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INTRODUCTION

With growing population in India, Food Security has taken utmost

national importance. Constitutional enactment of Food Security is in place.

Food, coming from agricultural production, thereby increased agricultural

productivity, has component of technological researches and transferring

technological advances to the farmers by agricultural extension system. It has

been rightly said that research without extension is lame while extension

without research is sterile.

Researches in agricultural extension have shown that earlier

agricultural extension, viewed as a public good, has been financed by the

public sector in most countries (Dinar, 1996).  In recent past, financial burden

on government disappoint performance of public extension and opportunities

in global free market economy calls for structural and functional adjustment

with cost effective and demand driven approach (Saravanan, 1999). It is,

further, revealed that while the farmers were aware and utilized private

agricultural extension services. For effective and efficient need fulments

farmers’ occupation, their annual income, socio-economic status, level of

inspiration, has a significant association with the attitude of the farmers.

However, the public extension performance in many developing countries,

including India, is not upto the expectation of farming community. Agricultural

extension services in India are mostly funded and delivered by the public

system and government is very much reluctant in huge financial investment

for public extension.

The growing commercialization of agriculture treats the extension as a

new income generating economic input. The extension expert suggests that

extension should be ‘demand driven’ and ‘cost effective’ and proposes to

privatize the public extension system. Here, it is noteworthy that development

emphasis is public private partnership (ppp) mode which is a participatory

approach having focus on ‘inclusive’ growth and development. This includes

agricultural development. Heitherto private extension has been being

attempted through agri-business companies, farmers’ organizations and
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farmers’ co-operative, mass media and information technology,

nongovernment organizations (NGOs) and agricultural consultancies.

According to Saravanan “ Private agriculture extension services refer to the

services rendered in the area’s of agriculture and allied aspects by extension

personnel working in the private agencies or organizations, for which farmers

are expected to pay fee and it can be viewed as supplementary or alternative

to public extension services”.

Seed is a single one of the biggest inputs used in agriculture and

increases in production. Looking to so much importance of seed, farmers’ co-

operative seed societies have come into existence in Rewa division of M.P.

Seed grower farmer association has been established on regional basis in a

mutually added co-operative sector named as ‘farmer co-operative seed

society’ with a view to developing farmers’ participatory approach in seed

production, and develop the effective local supply system for quality seed. It is

well-known fact that most of the private agencies/ organization dealing with

such as seed, fertilizer, pesticide etc are disseminating agricultural

information in large number of villages since past few years. Earlier to the

farmers for obtaining more production and productivity of crops and other

enterprises.

Therefore, it was worthwhile whether the private agencies provided

the information on agriculture extension services are preferred by the

members of societies for obtaining the profits. Based on these lines it was felt

necessary to assess the perception towards utility of privatization of

agricultural extension services among the members of farmer’s co-operative

seed societies. Keeping this in background of facts an investigation on the

topic entitled “A study on Privatization of Agricultural Extension Services as

perceived by Members of Farmer’s Co-operative Seed Societies in Rewa

Distt. (M.P.)” was undertaken with the fallowing objectives.

1. To study the personal, socio- economic, communicational and

psychological characteristics of the members of farmers’ co-operative

seed societies.
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2. To assess the perception towards on private agricultural extension

services   among the Members of Farmers’ co-operative seed

societies.

3. To determine the extent of association between personal, socio–

economic, communicational and psychological characteristics of the

respondents and their perception regarding private agricultural

extension services.

4. To enlist the constraints faced by the members on private agricultural

extension services.

5. To find out the suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the

benefits of private agricultural extension services.

SCOPE AND LIMITATION OF THE STUDY

Agricultural extension activities have been recognized as one of the

most important activities in agricultural production. Its scope increases

when the same is related to seed production. Here in this study, farmer’s

co-operative seed society have given their response in relation to

privatization of agricultural extension. As we know development now is in

public private partnership (PPP) mode here again private extension

services will be given more importance because they have better reach to

the intirier areas. The data of this study with their finding reveal new

approaches and pave the way for making the requirement of extension

strategies for 21 century. In this study working of governmental

agricultural extension agencies have been critically reviewed and their

short coming can be removed with the help of private extension services.

There are suggestions given by the farmers which can make agricultural

extension programme stronger. The scope of this study is further

extended to planners, policy makers and executives of agricultural

production programmes.

Organization of the study

The present investigation is presented in six chapters. Chapter I of

the study attempts to focus the need of the study with background,
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objectives, scope and limitation of the study i.e. Introduction. Chapter II

includes the review of literature related to the study. Chapter III elaborates

the methodology, sampling and technique of data collection & its analysis

and operationlization of variables with their measurement. Chapter IV

deals with the presentation and description of data for the purpose of

study. Chapter V deals with the main findings and discussions and the

last chapter concerned with the summary, conclusions and suggestions of

the study.

Limitations of the study

A closer look at the design, tools and the sample of the study reveals a

number of limitations. This should be kept in mind in case, one want to

generalize the findings. These limitations are as the following -

1. The findings of the study are limited to only farmers living in the

Rewa block.

2. The major limitation of the investigation is that the significant

portion of the findings is based on the expressed responses of

the respondents on the basis of recall memory with no written

records for verification.

3. The selection of variables is rather arbitrary though based on

relevant logic, past research findings and judgment of the

subject matter experts.
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REVIEW OF LITERATURE

This chapter presents the finding of the past research work related to

present problem on going through the research journals, articles, documents,

approved theses, books and magazines in order to keep update information

and it has been presented according to following manner.

 Concept of privatization of agricultural extension services.

 Personal, socio – economic, communicational and psychological

Characteristics of the members of farmers’ co-operative seed

societies.

 Perception towards on private agricultural extension services among

the Members of Farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

 Extent of association between personal, socio–economic,

communicational and psychological characteristics of the

respondents and their perception regarding private agricultural

extension services.

 Constraints faced by the members on private agricultural extension

Services.

 Suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the benefits of private

agricultural extension services.

2.1 Concept of privatization of agricultural extension services

Kumar and Singh (1991) conducted a study on use of plant protection

measures by farming family of various size and found that private agencies

were more effective than government cooperative sector agencies in

encouraging the implementation of plant protection measures.
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Bloome (1993) indicated that private extension involves any personnel

in the private sector which delivers advisory services in the areas of

agriculture and is seen as an alternative to public extension.

Van Dan Ban and Hawkins (1996) said that farmers are expected to

share the responsibility for the agricultural extension services and pay all or

part of the cost.

Rivera (1997) reports the term "privatization" means a full transfer of

ownership, usually by way of sale from government to private entity.

However, the term is often broadly conceived to efforts by countries to

decentralize artificially design their extension system.

Saravanan (1999) termed "privatization of agriculture extension service

as to the service rendered in the area of agriculture and allied aspects by

extension personnel working in the private agencies or organization for which

farmers are expected to pay fee and it can be viewed as supplementary or

alternative to public extension.

2.2 Personal, socio – economic, communicational and psychological
characteristics of the members of farmers’ co-operative seed
societies.

Narayan Gowda (1978) reported that the University of Agricultural

Sciences (UAS) extension system has served more percentage of high

educated farmers (42 per cent) as compared to few such clients (18%) in

case of the Karnataka State Department of Agriculture (KSOA). But if we

considered medium level education category, the KSDA has served more

percentage of such farmers (56 per cent) as against 32 per cent in the case of

the UAS clientele. As for farmers with low educational level were, considered,

the percentage of farmers served by the KSDA was almost the same.
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Himantharaju (1984) reported that 66.67 percent contact farmers had

high level of education, 62 percent of them had low size of land holding and

55.33 percent of contact farmers had high level of innovation proneness.

Suresha (1987) reported that 56.66 per cent of small contact farmers

had high innovation proneness and 43.37 per cent of contact farmers had low

innovation proneness in Tumkur district of Karanataka.

Narayanswamy (1988) reported that 78.3 percent of contact farmer

had high education, whereas 21.7 percent of contact farmers had low

education in Banglore district of Karnataka State.

Patel (1996) found that 47 per cent of the potato producers had

medium and large size of land holding, respectively.  The potato producers

with small and marginal land holding were 19 per cent and 10 per cent,

respectively.

Saravanan (1999) reported that majority of respondents were from

middle age group, had higher secondary level of education, low farm

experience, medium socio economic status, medium level of psychological

characters and medium to high level of communicational characteristics.

Sharma et al. (1999) reported that majority of trained farmers belonged

to general caste, followed by other backward classes group.

Singh (2000) revealed that forty percent (40%) of the paddy growers

belonged to the middle age group.

Chaudhary et al. (2001) found that annual income had highly

significant and positive correlation with extent of adoption regarding improved

rice technology.

Chandra et al. (2002) observed that more than fifty percent of the

farmers growing paddy belonged to the middle age group.
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Mankar et al. (2000) revealed that impact of training was much

effective and helpful in the adoption complex practices of crop production.

Raghu et al. (2003) concluded in a study on effectiveness of training

on knowledge that majority of the respondents belonged to middle age group.

Shashidhar (2003) in his study revealed that 42.44 per cent of

respondents belonged to medium level of income (Rs. 1 – 2 lakhs) and in low

income category, 30 per cent of respondents were noticed, whereas 27.70

per cent of the farmers belonged to high income group.

Raghunandan (2004) reported that 45.00 percent of the respondents

(45.33%) belonged to the middle age group, followed by old age (36.25%)

and young age group (18.75%), respectively.

Shinde (2004) concluded that higher percentage of respondents

growing soybean were higher level of economic motivation.

Verma and Jana (2004) found that half of the farmers growing paddy

belonged to middle age group.

Barodia (2005) concluded that maximum number of vegetable growers

was having large size of land holding and high economic motivation.

Bhatt (2005) concluded that more than fifty percent (53%) of the paddy

farmers belonged to the middle age group (36-55 years).

Ram (2005) observed that maximum percentage of respondents had

medium to high source of information.

Saravanan and veerabhadraiah (2005) found that agricultural

consultancies clientele had high level of education, annual income, farm size,

irrigation intensity, innovation proneness and extension service commitment.

Whereas, NGOs clientele had low level of education, annual income,

marginal and small farm size. The Farmers' Contact Centers and Agri-
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Business Firms clientele had medium level of annual income, farm size and

low level of extension service commitment.

Mahovia (2006) concluded that maximum respondents were having

only farming as their main occupation.

Dhakad (2006) reported that majority of FLD farmers were practicing

farming as their main occupation.

Adhikari (2007) revealed that majority of rice growers were from middle

age group.

Chobaitker (2007) revealed that majority (36.67%) of cole growers

were having medium income.

Patidar (2007) found that higher percentage (59.17%) of respondents

belonged to medium annual income group

Jadhao (2008) reported that higher percentage of respondents had

high economic motivation.

Rakesh (2008) found that the result of the present study showed that

nearly seventy percent of the respondents (68.33%) belong to middle age

group (36-55 years). About 42.34 per cent of the respondents had 12 years

and above farming experience and more than sixty per cent (60.83%) of them

were dependent on farming as their main occupation. This implies that the

respondents had relatively venture some age, sufficient education and better

farming experience.

Rakesh (2008) found that more than half of the respondents (53.33%)

had medium decision making ability followed by higher percentage of the

respondents had high inovatiness and high economic motivation.

Daver (2009) reported that the majority of respondents belonged to

middle age group.
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Iske (2009) observed in his study that majority 50.00 per cent

respondents’ belonged to medium annual income group

Mande and Thombre (2009) revealed that majority of respondents had

nuclear type of family with medium family size.

Lokhande (2010) revealed that maximum percentages (53.34) of

tomato growers were having medium income.

Raghuwansi (2010) concluded that higher percentage of the soybean

growers i.e. 41.67 per cent had medium income.

Itawdiya (2011) found that higher percentage (52.22%) of respondents

belonged to high mass media use group.

Jatav (2011) found that the higher percentage respondents had high

level of training obtained.

Rai (2011) found that the respondents i.e. 44.17 percent had medium

size of family.

2.3 Perception towards on private agricultural extension services
among the Members of Farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

Van den Ban and Hawkins (1996) stated that farmers were expected to

share the responsibility for private service and pay all or part of the cost.

Saravanan et al (2000) found that farmers were aware and utilized

private agricultural extension service (PAES) Occupation annual income, farm

size socio- economic status, level of aspiration and extension agency contact,

Psychological characteristics of farmer aware of PAES had significant

association with attitude.

Saravanan and Gowda (2000) found that the overwhelming majority of

progressive farmers were aware of PAES  (91.67%). progressive farmers

utilized PASS  (96.67%) and a majority of scientists (67.50%) had a favorable
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attitude In contrast to this. 70% of extension personnel had least favorable

altitude.

Saravanan and Veerabhadraiah (2003) Public extension performance

in many developing countries including India is not up to the expectation of

farming community further, in recent years, many governments are very

reluctant in shoulder huge financial investment for public extension.

Kumar and Reddy (2004) found that the majority of the farmers had

realized the advantages of privatization in technological services, providing

information on post harvest technology providing information on growth

regulators etc.

Rakesh (2008) found that more than 70 per cent of respondents

believed that private agencies provide service quickly and systematically, they

teach new techniques with interest and solve problems in right time. Followed

by 73.00 percent respondents agreed that private agencies serve better than

government agencies, and they show close rapport with respondents.

Similarly with regard to marketing aspects 63.40 percent of respondents

agreed that private agencies provided better market and 51.60 per cent

agreed that they also procured the produce from farmer’s field to avoid

transportation burden. These might be the reasons for high favorableness’ of

farmers towards privatization.

Rakesh (2008) found that the least favourable attitude of farmers

toward PAES might be due to the consideration that small and marginal

farmers were not willing to pay for agricultural services. The other possible

reason for this might be that these private agencies mainly concentrated their

services to horticulture and plantation crops and not on field crops.

Bawa et al (2009) found that 41.3% of the respondents (farmers)

strongly agreed about privatization and commercialization of extension

service can improve  delivery, while 42.3% agreed that privatization and

commercialization of extension service can help farmers to have greater
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access to farm inputs. Majority (90.8%) of the respondents (extension agents)

agreed that privatization will improve efficiency and effectiveness of the

extension agents, while 50% of them agreed that privatization can improve

extension delivery.

Bawa et al (2009) found that there was a significant relationship

between respondent’s perception of privatization and commercialization.  It

was recommended that it should reach an agreement on how to subsidize it.

Similarly, age, gender and educational level of the respondents should be

considered when planning and organizing for the privatization of the

extension services.

Jiyawan et al (2009) found that Privatization of Agricultural Extension

Services has become essential in our country to increase the competitiveness

among service providers and in turn to give justice to our farmers.

Nevertheless, at the same time, it requires great caution about problems and

constraints emerging due to privatization. The extension service provided by

small-scale Agri-business agencies has to be streamlined and monitored by

proper legislation.

Hosseini et al (2012) found that prioritizing of the most important

practices for supplying private extension services was farmer’s extension

organizations, private consultants and allocating subsidy to the farmers.

2.4. Associations between personal, socio–economic, communicational
and psychological characteristics of the respondents and their
perception regarding private agricultural extension services.

Reddy and Reddy (1977) observed that personal and socioeconomic

characteristics were associated with the attitudes of farmers towards crop

loan system
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Ghosh et al., (1981) found that age, education, land holding, socio-

economic status and mass media exposure were not significantly associated

with attitude of farmers towards Intensive Agricultural Research System.

Sinha et al, (1983) reported that age, economic motivation were found

significant association where as scientific orientation, farm size, were non-

significantly associated with attitude of contact farmers towards Training and

Visit system.

Vasoya et al, (1983) revealed that contact farmers attitude towards T &

V system was not significantly associated with age, size of land holdings,

annual Income, socio-economic status, whereas, education extension

contact, meet media exposure had significant and positive association with

attitude of contact farmers,

Viju and Pillai (1988) observed that economic motivation and annual

income of the farmers was significantly associated with the attitude of farmers

towards farming.

Naik (1994) found that farming experience was not significantly

associated whereas farm size and annual income were significantly

associated with their attitude of farmers towards seed supplying agencies.

Suresh Kumar (1997) found that scientific orientation, economic

motivation, innovation process were significantly associated, where as farm

size was not significantly associated with the attitudes of farmers towards

privatization.

Meti (1998) reveals that economic motivation, annual income, mass

media exposure were significantly associated but age, farming experience,

extension participation, innovation process were not significantly associated

with attitude of farmers towards Improved Agricultural Technology.
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Sarvana R. (1999) reported that personal, socio-economic

psychological and communication characteristics of progressive farmers

aware of privatization were significantly associated with their attitude of

farmers towards privatization extension services.

Hanchinal (2000) reported that personal, economic, social

characteristics were significantly associated with the attitude of farmers

towards privatization of agricultural extension services.

2.5 Constraints faced by the members on private   agricultural extension
Services.

Sharma (1996) analysed the problems faced by farmers in adoption of

mustard practices and reported that lack of technical knowledge, high cost of

fertilizers and seed and production measures were the main constraints in

increasing the production of mustard.

Thyagarajan and Vasantkumar (1998) reported in case of biological

constraints that lack of quality seeds was the most important constraint

mentioned by 48 percent of the respondents, heavy pest and disease

incidence reported by 42.67 % of the respondents, non-availability of high

yielding varieties suited to different climatic conditions (42%), followed by lack

of suitable technology and variety (39%), inadequate irrigation water (34.33%)

and high cost seeds (20.67%).

Njoroge et. al. (1999) concluded that sitting up village level seed

enterprises will be an effective strategy to open up new opportunities to able

adequate quality seed to farmers. The need to involve the barriers stack

holders including farmers, breeders, non - government organization and the

private sector in the overall implementation plan is proposed.

Banerjee and Talukdar (2001) reported that lack of infrastructure

facilities like transport and communication created problem in expanding the
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business and information sources also create the hindrances in making

contact with users while women handle enterprises.

Kamla and Raju (2003) reported that 37.50 per cent respondents

expressed the problem of transport facility.  They further reported that lack of

knowledge and skill were perceived as a problem by about 30 per cent

respondents.

Shukla et al (2009) stated that technological and socio economic limit

were found in adoption of vermin compost (97.1 %), difficulties in storage and

use in field (96.40 %), and lack of knowledge about production technology

(95.80%) were the major constraints.

Manjul et al. (2010) revealed that the constraints face were, lack of

availability of sufficient raw material, lack of technical know-how regarding

production of vermi wash and lack of financial support to expand the

production.

Bagri (2011)   found that major constraints experienced by the

respondents were complexity of seed certification process (59.2 %), lack of

information about loan and subsidy (55.2 %), seed storage problem (52.8 %),

non availability of agriculture information timely (49.6 %), and marketing

problem (47.2 %).

2.6 Suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the benefits of
private agricultural extension services.

Kugbei & Gregg, (2005) suggestsed the village - based seed system

as an effective approach for delivering quality seed to farmers, and for

improving yields and income of farming households.

Rakesh (2008) suggest that the All most all private agencies focusing

on small area, mainly concentrating on all aspects of horticultural crops,

diseases and pest control measure, most probably concentrate on big famers.
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The private agencies might not be concentrate on small and marginal farmer

rainfed areas, issues like environment and human resource development

.from the finding of this investigation it was found that Technological aspect

made privatization services more popular in the study area. Through it is

obvious that total privatization may not be possible in farming community.

Therefore, time demand for establishment of public-private linkage agency to

facilitate services to all farming community at reasonable services cost, to

monitor the work and to get the proper feedback. Based on investigation

finding the comprehensive modal for privatization was developed.

Bagri (2011) reported that the major suggestions offered by the

respondents have been arranged in descending order on the rank basis as

seed certification process should be made simple and easier (64.8 %), there

should be timely availability of loan (58.4 %), seed storage facilities should be

available nearby village (54.4 %), timely availability of seed and other inputs

(45.6 %), more information should be provided about improved seed and

seed production.
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RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This chapter deals with the methods and procedures designed for

planning and conducting the research study. It deals with information about

the study area, hypothesis, variables and their measurement, methods and

the procedures used for collection of data for the purpose of study. It also

illustrates the tools and methods used for the analysis of data. This chapter is

divided into the following sub-heads:-

1. Location and general information of the study area

2. Research design

3. Sampling technique used

4. Operationlization of variables

5. Source of data collection

6. Method of data collection

7. Statistical analysis of the data

8. Hypotheses

1. Location and general information of the study area

Rewa district of M.P., lies between 24'18 and 25'12 north latitudes and

81'2 and 82'18 east longitudes in the north-east of the division of the same

name. The district is bounded on the north and east by the state of Uttar

Pradesh, in the south Sidhi district and in the west with Amarpatan and

Raghurajnagar Tehsheel of Satna district. In shape the district can be

compared to an isosceles triangle, with its base along the Satna border and

the two longer arms converging towards Mauganj in east. It has geographical

area of 561606 hectares. The population of the district on the basis of 2011

census is 2,363,744.  The climate of city Rewa some time changes to

extremes. In summer, the temperature can vary from the lowest of 22oC to the

maximum of more than 45oC. In winter the minimum temperature falls even up

to 30C. Average rainfall is 890 mm per year. Usually first monsoon shower

comes in between end of June to early July.
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2. Research Design

The design of research is most important and crucial aspect of the

research methodology. It is the entire process of planning and carrying out the

research. To seek the answers for the research question, a descriptive

research design was used in the investigation because it is a sort of fact-

finding operation with adequate interpretation. It clearly states the

characteristics of the particular situation of group or individuals. In this design

the variables are to be known.

3. Sampling technique used

The sample of the present study was selected by stratified sampling
method. The various stages of the sample were as -

(i) Selection of block

(ii) Selection of villages

(iii) Selection of respondents

(i)   Selection of the block

The present study was carried out in Rewa district. Rewa block was

selected on the basis of having maximum number of farmer’s cooperative

seed societies as compared to other block in Rewa district.

Table - 3.1 List of selected block of members of Farmers co-operative
seed societies in Rewa District (M.P.)

S.N. Block Total No. of Societies Total No. of Members

1 Rewa 12 692

2 RaipurKarchuliyan 11 189

3 Hanumana 10 239

4 Gangeo 10 168

5 Teonther 7 141

6 Sirmaur 4 70

7 Naigadhi 4 47

8 Mauganj 4 134

9 Java 1 20

TOTAL 63 1700
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(ii) Selection of the villages

A list of 9 villages of Rewa block was prepared on the basis of

maximum number of farmer’s cooperative seed societies. From this list 9

villages with maximum number of co-operative seed societies were selected.

The Rewa block comprises of 692 members of farmer’s co-operative seed

societies in 12 villages. Out of which 5 villages have been selected

purposively on the basis of higher number of   members in co-operative seed

societies. The villages were Amiliki, Gadokhar, Vihra, Padokhar, and Rahat.

Table - 3.2: List of selected villages, number of respondents for
privatization of agricultural extension services and selected
respondents from each village.

(iii)   Selection of the respondents

After the selection of the villages, a village wise list of members of co-

operative seed societies was prepared. From each selected village, societies,

members have been selected through proportionate random sampling method

to make a sample size of 120 respondents. Thus, finally the sample consisted

of 120 respondents.

S.N. Village Total No. of
Members

No. Of  Members/
respondents selected

1 Amiliki 250 56

2 Gadokhar 110 24

3 Vihra 87 19

4 Padokhar 50 11

5 Rahat 45 10

Total 542 120
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4. Operationlization of the variables

Social scientists hold the view that there exists a gap between theory

and empirical research. The theorists use conceptual variables that are

formulated at high level of abstraction. Most of the social scientists attempt to

solve measurement problems by operationally defining the conceived

variables and then by either using available measures or by designing one'

own measure.

A number of terms and variables have been used in the present study

with specific meaning. Obviously these terms require operationlization.

(A) Independent variables

1. Age

It refers to actual age of the respondents in completed years, i.e.

chronological age of the respondent. The actual age was recorded as told by

the respondents at the time of interview. Thus, data obtained were grouped

into following three age-groups.

S. No. Categories Age-Groups (years)

1. Young 21-35

2. Middle 36-50

3. Old Above 51

2. Caste

The caste refers to an individual's ritual caste in which he was born.

The respondents were grouped into the following four categories on the basis

of their caste.

S. No. Categories Weightage

1. Schedule Caste & Schedule Tribe 1

2. Other Backward Caste (O.B.C.) 2

3. General 3



21

3. Education

It refers to the ability or inability to read and write and number of

classes of the formal education passed by the respondents. The scale

developed by Trivedi and Pareek (1963) was used with slight modification as

under.

S. N. Categories Education Weight age

1. Up to primary Up to primary 1

2. Up to middle Up to middle 2

3. High school Up to high school 3

4 above High school above High school 4

4. Social Participation

It refers to the degree or extent of involvement of an individual in formal

and informal social organization at village, block or district level. A list of these

organizations was prepared with the help of the village prior to collection of

data. The scores assigned for member and office bearer were 1 and 2

respectively. The degree of involvement and frequency of participation in an

organization was measured with the allotment of scores 1, 2, 3 for yearly,

quarterly and monthly, respectively. The sum of scores of membership and

frequency of participation represents a degree of social participation of a

respondent. The respondents were further classified into the following three

categories on the basis of maximum and minimum scores obtained by them.

S. No. Category Score range

1. Low Up to 10

2. Medium 11-15

3. High Above 15
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5. Family size

It refers to the total number of family members living together in the

home. It was categorized into three groups as follow:

S.No. Category Weight age

1. Small (Up to 4 members) 1

2. Medium  (5-7 member) 2

3. Large (Above 7 member) 3

6. Land holding

The size of land holding refers to total number of hectares of lands

under cultivation possessed by an individual. For quantitative measurement of

the operational land holding was classified into three categaries.

S.No. Category Weight age

1. Small (Up to 4 hectare) 1

2. Medium (4 to 7 hectares) 2

3. Large (Above 7 hectares) 3

7. Occupational status

Occupation means the kind of work done by the member in the family

for earning their livelihood. Only that kind of work was under taken through

which the family earned their livelihood. The respondents were categorized

into three occupational groups as.
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S. No. Category Weight age

1. Agriculture 1

2. Agriculture & labour 2

3. Agriculture & allied activity 3

8. Annual Income

It refers to the total income of the respondents and his family obtained

from farming & subsidiary occupation and other sources. The respondents

were classified into three categories on the basis of the following range of

income.

S. No. Categories Weight age

1. Low (Up to Rs. 1,00,000) 1

2. Medium (Rs.1,00,000 to 1,50,000) 2

3. High (Above Rs  1,50,000) 3

9. Farming experience

Farming experience refers to the experience of the respondents in

farming and was measured in year. The farming experience has been

considered in the study as major factor and classified in to the three

categories as under:-

S. No. Category Score

1. Low  (  Up to 3 years ) Up to 6

2. Medium ( 3.1 to 5 years ) 7 - 9

3. High ( Above 5 years) Above 9
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10. Information management behavior

After evaluation, the scientific farm information by the individual

farmers, he may lead to its storage/preservation for future use. The

information preservation behavior of the farmers has been operationally

defined as the activities performed by individual farmers for

storage/preservation of the obtained practices sustainable livelihood

diversification for future reference. An index was developed to measure the

information management behavior of the respondents. The index consisted of

seven items. The index respondents of the respondents against recorded on 3

point continuum scale as always, some time and never with the scores 3,2

and1 respectively. The scores of all the items were summed up to obtain the

information management behavior index of an individual respondent. This was

quantified by using the scale developed by Bhople (1995).

The respondents were then categorized into three categories as

follows.

S. No. Category Score range Weight age

1 Low Up to 5 1

2 Medium 6 – 8 2

3 High Above 8 3

11. Mass Media used

It is the extent to which an individual is exposed to message and

information coming through various mass media like radio, television,

newspaper etc. A three continuum scale was used with the score 2, 1, 0 to the

frequency of exposure to different media as often, some time and never

respectively.

On the basis of maximum and minimum total mass media exposure

scores obtained by the respondent, they were classified into following three

categories:
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S. No. Categories Score range

1. Low (1 to 6)

2. Medium (7 to 11)

3. High (Above 11)

12. Source of information

It is the extent to which individual gets latest agricultural information

from various extension / communication sources i.e. RAEO, ADO/SADO,

scientists, SMS etc. A three-point continuum scale was used to ascertain the

extent of source of information of the respondents.

Weightage was given to the extent an individual used a particular

source of communication for getting agricultural information. The scores

allotted were to the frequency of contact with different sources were 2, 1, 0 for

often, some time and never respectively.

Farmers were categorized into the following three groups on the basis

of the total scores obtained by the respondents.

S. No. Categories Score range

1. Low (1 to 6)

2. Medium (7 to 12)

3. High (Above 12)

13. Trainings obtained

Training obtained is the process by which desired knowledge, skill,

attitude and idea are included and reinforced in an organism. Basic purpose

of training is to improve the efficiency of making decisions. It involves

imparting knowledge and development of skills and habits. Operationally,

training has been defined in this study as a kind of learning process where
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selected group of individuals undergo learning experience to internalize the

skill, resulting in the modification of behavior towards specific job

performance. The respondents have been divided into the following three

categories depending upon the number of seed village programme trainings

attended by them selves. The respondents were categorized into three groups

as bellow:

S. No. Categories (Training  attended) Score range

1. Low      (Up to 2 trainings) 1

2. Medium  ( 3-4 trainings) 2

3. High (5 and  above trainings) 3

14. Decision making

Decision making refers to the cognitive process of reaching a decision.

It can be regarded as the mental processes (cognitive process) resulting in

the selection of a course of action among several alternative scenarios.

However, studies have shown that most people are much poorer at decision

making than they think every decision making process produces a

final choice. Decision making means reaching to a conclusion as to what

should be done to solve or accomplish a particular problem or a task.

To measure the decision making pattern related to agricultural activities

thirteen items viz. decision making in crop selection, variety selection, field

preparation etc. were considered. Responses were recorded on 3 point

continuum as completely, partially and never against each item with the

scores 3, 2, and 1 respectively. The decision making score of the respondents

were worked out by adding the scores obtained in respect of each item

together. The respondents were categorized in to the following three

categories on the basis of maximum and minimum obtained scores:-
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S. No. Categories Score range

1. Low Up to 18

2. Medium 19-21

3. High Above 21

15. Innovativeness

Innovation proneness refers to the degree of mental preparedness to

perceive the recommended technology. Those farmers who perceive any

innovation immediately are called more innovative and those who perceive

after sometime are called as less innovative. In brief innovation proneness of

those farmers who are always in search of innovations or new ideas related to

agricultural technologies for applying it to their field are considered as high.

On the contrary innovation proneness is considered as low in case of such

respondents who do not take much interest in agricultural innovations. A three

point’s continuum was used to measure the innovation proneness. The scores

assigned for expressions of respondents against each statement were 3, 2, 1

for often, some time and never. The total score of each respondent was

calculated and the respondents were categorized into the following categories

on the basis of the maximum and minimum scores obtained by them.

S. No. Categories Score range

1. Low (Upto 6)

2. Medium (7 - 9 )

3. High (Above 9 )
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16. Economic motivation

McClelland (1961) defined economic motivation as a social value that

emphasizes a desire for the excellence of an individual to attain a sense of

personal accomplishment. It is operationally defined as the desire for

excellence of dairy farmers to attain a sense of his personal accomplishment.

The instrument consisted of nine statements. Each statement had three

options with the scores 3,2 and 1 respectively economic motivation. On the

basis of maximum and minimum total economic motivation scores obtained by

the respondents they were classified into following three categories:

.

S. No. Categories Score range

1. Low Up to 12

2. Medium 13 - 15

3. High Above 15

(B) Dependent variable

1. Perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies
regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

In the present study Perception of farmers towards Privatization of

Agricultural Extension Service agencies (PAESA) was taken as dependent

variable. In the present investigation, perception is operationally defined as

personal interpretation of respondents about the utility of aspects of private

extension services. Perception of farmers was measured with the help of

scale developed by Hanchinal S. N. (1990). It was prepared in consultation

with agricultural scientists, extensionists and extension officers. The scale

consisted of fifty two statements which were grouped under six different

services as technological services, inputs services, marketing services,
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institutional services, extension services, enterprise services respectively. Out

of fifty two selected statements thirty one were positive and remaining twenty

one statements were negative. These statements were arranged alternatively

to avoid response bias. Responses were recorded on five point continuum of

agreement and disagreement as followed by Likert (1932) in his 'summated

rating techniques' of Perception measurement. The five -point continuum as

strongly agree, agree, undecided, disagree, strongly disagree and were given

5, 4, 3, 2, and 1 scores, respectively. The reverse of the scoring was used for

negative statements. The obtained total perception score range was from 109

to 224. The total score explains the Perception of farmers towards

Privatization of Agricultural Extension Service agencies (PAESA). On the

basis of maximum and minimum scores obtained by the respondents they

were categorized into the following three categories-

S. No. Degree of Perception Score range

1. Fully agree 109-148

2. Partially agree 149-187

3 Not agree Above 187

Hence, the total number of 52 respondents had obtained maximum scores

upto 224 whereas 29 respondents had obtained minimum score upto 109.

5. Sources of data collection

The following sources were used for the purpose of data collection.

(i) Primary data

The researcher collected the primary data personally by interviewing

the selected respondents with the help of structured and pre - tested

interviews schedule.

(ii) Secondary data

The secondary data were obtained from the various government offices

and publications.
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6. Method of data collection

An interview schedule was designed for collecting the relevant

information of selected variables. The data were collected personally with the

help of pre tested interview schedule. The researcher personally contacted

the respondents. They were assured that the information given by them would

be kept confidential and it would only be used for the academic purposes.

7. Statistical analysis of data

Data collected were qualitative as well as quantitative. The quantitative

data were interpreted in terms of percentage and qualitative data were

tabulated on the basis of approved categorization method as described

earlier, the following statistical techniques were used in the study.

Chi-square test

The association of different attributes of respondents with their

utilization pattern about indigenous technical knowledge was tested by chi-

square test (2). For this purpose the following formula was used

 


i

ii

E

EO 2
2 )(

 With d.f. (r - 1) (c - 1)

Where,

o = observed frequency

e = Expected frequency

 = Summation over all differences

r = Number of rows

c= Number of columns

d.f. = Degree of freedom

The extent of association was calculated by using Pearson’s

contingency coefficient ‘C’ formula
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Where,

2 : Value of chi-square

N: total number of observation

C: Co-efficient of association

For practical explanation of the extent of association, the contingency

co-efficient of association values were interpreted as -

(i) 0.00 to 0.20 (negligible association)

(ii) 0.21 to 0.40 (fair association)

(iii) 0.41 to 0.60 (good association)

(iv) Above 0.60 (excellent association)

Correlation analysis

The relationship of selected independent variables was ascertained

with the help of Pearson`s product moment correlation coefficient, the value of

correlation coefficient have been worked out by using the following formula.

)()((

).(
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rxy 


Where,

rxy  =  Correlation coefficient between x and y.

COV(X.Y) = Co-variance between x and y

V(x) =Co-variance between x and y

0 = Variance of x and V(y) = Variance of y.
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8. Hypotheses -

On the basis of objectives and variables incorporated the study, the

following null hypotheses were formulated for the study.

1. There is no association between age of respondents and their

perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

2. There is no association between caste of respondents and their

perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

3. There is no association between educational level of respondents and

their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

4. There is no association between social participation of respondent

farmers and their perception regarding privatization of agricultural

extension services.

5. There is no association between size of family of respondents and their

perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

6. There is no association between land holding of respondents and their

perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

7. There is no association between occupation status of respondents and

their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

8. There is no association between annual income of respondents and

their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

9. There is no association between farming experience of respondents

and their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

10.There is no association between information management behavior of

respondents and their perception regarding privatization of agricultural

extension services.
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11.There is no association between mass media use of respondents and

their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

12.There is no association between use of source of information of

respondents and their perception regarding privatization of agricultural

extension services.

13.There is no association between training obtained of respondents and

their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

14.There is no association between input decision making of respondents

and their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

15.There is no association between innovativeness of respondents and

their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

16.There is no association between economic motivation of respondents

and their perception regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.
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PRESENTATION OF DATA

This chapter deals with the analysis and interpretation of the data.

The data were collected from a sample of 120 Members of farmer’s co-

operative seed societies through a well-structured interview schedule. The

data were processed and analyzed in line with the objectives of the study.

This chapter has been presented under the following sections:

1. To study the personal, socio – economic, communicational and

psychological characteristics of the members of farmers’ co-operative

seed societies.

2. To assess the perception towards on private agricultural extension

services among the Members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies.

3. To determine the extent of association between personal, socio–

economic, communicational and psychological characteristics of the

respondents and their perception regarding private agricultural

extension services.

4. To enlist the constraints faced by the members on private agricultural

extension services.

5.  To find out the suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the

benefits of private agricultural extension services.

1. Personal, socio – economic, communicational and psychological
Characteristics of the members of farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

Table 4.1: Distribution of the respondents according to their age

S.No. Age group (Years) Number of respondents Percentage

1. Young 28 23.33

2. Middle 55 45.83

3. Old 37 30.83

Total 120 100
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The data in Table 4.1 exhibit that out of 120 respondents, the

majority of the respondents i.e. 45.83 percent belonged to middle age

group, where as 30.83 percent were from old age group, and remaining

23.33 percent were from young age group.

Table 4.2: Distribution of the respondents according to their caste

S.No. Caste category Number of respondents Percentage

1. SC &  ST 21 17.5

2. OBC 47 39.16

3. General 52 43.33

Total 120 100

The data of Table 4.2 indicate that out of 120 respondents the

majority i.e. 43.33 percent belonged to general category, 39.16 percent were

found to be in other back word category, 17.5 percent belonged to schedule

caste & schedule tribe.

Table 4.3: Distribution of the respondents according to their level of

education

S.No. Education Level Number of respondents Percentage

1. Up to primary 23 19.16

2. Up to middle 20 16.66

3. High school 28 23.33

4. above High school 49 40.83

Total 120 100

The data of Table 4.3 indicate that out of 120 respondents the

majority i.e. 40.83 percent was found to be educated up to high secondary &

above level, 23.33 percent were found to be educated up to high school, 19.26
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percent were educated up to primary and above level and remaining 16.66

percent were educated up to primary level.

Table 4.4: Distribution of the respondents according to their social
participation

S.No. Categories Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 24 20.00

2. Medium 35 29.16

3. High 61 50.83

Total 120 100

The data in Table 4.4 depict that out of 120 respondents the majority

i.e. 50.83 percent had high level of social participation, 29.16 percent had

medium, while 20 percent had low level of social participation.

Table 4.5: Distribution of the respondents according to their size of family

S.No. Size of family Number of
respondents

Percentage

1. Low 31 25.83

2. Medium 52 43.33

3. High 37 30.38

Total 120 100

The data in Table 4.5 depict that out of the 120 respondents the

majority i.e. 43.33 percent had medium size of family, 30.38 percent had high,

while only 25.83 percent possessed low size of family.
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Table 4.6: Distribution of the respondents according to their operational
land holding

S.No. Land holding Number of
respondents

Percentage

1. Small 16 13.33

2. Medium 41 34.16

3. Large 63 52.50

Total 120 100

The data in Table 4.6 depict that out of the 120 respondents the

majority i.e. 52.50 percent had large size of land holding, 34.16 percent had

medium, while only 13.33 percent possessed small size of land holding.

Table 4.7: Distribution of the respondents according to their Occupation

S.No. Occupational status Number of respondents Percentage

1. Agriculture 55 45.83

2. Agriculture & labor 34 28.33

3. Agriculture & other 31 25.83

Total 120 100

The data of Table 4.7 indicate that out of 120 respondents, the

majority i.e. 45.83 percent belonged to farming agriculture occupation group,

28.33 percent belonged to agriculture & labor occupation group and remaining

25.83 percent belonged to agriculture & other occupation group.
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Table 4.8: Distribution of the respondents according to their annual
income

S. No. Annual income Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 21 17.50

2. Medium 58 48.33

3. High 41 34.16

Total 120 100

The data of Table 4.8 indicate that out of 120 respondents the

majority i.e. 48.33 percent belonged to medium annual income group, 34.16

percent belonged to high annual income group and remaining 17.50 percent

belonged to low annual income group.

Table 4.9: Distribution of the respondents according to farming
experience

S.No. Farming
experience

Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 26 21.66

2. Medium 44 36.66

3. High 50 41.66

Total 120 100

In the Table 4.9.the data indicate that the majority of the respondents

i.e. 41.66 percent were from high farming experience group, while 26.66

percent respondents medium farming experience whereas 21.66 percent were

from low farming experience group.
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Table 4.10: Distribution of the respondents according to their Information
management behavior

S.No. Information
management behavior

Number of
respondents

Percentage

1. Low 33 27.50

2. Medium 38 31.66

3. High 49 40.83

Total 120 100

The data in the Table 4.10 revealed that out of 120 respondents the

majority of the respondents i.e. 40.83 percent of respondents had high level of

information management behavior, 31.66 percent had medium level of

information management behavior, whereas only 27.50 percent were having

low information management behavior.

Table 4.11: Distribution of the respondents according to their mass media

S. No. Decision making Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 33 27.50

2. Medium 38 31.66

3. High 49 40.83

Total 120 100

The Table 4.11 provides the information regarding mass media

sources of information used by the respondents. The data indicate that the

majority of the respondents i.e. 40.83 percent used mass media to high extent,

while 31.66 percent respondents used mass media to medium extent whereas

27.50 percent used mass media to low extent.
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Table 4.12: Distribution of the respondents according to their preference
in use of sources of information

S. No. Use of source of
information

Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 24 20.00

2. Medium 41 34.16

3. High 55 45.83

Total 120 100

The data in the Table 4.12 revealed that out of 120 respondents the

majority of the respondents i.e. 45.83 percent of respondents had high level of

preference in use of source of information, 34.16 percent had medium level of

use of source of information, whereas only 20.0 percent had low preference in

Use of source of information.

Table 4.13: Distribution of the respondents according to their training
obtained

S.No. Training obtained Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 30 25.00

2. Medium 38 31.66

3. High 52 43.33

Total 120 100

The data of table 4.13 indicate that out of 120 respondents the

majority i.e. 43.33 percent belonged to high number of training obtained group,

31.66 percent belonged to medium and remaining 25 percent belonged to low

number of training obtained group.
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Table 4.14: Distribution of the respondents according to decision making

S.No. Decision making Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 25 20.83

2. Medium 49 40.83

3. High 46 38.83

Total 120 100

The data of Table 4.14 indicate that out of 120 respondents the

majority i.e. 40.83 percent belonged to medium number of decision making

group, 38.83 percent belonged to high and remaining 20.83 percent belonged

to low number of decision making category.

Table 4.15: Distribution of the respondents according to their
innovativeness

S.No. Innovativeness Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 20 16.66

2. Medium 40 33.33

3. High 60 50.00

Total 120 100

The data in the Table 4.15 revealed that out of 120 respondents the

majority of the respondents i.e. 50 percent of respondents had high level of

innovativeness, 33.33 percent had medium level of Innovativeness, whereas

only 16.66 percent were having low Innovativeness.
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Table 4.16: Distribution of the respondents according to their Economic
motivation

S.No. Economic
motivation

Number of respondents Percentage

1. Low 25 20.83

2. Medium 36 30.00

3. High 59 49.16

Total 120 100

The data in the Table 4.16 revealed that out of 120 respondents the

majority of the respondents i.e. 49.16 percent of respondents viewed about

economic motivation high, 30 percent medium economic motivation whereas

only 20.83 percent expressed low economic motivation.

2. The perception towards private agricultural extension
services among the Members of Farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

As mentioned earlier the perceptions of the respondents on

privatization of agricultural extension services have been assessed separately.

The perceptions of the respondents regarding the each aspect of privatization

of agricultural extension services components have also been worked out.and

depicted in table 4.17
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Table 4.17: Perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed
societies regarding different service aspects of privatization
of agriculture extension services.

S.
N.

Different services aspect
Statement

Total score Mean score Perception
index

Rank

A TECHNICAL SERVICE
1 Provide important tech Services

easily
400 3.33 66.66 II

2 Use all suitable communication
techniques

305 2.54 50.83 VI

3 Don’t be able to solve the problem
of farmers

303 2.52 50.50 VII

4 Introduce new techniques 266 2.21 44.33 XII
5 Farmers don’t believe in those

technical  advice which provide
PAESA

264 2.20 44.00 XIII

6 Don’t provide information related to
the seed production

207 1.72 34.50 XV

7 Don’t provide the information about
land &agricultural climatic regions

249 2.07 41.50 XIV

8 Don’t provide the hazard
programme

300 2.50 50.00 VIII

9 Provides information about
intercropping

308 2.56 51.33 V

10 Does not give the information
about use of growth regulators

311 2.59 51.83 IV

11 Provides information about  IPM 372 3.10 62.00 III
12 Provides information about  the

technologies after harvesting
293 2.44 48.83 XI

13 Give information about crop
rotation

298 2.48 49.66 IX

14 Provides information about hybrid
seed

402 3.35 67.00 I

15 Don’t give information of IPNM 297 2.47 49.50 X
Average mean score of perception 2.54

B INPUT SERVICE
1 Help to provide seed, fertilizers,

and chemical
530 4.41 88.33 I

2 Increase the cost of input 485 4.04 80.83 II
3 Carried input to the farmers home 402 3.35 67.00 V
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4 Don’t Provide the input material for
the crop demonstration

368 3.06 61.33 VIII

5 Give information on variety of seed
crops

360 3.00 60.00 IX

6 Don’t Supply plantation inputs 425 3.54 70.83 IV
7 Supply of weedicides 465 3.80 77.50 III
8 Provide  good quality of seed 399 3.32 66.50 VI
9 Give  information of biological seed 380 3.16 63.33 VII
10 Don’t Provide the input related

organic seed treatment
248 2.06 41.33 X

Average mean score of perception 3.38

C MARKETING SERVICE
1 Provide good marketing facility 211 1.75 35.16 V
2 Don’t  give the information about

seed grading
250 2.08 41.66 IV

3 Provide suitable as balance a
services

252 2.09 42.00 III

4 Give the information about
marketing price or rate

150 1.25 25.00 VI

5 Don’t give the information about
seed contamination

400 3.33 66.66 II

6 Interfere with mediaters 412 3.43 68.66 I
Average mean score of perception 2.32

D INSTITUTIONAL SERVICE
1 Provides seed storage facilities. 416 3.46 69.33 I
2 Provides subsidies and incentives 266 2.21 44.33 V
3 Don’t help for  provide loan 233 1.90 38.83 VI
4 Don’t give the information of crop

insurance
367 3.05 61.16 III

5 Give the loan on minimum (low)
interest

342 2.85 57.00 IV

6 Provide information of seed
production from various institutions

405 3.37 67.50 II

Average mean score of perception 2.81
E EXTENSION SERVICES
1 Distribute literature related to seed

production
459 3.82 76.50 II

2 Organize the meeting, field visit
and tour

462 3.85 77.00 I

3 Organize the training camp 387 3.22 64.50 V
4 Don’t organize sangosti 414 3.45 69.00 IV
5 Don’t Organize the farmers fair 458 3.81 76.33 III
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6 Provides information timely through
newspaper, television, radio etc.

225 1.87 37.50 IX

7 Provides information in mobile
phone

330 2.75 55.00 VII

8 Don’t organize crop demonstration 316 2.63 52.66 VIII
9 Present importance of new

techniques in local condition
383 3.19 63.83 VI

Average mean score of perception 3.17
F ENTERPRISE SERVICE

1 Providing  information on
technological infrastructure

203 1.69 33.83 IV

2 Don’t provides information on Seed
production enterprise services

198 1.65 33.00 V

3 Don’t give the information about
dairy, goatry, and sheepkeeping

241 2.00 40.16 I

4 Provide information related to
horticulture

205 1.70 34.16 III

5 Supply of seed and planting
materials

196 1.64 32.66 VI

6 Provides information about Seed
processing unit

207 1.71 34.50 II

Average mean score of perception 1.73
Overall mean score of perception 2.65

Table 4.17 depicted perception of the members of farmer’s co-

operative seed societies regarding different service aspects of privatization of

agriculture extension services.

The individual service aspect of privatization of agriculture extension

related to technical service aspect concerned it was found that the highest

mean perception score was 3.35 in providing information about hybrid seed,

and lowest mean perception score was 1.72 in resepect to do not provide

timely information related to the seed production by co-operative seed

societies.

As regard the Input services was concerned mean perception score

(4.41) was found highest in respect to help to provide seed, fertilizers, and
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chemical, whereas lowest mean perception score (2.06) was related to do not

provide input material such as organic seed treatment.

As far as marketing services was concerned the mean perception

(3.43) score was highest in interfere with mediators, and lowest mean

perception score 1.25 was related to give the information about marketing

price or rate.

As regards institutional services, mean perception score (3.46) was

highest in providing seed storage facilities and lowest mean perception score

(1.90) was related to do not help for providing loan.

As far as extension services was concerned mean perception score

(3.85) was highest in distributing literature related to seed production, and

lowest mean perception score (1.87) was related to do not organize crop

demonstration.

Regarding enterprise service, the highest mean perception score

(2.00) was related to do not give the information about dairy, goatry, and

sheep keeping and lowest mean perception score (1.64) was related to supply

of seed and planting materials.

Hence it could be concluded that the average mean perception score

(3.38) of input service aspect followed by (3.17) of extension service aspect

and score (2.81) of institutional service aspect were found to be higher in

comparision to overall average mean perception score (2.65) in relation to

various service aspects of privatization of agriculture extension services.

Whereas, the average mean perception score (2.54) of technical service

aspect, The score (2.32) of marketing service aspect and score (1.73) of

enterprise service aspect were found to be lower in comparision to overall

average mean perception score of various service aspects of privatization of

agriculture extension services.
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Table 4.18 Ranking of different services aspects components of private
agricultural extension services

S.N. Services aspects Perception
index

Mean perception
score

Rank

1 Technological service 50.83 2.54 IV
2 Input service 67.00 3.38 I
3 Marketing service 46.52 2.32 V
4 Institutional service 56.36 2.81 III
5 Extension service 63.59 3.17 II
6 Enterprise service 34.72 1.73 VI

Overall mean score of perception 2.65

In the Table 4.18 depicted the ranking of the different services aspect

components of private agricultural extension services, it is evident that the

aspect of input service had the highest mean perception score (3.38), having

rank Ist followed by extension service (3.17) with the rank IInd, institutional

service (2.81) ranked IIIrd, technological services (2.54) ranked IVth, marketing

service (2.32) ranked Vth and enterprise service (1.73) with  rank VIth.

Table 4.19: Distribution of the respondents according to their perception
of privatization of agricultural extension services

S.No. Perception Number of respondents Percentage

1. Fully agree 29 24.16

2. Partially agree 39 32.50

3. Not agree 52 43.33

Total 120 100

The data presented in the Table 4.19 depict that out of 120

respondents the majority of the respondents i.e. 43.33 percent had highly

favourable perception, 32.50 percent had moderately favourable perception

whereas only 24.16 percent had unfavourable perception on privatization of

agricultural extension services conducted by Rewa block.
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(3) Association between personal, socio–economic, communicational
and psychological characteristics of the respondents and their
perception regarding private agricultural extension services.

Table 4.20: Association between age and perception of members of
farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization
of agriculture extension services

Age

Group

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately

favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Young 8 28.57 11 39.28 9 32.14 28 23.33

Middle 11 20.00 15 27.27 29 52.72 55 30.83

Old 10 27.02 13 35.13 14 37.83 37 45.83

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 3.870, non significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.

The data of Table 4.20 indicate that out of 28 respondents of young

age group, the majority i.e. 39.28 percent belonged to moderately favorable

perception, followed by 32.14 percent highly favorable perception, and only

28.57 percent showed unfavorable perception.

In case of the 55 respondents of middle age group, the majority i.e.

52.72 percent belonged to highly fauvorable perception followed by 27.27

percent moderately fauvorable perception and 20 percent belonged to

unfavorable perception.

In case of remaining 37 respondents 37.83 percent belonged to highly

favorable perception, followed by 35.13 percent moderately fauvorable

perception and 27.02 percent un fauvorable perception.

When the 2 test was applied to the data the calculated 2 value

3.870 was found to be non significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.
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Hence the null hypothesis may be accepted and it could be concluded

that there was no significant association between age and privatization of

agricultural extension services.

Table 4.21: Association between caste and perception of members of
farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization
of agriculture extension services.

Caste

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately

favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

S C & ST 7 33.33 9 42.85 5 23.80 21 17.50

O.B.C. 9 19.14 17 36.17 21 44.68 47 39.16

General 13 25 13 25 26 50 52 43.33

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 5.42, non significant at 5% level with 6 d.f.

Table 4.21 shows that out of 21 respondents who belonged to

schedule caste and schedule tribe category, the majority i.e. 42.85 percent had

moderately favourable perception, 33.33 percent had unfavourable perception

and only 23.80 percent showed highly favourable perception.

As regards 47 respondents who belonged to OBC, the majority i.e.

44.68 percent had highly favourable perception, 36.17 percent had moderately

favourable perception where as only 19.14 had unfavourable favourable

perception.

Out of 52 respondents who belonged to general caste category, the

majority i.e. 50 percent had highly favourable perception, 25 percent had

moderately favourable perception where as only 25 had unfavourable

perception.
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When the 2 test was applied to the data, the calculated 2 value 5.42

was found to be non significant at 6 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be accepted and it could be concluded

that there was non-significant association between caste and privatization of

agricultural extension services.

Table 4.22: Association between education and perception of members of
farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization
of agriculture extension services

Education

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Up to Primary 12 52.17 6 26.08 5 21.73 23 19.16

Up to Middle 5 25 5 25 10 50 20 16.66

High school 6 21.24 11 39.28 11 39.28 28 23.33

Above High

school

6 12.24 17 34.69 26 53.06 49 40.83

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 15.40 significant at 5 % level with 6 d.f.

Table 4.22 shows that out of 23 respondents who were educated

Upto Primary, the majority i.e. 52.17 percent had unfavourable perception,

26.08 percent moderately favourable perception, and only 21.73 percent were

having highly favourable perception.

Out of 20 respondents belonging educated upto middle, the majority

i.e. 50 percent had highly favourable perception, 25.00 percent had moderately

favourable perception whereas 25.00 percent had unfavourable perception.

As regards 28 respondents who were educated upto high secondary

school, the majority i.e. 39.28 percent belonged to moderately also highly

favourable perception and 39.28 percent moderately favourable perception,

and 21.24 percent had unfavourable perception.
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In case of 49 respondents who belonged educated upto higher

secondary and above education level category, the majority i.e. 53.06 percent

belonged to highly favourable perception followed by 34.69 percent moderately

favourable perception, and 12.24 percent had unfavourable perception.

When the 2 test was applied to the data the calculated 2 value

15.40 was found to be significant at 6 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between education and privatization of

agricultural extension services.

Table 4.23: Association between social participation and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agriculture extension services.

Social

Participation

Perception

TotalUnfavorable Moderately

favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 10 41.66 8 33.33 6 25.00 24 20.00

Medium 6 17.14 12 34.28 17 48.57 35 19.16

High 13 21.31 19 31.34 29 47.54 61 50.83

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 =6.36, non significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.

Table 4.23 shows that out of 24 respondents who had low level of

social participation, the majority i.e.41.66 percent had unfavourable moderately

favourable perception, 33.33 percent moderately favourable perception, and

only 25.00 percent showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 35 respondents who had medium level of social participation,

the majority i.e 48.57 percent had highly favourable perception, 34.28 percent
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had moderately favourable perception and 17.14 percent had unfavourable

perception.

As regards 61 respondents who had high level of social participation,

the majority i.e 47.54 percent had highly favourable perception, 31.34 percent

had moderately favourable perception, where as only 21.31 had unfavourable

perception.

When the 2 test was applied to the data the calculated 2 value 6.36

was found to be non significant at 4 d.f. at 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be accepted and it could be concluded

that there was non-significant association between social participation and

privatization of agricultural extension services..

Table 4.24: Association between size of family and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agriculture extension services

Size of

family

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately

favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Small 7 22.58 12 38.70 12 38.70 31 25.83

Medium 11 21.15 22 42.30 19 36.53 52 43.33

Large 11 29.72 5 13.51 21 56.75 37 30.38

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 8.95, non significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.

Table 4.24 shows that out of 31 respondents who had small size of

family, the majority i.e. 38.70 percent had highly favourable perception, & 38.70

percent moderately favourable perception, and only 22.58 percent showed

unfavourable perception.
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Out of 52 respondents who had medium size of family, the majority

i.e. 42.30 percent had moderately favourable perception, 36.53 percent had

highly favourable perception whereas only 21.15 percent had unfavourable

perception.

As regards 37 respondents who belonged to having large size of

family, the majority i.e. 56.75 percent had highly favourable perception, 29.72

percent had unfavourable perception where as only 13.51 had moderately

favourable perception.

When the 2 test was applied to the data the calculated 2 value 8.95

was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between size of family and privatization of

agricultural extension services.

Table 4.25: Association between operational landholding and perception
of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies
regarding privatization of agriculture extension services

Operational

landholding

Perception

Total

Unfavourable

Moderately

favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Small 5 31.25 5 31.25 6 37.50 16 13.33

Medium 16 39.02 15 36.58 10 24.39 41 34.16

Large 8 12.69 19 30.15 36 57.14 63 52.50

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 14.12 significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.

Table 4.25 shows that out of 16 respondents who had small

operational landholding, the majority i.e.37.50 percent had highly favourable
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perception, 31.25 percent moderately favourable perception, and only 31.25

percent showed unfavourable perception.

Out of 41 respondents who had medium size of operational land

holding, the majority i.e. 39.02 percent had unfavourable favourable perception,

36.58 percent had moderately perception whereas only 24.39 percent had

highly favourable perception.

As regards 63 respondents who had large operational land holding,

the majority i.e. 57.14 percent had highly favourable perception, 30.15 percent

had moderately favourable perception where as only 12.69 had un favourable

perception.

When the 2 test was applied to the data, the calculated 2 value

14.12 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between operational land holding and

privatization of agricultural extension services..

Table 4.26: Association between occupational status and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agriculture extension services

Occupational status

Perception

Total

Unfavourable

Moderately

favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Agriculture 5 9.09 21 38.18 29 52.72 55 45.83

Agriculture & labour 16 47.05 8 23.52 10 29.41 34 28.33

Agriculture& other
occupation

8 25.80 10 32.25 13 41.93 31 25.83

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 16.62, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.26 indicates that out of 55 respondents who were practicing

belonged to agriculture occupation alone, the majority i.e. 52.72 percent

showed highly favourable perception, 38.18 present showed moderately

favourable perception and only 9.09 present were having unfavourable

perception.

Out of 34 respondents who were practicing agriculture & labour, the

majority i.e. 47.05 percent exhibited unfavourable perception, 29.41 percent

showed highly favourable perception and 23.52 percent showed moderately

favourable perception.

As regarding 31 respondent belonging to the agriculture & other

occupational group, the majority i.e. 41.93 percent had highly favourable

perception, 32.25 percent showed moderately favourable perception, where as

25.80 percent showed unfavourable perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 value

16.62 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between occupational status and

privatization of agricultural extension services.

Table 4.27: Association between annual income and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agricultural extension services

Annual
Income

Perception

Total

Unfavourable
Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 7 33.33 8 38.09 6 28.57 21 17.50

Medium 16 27.58 24 41.37 18 31.03 58 48.33

High 6 14.63 7 17.07 28 68.29 41 34.16

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 16.13, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.27 shows that out of 21 respondents who had low level of

annual income, the majority i.e. 38.09 percent had moderately favourable

perception, 33.33 percent had unfavourable perception and only 28.57 percent

showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 58 respondents who had medium level of annual income, the

majority i.e. 41.37 percent had moderately favourable perception, 31.03

percent had highly favourable perception where as only 27.58 percent had

unfavourable perception.

As regards 41 respondents who had high level of annual income, the

majority i.e. 68.29 percent had highly favourable perception, 17.07 percent had

moderately favourable perception, whereas only 14.63 had unfavourable

perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 value

16.13 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between annual income and privatization

of agricultural extension services.

Table 4.28: Association between trainings obtained and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agriculture extension services

Farming
experience

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 8 30.76 12 46.15 6 23.07 26 21.66

Medium 12 27.27 8 18.18 24 54.54 44 34.16

High 9 18 19 38 22 44 50 44.66

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 10.73, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.28 shows that out of 26 respondents who had low level of

Farming experience, the majority i.e. 46.15 percent had moderately favourable

perception, 30.76 percent had unfavourable perception and only 23.07 percent

showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 44 respondents who had medium level of Farming experience,

the majority i.e. 54.54 percent had highly favourable perception, 27.27 percent

had unfavourable perception where as only 18.18 percent had moderately

favourable perception.

As regards 50 respondents who had high level of Farming

experience, the majority i.e. 44 percent had highly favourable perception, 38

percent had moderately favourable perception, where as only 18 present had

unfavourable perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 value

10.73 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between Farming experience and

privatization of agricultural extension services.

Table 4.29: Association between Information Management Behavior and
perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies
regarding privatization of agriculture extension services.

Information
management

behavior

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 5 22.72 7 31.81 10 45.45 22 18.33

Medium 16 37.20 8 18.60 19 44.18 43 35.83

High 8 14.54 24 43.63 23 41.81 55 48.83

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 9.86, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.29 shows that out of 22 respondents who had low level of

Information management behavior, the majority i.e. 45.45 percent had highly

favourable and perception, 31.81 percent had moderately favourable

perception and only 22.72 percent showed unfavourable perception.

Out of 43 respondents who had medium level of Information

management behavior, the majority i.e.44.18 percent had highly favourable

perception, 37.20 percent had unfavourable perception where as only 18.60

percent had moderately favourable perception.

As regards 55 respondents who had high level of Information

management behavior, the majority i.e. 43.63 percent had moderately

favourable perception, 41.81percent had highly favourable perception, where

as only 14.54 percent had unfavourable perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 value

9.86 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between Information management

behavior and privatization of agricultural extension services.

Table 4.30: Association between Mass media use and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agricultural extension services

Mass media
use

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 10 30.30 15 45.45 8 24.24 33 27.50

Medium 8 21.05 14 36.84 16 42.10 38 31.66

High 11 22.44 10 20.40 28 57.14 49 40.83

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 9.81, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.30 shows that out of 33 respondents who had low level of

Mass media use, the majority i.e. 45.45 percent had moderately favourable

perception, 30.30 percent had unfavourable perception and only 24.24 percent

showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 3 respondents who had medium level of Mass media use, the

majority i.e.42.10 percent had highly favourable perception, 36.84 percent had

moderately favourable perception where as only 21.05 percent had

unfavourable perception.

As regards 49 respondents who had high level of Mass media use,

the majority i.e. 57.14 percent had highly favourable perception, 22.44 percent

had unfavourable perception, whereas only 20.40 percent had moderately

favourable perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 value

9.81 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between Mass media use and

privatization of agricultural extension services.

Table 4.31: Association between use of source of information and
perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies
regarding privatization of agriculture extension services

Use of Source
of

information

Perception

Total

Unfavourable
Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 7 29.16 12 50 5 20.83 24 20

Medium 9 21.95 8 19.51 24 58.53 41 34.16

High 13 23.63 19 34.54 23 41.81 55 45.83

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 12.26, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.31 shows that out of 24 respondents who had low level of

Use of Source of information, the majority i.e. 50 percent had moderately

favourable perception, 29.16 percent had unfavourable perception and only

20.83 percent showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 41 respondents who had medium level of Use of Source of

Information, the majority i.e. 58.83 percent had highly favourable perception,

21.95 percent had unfavourable perception where as only 19.15 percent had

moderately favourable perception.

As regards 55 respondents who had high level of use of source of

information, the majority i.e. 41.81 percent had highly favourable perception,

34.54 percent had moderately favourable perception, where as only 23.63 had

unfavourable perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 value

12.26 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between source of information and

privatization of agricultural extension services.

Table 4.32: Association between trainings obtained and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agriculture extension services.

Trainings
obtained

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low(upto 2 training) 7 23.33 17 56.66 6 20 30 25

Medium(3-4 training) 9 23.68 8 21.05 21 55.26 38 31.66

High (5 & above) 13 25 14 26.92 25 48.07 52 43.33

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 12.73, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.32 shows that out of 30 respondents who had attended

training upto two training course, the majority i.e. 56.66 percent had moderately

favourable perception, 23.33 percent had unfavourable perception and only 20

percent showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 38 respondents who had attended 3 - 4 training course, the

majority i.e. 55.26 percent had highly favourable perception, 23.68 percent had

unfavourable perception whereas only 21.05 percent had moderately

favourable perception.

As regards 55 respondents who had attended 5 & above training

course, the majority i.e. 48.07 percent had highly favourable perception, 26.92

percent had moderately favourable perception, whereas only 25 had

unfavourable perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 value

12.73 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between trainings obtained and

perception privatization of agriculture extension services.

Table 4.33: Association between decision making and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agricultural extension services.

Decision
making

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 8 32 10 40 7 28 25 20.83

Medium 14 28.57 18 36.73 17 34.69 49 40.83

High 7 15.21 11 23.91 28 60.86 46 38.33

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 9.76, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.33 shows that out of 25 respondents who had low level of

decision making ability, the majority i.e. 40.00 percent had moderately

favourable perception, 32.00 percent had unfavourable perception and only 28

percent showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 49 respondents who had medium level of decision making

ability, the majority i.e. 36.73 percent had moderately favourable perception,

34.69 percent had highly favourable perception whereas only 28.57 percent

had unfavourable perception.

As regards 46 respondents who had high level of decision making

ability, the majority i.e. 60.86 percent had highly favourable perception, 23.91

percent had moderately favourable perception, whereas only 15.21 had

unfavourable perception.

When the 2 tests were applied to the data the calculated 2 values

9.76 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between decision making and

privatization of agriculture extension services.

Table 4.34: Association between innovativeness and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agricultural extension services.

Innovativeness

Perception

TotalUnfavourabl
e

Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 7 35.0 8 40 5 25 20 16.66

Medium 14 35.0 8 20 18 45 40 33.33

High 8 13.33 23 38.33 29 48.33 60 50

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 10.64, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.
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Table 4.34 shows that out of 20 respondents who indicated low

innovativeness, the majority i.e. 40 percent had moderately favourable

perception,35.0 percent had unfavourable perception, while only 25 percent

showed highly favourable perception.

Out of 40 respondents who showed medium innovativeness, the

majority i.e. 45 percent had highly favourable perception, 35.0 percent had

unfavourable perception whereas only 20 percent had moderately favourable

perception.

As regards 60 respondents who indicated high innovativeness, the

majority i.e 48.33 percent had highly favourable perception, 38.33 percent had

moderately favourable perception whereas only 13.33 had unfavourable

perception.

When the 2 test was applied to the data the calculated 2 value

10.64 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between innovativeness and privatization

of agriculture extension services.

Table 4.35: Association between economic motivation and perception of
members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding
privatization of agriculture extension services

Economic
motivation

Perception

TotalUnfavourable Moderately
favourable

Highly
favourable

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Low 11 44 5 20 9 36 25 20.83

Medium 8 22.22 9 25 19 52.77 36 30

High 10 16.94 25 42.37 24 40.67 59 49.16

Total 29 39 52 120 100

2 = 10.13, significant at 5% level with 4 d.f.



64

Table 4.35 shows that out of 25 respondents who exhibited low

economic motivation, the majority i.e. 44 percent had un favourable perception,

36 percent had highly favourable perception and only 20 percent showed

moderately favourable perception.

Out of 36 respondents who exhibited medium economic motivation,

the majority i.e. 52.77 percent had highly favourable perception, 25 percent had

moderately favourable perception whereas only 22.22 percent had

unfavourable perception.

As regards 59 respondents who exhibited high economic motivation,

the majority i.e. 42.37 percent had moderately favourable perception, 40.67

percent had highly favourable perception whereas only 16.94 had unfavourable

perception.

When the 2 test was applied to the data the calculated 2 value

10.13 was found to be significant at 4 d.f. and 5 percent level.

Hence the null hypothesis may be rejected and it could be concluded

that there was significant association between economic motivation and

privatization of agriculture extension services
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1.Table 4.36: The association between personal, socio – economic,
communicational and psychological characteristics of the
members of farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

S. No. Characteristics 2 Value d.f c

1. Age 3.87Ns 4 0.14

2. Caste 5.42Ns 4 0.20

3. Education level 15.40 * 6 0.32

4. Social participation 6.36Ns 4 0.22

5. Size of family 8.95Ns 4 0.25

6. land holding 14.12 * 4 0.31

7. Occupation status 16.62 * 4 0.34

8. Annual income 16.13 * 4 0.33

9. Farming experience 10.73 * 4 0.26

10. Information management behavior 9.86 * 4 0.26

11. Mass media use 9.81 * 4 0.26

12. Use of Source of information 12.26 * 4 0.26

13. Training obtained 12.73 * 4 0.29

14 Decision making 9.76* 4 0.27

15 innovativeness 10.64* 4 0.28

16 Economic motivation 10.13* 4 0.28

* Significant at 5%
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Table 4.37

1. Relationship between the personal, socio – economic,
communicational and psychological characteristics of the members
of farmers’ co-operative seed societies

S.No. Attributes Co-relation coefficient

1. Age 0.1121

2. Caste 0.1137

3. Education level 0.2367*

4. Social participation 0.1213

5. Size of family 0.1124

6. land holding 0.1372*

7. Occupation status 0.2147*

8. Annual income 0.2315*

9. Farming experience 0.2178

10. Information management  behavior 0.2347*

11. Mass media use 0.2720*

12. Use of Source of information 0.1621*

13. Training obtained 0.2184*

14. Decision making 0.2382*

15. innovativeness 0.2412*

16. Economic motivation 0.2921*

Significant at 5%
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Table 4.37 depicts the co-relation coefficient values indicating the

relationship of personal, socio-economic communicational and psychological

attributes of the respondent under privatization of agricultural extension

services. The data indicate that the attributes of respondent namely education,

operational land holding, occupation, annual income, farming experience,

information management behaviour, mass media use, use of source of

information, training obtained, decision making, innovativeness, and economic

motivation had significant relationship with perception of respondents

regarding of privatization of agricultural extension services at 0.05 level of

probability. The result also depict that the respondent, age, caste, size of

family, social participation did not establish significant relationship with

perception of respondents  regarding privatization of agriculture extension

services. .

(4) Constraints faced by the members on private agricultural extension
Services.

The respondents were asked to mention the constraints faced by

them in relation to privatization of agricultural extension services. The major

constraints faced by them have been presented in Table 4.38
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Table 4.38 Constraints faced by the members on private agricultural
extension Services.

S.N. constraints No. of

Respondents

% Rank

1. Lack of information about loan

and subsidy.

69 55.2 II

2. Lack of regular guidance and

training facilities.

37 29.6 VIII

3. Lack of contact with scientist. 49 39.2 V

4. No cooperation with

neighbors.

21 16.8 IX

5. Lack of risk bearing capacity 46 36.8 VI

6. Lack of soil testing

information.

41 32.8 VII

7 Marketing problem. 59 47.2 IV

8. High cost of input 74 59.2 I

9. Lack of experts for technical

advice

66 52.8 III

The Table 4.38 reveals the constraints experienced by the members

of private agricultural extension services. The major constraints were arranged

in descending order on the basis of rank order as, complexity of high cost of

input (59.2 %), lack of information about loan and subsidy (55.2 %), seed

storage problem (52.8 %), lack of experts for technical advice. (49.6 %), and

marketing problem (47.2 %).
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(5) The suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the benefits of
private agricultural extension services.

The respondents were asked to make suggestions for enhancing the

utility in privatization of agriculture extension services. out of many suggestions

offered by them the important suggestions have been presented in the Table

4.39

Table 4.39: suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the benefits
of private agricultural extension services

S.N. Suggestions No. of

Respondents

% Rank

1. Frequent field visit of scientist and
extension officers.

53 44.16 VI

2. Timely availability of seed and
other inputs.

57 45.6 IV

3. More information should be
provided about improved seed
and seed production.

52 41.6 V

4. There should be timely availability
of loan.

73 58.4 II

5. Government agencies should be
involved in marketing.

27 21.5 VII

6. Seed storage facilities should be
available nearby village.

68 54.4 III

7 Strong linkage between public &
private extension services.

81 64.8 I

The useful suggestions offered by the respondents have been

arranged in descending order on the rank basis as seed certification process

should be made simple and easier (64.8 %), there should be timely availability

of loan (58.4 %), seed storage facilities should be available nearby village (54.4

%), timely availability of seed and other inputs (45.6 %), more information

should be provided about improved seed and seed production.
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MAIN FINDINGS & DISCUSSION

The main findings of the study have been presented in line with the

objectives of study. The findings are presented under the following sub-

heads

1. Personal, socio – economic, communicational and psychological
characteristics of the members of farmers’ co-operative seed
societies.

1- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 45.83 percent were from

middle age group. This finding is in line with the finding of Saravanan

(1999), Chandra et al. (2002) and Daver (2009).

2- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 43.33 percent belonged to the

general category. This finding was found similar to the work of Sharma

(1999).

3- Majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 40.83 percent were educated upto

higher secondary and above level. Similar result was reported by

Narayan Gowda (1978), Himantharaju (1984) and Narayanswamy

(1988).

4- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 50.83 percent had high level

of social participation.

5- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 43.33 percent had medium

size of family. The finding finds support with the work of Mande and

Thombre (2009), Daver (2009),Rai (2011) and waskle (2012).

6- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 52.50 percent had the large

size of landholding. The present finding is supported by Patel (1996) and

Barodia (2005).
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7- The majority of the respondents i.e. 45.83 percent were practicing

agricultural occupation. The work of Dhakad (2006) and Mahovia (2006)

supports the present finding.

8- The majority of the respondents i.e. 48.33 percent belonged to medium

annual income group. The present finding is supported by Lokhande

(2010) and Chobitker (2007).

9- The majority of the respondents i.e. 41.66 percent belonged to high

farming experience group. The work of Rakesh (2008) supports the

present finding.

10-The majority of the respondents i.e. 48.33 percent belonged to high

information management behavior group.

11-The majority of the respondents i.e. 40.83 percent were from high mass

media use category. This finding is in line with the finding of Itawdiya

(2011).

12-The majority of the respondents i.e. 45.83 percent were having high use

of source of information. Finding finds support with the work of Ram

(2005).

13-43.33 percent respondents obtained the high extent of training obtained.

This finding is supported by Jatav (2011).

14-The majority of the respondents i.e. 40.83 percent were having medium

decision making level. Finding finds support with the work of Rakesh

(2008).

15-The majority of the respondents i.e. 50 percent were having high degree

of innovativeness. Finding finds support with the work of Rakesh (2008).

16-The majority of the respondents i.e. 49.16 percent were from having high

economic motivation. Finding finds support with the work of Shinde

(2004),Barodia (2005), Jadhao (2008), and Rakesh (2008).
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2. Perception of members of farmer’s cooperative seed societies
regarding different services aspects of privatization agricultural
extension services.

(a) The raking of overall mean perception of the total 6 aspects on

privatization of agriculture extension services was found 2.65. It could be

concluded that the average mean perception score (3.38) of input service

aspect followed by (3.17) of extension service aspect and score (2.81) of

institutional service aspect were found to be higher in comparision to

overall average mean perception score (2.65) in relation to various service

aspects of privatization of agriculture extension services. Whereas, the

average mean perception score (2.54) of technical service aspect, The

score (2.32) of marketing service aspect and score (1.73) of enterprise

service aspect were found to be lower in comparision to overall average

mean perception score of various service aspects of privatization of

agriculture extension services.

(b) Perception towards private agricultural extension services among

the member’s of farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

The majority of the respondents i.e. 43.33 percent had highly

favorable perception 32.50 percent had moderately favorable perception

whereas only 24.16 percent had unfavorable perception of members of

farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of agriculture

extension services conducted by Rewa block.

3. Association between personal, socio–economic, communicational
and psychological characteristics of the respondents and their
perception regarding private agricultural extension services.

1- It was found that the age had no significant association with the

perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services.

2- Caste had non-significant association with the perception of members of

farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural

extension services.
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3- Education had significant association with the perception of members of

farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural

extension services. Similar result was reported by Narayan Gowda

(1978), Himantharaju (1984) and Narayanswamy (1988).

4- The social participation did not show significant relationship with the

perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services.

5- Similarly size of family and Perception of members of farmer’s co-

operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services were not, significantly, associated.

6- Similarly landholding and perception of members of farmer’s co-operative

seed societies regarding privatization of agriculture extension services

were significantly associated.

7- Significant association has been observed between the occupation of the

respondents and their perception of members of farmer’s co-operative

seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

8- As for as annual income is concerned, it was found to be significantly

associated with the perception of members of farmers co-operative seed

societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

9- As regards farming experience, it holds a significant association with the

perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services.

10- Information management behavior had a significant relationship with the

perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services.

11-Similarly mass media exposure was found to be significantly associated

with the perception of the respondents. This finding is in line with the

finding of Itawdiya (2011).
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12-As regards use of source of information, it holds a significant association

with the Perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies

regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

13-Trainings obtained were also found having significant association with the

perception of members of farmers co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agriculture extension services..

14- The decision making was significantly associated with the perception of

members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization

of agricultural extension services. Finding finds support with the work of

Rakesh (2008).

15-The innovativeness was significantly associated with the perception of

members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization

of agricultural extension services.

16-The economic motivation was significantly associated with the perception

of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services. Finding finds support with

the work of Shinde (2004),Barodia (2005), Jadhao (2008), and Rakesh

(2008).

The data also  indicated that the attributes of respondents namely

education, operational land holding, occupation, annual income, farming

experience, Information management behaviour, mass media used, use of

source of information,  training obtained, decision making , innovativeness ,

economic motivation, had significant relationship with perception of members

of farmers co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural

extension services at 0.05 level of probability. on the contrary, the

respondents’, age, caste, size of family, social participation did not establish

significant relationship with the perception of members of farmer’s co-
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operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

4. The constraints faced by the members on private agricultural
extension Services.

The major constraints experienced by the respondents were arranged in

descending order on the basis of rank order as, complexity of seed

certification process (59.2 %), lack of information about loan and subsidy

(55.2 %), seed storage problem (52.8 %), non availability of agricultural

information timely (49.6 %), and marketing problem (47.2 %).

5. The suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the benefits of
private agricultural extension services.

The useful suggestions offered by the respondents have been

arranged in descending order on the rank basis as seed certification process

should be made simple and easier (64.8 %), there should be timely

availability of loan (58.4 %), seed storage facilities should be available

nearby village (54.4 %), timely availability of seed and other inputs (45.6 %),

more information should be provided about improved seed and seed

production
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SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS & SUGGESTIONS

Earlier agricultural extension viewed as a public good and has been financed

by the public sector in most countries (Dinar.1996), In recent past, financial burden

on governments, disappointing performance of public extension and opportunities in

global free market economy calls for structural and functional adjustment with cost

effective and demand driven approach (Saravanan. 1999). The Public extension

performance in many developing countries including India is not upto the expectation

of farming community. Agricultural extension services in India are mostly funded and

delivered by public systems and government is very much reluctant in huge financial

investment for public extension.

The growing commercialization of agriculture treats the extension as a new

income-generating economic input. The extension experts suggest that extension

should be 'demand driven and 'cost-effective, and also propose to privatize the

public extension system. These innovative urge the search for alternative extension

approach to meet the next millennium needs and challenges.

According to saravanan "Privatization of agricultural extension service refers

to the services rendered in the area of agriculture and allied aspects by extension

personnel working in the private agencies or organizations, for which farmers arc

expected to pay fee and it can be viewed as supplementary or alternative to public

extension service”.

In Rewa Division of  M.P. seed grower farmers associations have been

established on regional basis in a mutually aided co-operative sector named as

farmers co-operative seed societies with a view to develop farmers participatory

approach in seed production, and develop the effective local supply system for

quality seed. It is well known fact that most of the private agencies/organizations

such as seed, fertilizer, pesticides etc are disseminating agriculture extension

information in large number of villages since last few years earlier to the farmers for

obtaining more production and productivity of crops & other enterprises. Therefore, it

is worthwhile whether the private agencies provided the information on agriculture

extension services are preferred by the members of societies for obtaining the

profits. However, it is felt necessary to assess the perception towards utility of
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privatization of extension services among the members of farmers’ co-operative

seed societies. Keeping the background of above facts, the present investigation on

the topic entitled “A study on privatization of agricultural extension services as

perceived by members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies in Rewa Distt. (M.P.)”

is decided with the following objectives

Objectives-

1.To study the personal, socio – economic, communicational and psychological

characteristics of the members of farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

2. To assess the perception towards on private agricultural extension services

among the members of farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

3. To determine the extent of association between personal, socio– economic,

communicational and psychological characteristics of the respondents and

their perception regarding private agricultural extension services.

4. To enlist the constraints faced by the members on private agricultural extension

services.

5. To find out the suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the benefits of

private agricultural extension services.

Selection of the block

The present study was carried out in Rewa district. Rewa block was selected

on the basis of having maximum number of farmer’s cooperative seed societies as

compared to other block in Rewa district.

Selection of the villages

A list of 9 villages Rewa block was prepared on the basis of maximum number

of farmer’s cooperative seed societies from this list 9 villages with maximum

numbers of co-operative seed societies. The Rewa block comprises of 692 members

of farmers co-operative seed societies in 12 villages. out of which 5 villages will be

selected purposively on the basis of higher number of   members in co-operative

seed societies. The villages were Amiliki, Gadokhar, Vihra, Padokhar, and Rahat.
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Selection of the respondents

After the selection of the villages, a village wise list of members of co-

operative seed societies will be prepared. From each selected village, societies,

members will be selected through proportionate random sampling method to make a

sample size of 120 respondents. Thus, finally the sample will be consisted of 120

respondents.

Independent variable

age, caste, education, social participation, size of family, land holding,

occupation, annual income, farming experience, information management behaviour,

mass media, used use of source of information,  training obtained, decision making ,

innovativeness , economic motivation.

Dependent variable

Perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agriculture extension services.

Main findings

Personal, socio–economic, communicational and psychological
characteristics of the members of farmers ‘co-operative seed societies.

1- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 45.83 percent were from middle age

group. This finding is in line with the finding of Saravanan (1999), Chandra et

al. (2002) and Daver (2009).

2- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 43.33 percent belonged to the general

category. This finding was found similar to the work of Sharma (1999).

3- Majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 40.83 percent were educated upto higher

secondary and above level. Similar result was reported by Narayan Gowda

(1978), Himantharaju (1984) and Narayanswamy (1988).

4- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 50.83 percent had high level of social

participation.
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5- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 43.33 percent had medium size of

family. The finding finds support with the work of Mande and Thombre

(2009), Daver (2009),Rai (2011) and waskle (2012).

6- The majority of the beneficiary farmers i.e. 52.50 percent had the large size of

landholding. The present finding is supported by Patel (1996) and Barodia

(2005).

7- The majority of the respondents i.e. 45.83 percent were practicing agricultural

occupation. The work of Dhakad (2006) and Mahovia (2006) supports the

present finding.

8- The majority of the respondents i.e. 48.33 percent belonged to medium annual

income group. The present finding is supported by Lokhande (2010) and

Chobitker (2007).

9- The majority of the respondents i.e. 41.66 percent belonged to high farming

experience group. The work of Rakesh (2008) supports the present finding.

10-The majority of the respondents i.e. 48.33 percent belonged to high information

management behavior group.

11-The majority of the respondents i.e. 40.83 percent were from high mass media

use category. This finding is in line with the finding of Itawdiya (2011).

12-The majority of the respondents i.e. 45.83 percent were having high use of

source of information. Finding finds support with the work of Ram (2005).

13- 43.33 percent respondents obtained the high extent of training obtained. This

finding is supported by Jatav (2011).

14-The majority of the respondents i.e. 40.83 percent were having medium decision

making level. Finding finds support with the work of Rakesh (2008).
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15-The majority of the respondents i.e. 50 percent were having high degree of

innovativeness. Finding finds support with the work of Rakesh (2008).

16-The majority of the respondents i.e. 49.16 percent were from having high

economic motivation. Finding finds support with the work of Shinde

(2004),Barodia (2005), Jadhao (2008), and Rakesh (2008).

2. Perception of members of farmer’s cooperative seed societies regarding
different services aspects of privatization agricultural extension services.

(a) The raking of overall mean perception of the total 6 aspects on

privatization of agriculture extension services was found 2.65. It could be concluded

that the average mean perception score (3.38) of input service aspect followed by

(3.17) of extension service aspect and score (2.81) of institutional service aspect were

found to be higher in comparision to overall average mean perception score (2.65) in

relation to various service aspects of privatization of agriculture extension services.

Whereas, the average mean perception score (2.54) of technical service aspect, The

score (2.32) of marketing service aspect and score (1.73) of enterprise service aspect

were found to be lower in comparision to overall average mean perception score of

various service aspects of privatization of agriculture extension services.

(b) Perception towards private agricultural extension services among
the member’s of farmers’ co-operative seed societies.

The majority of the respondents i.e. 43.33 percent had highly favorable

perception 32.50 percent had moderately favorable perception whereas only 24.16

percent had unfavorable perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed

societies regarding privatization of agriculture extension services conducted by

Rewa block.

3. Association between personal, socio–economic, communicational and
psychological characteristics of the respondents and their perception
regarding private agricultural extension services.
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1- It was found that the age had no significant association with the perception of

members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of

agricultural extension services.

2- Caste had non-significant association with the perception of members of farmer’s

co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services.

3- Education had significant association with the perception of members of farmer’s

co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension

services. Similar result was reported by Narayan Gowda (1978), Himantharaju

(1984) and Narayanswamy (1988).

4- The social participation did not show significant relationship with the perception of

members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of

agricultural extension services.

5- Similarly size of family and Perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed

societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension services were not,

significantly, associated.

6- Similarly landholding and perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed

societies regarding privatization of agriculture extension services were

significantly associated.

7- Significant association has been observed between the occupation of the

respondents and their perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed

societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.

8- As for as annual income is concerned, it was found to be significantly associated

with the perception of members of farmers co-operative seed societies

regarding privatization of agricultural extension services.
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9- As regards farming experience, it holds a significant association with the

perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services.

10- Information management behavior had a significant relationship with the

perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services.

11-Similarly mass media exposure was found to be significantly associated with the

perception of the respondents. This finding is in line with the finding of

Itawdiya (2011).

12-As regards use of source of information, it holds a significant association with the

Perception of members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agricultural extension services.

13-Trainings obtained were also found having significant association with the

perception of members of farmers co-operative seed societies regarding

privatization of agriculture extension services..

14- The decision making was significantly associated with the perception of

members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of

agricultural extension services. Finding finds support with the work of Rakesh

(2008).

15-The innovativeness was significantly associated with the perception of members

of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural

extension services.

16-The economic motivation was significantly associated with the perception of

members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of

agricultural extension services. Finding finds support with the work of Shinde

(2004),Barodia (2005), Jadhao (2008), and Rakesh (2008).
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The data also  indicated that the attributes of  respondents

namely education, operational land holding, occupation, annual income, farming

experience, Information management behaviour, mass media used, use of source of

information,  training obtained, decision making , innovativeness , economic

motivation, had significant relationship with perception of members of farmers co-

operative seed societies regarding privatization of agricultural extension services at

0.05 level of probability. on the contrary, the respondents’, age, caste, size of family,

social participation did not establish significant relationship with the perception of

members of farmer’s co-operative seed societies regarding privatization of

agricultural extension services.

4. The constraints faced by the members on private agricultural extension
Services.

The major constraints experienced by the respondents were arranged in

descending order on the basis of rank order as, complexity of seed certification

process (59.2 %), lack of information about loan and subsidy (55.2 %), seed storage

problem (52.8 %), non availability of agricultural information timely (49.6 %), and

marketing problem (47.2 %).

5. The suggestions for enhancing the utility in availing the benefits of private
agricultural extension services.

The useful suggestions offered by the respondents have been arranged in

descending order on the rank basis as seed certification process should be made

simple and easier (64.8 %), there should be timely availability of loan (58.4 %), seed

storage facilities should be available nearby village (54.4 %), timely availability of

seed and other inputs (45.6 %), more information should be provided about

improved seed and seed production.
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their farming experience
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Fig.4.11:Percentage distribution of the respondents according to
their mass media use
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their source of information
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their decision making
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Fig 4.18:   Perception of members of farmers cooperative seed socity.
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ifjokj esa lnL;ksa dh la[;k %&-----------------------------------
6-Hkwfe dk jdck

1. d`f"k ;ksX; dqy Hkwfe ------------------------- ,dM+] 2- flafpr Hkwfe------------------------------------------- ,dM+

3. vflafpr Hkwfe-------------------------------------- ,dM+]       4- iM+rh Hkwfe ----------------------------------------- ,dM+
7- vius eq[; ,oa lgk;d O;olk; dh tkudkjh nsa %&

eq[; O;olk; ----------------------------------------------
lgk;d O;oklk; ------------------------------------------

8- okf"kZd vk; %& vkids ifjokj dh fofHkUu L=ksrksa ls izkIr okf"kZd vk; fdruh gS\
1- [ksrh ls ------------------------------------------------------------- 2- vU; O;olk; ls -------------------------------------------------------------
3- etnwjh ls ------------------------------------------------------------- dqy ;ksx ------------------------------------:i;s
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9& [ksrh dk vuqHko&
v- vki fdrus o"kksZ ls [ksrh dj jgs gSA ------------------------- o"kksZ
c- vki fdrus o’kksZa ls cht mRiknu dj jgs gSaA -------------- o’kksZ
l- ,d o’kZ esa fdruh Qlysa ysrsa gSA ---------------------
n- D;k fofo/k df̀"k viukus ls jkstxkj feyus dh laHkkouk gSA gka@ugha
b- D;k chtksRiknu ykHkdkjh gS A gkW @ugha
10 lwpuk ds mi;ksx esa ykus gsrq lwpuk dk izca/ku fdl izdkj djrs gSa &

ek/;e ges’kk dHkh&dHkh dHkh ugha

1- Lo;a ds Le`fr iVy ds ek/;e ls
2- uksVcqd ;k Mk;jh esa fy[kdj
3- lkfgR; ds :i esa laj{k.k tSls if=dk] dk;Zekyk] cqdysV
4- lekpkj i= dfVax
5- dEI;wVj LVksjst fMokbt esa lajf{kr
6- ikfjokfjd lnL; ds ek/;e ls
7- fe=@iM+kslh ds ek/;e ls
8- fj”rsnkjksa ds ek/;e ls
9- vU;
11- d`f"k cht rduhdh laca/kh tkudkjh izkIr djus ds fy;s fdu&fdu tulapkj ek/;eksa dk mi;ksx

djrs gSa d`Ik;k n”kkZ;sa&

Ø- L=ksr ,oa ek/;e dk uke ges'kk dHkh&dHkh dHkh ugha
1 jsfM;ks
2 Vsyhohtu
3 lekpkj i=
4 d`f"k if=dk
5 Ikz{ks= Hkze.k
6 fdlku esyk
7 izn'kZu
8 bUVjusV
9 ppkZ;sa
10 vU;

12- vki d`f"k ;k vU; O;olk; ls lacaf/kr uohu o mi;ksxh tkudkjh izkIr djus ds fy;s fdu&fdu
L=ksrksa ls laidZ djrk gSa\

Ø- L=ksr dk uke ges'kk dHkh&dHkh dHkh ugha
1 xzkeh.k df̀"k foLrkj vf/kdkjh
2 ofj"B df̀"k foLrkj vf/kdkjh
3 d`f"k oSKkfud@d̀f’k foKku dsUnz
4 lgdkjh lfefr ds dk;ZdrkZ
5 xSj lgdkjh laLFkk
6 izxfr'khy d"̀kd
7 fe= o fj'rsnkj
8 futh vknku ds foØsrkvksa ls
9 vU;

13- izf'k{k.k izkIr djus laca/kh tkudkjh % vkids }kjk cht mRiknu lfefr ds vfrfjDr iwoZ esa vU; dksbZ

izf'k{k.k izkIr fd;k x;k gSA

Ø laLFkk dk uke fooj.k
1 izf'k{k.kksa dh la[;k
2 izf'k{k.k dh vof/k
3 izf'k{k.k dk LFkku
4 izf'k{k.k dh mi;kssfxrk ij izfrfØ;k
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14- fu.kZ; ysus dh {kerk
fuEufyf[kr dk;ksZa ds fu’iknu esa vkids fu.kZ; ysus dh {kerk ds ckjs esa tkudkjh
Ø- dFku lger vkaf”kd

lger
vlger

1 dksbZ Hkh d̀f’k rduhd viukus ls igys vU; yksxksa ls lykg ysuk
vko”;d gSA

2 vf?kd mRiknu nsus okyh fdLeksa dk cht mRiknu djus dk Lo;a
fu.kZ; ysrs gSaA

3 D`f’k Qly mRiknu ds fy, cSad ls _.k ysus lacaf/kr fu.kZ; Lo;a
ysrs gSaA

4 Hkwfe lq/kkj ds fy, fu.kZ; ysus esa Lo;a l{ke gSA
5 vki nwljska dh lykg esa fo”okl j[krs gSaA ftlls vkidk dke

csgrj gksA
6 vU; yksxksa dh lykg ij dke djuk detksjh dh fu”kkuh gSA
7 d`f’k vknku lkexzh Ø; djus dk fu.kZ; Lo;a ysrs gSaA
8 leL;k ds lek/kku ds fy, vki nwljksa ls lgk;rk ysrs gSaA

15- uokpkfjdrk
Ø- dFku lger vkaf”kd

lger
vlger

1 eSa cgqr vf/kd bPNqd jgrk gwa] u, rjhdksa dks viukus esa tks csgrj
[ksrh ds fy, mi;ksxh gSa

2 eq>s yxrk gS fd u, chtksRiknu ds rjhds ykHknk;d ugha gS] blfy,
eSa mUgs nwljska ds viukus rd bartkj d:axk

3 chtksRiknu ds lq/kkj iz;klksa ds ckjs esa iwjh tkudkjh j[krk gwa] vkSj
tSls laHko gks viukus dk iz;kl djrk gwaA

4 Uk, chtksRiknu ds rjhds vklkuh ls ugha viuk, tk ldrs blfy,
eSa bUgsa ugha viukrk gwa

16- vkfFkZd vfHkizsj.kk
Ø- dFku lger vkaf”kd

lger
vlger

1 ,d fdlku dks vf/kd iSnkokj vkSj vkfFkZd ykHk dekus ds fy,
futh d̀f’k foLrkj ,tsafl;ksa ls laidZ djuk pkfg,

2 ,d lQy fdlku og gS tks futh df̀’k foLrkj ,tsafl;ksa ls laidZ
djrk gS

3 ,d fdlku vf/kd ykHk dek ldrk gS tks fdlh Hkh ubZ df̀’k
rduhdh viukus dk iz;kl djrk gSA

4 ,d fdlku dks viuh thfodksiktZu [ksrh ctk; uxn Qly dks
mxkdj vkfFkZd ykHk dekuk pkfg,

5 ,d fdlku ds fy, vius cPpksa dks vPNh “kq:vkr nsuk eqf”dy gS
tcrd dh og vkfFkZd l{ke ugha gksrk

6 ,d fdlku dks viuh thfodksiktZu ds fy, dekuk pkfg, ysfdu
egRoiw.kZ ckr ;g gS fd mls vkfFkZd n`f’V ls ifjHkkf’kr ugha fd;k
tk ldrk
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[k.M **c**
fo’ks"k tkudkjh

cht mRiknd d`’kd lgdkjh lfefr ds lnL;ksa }kjk futh d`f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ksa ds dk;Z ds izfr
izR;{khdj.kA

Ø- dFku
iw.kZ

lger
vkaf”kd
lger

rVLFk vkaf”kd
vlger

iw.kZr;k
vlger

v- rduhdh lsok

1 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka fdlkuksa dks vko”;d
rduhdh lsok vklkuh ls miyC/k djkrh gSA

2 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka vius foLrkj dk;ksZa esa
lHkh mi;qDr laizs’k.k rduhd dk mi;ksx djrh gSaA

3 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka vke fdlkuksa ds rduhdh
leL;kvksa ds lek/kku esa l{ke ugha gSaA

4 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka chtksRiknu dh ubZ
rduhdh ds mi;ksfxrk esa LFkkuh; n”kk esa d`’kdksa dks
voxr djkrh gSaA

5 fdlku mu d̀f’k rduhdh lykg esa fo”okl ugha
djrs tks futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka mUgsa iznku
djrh gSaA

6 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka le; ij chtksRiknu ls
lacaf/kr rduhdh tkudkjh ugha igqpkrh] ftlds
dkj.k chtksRiknu izHkkfor gksrk gSA

7 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka Hkwfe rFkk df̀’k tyok;q
{ks= dh tkudkjh ugha nsrhA

8 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka vkikr ;kstuk ds
ckjs esa tkudkjh ugha nsrhA

9 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka varjlL;u ¼baVj Økfiax½
ds ckjs esa tkudkjh iznku djrh gSaA

10 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka o`f) fu;edksa ds mi;ksx
ckjs esa tkudkjh ugha nsrhA

11 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka ikS/k laj{k.k vkSj lefUor
dhV izca/ku ds ckjs esa tkudkjh iznku djrh gSaA

12 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka dVkbZ mijkar rduhd ds
ckjs esa tkudkjh miyC/k djkrh gSaA

13 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka Qly pØ ds ckjs esa
tkudkjh nsrha gSaA

14 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka ladj cht ¼gkbfczM
lhM½ ds ckjs esa tkudkjh izkIr djrh gSaA

15 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka ikS/k iks’k.k izca/ku
dh tkudkjh ugha nsrh gSaA

Ck vknku lsok,a
1 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka le; esa fdlkuska dks

[kkn&cht vkSj jlk;u vkfn vknku lkexzh miyC/k
djkus esa enn djrh gSaA

2 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka chtksRiknu ds fy,
vknku lkexzh dh ykxr dks c<+k nsrh gSaA

3 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka vko”;d vknku lkexzh
¼buiqV½ dks fdlkuksa ds ?kj rd igqapkdj mudh enn
djrh gSaA

4 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka Qly izn”kZu gsrq vknku
lkefxz;ksa dks le; ij miyC/k ugh djkrh gSaA

5 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka cht Qly dh
fdLe ds ckjs esa tkudkjh nsrh gSA
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6 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka jksi.k lkexzh dh
vkiwfrZ ugha djrh gSA

7 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka [kjirokjuk”kh dh
vkiwfrZ djrh gSaA

8 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka vPNh fdLe dk
cht miyC/k ugha djkrh gSaaA

9 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka tSfod chtksipkj dh
tkudkjh iznku djrh gSaA

10 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka tSfod [ksrh ls
lacaf/kr vknku lkexzh iznk; djus esa enn ugha djrh
gSaA

Lk foi.ku lsok,a
1 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka fdlkuksa dks vPNh foi.ku

lqfo/kk,a miyC/k djkrh gSaA
2 futh foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ksa ds }kjk fdlkuksa dks cht

Js.khdj.k dh tkudkjh ugha nh tkrh ftlls muds
mRiknu dh vPNh dher ugha feyrhA

3 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka fdlkuksa dks mfpr
rkSy lqfo/kk miyC/k djkrh gSaA

4 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka cktkj Hkko dh
tkudkfj;ka ugha nsrhA

5 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka cht feJ.k
¼lanw’kdksa½ ds ckjs esa tkudkjh ugha nsrh gSa ftlls
fdlkuksa dks cht dh vPNh dher ugha feyrh gSA

6 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsalh fdlkuksa ds mRiknu
dk mfpr ewY; iznku djus gsrq fcpkSfy;ksa ¼nykyksa½ ds
lkFk gLrk{ksi djrh gSaA

n laLFkkxr lsok,a

1 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka cht Hk.Mkj.k dh
lqfo/kk miyC/k djkrh gSaA

2 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka vuqnku vkSj
izksRlkgu
iznku djrh gSaA

3 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka lgdkjh cSadksa ls
_.k fnykus esa enn ugha djrh gSaA

4 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka Qly chek ds ckjs
esa tkudkjh ugha nsrh gSaA

5 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka de C;kt ij _.k
nsrh gSaA

6 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka chtksRiknu ls
lacaf/kr fofHkUu laLFkkvksa ls d`’kd dks vko”;d
tkudkjh miyC/k djkrh gSA

Q izlkj lsok,a
1 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka chtksRiknu rduhdh

ls lacaf/kr lkfgR; dk forj.k djrh gSaA
2- futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka cSBd] {ks= Hkze.k ,oa

i;ZVu dk vk;kstu djrh gSaA
3 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka fdlkuksa ds fy,

izf”k{k.k f”kfojksa dk vk;kstu djrh gSA
4 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka fdlku laxks’Bh dk

vk;kstu ugha djrh gSaa
5 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka fdlku esys dk

vk;kstu ugha djrh gSaA
6 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka lekpkj i= ] jsfM;ks

Vhoh vkfn ds ek/;e ls le;&le; ij chtksRiknu
dh tkudkjh nsrh gSaA
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7 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka cht mRiknu ls
lacaf/kr tkudkjh eksckby ij miyC/k djkrh gSaA

8 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka Qly izn”kZu dk
vk;kstu ugha djrh gSaA

9 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka ubZ rduhdh ds
egRo dks LFkkuh; n”kk ¼xkao&xkao½ esa iznf”kr djrh
gSaA

Xk m|e lsok,a

1 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka rduhdh cqfu;knh
lsokvksa ds ckjs esa tkudkjh iznku djrh gSaA

2 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka chtksRiknu m|e ds
ckjs esa tkudkjh ugha nsrhA

3 futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka i”kqikyu@HksM+]
cdjh ikyu ds ckjs esa tkudkjh ugha nsrh gSaA

4- futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka m|kfudh ls lacaf/kr
tkudkjh miyC/k djkrh gSaA

5- futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka chtksRiknu izfØ;k
esa vko”;d midj.k miyC/k djkus esa enn djrh
gSaA

6- futh d̀f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ka cht izfØ;k bdkbZ
¼lhM izkslsflax ;wfuV½ ds ckjs esa tkudkjh miyC/k
djkrh gSaA

[k.M & ¼l½
cht mRiknd d`’kd lgdkjh lfefr ds lnL;ksa dks fdu&fdu leL;kvksa dk lkeuk djuk iM+rk gS %&
d`i;k Js.khc) rjhds ls crk;sa&
Øa- leL;k,W

1-

2-

3-

4-

5-

6-

7-

8-

futh d`f’k foLrkj lsok ,tsafl;ksa dks vkSj vf/kd izHkkoh cukus ds fy, izkFkfedrk ds vk/kkj ij lq>ko
nhft,&
Øa- lq>ko

1-

2-

3-

4-

5-

6-

7-

8-
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