothes is is accepted. 

The Pearson Square value is greater than signi ficant va lue as 6.768 Degree 

of freedom is 4. The sign ificance of the level is .1 49 All the circumstances 

show that there is a strong association between variables. So we accept the 

research hypothesis. 
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Chapter No.7 

DISCUSSION, CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS 
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7. 1 Discussion 
We discllss abollt family cooperation in fanning activities in the context of 

literature review. Society is just passi ng through non-i ndustrial phase of 

human deve lopment. Kin. tenan t fa rmers and share croppers. have to pay 

rent to their la nd lords. They exchange the labor to save some amount of 

yie ld for themselves. In his regard , they exchange the labor and 

cooperation in farming whi ch is the mai n focus of thi s study. Whcn we 

saw the soc ial organizati on of any soc iety, it 's diffe rent from each other, 

becausc each has its own way of re lating people. A soc ial orga nization is 

thc functi onal and dynamic aspect of social system. Family is the 

c!ementary inst itut ion of soc ial o rgani zat ion in any soc iety, where 

individual learn and survive your li fe. The family system in the se lected 

area for thi s study is o f patriarcha l type, where eldest male member take a ll 

importa nt decisions o f the house hold . They havc to decide with which 

f..1mily they can exchange the human ene rgy in farming. Its soc io­

economic statu s o f thc family which cooperates in farming can be 

exchanged. It ind icates the cooperation in family fa rmin g activi ties take 

place by the same kind of soc ia l c lass of the soc iety. 

In the rura l area of Dera Ghazi Khan, the farmin g is considered the life o f 

peop le. Rllra l people and farm ing lies in the symbols and values. 

Soc iolog ist have referred to family farming as an importan t cultural 

symbol (S innema 2005; Taylor 1954) encompassing an in nuentia l set of 

va lucs (Fink 1986; Rohwer! 1951). where va luat ion of fam ily is central 

(Fink 1986). The culture o f ba raderi based farmin g has bee n the asset of 

people li ving in the village of Dear Ghazi Khan .. The assoc iatcd val ues 

with Baraderi fa rming were the base o f the soc ial SO lidarity, integrity and 

the unity of the rural peop le. The benefits of loca l agriculture practices are 

not even the primary, e lementary, elementary and secondary education 

syllabuses ('aught in the rural arcas of Punjab. Though the im portance of 

fami ly values in fanning decisions are readily acknowledge by 

soc iologists, there is still d isagreement over how these val ues tra nslate to 

decisions on the farm. In the villages. the tradit ion of Wanga rl Mang as 
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labor for farming 0 11 the intra and inter villages' leve l was prcva lcnt. Such 

sort o f exchange of labor was based on the strong tics among the vi llage rs. 

Agriculture technology is replacing the human labor and weakening social 

relations. Now. the vi llagers are going away from the ir trad itions which 

su it to the famil y farming as traditi ons o f the villages. The existence o f 

fi.llnil y farms, particularl y small scales ones is a s igni ficant part of national 

rural cuhural heritage customs, dress, music and habitat s. If we go to the 

th eoreti cal fram ework. so Eric Wolf ( 196 1) gave theory Close corporate 

comillunity. Wolf di scllssed two types in depth: the closcd corporate 

peasant community and tbc open peasant community. The closed corporate 

peasant communi ty "represents a bounded soc ial systcm wi th clear Cllt 

limits, in relations to both outsiders and insiders. It has a structural identity 

over time Wolf (1955:456) . La nd ownership is based on community 

membershi p. Community members produce fo r their household needs, 

se lling onl y limi ted surplus to buy goods from the outs ide. In Latin 

America, Wo lf notes. such communities have tended to be indigenous 

villages s ituated on margina l land farmed with trad itional technolog ies 

e.g., hand tools, ox-drawn plough. They ex ist. in part. because their land is 

too poor for appropriation by nati onal clites . Their poor resource base, in 

turn, ensures their pove rty. As Wolf s imply notes, "The commun ity is poor 

(Wolf 1955:457), emphasis in the original. Wit hin the closcd corporate 

peasant community in Latin Amcrica, Wolf argucd , power is intertwincd 

w ith the re li gious system that defines "the bOlllldarics of thc community 

and acts as a ra llying point and symbol of co llccti vc unity (Wolf 

1955:458). 

7.2 Conclus ion 
The sound fam ily system determ incs the strong moti vati on and loya lty to 

work as single unit in the ru ra l setting. In the rural Dea r Ghazi Khan 

Baraderi is like one famil y in one vi llage and mcmbers o f the Baraderi 

work li ke kinshi p bond mechanism. The strength s of f..lmily fanning are 

that thc bonds of kinship mcan in general that they ha ve morc motivati on 

and loya lty to the farm. Also, famil y labor is more nex ible and will even 
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resort to se lf-explo itation to overcomc challcnges of weather, olher shocks 

typica l of agricultural processes and market vo latility, The Baraderi bases 

the moral rural economy, The recent problem is that modern agriculture is 

going to break the kinship bonds replacing moralit ies 10 the capital 

intens ive farming system 111 the villages of Punjab, The weak kinship 

system discouraged the family labor in the agrarian acti viti cs and 

r.: llcouragcs the agriculture technology which is foreseen in th e Punjabi 

vi ll ages, Such a change is very di sastrous for family fanning. 

7.3 Suggestions 

The fo llowing suggestion is incorporated wi th this di ssertation. 

The culture of famil y farming should be susl'ained because it is the 

requirement o f sustainable agriculture in rural Oem Ghazi khan . 

Baraderi is a like family in rural Oera Ghazi Khan ; it should be sustained 

for sustainable agri culture. 

Culture o f cooperation within the f..1rming practi ces should be promoted 

Rural soc ial organization is al ways regulated with the customs and 

traditions of that area, so government and c ivil soc iety should work on the 

suslainabitity of regularity mechanism of traditions and customs. 

The involvement of the fam il ies in farming activities is necessary for the 

pallern o f interaction in rural Oem Ghazi Khan . So, it should be worked on 

the suitabilit y of local interactive mechanism. 

Local interactive and informal mechanism of cooperati on in agrarian 

practi ces had been rooted s ince long hi story. So, it should be worked on 

the IOCl.11 heritage of coopcration for indigenous knowledge 
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Interview Schedule 
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Questionnaire 

The role of family cooperation farming activities in rural communities 

of district Dera Ghazi Khan 

I (Shahzad Ahmad) am a student of Department of Sociology; Quaid­

i-Azam university Islamabad. I am doing my research on "the role of 

family cooperation farming activities in rural communities of district 

Dera Ghazi Khan" under the supervision of Mr. Sarfaraz Ahmad 

(Assistant Professor). For this purpose, kindly spare some time for 

filling this questionnaire. All your information will be used for 

research purpose only. [Thanks] 

l. Name -------

2. Age 

3. Gender 

(a) Male (b) Female 

4 . Education 

(a) Primary (b) Middle (c) Matric (d) More above 

5. Occupation 

(a) Employed (b) Farmer (c) Labor (d) Any other 

6. House structure 

(a) Mud (b) Cemented (c) Mix 

7. Fam ily type 

(a) Nuclear (b) Joint (c) Extended 
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8. Marriage patte rns 

(a) Endogamy (b) Exoga my 

9. Religion _ ______ _ 

10. Land holding _____ _ 

1. How many hours you work in the fi eld daily? 

(a) 2 hours (b) 4 hours (c) 5 hours 

2. Who does he lp you to irrigate c rops? 

(aJ Self (bJ SOilS (c) Labor (d) Relatives 

3. What kind of irrigation you use the crops? 

(a) Ground water (b) Canals 

4. Whom you take opinion for farming? 

(a) Self (b) Sons (c) Agri culture expert (d) Relat ives 

5. Who does help yO Ll to sowing the crops? 

(a) Se lf (b) SOilS (c) Labor (d) Relatives 

6. Who involves harvest ing the crops? 

(a) Self (b) SOilS (c) Labor (d) Relatives 

7. Who do he lp you to bring yield to yo ur home? 

(a) Self (b) SOilS (c) Labor (d)Relati ve, 
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8. Who do help you to se ll yie lds to market? 

(a) Self (b) Sons (c) Labor (d) Re lat ives 

9. Who does help you in agriculture? 

(a) Self (b) Sons (c) Labor (d) Relatives 

10. Who helps you to plough lands? 

(a) Self (b) Sons (c) Labor (d) Relatives 

11. Do you cultivate land according to the seasons like Rabiee, and 

Kharif? 

(a) Yes (b) No 

12. Who helps you in crops cri sis situation? 

13. Relatives (b) Baraderi (c) Any NGO 

What kind of help people ask in crises situation? 

(a) Money (b) Profit loan (c) Seeds 

14. What do you do in crops crisis situat ion? 

(a) Sell animals (b) Take loan from relatives (c) Take loan 

from bank 

15. How much do you get yields in the year? 

Sr. Name of the crops Quantity Price 

No 

1 Cotton 

2 Wheat 

3 Rice 
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16. Do yOll look aner your Crops dail y? 

(a) Yes (b) No 

17. Do you use fertilizers? 

(a) Yes (b) No 

18. What kind of ferti l izers you l ise in your land? 

(a) Chemica l fertilizers (b) Green fertilizers (c) Manure 

19. How much production you get your land? ________ _ 

20. In your op inion traditional agr iculture is beller? 

(a) Yes (b) No 

21. In your opin ion industri al agri culture is bener? 

(a) Yes (b) No 

22. In your opinion, take help from others (Wangal") is better for fanning? 

(a) Y es (b) No 

23. How you cultivate your land? ______ _ 

24. What proport ion OrYOLIr income comes from agriculture? 

(a) 50% (b) 60% (e) 70% 

25. Do you take land for sharing crops or a rent? 

(a) Yes (b) No 

26. What type o f agricultu re technology you lise for farming? 

(a) Harvester (b) Thrasher (c) Combi ne 

27. How mallY your income comes from cattle farming? _____ _ 
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