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Biirgd = MRS ol Evl Biligre 2 Bhse uHE WatA ot A%
ol SelAl, #iir Aol MkRyolA sl el K ETE HENE st Bl
R A il EESEA 29 Hine fEifdl o HEE MUE e WALE e
vl Hilre] KR fime FE WA BRI 71 Gl Slel A wel Wl EojA 2m 9o W

* RPEAT TR, A SXEW BERESH Bl#EE

(1) —iruel Bokel el Ao Hiffsl BB ¥R WA HROFE BEEd Bihd ¥ o4
g RAelztz & 7 devl, 97144 29 YA E flAmher HEistd 2ud, @ ok
2|28 G¥RdAA B ol HiEYe 12 Y SHEELY Bl © BRELEY R
A BRSE G G899 BEQ K49 as s WEs = HifEY %, TR sg ol
) SleiAje EARTS HES HEREY tX e FES 53 HEHd RAZESRS J839
A7 =7 she BBl A MEAdE 97 (AC Pigow)E9 #55, Zdz @ da=@F.
Harrod) ¢ RIJEIEERC BE Ao gz »A HE vt RojA g, 24 <£(]. Robinson)o] A
e e, EAERE, 283 BiES s BKEBRE BRI AANY HlEm BRos
Fa gEd Brh 2ol @ SlojAel e BEH R A RSV BT ey
## 2 & Earl O. Heady, Economics of Agricultural Production and Resource Use (1960)2]
#27#, ez CE. Bishop and W.D. Toussaint, Imtroduction to Agricultural Economic
Analysis(1958) 9] #21%e] FI%Y <7 dow, =& KN—F, JIFEEHE, TERBESFo
REI96D sl e BESATHA AT IEHESOBESY] RS EKE 57}
A& Aolw .
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RRgel fuiiol ol 53 EEEl AAAe MEL BREHeR oz Ho
A o)A, 014%% By w SOERRS Mgt Be Moz 2oz REOKE
ol A Hifirel EEBEHEC oF BRM ZAWNA HEAY BELY MEE TEREN?
S B, Wt REE Bk oA webd, B BirgRE WA sdnEY o R
28] fme) (g Bgol ok, olm Bigt PG A=e MR, SATER, [
HE B8 Sl | (recommended agricultural practices) i [BAZERHTEHET |(agricultural innova-
tions)o] 27 & HEE v BERLEE oot MFRIKEEN A FHRA AL £ B4
Bffvez o d MMl (FREE/E THRELN BEdA 26 BFEw s &
B ERBORRY BRIV BREEIREYI] BBTAA g%z gle Ao @

(2) 178)FI8 (behavioral science)-® 9] HEN Hinel AolA BB ol @y, b
fy, 282 LERQ HEES Jd5F e a2 W oS 2. wekaA ph@s, sk
ABE, oo e LERS] HaAW il dux ¥llev oA v jik@ige] LiEel #
v}, W.S. Saint and E.W. Coward, Jr. “Agriculture and Behavioral Science: Emerging Orien-
tations,” Science, Vol. 197, No. 4305, p.733; =&Yt 29 ¥ AT ABTEA W %
79 BER, Kige, 282 EHPEAA L Gt BN E @, James D. Thompson,
and Donald R. van Houten, The Behavioral Sciences: An Interpretation, Addison-Wesley,
1970, “Preface”; MBTHEIEHEATY 4R TFEe vS EBHCEA, TLEE, FS
e, BEER, BRE, TR, A I FHiRd A AN EAMN KA £LEHN
d o8 FEHRELKE HEWeE WETIS TEMNELR A9z At BRETEPBHER,
F&) &30, A154d, A25197D.

(3) Bl f5EEE (agricultural extension work T+ rural guidance work) S ¢§& $E vty i
By e WEE WokA fIRMeR FIBdae, O ECHE, TBHEEEY REN $R—ES
Ee 8 —R i, TEEREHE] £—H(1958); @ #EEM, S®E, [$=vet B
S FREL gk AR, TIFBESEL B30, 1960; @ HEEM, TBREE), TEEX
), BERL, 1962; @ AT, THEl BIEERL s, 1974 @ &30%, EOE, TH#
1(‘ﬂl°£§§$¥3] BAR sl SHEN BB BE], T RERK BBWR), H38 #Hon

1) 2B A °] #EFS EEHN Woeot 713 SEddad Ade BES Bikd ol o 22
Wioesl B REN REE 25 e Acldn —pmwes FHE = L

C.R. Hoffer, Acceptance of Approved Farming Practices among Farmers of Dutch Descent,
Michigan Agricultural Experiment Station Special Bulletin -316, East Lansing, Michigan,
1942; B. Ryan and N. Gross, “The Diffusion of Hybrid Seed Corn in Two Iowa Communi-
ties,” Rural Sociology, VIII, 1943; B. Ryan, “A Study of Technological Diffusion,” Rural
Sociology, XI, 1948.
oluflo%‘;f %%fﬁﬂ’:r e £ E2e MiEde Bhe M Edex Jded o8 fRFmd A
+ .

Subcommittee of the Rural Sociological Society, Sociological Research on the Diffusion and
Adoption of New Farm Practices, Lexington, Kentucky Agricultural Experiment Station, 19523
Copp, J.H., “Toward Generalization in Farm Practice Research,” Rural Sociology, 23:103-111
(1958); Lionberger, H.F., Adoption of New Ideas and Practices, lowa State University Press,
Ames, Iowa, 1960; Bohlen, J.M., et al., Adopters of New Farm Ideas: Characteristics and
Communications Behavior, North Central Regional Extension Publication No. 13, 1961; Rogers,
E.M., Diffusion of Innovations, The Free Press, New York, 1962; Rogers, E.M, with Shoe-

maker, F. Floyd, Communication of Innovations—A Cross-cultural Approach, The Free Press,
New York, 1971.
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o9} e WM A BEBHERFY MR % Bad A W 2o
AelAl L, EwHe WIFS TAS HASE RO WA FHREN BES ikl
A PHE SIS © A2 BENE 3 BREFESFY BAT ULEAS BERE =
B OBNBETE 9% M3 2% MM LEEE) ok Wl @ o9 2o ik
o] WA EAS BEHE MrHS A4 RENCE 2 dold BEREIA B
BT FEMAA ol el E Aol oz} BEEY MEREE osiel, PA Bapw, @
Fokteol A vl 2 BBEGE KK, 22w @ o9 B WHBAS BE A% BENC]
R IR EREEES TR D BBl MEET Bgd dstd yuAse
EHe LAF HHEH S BEEeds WE ol wWed QA Ao zdd @it
SETS) 4 ERE 8 AT vEel WY Mk AenA BEBGES BERKNE
Aol el BEE 98 LRl H v FMMe T MBI BRTERERN
ol HEEER ol i Aol —Mkibol T 2y chusted ik HWRER DY S W
g7l G EEA A EARSE AL FE ohs, mHIMEEED WD B
o gelA o= HHI Aol = Aok ‘

ESEETERT ) el A o SRR S BEe e RS Bie] MR o
24 BRENNSE BEALAD. A= HiAd 498 BES M 398 o)A T
#0847 industrial innovations)®] BEBRE A B velth A, #Fe HE
ez oA TAve AT-LER), £REAR FRm TE99 ), RISREHE FHS
A2S BEMAAE, Bk TORER), 233 FEHs BEIE 49 44 97
fv, 2eEE 0 E BEAHERAY WA B MERE, oA 2
W, EFGERS BHBR BB M, BOAR, Chy 2El® ibemod HEEgel AE
R MBS OF) BB E GBI WA o5de $u REdd wEmes
EeHE & Aol & F7b 9¢ Aolth

AR A RS B Sl el A BB FRENG MR AR A s g
HERRS 59 MRENESAY BHAIA A9 RER BAM EEA BENe s A
5, 2] o EEMSE 0B REEAew ¥l BERRE 9§ YRR
it 22 WS BANA MESS Bk Ao r BERBY FHEEN B
R BEeEe] TRl gk
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IL ofzte| My HMEHER

s Al s Selbebol AR BRSO EAENGEC) B3 BSCER, oA
Wby, MIRHHEAY MEKHGAAY BEHY BEE A% =i WEdd o3 3
= Hojrk o MiRAve R B wd ER B (spread) & RifFe] 1A wRlQl BEEE
BHW, & BESHREF, oA Debu, [PHEEGE & [MREE, BAE, =t M8
RS2 B BEA 7 0 2 BREES ARG WA BDE ATHE 9 Ada oA
ol 47b Yok 2@ olvlolA Ba EREFEGO NE MAS BEBF TN
BaelH, olE ma BNEHY TR Maolth Ty WHEHRS —RK ke B
(innovations)®] Fhrfy Mol k. 97149 (Wilkening) e ##ie W Ry Hel BE
BT Hohe K Y ME Ekee Adstm ¥ 4 glems dAd frepe)
A MRS RO HHFGRRENERC B B e AW deld, &
BIEALS) Mo 23T MAIER, 2 AEIING MRS WiE BHo e RE Aol
—fiol b ST 9% BE© aud 2ds(RogerE HHE [fHA] fkahed
AEe Aoz W A, EEe, 2dw ERHEIC G wHs dud, @7
A weE TA2e Al HAS WM doz KEMSE BT HEM B o
Aol ohet Bz EANA gAY B MRS, Z [Ed 428l AdAE
Aolw, wq o)ohpe WHFE O [BME) B © [HE] BRE drdd & 9k
Aol g @

e WS B WEE S HE o 904 vhas Bl ok @ AN K%
W EREAELS —ikm e 2 @ B (innovation), @ i /- #E ks (communication channel),
® WRey ZERCtime), 223 @ RL@MFMEE (social system members) wj7h =gk, ®

(5) B BIFHES MERME MBEM] 5 RBEHRRE KA Al BIR=E & il
whebA] PRHER BEEM IS B e RFMhes Bkid A SANR RAE T g B
B, 5, TEFE = METER]IS $iEsnes BHiste %l #Es Agde A&
[gfigd s F252 4% B9 BHRGERR Wiew B, TR - BERgR
BNEER A4 BERE, Wi, B, 1960, pp. 664-675.

(6) Wilkening, E.A., “The Process of Acceptance of Technological Innovations in Rural Society,”
in Bertrand, ed., Rural Sociology—An Analysis of Contemporary Rural Life, McGrawHill,
1958, pp. 386-399(387).

(7) EM. Rogers with F. Floyd Shoemaker, Communication of Innovations—A Cross-cultural
Approach, The Free Press, 1971, p.19.

(8) LiR#E, pp.18-40.
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oA e, ETe ol MLEHERMER Aol WY L Fod BEY BRE
dol g AR E Aolvh o8 & WA HEMES FEMOE ol —iiel A
T B #EENY MRS MEN BRA 2A 95 oot gk W E AVAA
Bt =re]l AR ehort s HATE (SM-CREMI®, F, ojx FR(S)] o=
AAAME FHEY BBC)E Esle HRZHEMNBMRAA 2ive #ile]) Y ¢
e Aelch o #Blct MEEAY PRUA KREE o3d [SM-CRE #H &
BRA W &2 (Berlo) W) AT o9 22 EFEHES BRI W HESE A
oeh , :
el RS o9 ZREE Hllsed e Mt BEie © HEE FRK
(relative advantage), @ F&M: (compatibility), @ #Hk (complexity), 471 (triabi-
lity), 285 @ Mgtk (observabaility)e] ShA7lA R BEgd 4 ok 0 HREMEKE
fEE e TRl S b HHERR(diffusion process), & A2 FHiflo] ®Y =& AlH
H RoEHE RMERE =e ZRENA BEE BEY PEL & EAC REEH
<+ 9 @Aﬂ]ﬂ] fiE gashs ARR HEER A, o2 EEEMKE O M
R = FHENe A3t @ FRFER =€ XBEEZENY F/AHAR SESA7E 34, =
& e BRI FEEEMEIY B A @ Husrimdocalite)d A @ BIEERIN
(cosmopolite) ] AL & Yirr]m g, N
EEBRE A Y KM =M me KT AR AA e BEA EESA s}
2 Qth AME HEH—EERREBE (nnovation-decision process) 2, Al 23w, @A
o] o]x Hijfel g RIS MMLENEH RO R o9 A e HhFRY BERE
ol2e BB, EAE @A HFMk(nnovativeness), wAl Balwl, o]k A 2
) WPk ERS iR o= SES T 9el4E Bkl 2EHY Aol F v Katz
E MEHHRY ke O Eifidl @ KM RiBSANA O HEe HEENY BEE Hd
@ o= HEEESI A FEE e AL BitE Alol#n @wdn d$E 29 Katg,
E., “The Social Itinerary of Technical Change: Two Studies on the Diffusion of Innovation,”
in Wilbur Schramm(Ed.), Studies of Innovation and of Communication to the Public, Stand-
ford, Standford University, Institute for Communication Research; and Huwman Organization,
20:70-82(1962).

(10) Berlo, D.K., The Process of Communication, Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1960.

(11) Rogers with Shoemaker, op. cit., pp.137-157.

(12) gEAs EEREEEL ABRM =& 48BN old2e TEH—RBRRERES TSABE]
(adoption process)o)etx AT SEME,. F, @ WaBf(awareness stage), @ FHOEME
(interest stage), @ FR{EEME (evalualion stage), @ RFFEME (trial stage), 283 @ ZHBME
(adoption stage) 2 #BEE U+ Aoz a1 A Q. Coleman A. Lee, e al., How Farm
People Accept New Ideas, Special Report 15, Agricultural Extension Service, Iowa State
College, 1955; Rogers, op. cit., pp.81-86,
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b 49 9 EBAY MBRRRD ERme s B REsh] e 29 f%A o=
B TR E B A, 28z /‘ﬂf‘ﬂi of = HLEHERAC A FrEEEHS AR (rate
of adoption), & #ES] KAy Mkl s e RATe GRARRARSY £
Aol whebA] o] b WMy FOT-S HEY BH|E AU EH-REREHED _—l
oz 7R EHRFIEY BRE e #iEeR BRI A Aoz HANSE etk
3 QEd, @ MakstEknowledge function), @ #HBH#AE (persuasion function), @ EE
g fhaE (decision function), z2lx @ WERMERE (confirmation function)w}glejv}, ez
Bigipho] whehAl MLEMRMEKAE ST Al o) Bul A H KNS (adopter categories) 197}
= ot

L€ % (social systems)¥ RotA o] Jgiel A BFHEREE HlstA = AN ol &
vl BRLYH (systems effects) & @sle] diffe] e ABRE (U w2 HEANDG =
B, REe #ge @i s gAY e e =8 A 4 A0 Ehs R
EE B KT &R MHi(social system norms) M ol RS (R == H
Habe], = AN QTR &G e BEE MAS. AHAZ, iR B
W AT Bl MARHEEH (opinion leaders) e} ML # (change agents) & SEE A
o] "k, zelz wAI Y Al v FEHR—ERRES] o] Hedl ok A HFiEsEd
o] HEE 73 BENez A/ EHe #imbE 2 gded © £EN HEH—
HE g (optional innovation-decisions), @ HEW HH—FHRE (collective innovation-
decisions), 2z @ ¥R FHr—35 B (authority innovation-decisions) w}4] o) o},

I, EH—BEBAERES] #HER

HHFERHAEES MAY i A BERES e #HfE(process)olzty B
e exd —Rme R gol dol EAAm JE AL olF] dF b Uk 4BWR

T

EE ARIERCIT.  MEREEE, RIME, BRRERE 22 MERES BRLoE st

(13) Bohlen, et al., op. cit.; Lionberger, op. cit., pp.52-66; Rogers, op. cit., pp. 148-192; Rogers
with Shoemaker op. cit., pp.174-196.

(14) fEfEEY BES Ad i@k, & HY @R (traditional social system) & ~Mé/]°i
Higae2A 9 FERE Hd:@ﬁ;f‘(modern social system)st #1t 3 o] @ Bfbel A HEH
EES BN, @ HiEMelE BMS HibkE, O EMmd IEER, © REH emEd
Bk Rl © AR 1%3?.544 AL BERES, 2dx © BFBAY ez
HikA] -]z]-‘— et

(15) Bgf—RB kel vt B2 A A A2 By LESES 98 BEEH (learning
theory) 7 171X HEE) 9§ B BEBN (decision-making theory)e] I J& uhr} of & av},



EEBRY TEHHEYN BERN —~51 —
BAS BF—EBREEEY Bl =x BNe —fHwe s thes) ), 1o

ad D 2R—-BRRERE R

CerT et GBE) ()
' | e 2w | —
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= e
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BTy : : : L s
1. el 2zl S 4 {
s @ 0 mo[m a b mese w8 ————
gl 9@ L
Ty ) [EEREN] e Ehm
0. W@ HHE 1 TEEMREE 1 ESSERE
AW Bk 2 MRESE 2 EAK —————| A% = |—
R 3. EEEAGE 3 MEH lﬂil____,———'_,
3. #giel A 4 Hib 4 R |y g |
ARE L 5. WEH:
4. Hft ‘
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* Aol BMILE S8t THgrel f&817 ohd T —BEREEREY FHRIE RRsha S,
1. FiTiEH
EFH—BEBRE BRY RE w=: BHEY AR T B5 FS AAY Aol Kl
(antecedents)ol ot, o] & Hifjol B WMAH | LRI HATREAT RIS T @
o] &} Z-& EfifR#Ee fiMbdE © Bibol d —HEMvd BES F2 RBLE & HA
o) o o] 2w} 2 ¥ (personality) B#:, @ BEIRAEH M (cosmopoliteness) =} & AL k@AY
45k (social characteristics), 28]z @ #gol Wd MEAY B JFE(perceived needs)
o gk vt =3k o
2.8 £
(1) HEgi—EERE
FH-HARES BES %O AR KRFR B2 gl Afdeld &
(16) Rogers with Shoemuker, op. cit., p.102.¢] #I-E& Everett M. Rogers$} A. Eugene Havensz}
F.E. Emery and O.A, Oeser, Information, Decision and Action: A Study of the Psychological
Determinants of Changes in Farming Techniques, Cambridge University Press, 1958; C, Milton
Coughenour, “The Functioning of Farmers Characteristics in Relation to Contact with Media
and Practice Adoption,” Rural Sociology, 25: 183-297 (1960); W.B. Rahudker, Testing A
Culturally-Bound Model for Acceptance of Agricultural Practices, Unpublished M.A. Thesis,

Kansas State University, 1961. Fof §qle} BHEA R #I (Rogers, op. cit., pp.300-307) 22
By #{bprez HEE Ad.
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HigEmAart Az 2 S del, MERgEe o= BH Y WAk SHsd 2
o HghEel Falol ofzhe) ERE siAA F el debdoh REEES o= Y s
o HEMN Ev BENY BEE BRY o Bl=ld, ooz RERTEES e
Ze PeRel M (choice)ol o] 24 & —Wie) HEBE BT W deadn. wpAE
OB FEREEES olv] ¥ vl Hypi—EEgel v ste] MR (confirmation)o] v} i (rein-
forcement)-g A & =ho] Wiakw o},

(2) mkEr#eR R

ERA—ERERY KT o Evb &AM M (social system norms)L fAS] ZAMBBR
Eeoll Ashe] (R R = WEN BRoE ERTY. R A (toleration of devia-
tion), LN HEE (communication inlegration), =#]i HAbel Y& Rh&ERBE(social
system variables) = fHAS] BH—HEREBE o sho] BT 7 A& Ao

(3) HHol MmBEN ik

mEEE BEgel Atk mv Y= BH-EEREC diskel BEE A0, REN K
M Er KRS RRSER 3l Hile] ¥ BRI (relative advantage), o]
g, WA B HEio] 2o oste] RE BiE & BEFO #igd et EEE #
E7h =24 4% RAA(rate of adoption) WINAAN=E BEH. FHAM:(compa-
tibility) & o} Figo] ZAKS BIEM R MEMNQ HEW, B KK 2z LR
2 Ak B Ffs T Aoz mE(perception) s & BEECIH, #WHH: (complexity)e of
L e EFsls A2 e d el EEste Rtk BES slela s AT
M (triability) & ojx #Higie] RIRAYY MEAK A, AL, FER HA HARHoE
RED ¢ dxv BEolv, IREM: (observability) & HigTe) FiRe MRS BEEe)H.

(4 RGN

{8338 /> (communication) o] JFURF KEHE (channels) & Bi—FEREEEE Tl @A
of thate] B A Aol Lol o] e Ao BEML vl ¢ aA BFE
Bz vk, WEE EAC] HEH AT MY MRS BmEGERNe Y KBRS
d EBEE el T2 A "o 2 REEE olA e FiFel A REN M
< 2o R E eI Ad R, S5 MmRigR) )= HEM (perseonal, face-to-
face)ql #EB&E MW3te] WEEHA & Aol —fivelst. o % oA o nwl, EEEAN
#& B (communication channels) & @ MEHY WA ML Azt @ FEHEES NA KEME
BEAMA AY F A E SEEH, 58 O wEEand 29 @ EEEmm Aoz
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WA E geh zElae] o B MEEAEKRE O e AlHsAY B2 BALE 34
+ gl Y BEE WAV =S BEdE oA &4 A2 e REE 9Tz A
o, @ ARE HEE e R uTh 957 wo} Folt RAE, F RN BAE
(early adopters)e} &)z ool #fHhE = #HEAE 224% (late adopters)ol whatA h2A #
BEsts vk, 2 Bl ohvEl @ HHEHEREA AL o) o L MMM P AEMEEAHY
&% (mass communication channels), =& 3 HfFEFAL 9 FEEEEN K7L oH2Es #&
B A AR SRy Sofkel BEE L) WA 9% ¢ dv ez dEA ek

A vobst B ® B E, KEEEEAKKE BY AR F HRe O KR
ol Al R FlES W, @ Mke AlHIZ HHRE BRI, =§ @ ez 5l
Al e RS BMEE dovh, oo diste] MMM KiKke O BEEE = FEX
HE B o)A MMOE SEd del #3 MRE ASH, @ BHWY oleldol
o g WA dtH, @ MRREHE solw WEY BEE WRIA Bst=5
HEstE vl glolA Moz 2u Ryl

BRE EEENS BRE 47 A5 KEFEERMREK S HE EEEA KK He
of &3t o &ul ABHRIH (media forums)Vo] Bimgrh o 8 A BB 2 P}, okA wH
A, MRed PBAC] BEI R K& o= KEMBEAWM NAAE S, 2
o NAE Wl £89% BEENDRE BAMLA 5t TS REE AN E F
JI% Jiikel weh, 453 EHUH MLEriERV BAER EEIRS el WS zestgAw, X
BECEHARESY MEE o9 o) HER RES MANA Hed W B o 2A 4
Bue Aoz lEz o v O 2R 287 KEBET(group pressure)
AFLErsy  Hif(social expectations)o] &3te] (==, @ EALE Iqvel Fe 4
B (% EE)oEz #lRENe o RESLI 2o BRI o) FHH, =¥
® Az RIEE 7L 7H4 22 IFROH BRsh ol W 2w kel & Hel7 =il
t}, 18

OF CHT

ol Al & A W3t FEAARNLE 2t Fehe BES HHes HEe 7

(17) Rogers with Shoemaker, op. cit., pp.134-145.
(18) ZEHe= BRM AT iRl Aol al e 43—l KRB Wae sinw
e oo 2o, ELH, “Communication and Adoption of Certain Agricultural Practices

Recommended in Three Korean Villages,” FEBAEE), 2R B, pp.1-22, 1965;—, &
BiERES BEM TE@EEeS8) 548 pp 19-26, 1968 — TRRBERTS BEBE L %
2] BS BIgc), WARBMEE, NSRS ARAS, 1971, —, TEIHMNES AFIA

Al IHESMEGANI208E BAMTIE], WERHMEY, 1978
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A BN AV Jrtes BRS SH/ Oz B2 e etk o9 2
£ fgEn g (leadership) e AR M HAMS Wil FARMLL BESE W
MEEE B BH-RERERE A EHEEE oA (0 = BEtE MR 4
3 ek o Bul B TFHESHSHEM (hypodermic needle model) o] FHIHm FAZiYE
(Lazarsfeld) s} o] RS o] o)ste] R BHD TEMRY BB (two-step
flow modeD)o] A o] ¢} zh& MFR{EEAE S EUY HElo] PH=A Hdcl oA P o}
olfe] mE HHe vl ot HIME LY HAKNEE Te Solsnl, o & JAIHL
#5238 no o REN ADBGERE Ev REEE, =E —BRR)oE T E
ANG Rt kBB TR MY SRR RES RS BRT Ayt
a8 s e HMeR Web AR e SR A ME(multistep flow
model)o] 4 = o] 9} e BEIMEKY BHmE MW Aol
BARTRNEE B followers) i Jefgilia (non-leaders)e] Hste] @ KB G 1
of Bt wol @iliEe] glow, @ vl o BERMCF, @ noh A BikidiE
(change agents)$} #ffjsl=, @ xR} & jt@2si(social participation) & W F3 o,
® Ert &L @MW Hpi(social status)E A3 glen, @ wroh o #EHFK Aoz —
BefeH 3 ek, =g MERIENET @ HEERAMC] Bl dtd HEmY Hde n
o Eiel . KR EHAY Wl KRl Bel o, ® eiRme)
ez B o ERHY wee R o HFWe HE Aoz Rz gl e
T(19) BEMAREEC AT 9 ETEMHEHIES © BRAY e AR wid cteldoE i
8% ¢ A& 20809 BATFE, 225 © ARUBEATRIE B e MEM
de EEH 94 e FFRY AReE MRIANE Aoz AR Katg, B, “The
Diffusion of New Ideas and Practices,” in Wilbur Schramm (Ed.), The Science of Human

Communication, Basic Books, 1963, p.80.

(20) Lazarsfeld, P.F. et al., The People’s Choice, Duell, Sloan, and Pearce, 1944, p.152.

(21) LiRE p.15L

(22) BERdREEe] 45ikel BASI WTar® —M{Es} o] & SRSl REH EWELE Rogers with
Shoemaker, op. cit., pp.217-222, pp. 378-380.

(23) $-Elvielel A9 HEERIEE A A9 WEE HReE BN Ad ¢4 g =70 AR
ol gl o] REMY B E B ohs 2o EH, BEEmiemLo] k], MR
&N $FTHE, 77-84; » TEREEREEEY e meOEm fit), TRERBERL, ¥
1418, 58-63;—, [HRIE el MEAHY:E| TBEEEETEE%], H 4%, 53-59;
—, DR 9 6 B dolAY siniRmEm Bl TRORRR), #1458 81
B, 19-46;——, TEIHED A9 FEkitulol MY MRREEN Bl THEEE, A
SR BPIKE, 1974(R3UE, Opinion Leadership for Family Planning in Korean Rural
Villages);——, [BEEREES] KEHB MRREXy Eh— Bkl BHikEEy Bhd
o HWWAN—1, TRBITEL $£248 F150, 63-87;—, TBFIEY FHEE mpmns
Wy RENS Kl BIRREE, TAl KB MRacE— AT@RE, %208, 273-292;—, (&
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(6) WL{est&

Ao BE #iut BN Bl ofdel BML{EM#E (change agents)o] o 3 ABIRY 178)
o R H e Ae] —Mfyelch oo} e HML{BEEE F =x 2 MES ielR,
BRI 0 % o ] WMLTEM MR (change agency system)9} B%HR (client system)sh
o] Abo] o) A [ A AL F (communication link) 2 4 ksl Ao #ha & 47} Qlch o
714 wehE SRR (R T UR REEsle SRes HH-—EBARE
st WS 7AE HPIBMEAL T 2o ol MHLITEAIEH (change promotion
efforts) o) #fil HHHE HBe AA e Aotk zested BERERC AN BRNE
el oste] RF= = HAER, 5 BUEEBEERCAY BNRAE S BElEt
Cllziel BEOSE Abolol = Mt@y M) e A%7 Beh 7oA BL{EEE o
Bt BEIEHE(role conflicts) s} N Lo MR sl oA wielol®, BMLRHEES @
Z BRAEA(marginal men)o 2 mlze AL A Ao, BEEAA o e BA M
A7 e EHFEREE A B{RERS F2 99 B S HRFINeE fEd
2, @ Sy Lo HE, @ WM HEMGRY fhr, ®@ ME 2H, @ ME #
LEES A, © #LERe] T, © B EES Pl 28ls @ KiEv A
TRtk Mz w417t wo, e

(D Hg-—-BRRkES HE

FH—-ERRES FUE EHEHEREA dile RES AX e o= Eamer A7
Az 2 g 57 Aok A= EEA EHi— R EE (optional innovation-decisions)e]
Ak & it@ER MBEAS BERE oFd Mgl A Wie Hd AW
BRRELEA, FFAA Ael7tA obf vt BERCIAY BENOIAY 7t o9 2
HER EHF—BRNED THE Aoztz 20, og EAE HEERY FEIN BRA
o] HHho g AR st o Fde BRRE F SEM EH—RBBRE (collective
innovation-decisions)o} ™, wlrule s As= ol Bul WAy B —3 Bk (authority
innovation-decisions)o] vk, ojx= MR LS bR HEE MW Ut FHl 98ty
BAAA —FHMo 2 BWES s BRRES FHe

(8) FFTAR SHEEC 23 @R
- RAR(rate of adoption) ol - Fgo] LEWR MR 8t BAEE HEH &

WHREEEES JFEE Y RO RER] TAEX8K BERH), £348, H2MAT),
43-61.
(24) ECH, TEAEGS BRI At THHl BRI, 3crt, 1974, pp. 147-148,
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S Fohev o) e BABE RIISHE o olA BHMS D Y EES e Wi
RE AER S Bikol Do o) o e o) WSt Ro) Wi BAKE W
She the BEGENE O RH-BEREY) BE, © BF-RERGEE HRY B
mE el QoA Y MEEAREY A, O HEMR) Kk, 0% © EEE
S 9T SRS [BEW BH9 BEAIA Aok & 2o o Mkd e B
ZAAS BUISME I A BEMe R Eista st gl o e

(OB 2> EHBHHE MESMO D R

TR CUERE P
A AR
J%ﬁ% 1
D) g B | e -
laﬁﬁ J
Bt
{ERH S
2) Wi -BRE M| S | mmEsR |
A KBS |
ORCETZN 7 BEAFB - 1R
BN F B
e ke =
D HOWR Hi | = 6 S -
MBI A

5) W{LRER B

—ikpve 2 & wo MER BEpEge] \M B HEHe MY B 2aE A
o uh, BRREEREN DB EATe] MEstA 57 W ol olx it@iERERA
Kifgrel o= Hgiol Hate] HEMLE FEfEEobul ol HE HEF—ERREe M
ez 717 FEA oA Aor AR, dvkdial, LY MAC] FEH—BR®R
BB MERA Hnl ZAFEL ok deld Zejwh Ay A REARE HHIA RFA
71E 3o HiEL e EAtte] M ES BAREHRME o TEFE Biisle Ao
g Aol

BEHEES st FAEE HBEMRKR = ARJdAgAL oA FBin—mRk
(awareness-knowledge)& &2 9077 ste] MER =& HHY RKE FIALTA go

(25) kT, pp. 139-141.
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W ogk HEe BB, AMEs ZRRS wobd Aoz Ade] Ao,

MEY SRS B ERREGEELES disA A BRgel webd o8 fEg
W OBEEES 29E 5 ok MMBEI AL WS Eatke st BEG Ao K
e, REGHEC AEY BRIES Bk bt BEY Aoz pEEH, =¥ BERE
o Bifgol A e BTl MY EEEA MBS E Ao B —kAEz A *0
2B B BEREE WAV S AL BUBEEE B ERRE R #
WS EETe MER B B Ao s Bl s BT HEENCKE BE
FAst e oF & Aok,

ERE HETY IaBRRAE AKS 2o Rt ¢ Aoz P7e] 7o,
Shvkabal, Hgiwe] BHEHS RSN gonl o © MR AL P FE Aol
AEelet. T 2€ dAE glo] Hk BRIAE ZREe) HA Aoz dAAL

2RED SRS (LEN SHY HMEMKRE EsNd AS JJm = EEm
AE ohith,  vhul EFEFREY o Bl A ohE Bl A noh SMLiEMEES K
B (R BHE 2o & HEE AL ols) 2 LR BHE =3 i
WA EHBAS 9T ADERNY BHOE ST o £ HeBRRMRAY 47
FEF W2 ZRIES BHAIE o olu st of W] o9 2e FARM 2
FIERR MR BE Brksts o Ev MFEw R (diffusion effect) & MikstA =t

3.% B

Tt @B (social change)] & fiNge) BEE Tz (sub-process) & f%H: (consequences)
b Hed o) EHEMoR ud on HEMRARCA HFie BA =k HETezd A
e RE Bty BRY 7 9¢ Aolvh on EHe 1AL LB sE AT
A g whE %0 KR HANAY BRAT AAE 29 HEKS B ste
dolct, wWetA LB o E HES EEY FAoBEo A9 FHe v MIEE KR
d By, ohA B, g Bgsem Uul e R WA dPe FEAR HEY =
golth, zald BifEol Yol EFEMEE S YRR EF—HARTERS KR
EHY B mE FRA MOE ZSA90Er ok o Bl HHEKEEY MHESE
B Q9 Aolw. BA Ditwl HFH—BERTRRY HREAY BE FBRE HFHEE
BEY BRY —HHLEAS) St BRI SE 4ol

ST (innovativeness), ©h4] waled, o= fHACl zsb &3 A& HHHRS

(28) Rogers with Shoemaker, op. cit., pp.157-160.
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BEEY ez 2ot o REsA =E 2o v &4 ol BHE AT Wl #
Bl srMfstel @FERY =& YRR RAH (adopters) 24 9 HEe MEHRARERAS HW
& ol o] Eul KNG (adopter categories) 7} kA k. wekA %’Z'@%ﬁﬁﬂ%% olu] <l
X2k Y vheh o] EH—BEREREY KRl A HFHEHEY I 1Bt
Hrba 8§71 ok o]l SAEMME @ HE¥ (innovators! 2.5%), @ BRISAE
(early adopters: 13.5%), @ Ri%@#H(early majority: 34%), @ ®BHIL8E ate
-majority: 34%), =23 ® ¥k (aggards: 16%)9) thA AR 2 e vk A2 DE K
ko] Fin= =z et @0

BRE @ Y #E (functional Conse;luenceS)Q} @ lHRER)  #52R (dysfunctional
consequences) & W7 = 3z @ EHER #HF(direct consequences)d @ Y KR
(indirect consequences) 2 v}¥] 7] & &hch. w8 R O B7ERY 455 (manifest consequences)
o @ HB7ER) #5R(latent consequences) 2 S 7| = @}, o] e FRe: A R
e 2w (Linton)o] 447 B o EHS AN KEW BE, & O MEdorm),
@ #hE(function) =8z @ Fbk(meaning)® & KEkgo 2y rok FEIA I Aol

fER A BRI MEANA S Az @i =& HIME 2x2(Rogers)s} ool
(Shoemaker) 9] Z-& BIERAs »ml g3 e Aol wHr}, @@

<3# 3> BEMITENS RO RBH R

BT - Bl R
(B39 RmmE) CEXRT 139
Nae B, mgEn, | 1 A EREE
EREM, =E RERE O 2 29 BE FB
Ml obelelol & st | 3. Fike WEBMY W
Edl QoA g | 4 FESH Rt
Ql R 5w mER |
6. Hfl i

L CEEm, TR EE B
LW RS 1)

(27) ZAEBWES ik Bl E o2& 2BE A. Lionberger, op. cit., pp.96-99; Bohlen, e
al., op. cit.; Rogers with Shoemaker, op. cit.,, pp. 174-191; T, [ERHEEY BEL, HE
s, WRE, pp. 141-145.

(28) Rogers with Shoemaker, gp. cit., p.323.
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IV, Bt ITRHREN BER

1 RERRO| HHMEWL B
RSN R RBRRS TS B LER JelMe) BRAS Ak 2
FRHES REss EEpko R Yol ¥d HEELEEY WA BESWMBERY HEEd
deted BAG Mg B ox vk 2Hd HALMEES Wkke A2$ S
o) SEiney BAICl ehyl mohE BLAERYS] BEASHES EEMe BUoEA WY Aot
BEREEL WAT 9 BHe TMVeR Ae MEHN & BRENENS BY
T MR D BB T R BRERe ML AP o2 vaa WA 1
vz she] Riel oA e BMRWERN S HATEES) EH oA AMMKER
ek MREES FEMRNY EEME TR HE2 9ok oA 2ehd Am0 3
HHERY BROl MERBRES v AL B W 24 WOe 24 A4t Q64
MREREEES vrh MokA Bl 5ol Bk MBREELS BEHHE LA o
sle] o] &l f7EIBIEE A (behavioral scientists)®' 7] ZMsta Y& Bid ol 2e 7
ﬂ@%q ST BENY sy A= BiEe] Aoz & 7 i
BERES U3e R FHMRBESY BAR B SEod BHe) 2AS MiF,
& #EFEFEaelsy 28 7 Aok O ofw] £ wtE YUX|wt S35 A HERRe
& oA 49 Edul, EHHEERG S KR g e EEEN F [AFJA o
Aol Ay BRI Hol lon o 2 FEMNM AR A Wt BFEEE BB,
BEERAE Aot LB FAfE Tz o Quh O oA Do, BHETEES K
T(29) 47149 FBYRHE (behavioral science) & MRSl Slo| MY ELEH, ibH, Tddw LEE
A WEEE T BET ANUE. A R, AN 283 ELESY HA B
(30) ?&%gg Eﬂﬂ]&i} 196242 TS Diffusion of Innovations?t EFHEMS  SFHEMY —alt
By BfAkel 9 e oln EEMo® EMSEE Aol 19714 & ¥ Rogers with Shoe-
maker, Communication of Innovations—A Cross-cultural Approach’t B vh. AWK FHELE
29 flrpwez HHdH 339 2. GM. Foster, Traditional Cultures: and The Impact

of Technological Change, Harper, 1962; E.H. Spicer, (ed.), Human Problems in Technological
Change, Russell Sage Foundation, 1952. ©h& #lse] lol4 FELBMERES HES SN
22 B &= A}k, EE Hagen, On the Theory of Social Change, Dorsey, 1962
(5-dvet AL SW|E . B e®, zBExbit, 1965); D.C. McCelland and D.G.
Winter, Motivating Economic Achievement, Free Press, 1969.

(31) Rogers, E.M. with Sevenning, L., Modernization among Peasants: The Impact of Communi-
cation, Holt, Rinehart & Winter, 1969.
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e R HEERS Eets v 2 BWOe ERE Aelg. mElm A
A4 REARes BERS oL, BMEREANTRES Folyr] dstel  EBEAMK S MK
i, 5 MRHREEES kU ook 2o WaN BH MREA A BHRM K
SRR L REo] B Aol EHE WYY MAX mE HHRAAS
fERSHA o] 48 EiirEdEsgd wol ERAE A Aol

2. EFMEREY HHES PIRER

BEBRES 98 SHBMHRG L MY B (assumptions) & =22y 274x12) &
a A e MERS AVD e AR —eE HERHEd o . @

A &, HHFEHS AA WA, B WX EWse e fE A fiRsz 9
S8 Bl ATh REBRBOIA S B BT A R EEMEE e R
o ol BifEe] BEER 2 MAE £ AvkE —BAme BEd Aol Hge) o
= WIS WA $1ste] MEE FEH Hilinfrastructures), oA webul, AT
W, BR, B2, 293 WEEe WA FEE 9 ed #EE Bk el

EAE BES EMTERT MRY BEERETEY BAR odAE: 2o 5B ME
A et o fEEA ol: MrEel WEm MM TOIAE el Wiidigiol BARIL
(rural welfare) % #HEAA L7 st ohE Hillol & o) ko] BEM £ Ha @)
e Aol

A 2, BHEERES EES ESEA B (communication process) kol 49 AL &El
e A @R =4 PHAAE e, o KRR Rtemy #ifi(social structure)r}
KR B8 (institutional influences) W& ¥ HFMWe e Hz EFv A4 &=
ol th 2ol she] EAL MBl—EEW) A HEMWLE Bhsz—o BB ¢
gx 2 do| MMWes =Eoh. g webw EAR B KEY EH m: HEN
B BEMRE B et #FEE 2o T PHEMS Fasty JeAss 4
MAMEE A S, MREREEE O BREEEEA Y B 2o HiRikéo)
lol Aol FE@Bial BES EARG . 2T mE #EFEE 2o B HEKE, 2o
wo W, zax 2o f{ss)l 2 BEe AT e AoE YA o H
FHEWo) £ Mol e MEERUL Hrrel st HET B WALE HiEE e

(32) dAd =& BRY A. W.S. Saint and E.W, Coward, Jr., “Agriculture and Behavioral
Science: Emerging Orientations,” Science, Vol. 197, No. 4305, pp.733-737.

(33) ©] BIEE ogol #4438 misEel vt Griffin, K., The Political Economy of Agrarian
Change, Harvard University Press, 1974.
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ek BiNAEEGunl dit)7 0 45 Qe AL BEsd SEd

A AR A HE vl BEREE A9 SR S5 MERS 1S,
wWebal, SRS Aoz nu o BFWd HeiY nd o EHMY KR EK
By e WK rickle-down) 0 2 B RS AolM, BE BAREET BRHHESLY
B el oSl 2& YKE BEBE (trickle-down snow-ball process)& (2 HUSLA
2 5 glohe e 9 Aot BBEEE RO Exm BE MmO ERke
o Bk (BEE Tehe olgel JEEMCE W EFMe oA EHE WRANE o
uh el (multiplier effect) & stz & Aolth

BEBRE 0% BHHERG B do A9 AHNEKRES RES JRINSE il
i) BT BAS 9 Rl Gacilitators)2h . & 471 Yok, 22 3te] AHHEEEL
MM, 292 BN = SABELS BT S5 el 2 (sodial
accessibility degree)& A stm Qeh. oA wabw, 4B BAEE 22299 KR
WE HES MG ol A RS RABE (adoption status) 24 HHSHE Aol ok,
28 shel WFHHES MRS BT BBRSHE o) 9lo) A ALATEAL(social welfare) el ) q Fifd
AR TR, 292 Kb RI H(success indicators) & BEfEe] SRIH & =710
45 e Aol ‘

HF A0 2 —ff (generalization) Sl WMol A & w o) o £ v} s (green revolution)
o EFFRL HEe B BEE A2 Kt BRKAE st ke ¥ 47
Atk HH A R KB FAMS BT W9 BN B @A Bl
oo} el MERE R BEE HkE o e N BENCE Wl —H8
WA @ B S Bvol EEY MBI E M BESEE ne I3 e
01%1&} SEBES MR Bohe] W ETR (traditional barriers) 4 u Tk HiflF

9 SR ER 99t no o M T 980 BESE Aok oA Lelul AR
BEEA S BRI A BESAL Sl SEEFHAEY B QolAS 29 fEe
BB Aol ohietE Aolth 9 g REEMS BEMEC oA EEEES)
REsh H o] HEMOR RN FRASE MATORA SPMERS = ) MES

(34) 9714 =& EHEN Lﬁ%%lﬁt BEEs o) APl A Aolu, XF, Edim BRNEESR,
e = {HEBES BHAW w4 % T2 odde

(35) d=al9 B BABER{EEWAT(LR.R.I. =International Rice Research Institute)o] ] ] &zl
ool o 3kl WM, WMEBE, LEEKE, B, EBBOE BERR, 232 LBHESe
F5 HERF 95 Rez #slz 9. IRRI, Changes in Rice Farming in Selected
Areas of Asia, 1975.
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BEAI 2 v Ao, O
3. BHRe| THRBY HEM

drspe] o] Z¥ HERES BEA vz i & g2 gk oA webd G
el WA & BEEES] Bhrt BEBERY REWY F2 BEE Ho dgied o
e EERR A 2 (participation) o] HEES HAA I A ohgy o9 L &
EAA A W REE Mo FEENAN HFWeR HES o= d ERe JAdtz 2A 2
ot BEEES WAE SdAT Bt EHREERS 212 ARe JMetgley BRRRE
o) BEE7t BIEE Y S8 i@ % (social equity)e] W3 HFHE A WEA 2 Ao
E avE BAE BREAIE Adold. weld TEREEES BERRE T EHMEH
B #EEE BRMSE BEVA RS BN BESE HEE stx Jodz By,

A2 TEBEN Ere AR FoA M EBANG A BlRER = Bid g
2 bR fgel Blev ol Bl Bl o BEY b@Y ER4(social products)o] ghi=
Azt fek A wehw, BWelvh WA FrES MMM L, KER HER, o=
SR EBEE o3t BAYAE BHHMENNL REY RETAA wExE RAold
oA 7lo A #flrst ke, =ela Bt BRBRe] HARGR 43 A= Wikel Wt
A Aok oA kR K BEEre] MR EEK e SR W8 (ransfer) & B
< B AR e Aol —ivelth. 27 HE BEERYS o Fd4 EHRE
RLEses BIE =v el o Sl v B4 B BBE EEdA J9=
ol e, ¢8

oA vrobrba] it @i (social organization)-& JRIZEEKSl RG] WEBER); Aot
Hel BRikel pBIet, A dabw, Hird fbgrel Pld WEREGE olu t@diel 4
EETERS A FIRC o d s %Jﬁﬂﬂ% deobe Aolet, Hifire B =&
9] Zo) ohek WA A TSl Aoz Rel =¥ HEMMS BN Rl 8
AYS BE Re A 24 A2 AL AR B3 adad EEie R by

(36) A. Rearse, Social and Economic Implications of the Large Scale Introduction of High Yielding
Varieties of Food Grains, Report 74, United Nations Research Institute for Social Develop-
ment (UNRISD), 1974, p.55.

(37 Aoz & #d BROaKGe EEEERY REd ddNE HEN IX BB iterE
L BEFESEED A FEH N4 TRIML Aoz FE=z Q& vad olvx &
B} gk Rl $aiias B fuRel @ Rold.

(38) BHIFRMEE = BEY HeERe EBd Bt THWESY ¢ AL “because of usual
problems of transfer and adoption of an alien cultural complex”slz stz - 9 €& 2o
FE{ 4, “Impeding Factors and Development Measures of the Agricultural Co-operatives in
Selected Asian Countries,” A& A& THMBRWI, $24 % 19, pp.257-280 (258-261),
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FEARA Avn & o e Ele BE it LEd o3 BE EEAE 7
Ren, =i REBY Hile REMe R ERAF o7 dstdAs g = BlE BE
WA BIEE +7 & Aol

ol s} o] Hiiirsh GRS MEERN MK T Yt BEle & dd qi7A9 B
BRlE EMHEHE BRE 57 o e B Al PAEelE PPEBE (research
process)ol ol g BgER) S4T WA BAYoL LESHA %D}.? Al R REW B FEe
Mol B o HEEOT FESOF ¥ AAERE Bl BT Aol obzl AIEERS
Aolgtx & wol 29 BRE R WHNL Aoz wetsl fvh. VAR gifficl A3
MBS AL v BrBEEA e ERRe RE ¥ wo QA @Ko A
Bl dllel KRR EE KES Bl 1WA BE BEAN A @l mAY o
AR 2 Bl el ol o MER RS BB &8 (development planning)$ $] 3t
o879 A2 FERE BRsY Soh. 28DE 0% THRSHE BREE 9
st HRE & sle 4e Mk 22 g4 AR fRyels BhNes 159 Gl
meel fgkel BEFWIA BT MARE HAANE Ao Az & F71 vk o9 e
BEH ERMe =X A2 AL oldx e HEHEREY 9T BRe HFHE
ho= WEAA Frhx shlth :

4. BEEMLl K TR

HaARHEE (systems theory) & 3 A 2¢ AL FEv 29 BEBBY Hedd BAS
HEeE AFdx g ™ B BERRS A8 RSN Eme Az e
& RN B8RET (ecological systems approach)& # 3l Aoldlx AA = HEE 571
A Aotk FHlAY FIRE B Eiay B (traditional agriculture)o] v g HfRdl ¥
2 oW AE BRER Z2a9E Pt E whgd] wWEe ok & ulo] o}, 4O

A BIRE EFLS o vl HIRAY ERSHT (imiting factors analysis)el ) & e
B BDoleh. el o Ay Whyterl RS Qv dAddl 713 =4 BgEES) i

(39) McREmRmE Ad AN gie Bk Bnd A MEd Ad ¢ RE 8=
L. von Berlalanffy, General Systems Theory, Braziller, New York, 1968.

(40) otz 7t MERBES T2 Jv BHEBFY BEBRNEES Beee A XNz e
W RE 2A A XE B srBste] BAS AA EelE Bl ARes A4 g9
E BES BN BRS a9st A Rt e b o A& BArEA B (low-input agricul-
ture)& BEIRS = “eco-farming”elelm R =23 YUt} Development and Cooperation, 4/77,
German Foundation for International Development, pp.17-20.

(41) W.F., Whyte, “Toward a New Strategy for Research and Development in Agriculture,” Paper

Presented at the Summer Institute on Science, Technology, and Development, Cornell Univer-
sity, 1976.
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2 HBAYE ERS M §se EEEEERE HeT AL T2 oY o
o 2L HIRMY BRSHS el wehe) EEME 2 AP (nstitute of Agricultural
Science and Technology)ol € 8he] wlEolx = QA& /e By (S AT PR
e e Hel i “

ohe oAl 2 B EEORY OE BB o Atk Hile el AeR e
5E RS RS ERRetA == drldA AR s ERE WRMEERS Mk
) a7 HE Aold. olgh e o Eul PHEER:E & (sociology of science)el & [l A
29 Ao] QrEVIUY msEpee ) WAl o WS A2 Aol d Aol W whAR o
Al Ae BRI BN e o] Eut Fnﬁ%ﬁﬂ‘q—%%kﬁéﬁﬁ!(problem'SPECiﬁC typologies) <}
o] vk, BHET A MY Aoz SMAe RN HHE ve AL THHESE
s o] e Frkeldl EEBBY ffld oA =A R s 49 Al
9ol Al Al B vl Qi dprER B HIRK BRSO HET S ol e AL RIEN
g MY T A& Aol

V. #EL B2

1. # f&
gEfEel glolAl 53 BBEERAN KLolA BEBES dstd =22 AME ol
23 Y AHHEN HA SR IS WS A0 WA BBt o % do)
glel 419 o9} e HiFTEES M FIERM A RAME BERRY ZREHY &k
WAL BB T o) A masket ek, zElslel BRBRS st TRHREN ko B
EEE o & AR WENLE FHH 3o
2. B =2

(42) P.E. Hildebrand, “A Multi-Disciplinary Methodology for Generating New Technology for
Small, Traditional Farmers,” Paper Presented at the Conference on Developing Economies in
Agrarian Regions: A Search for Methodology, Rockefeller Foundation Conference Center,
Bellagio, Italy, 1976.

(43) R.K. Merton, Social Theory and Social Structure, Free Press, New York, 1949, p.317.
Bod BENelA sl o v Hi%z A E “Sociclogy of Science”E 4Hifom AL [Inter
national Social Science Journal, Vol, XXII, No. 1, 1970& 2EY A.

(44) 1.K. Boyce and R.E. Evenson, Agricultural Research and Extension Programs, Agricultural
Development Council, New York, 1975.

(45) J.N. Page, Agrarian Revolution, Free Press, New York, 1975.
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BERRES ¥R 3 EHEFRES Je7X9 REE £9. A2 BEBRES B
e 40 140RA sl HFHEEREC R e, ohA b, HEFEER 9 B
B Bllol =LA RS ook & MEIL Sivh. o] AL B KBNS RRIsh [EEE
EHam ), TEPTEER] TENTSEER = TENILgHERlc sty Ee9=E $¢ &
Wiel R A B steloF F Aolvh. EA 2t HEHEMIY BEHEMERIA PO
o] @A Aok ATk 2 FolAE K8 TEMIEY =& THRERY BIKBES 2%
FRENRTQL HoEpdel LB, sihvkabd ¢ By v EFEMARS BN &
BE AYz Jlon, =3 THe BFS 98 BE d& A7 HEelH, dxztes I
FEiel BEFEER RO A v ARV W Lol

A VolrtA BRI BES A AL BERR =t BNMEY TEMNER R
Mkt Aok SE M e TEFRBY i@y M (social aspects of agricultural develop-
ment) £ [HEFERIRILEE | (sociology of agricultural development) w}s)e] Fsole] #
H Pes Ex Jdvh FE 2 Bl JdedAw TEREN Aolv 2 FdAE it
@] RS o] Fx AE Aol dsde A Ao ERel Hi Ao Hige M
o1} T Anto] ohet BE MY A $ A oA EFEERNL BES 9%
FEREN Erel & R HEsT LEE Aod. Al HEHe HEABAQ
o] MBMoE 2 ojuE BN HEBHZEIIE KT T 97 HEQ Aol e
upA B Al A o) BB EiE-S BERN TEHRSN B d3d #BY EHEE
RS wuste Aol 9 At

46) B4T DNBERBEE Lewisy &3 e 2 FieA Y EHEHEY EHT M
o2 FERSIL gheh ,

“There is always a gap between what is known to the experts to be the most effective
way of doing things, and what is actually done by the great majority of people. It is not
enough that knowledge should grow; it should also be diffused and applied in practice.” W.
Arthur Lewis, The Theory of Economic Growth, Richard D. Irwin, Homewood, 1954, p.177.



