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DEVELOPMENT OF TEACHING MATERIALS FOR 

AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 
 

M. Sekandar Khan* 
 
 

ABSTRACT 
 

            It is contended in this paper that in the general universities teaching agricultural economics as a subject has 
received unduly low preference. There are many reasons for this, one of the most important being lack of teaching 
materials based on local farming systems, experiences and data. Efforts to improve the situation have been identified and 
possible future actions suggested. 

Agricultural Economics has long been taught in the university departments of Economics 
in Bangladesh as a branch of Economics at Degree Honours level. Although there was no 
separate department for its teaching or arrangements for offering degree in this subject, 
it occupied a separate position in the courses on Economics. To the students it 
represented an easy course where one would not find the rigour of analysis as in other 
papers on Economics. In the examination, questions requiring descriptive answers were 
set and, therefore, required memory more than comprehension. Few teachers would 
teach the subject and take interest in it. As a result the subject as a branch of Economics 
remained long outdated. 
 
          The syllabus contained, most importantly, topics like agricultural fundamentalism, 
credit, co-operatives and almost everything that was included in the books of Cohen and 
of O'Brien. These two books were commonly available in the libraries. References were 
made to situations obtaining in the advanced countries. History of cooperative or 
credit arrangements and land reforms used to receive undue emphasis. On the one hand, 
examples of developed agriculture made things alien to the students, on the other hand, a 
historical treatment of the topics made them look less like economics courses where analytical 
rigour was expected. For example, going far back into the history of cooperative 
movement at the expense of analysis of cooperatives as an organisation of production 
would detract from the economic value of the topic. Again, use of sorgum or oats 
production in bushels in tractor operated hectares of land to exemplify production 
technology would inadequately inspire and enthuse the student to know the subject. 
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