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Perceptions of teachers towards agricultural
curriculuminaSAuU

Hl G PALLAVI, K. VENKATA RANGA NAIKA AND R. GOLYA NAIK

SUMMARY : Curriculumisthe central part of agricultural education in offering qualitative educationin
this country. Therefore, it is mandatory for colleges or agricultural universities to take up curriculum
development to build strong human resource and overall personality development of graduatesin this
country in the yearsto come. Hence, an attempt was made to know the perception of teacherstowards
agricultural curriculum in a state agriculture university (SAU). The study was conducted at University
of Agricultural Sciences (UAS), GKVK, Bangalore during 2010-11 and the sample consisted of 60
teachers was selected by using simple random sampling method. A well structured, pre-tested
guestionnaire was used to collect the data and the data were analyzed using appropriate statistical
techniques. The results revealed that 43.33 per cent of the teachers opined that curriculum was useful,
whereas 31.67 per cent was more useful and 25 per cent waslessuseful, respectively and 78.33 per cent
of teachers had opined that horticulture discipline was more useful in acquisition of knowledge, 58.33
per cent of students had expressed Agricultural engineering discipline was useful in developing skills
and 23.33 per cent of students reported that Plant Protection discipline was less useful in overall
personality development of students. This calls for the need for assessing the pedagogy of teaching-
learning.

How to cite this article : Palavi, G, Naika, K. Venkata Ranga and Naik, R. Golya (2016). Perceptions of
teacherstowards agricultural curriculuminaSAU. Agric. Update, 11(3): 247-249, DOI : 10.15740/HAS/AU/11.3/
247-249.

(teacher) to mould his material (pupil)
accordingto hisideals(objectives) in hisstudio
(educational organizations)”. Thus, the
curriculum is a written document meant to
specify the orientation of the courses at the
macro level and of ‘a course’ at the micro
level towards achieving the goals of the
programme. K eeping these pointsin view, an
attempt has been madein this study to know
the perception of teacherstowards agricultural
curriculumin astateagricultural university in

BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES

Curriculum is the sum total of learning
experiences provided by college/ university.
A major concern of theteacher in the present
erais the development of human resources
as teacher and learner both want to have
clear purposes of the curriculum. The
curriculum literally means an abstract giving
the hearts or outline or scheme of acourse of
lectures, teachings etc. According to
Cunningham, “itis a tool in the hands of artist
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general or in particular with the following objectives:

— To know the perception of teachers towards
overall usefulnessof agricultural curriculum.

— Toassesstheusefulnessof curriculumdiscipline
wisein acquisition of knowledge, developing skillsand
overall personality development as perceived by
teachers.

RESOURCES AND METHODS

The present study was conducted at University of
Agricultural Sciences(UAS), GKVK, Bangaloreduring

individual needs. The technological approach regards
curriculum as atechnol ogical processfor systematic use
of various devices and mediaand a planned sequence of
instruction based on principles of behavioural sciences.
Those with academic orientation see curriculum asaway
of introducing students to a wide range of knowledge.
On this score, it could be inferred that majority of
teachersperceived the B.Sc. (Agri.) curriculum as useful
to the students (Table 1 and Fig. 1).

Overall mean scoreof curriculumdisciplinewisein
acquisition of knowledge, devel oping skillsand overall

2010-2011. The sample size selected consisted of 60 Table 1 : Distribution of teachers with respect to (overall)

teachers by using simple random sampling method. A usefulness of curriculum (n=60)

well structured, pre-tested questionnaire was used to ~ —C2e9oy Frequency Percentage

collect the data. The responses were scored, quantified, Less useful: <359.57 15 2500

categorized and tabulated using statistical methodslike =~ Useful: 359.58-416.32 2 43.33

percentage, mean and standard deviation, frequencies, ~ Moreuseful: >416.32 19 31.67

chi-square and correlation. Tota 60 100.00
Mean 387.95 SD 53.75

OBSERVATIONS AND ANALYSIS i5 4333

The findings clearly indicated that, 43.33 per cent 40

of teachers opined that B.Sc. (Ag.) curriculum was 0 21 3167

useful, 31.67 per cent and 25.00 per cent of teachers % 20 4 25

reported curriculumwas more useful and lessuseful for ¢ ;5) |

students, respectively. This might be due to the reason g 45 B Percentage

that curriculum is the core of any educational system 5 4o |

and consists of humanistic, socia reconstructionist, the 5 -

technological and academic approach. The humanistic 0+

approach maintains that curriculum should provide Less useful - ;

personally satisfying experiences, for each individual, Usetl More useful

whereas social reconstructionist stress social over

Fig. 1 : Usefulness of curriculum as perceived by teachers

Table 2 : Overall mean score of curriculum discipline wise in acquisition of knowledge, developing skills and overall personality development as

perceived by teachers

Response categories
Acquisition of knowledge Developing skills Overall personality development
Sr. Disciplines More useful Useful Lessuseful More useful Useful Lessuseful Moreuseful Useful Less useful
No. Mean Per Mean Per Mean Per Mean Per Mean Per Mean Per Mean Per Mean Per Mean Per
score cent  score cent score cent score cent score cent score cent score cent score cent score  cent
Crop Production 44 7333 16 2667 O 000 37 6166 22 3667 1 167 36 6000 16 2667 8 1333
Soil Scienceand 41 6833 18 3000 1 167 24 4000 25 4167 11 1833 22 3667 27 4500 11 1833
Agricultura
Chemistry
3. Agricultural 39 6500 19 3167 2 333 21 3500 35 5833 4 667 18 3000 31 5167 11 1833
Engineering
4.  Horticulture 47 7833 13 2167 O 000 26 4333 31 5167 3 500 22 3667 33 5500 5 833
5. Plant Science 44 7333 15 2500 1 167 28 4667 30 5000 2 333 28 4667 25 4167 7 1166
6. Plant Protection 46 7667 12 2000 2 333 26 4333 32 5334 2 333 24 4000 22 3667 14 2333
7.  Social Sciences 41 6833 18 3000 1 167 25 4167 28 4667 7 1166 26 4333 24 4000 10 16.67
8.  Allied Courses 30 5000 29 4833 1 167 24 4000 33 5500 3 500 23 3833 25 4167 12 20.00
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personality development as perceived by teachers is
presented in Table 2 which showsthat 78.33 per cent of
teachers had reported that Horticulture Discipline was
more useful in acquisition of knowledge. 48.33 per cent
of teachers had perceived that Allied courses as useful
and 3.33 per cent of teachers had expressed that
Agricultural Engineering Discipline as less useful in
acquisition of knowledge. Possibly, these disciplines might
have helped the students to learn about cultivation and
management aspects in various agricultural crops.
Whereas, 61.66 per cent of teachers had opined that
Crop Production disciplinewas more useful indevel oping
skills. 58.33 per cent of teachersviewed that Agricultural
Engineering discipline as useful and 18.33 per cent of
teachers had reported that Soil Science and Agricultural
Chemistry discipline asless useful in developing skills.
Thedisciplining pattern influences the studentsthat are
essential for day to day life and prepare them for future.
Further, 60.00 per cent of teachers had perceived that
Crop Production discipline was more useful in overall
personality development of students. 55.00 per cent of
teachers perceived that Horticulture Discipline as useful
and 23.33 per cent of teachers had opined that Plant
Protection Discipline aslessuseful in overall personality
development of students (Table 2). Thismight be dueto
the reason that curriculum facilitates the students to
imbibe acharacter which should reflect their personality.
Thisfindingisinline with that of Palaniswamy (1994);
Naika (1999) and Ashok (2004).

Conclusion :
In-service and technical update session should be

planned to assist teachers with devel oping instructional
lesson plans that incorporate more objectives of the
curriculum. Teachers should be encouraged to attend
professional devel opment training and incorporate more
hands-on activitiesinto the curriculum. In view of this,
there is a need to reorient course curricula to develop
much needed skill s and entrepreneurial mind set among
the students to take up self employment, contribute to
rural livelihood and food security, sustainability of
agriculture and be propeller for agricultural
transformation.
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