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INTRODUCTION 



INTRODUCTION 

It h.a bean ·p.roclai.-ru.d that we have attained the 

stage of salf-sufficiency In food production. Out we ara 

yet to see the complete transforrnation of traditional 

agriculture into a modern commercial endeavour. There 

need be no doubt about, the availability of technical 

knoy-hou to take rural India forward. But the husan 

ele::tent is to be exploited for a Jricultural development 

as the key to agricultural development lies in the minds, 

hearts and hand of the so called 'back-banas' of our 

country - the farmers. 

In fact, it is the motivated technology that must 

release the lock and s",in] the doors open for ~lodGrnisation 

of agriculture. To accelorate this prOCGs .. ', it neada 

affective communication of relevant technology which i. 

emerging almost daily to the farmer.. In other words, 

affective communication plays a very important role in the 

rapid growth of agriculture. 

Effactive cO:1munication of scientific findings to 

the 11i11ions of farmers i8 a necessity and key to economic 

progress of the nation. This is more so in developing 

countries like ours, where the gap botween intellectuals 

and common man is very wide. It is strongly felt that 

man '8 groatest enslaver has always been ignorance and his 

Jraatest emancipator has always been truth and scientific 

knowled-)e. 



In short, com'i\unlcation is a condicto sins-qua-non 

of national prosperity and international understanding. A. 

ths prosparlty of a nstlon depends largely on the agrJ,cul­

tural development, c07munJ.catJ.on 1s apparontly BJplJ,csblll 

to the dovelopmont of agriculture because it is the funda­

lental step in bri~]ing about a desirable change in any 

aspact of client system. This aspect has rightly attracted 

the attention of Behavioural Scientists in our country for 

t he past feu years. Consequent ly, many stUdies have been 

undertaken to widen the scope of agricultural communication 

so that the innovations YOuld roach the tarlat clientale 

effectively. 

Even nou, ue are not able to build up appropriate 

communication strategy for popularising the improved and 

latest technology. As a result, the technology i8 utill at 

the research laboratories wit.hout being effectively tran ... 

ferred to the door-steps of farmers or their fielda. Tht. 

has become a challenging taak and it can be overcome only 

throucJh skillful communicators and by u8ing appropriate 

communication media. 

Tha success of RGraan Revolution R in our country 

depended vary much upon the large scale adoption of high 

yielding varieties and improved agricultural practices by 

our farmars. The adoption of an innovation is viewed aa a 

process which requires l1aoy kinds of information. Such an 

2 
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information may ran JEI froID the initial knowledge about the 

innovation to an understanding of how it can be more satia-

tying after it is used. 

There are many .ouress through which fal'ftlors .eek 01' 

get information about the technolojical change 1n 'arming. 

The preference and selectivity for a particular aource may 

vary with the stages of adoption. In addition, their parsonal 

attributes also influence the salection of a particular source 

at a particular stage. Nevertheless, Interpersonal communi­

cation still plays an appraciabla role in the comntUnication 

of technology in rural areas. 

It is wall known that all the persona in a community 

do not play equal role in transmitting information to their 

fellow beings. The flow of information i. usually 're. the 

more infor.ad to the less informed although the reverse .. y 

also occur. 

In agricultural extension work, it i. very important 

to know persona in a community who have bean moatly .ought as 

information sources. The kay-elellents in a process of peraon­

to-parson communication are certain individuals who play a 

vary important role in accelerating or retarding the spread 

ot chanJ.. They can be called 8S kay-communicators uho play 

an appreciable role 1n ralayin:;J naw farm ideas to the other 

parsons. ~raover. far.sra pay more credibility to the advice 

and information given to them by their tellow farmers rather 



than any other source. Thsrsfora, it is tJorthtJhile that such 

communicators be identified, trained and utilized properly • . 
It is possible to identify them only by identifying th. 

4 

pattern. of cO'1munication and through communication net-works. 

It has been obs~rved that developmental and uelfara 

agenciss JO to tha rural araas uith preconceived ideas of soma 

fixed characteristics of such communicators and coniJel..,uently 

tailed to strike tho right type of communicators. It i8 

therefore imperative that we must understand communication 

net-works, patterns and key-communicators existing in the 

rural areas and plan appropriate strategies of communication 

In different situations. 

NEED ArlO IMPORT/)"NCE Of THE STUUY 

In one uay or another, communication has becomo to a 

large extant, the common problem of tho acience and arts alike. 

In fact the behavioural scientists concern themselves directly 

uith communication, for, it is the process of com~unication 

uhich defines and maintains the structure and functioning of 

living thinJs. The progres·.; and development of any science 

depends upon communication. It Is fundamental to man's 

functioning to make sCJllse of uhataver it is in his environ­

ment uhich he uishes to deal ",it). It is through communi­

cation that man relates himself to his world and to his 

fellow-beings. Man's avery endeavour, as his very existance. 

depends upon communication. 



The greatest need of the day is, therefore, to 

effectively co .1municate the latest agricultural technology 

so tllat it wl1..1 be undarst.ood. accepted and adopted by the 

farmers. The process is calling for imagination of all those 

concerned, for, the agricultural technology is emerging almost 

daily. 

py.1 ob •• rvad, !'News abO\lt drarllatic _ant. 118Y 

t ravel very rapidly throui]hout ti)e soc iety. The speed with 

uhich most Indian villa 19rs learned of Gan hi'. death i. 

often cited as an example of the efficiency of the word-of­

mouth process of communication but interpretations that give 

context to such avefits ara far less effectively communicated." 

5chramm2 , .fter reviswing mBny researches on com'1uni-

cation, conclusively stated that Qvanta like fighting in the 

Himaloyas (Chinese &grassion) could be carried .ffectively by 

grapevine communication; but interprotation, explanatory, 

technical and persuasive materials are hopelessly destroyed. 

1. Lucin Pya - "Communication pattern and the problem 
of Representetiv. Government in rJon­
'.,le.tran Societiea" - Public Opinion 
~artarly, 20, 1956, pp. 250-1. 

2. Uilbur Schram ... "Mass Madia and National U8valopmant", 
Stanford University Presa, 1964, 
pp. 81-1. 
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flow of communication Is a phenomenon highly related 

to a spacific context, space, time, practice and people and 

as such a complex process. If the generalisations derived 

from the studies are applied uithout enough caution, modifi­

cation, and understanding, they might prove misleading and 

evan disastrous. 

~tEJnce, the present study \das undartaken to provide 

an inSight into the actual flow of agricultural information 

anj existing dif 'erantial patterns anc! nat-works of communi-

cation Yith special reference to the :!igh Ylsldlng \larieti .. 

of paddy, Fertilizers, Pesticides and Multiple Cropping in a 

proqrs;Jsive and a less progressive village. 

ODJECTIVE.,; or nlE 3TlJDY 

GENERAL OBJECTIVE 

To study the communication Patterns, 

Net-works and Key-communicators in 

tha se~uantial adoption ot eo •• 

agricultural innovs'tions. 

6 



SP£ClfIC OBJECTIVES 

1. \0 identify the communication patterns followed 

by far''11ers in different stages of' adoption of' 

selectad agricul'tural innovations. 

2. To examin~ the communication net-works among 

the fama.ra. 

3. To idantify the kay-communicators and communi-

cators with rafaran:e to adoption of solectact 

agricultural innovations basad on their inter-

personal communication behaviour. 

4. To understand the distribution of key-cOIUmuni-

cators and communicators with respact to their 

personal and socio-psychological variables. 

5. To study the difference, if any, among the key-

communicators and communicators with respect to 

their personal and socio-psychological variables. 

6. To find out the association of selected indepan-

dent variables ",1th the interpersonal communica-

tion behaviour of the farmers. 

7. To study the rola Bxpectation and role perfornanca 

of key-com~unicators in view of the new strategy 

of agricultural production. 



lIMln\TION~ Of THE STUnY 

All the socIal scIence rosearches have their own 

limitationa and this study Is no exception to the said rael. 

1. This study has the limitation 0' time and 

resources for a single investigator. nua to 

this, the area of invasti9ation has been kept 

limited to ona district - ona panchayat samithi; 

in one panchayat ssmith! two villages only, and 

tile messagas chosen were also limited in turn. 

j~. such, Janeralisations of this study uould b8 

restricted to the areas where similar conditions 

prevail. 

2. Although the investigator has taken all the 

precautions to achieve objectivity in the study, 

the chances or bia.ness cannot be completely 

eliminated. 

3. Because of the limitations at time and funds, Oft 

the spot observations for a lon]er period could 

not be made to study the communioator-communicate. 

interactions although such an attempt uould have 

baan relatively more meaningful. 

8 

In.pits of these limitations, it 18 hoped that this 

study would provide a better conceptual background to under­

stand the communication ph8nomana in general and interpersonal 



communication in particular. Thus this study becomes meaning­

ful to the planners, policy makars, extension paraonnel and 

the scholars connectod directly or indiractly uith the problem. 

of communication and it fa role in agricultural production. 

PRESENTATION Of THE STUDY 

This theaia i8 divided into seven chapters. This 

chapter deals uith the intra uction including formulation of 

the proble ,1, importance of the study, its objectives and 

limitations. In the second chapter, relevant literature is 

being cited. The methodology used In the study is explained 

in chapter three together uith the statistic.:.Jl procedure. 

besides the deFinitions and concepts. Chapter four describes 

the satting, in terms of geographical and ethnographical 

features. The findings and discussion in the fifth chapter 

are di\lidl3d intI) seven sections each dealing ",ith t is communi­

cation patte!"ns identified; communic,::stion net-~,orks; identifi­

cation af key-communicators, communicators and non-com~unicators; 

distribution of kay-communicators ood com:aunicatorn ""ith respect 

to their socio-plilychological variablesJ difference among the 

key-car.lI'nunicators, communicators and non-communicators with 

respect to selected variables; parso~l and socio-psychological 

variables associated with tha Intllrpersonal communication beha­

viour and the role expectations and role parforman~B of kay­

cWAmunicatora. While chapter six puts forth the summary and 

conclusions, chapter seven brings out implications and points 

for future research on tile subj ect • /\t the and bib liog raphy 

and appenJices ara given. 

9 



REVIEW OF LITERATURE 



,((VIEW or LITERATURE . 
, 

Though the area 0' coaDunicatlon ha. wid. potenti-

ality for scientific enquir~ yet, there are few studies 

carrilld out in this field particularly related to cOlmDUnlo_ 

tion Patterns, Net-works and Key-communicators. ~uever, the 

available related literature 18 presented 1n a chronolog1cal 

order under the follouing four heads. 

1. Importance of key-communicators and leadership 

in extension progra~mes. 

2. Personal and socia-economic variables connected 

with the leadership (Interpersonal communication 

behaviour of f .rmers). 

3. Communication patterns and net-works. 

4. nole of key-communicators 1n agricultural 

development. 

IMPORTANCe: or LEADERSHIP AND K£Y-CO~'lI'lUNIC!\TORS 

IN EXTENSION PROGRAMftES 

Different ter~:'Is Ileve baan used 1n the past studies to 

denote this concept. Key-communicators have been called as 

informal leaders (Uilkening, 1952); influencer. (Emery Ocser, 

1958); adoption leaders (Rogers, 196U) and key-communicators 

(Singh, 1965). 



\larioue soc101o1ista and extension educatora had 

w~phasiaad tha importance.of leadership in extension pro­

gramm ... 

3andarson (1940) observed that ",hut one local leader 

could do easily, might require considerable time and .ffort 

on the part of outsiders. The members of the group would 

expect the leader to speed up the process Llhieh Llould help 

thQ~ to achieve their cammon needs. They LIOuld do almost 

anyone Llho truely rapresented tham and had earned their 

loyalty. 

The study of Ryan and GrOss (1943) revealed that a 

typical farmer first heard of hybrid corn seed from a 

'Salasman' but neighbours ",are the most influantinl sources 

leading to adoption. 

loomis (1945) described the role of leaders in exten­

sion programmes. He stated th t leaders kept the Gxtension 

agent in touch ",ith the local problema and the felt needs 

and worked as the media between the rural folk and the 

research wrkers. 

Tannons (1945) described leadership as an important 

principla th~t an extension uorkar should keep in his mind 

and added that much batter results could be achieved if 

projects ware undertdken with the consent and support of 

the leaders. 

II 



HoffaI' (1946) idsntifie,: some potential leaders In 

extension pro]ra'OOIe. The, uare rasponaible and influential. 

in that community In 'letting nEN ideas accepted 811on9 other 

'o~Qers because of their success in farming, good Judgement 

and active interest in the walfare of 'armel's ann community 

affairs. 

Hatch (1948) stressed tho importance and nead for 

tho development of local and voluntary lauders for the 

development of a country. Uith his experience of extension 

work in India, he felt that India w~s leading In the davelop-

mant of leadership programma. 

BUrner and Young (1949) c.)ncludad that the leader 

Il1Ust be selected by the members on the group and not by any 

extension agency. Local leadership uaa indispensable fDr the 

development progra:mne. These principles guarantee that not 

only extanRion could reach the people through their own 

neighbours, but also the professional ataff could gain the 

accumulated experlanaa and knouled;. of the local people. 

Wilson and Gallup (1955) observed that the villa]_ 

lauders could do four times mora .ffectively 1n an extension 

prograrnma than the 9xtenoion personnal and has thus indicated 

the critical importance of local laadarship 1n extension 

programma. 



Ensminger (1956) remarked that the community develop­

~8nt programme should foster the development and effectiveness 

of local leader.. He,atated that the Gramaevak could not 

succeed in hi. job at being friend, philosopher and guide to 

the villane people unless he uas orientad to wrk with the 

village people through their leader •• 

Raheje (1956) stressed tha importance of rural leader­

ship In the intensive cultivation scheme and pointed out that 

the leaders exercised a great influence on the members in 

their acceptance or resistance to ne\ol practices. 

Uonbargar (1959) observed, some farmars are sought 

distinctly ~ore es source 0' information than others and 

that they possess other characteristics pertinent to the 

diffusion and use of farm information. Such parsona uare 

referred to as local influentials, adoption loaders, opinion 

leaders or simply as leaders. 

The introduction of new farm practices in local 

system is largely concentrated 1. the handa of a few people. 

They have generally baen referred to as innovators. 

Lionberger 1960) su~marising several researches 

concluded that kay-communicators yare actively saeking naw 

ideas and made fllore usa 0' information sources tnan the 

other farmers. 



Sawhnay (1961) observed that the lsaders recognised 

1n the vl11a':a. had also been nS1lsd as parsons ""om the respon­

dents sought for Inf'or"latlon and advice on '..trill matters. He 

right ly, tharafore, concluded that lIvillage leaders and 

adoption leaders· tendad to converge in the sama person. 

"ukherJi (1961) pointed out "the importance of using 

natural groups In cOSDunity dsvelopment folIous tho importance 

of developing and utlUzing local leaders. It is important 

that all lJ'Jrkara in t.ha progl'UIJDe not only understand this 

but know all about these local leaders.-

Reddy (1964) concludBd that local leadership doss 

exist in rural COm!ilUui tios in ~;he diffusion of' iaprouBd 

ajricu Itural practices, lJha':".hsl' they ba called in'ormal 

leaders, kay-comr:lunicatoru, adoption l3sciar:;, IOQ..Jl 

influential •• te. 

Rogers (1~~64) round in hi3 stu Iy that the opinion 

lea srs in the QO:iDunltles acted 85 kay-individuals In the 

proas..;. by which !leu ideas entsrDd the 3yatana •• 

Sinha (1966) onsarvad that local 100 aI's IJero of very 

Ii, t Ie effectivan:)ss, indicating thereby ~i '.:her thair lack of 

lntaroat in the programaul or l.:;ck of coordination betlJean 

extension paraonnal and local leaders. 

Sandhu (1967) observed that in 'J8ch vilL;ge kay­

communicators exi3tac! although very feu farmers souJht advice 

and guidance in ;arm affairs. 
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.:iingh (1970) atated In hi9 study the characteristics 

of key-comaunlc~tors could be expanded to include seversl 

factors like - leadership potential, communication motives, 

amoria~, dogmJtism. co~~itmity. deviancy, ethenoc9ntrl~. 

ventures_en •• 3. IIxpertnnss and innovotlvenasa. 

Reddy (1911) stated that baaed on their interpersonal 

communication behaviour and uith special rafs~enc9 to 81rl­

culture, threa types of leaders ",erg idant1f~i3dt namely, key­

laaders. ordln,jI'Y leaders and Hon-leaders (foll;)uars). Among 

soma were 'fl.;jr icultural' and others -"'grtt-13ocle 1 t In natura. 

furt:lar. S;10ng thent sORIa loIare 'Intor'l1"l' an l others 'Composite' 

in natura. The percontage or laad8r~ in the progressive 

village ",as mars than in the non-progrsJSiv8 village, but the 

kay-loaders' p!rCantag8 ",as mora in a non-progra3siv8 village. 

Shankaralah (1972) auso3sad the relative contribu­

tion of key-communicdtars. It waa found that uhile In the 

progrs sl". viI :a.Ja 69.35 per cant of t'arraars hsard 'irst 

from kay-c~unlc~tor8. it uas relatively ~ora inron­

proJrs38iv8 village. 

Reddy ~1974} id~ntifiad four categorios of communi­

cators among 'armors viz., kay-communicators, cO!'fJl.ttunicators, 

loy-communicators and non-cam~unicators. further he concluded 

that the percentage of CGlmunicators In the less i)rogre~9ive 

village yaa mora than in the pro'JresSi'JB \ll11a99. 
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PERSONAL AND SOCIG-ECONO"IC VARIABLES CONNECTED 

tJITH THE LEAOE!i3f IP (INTERPER SOHAL 

COM·1UfUC·\TIOH BEHAVIOUR OF" r;\RAERS) 

While studying the voting behaviour of the American 

Public, lazarsfald at a1 (1940) reported that the opinion --
leaders ware not different fro. their fol10"'8r& in education, 

soclo-econn.ie status and aga, whereas, they ahaued significant 

difference in the extant of mass media used. 

lewis (1954) ravealad th~jt leadership dapands upon the 

follouing factors in order of their importanca - w831th, 

family reputation, age, personality traits, state of retire­

Ment , education, connection ... ith outsiders and nu~arical 

strannth of family :]nd linkaqa. '!salth uas a bosic criterion 

of lendership. I\lthough leaders ware found in some ~aasura 

among all the socio-economic classes, yet, In considerably 

lariJa numbers they represented the uppal' lavale. 

Progra'.1me E"aludtion Organization (1955) statad that 

the factors contributing to the development of lea, arshlp 

uera the socia-economic status of the family and the indi­

vidual and personality traits. 

Kar (1959) reported that the leaders belonging to 

35-50 yaors uge groups were literates belonged to upper and 

'lLldla caste groups, and uere operatini) on larJar 'arms of 

more than 15 acres. 
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':ahudkar . (1960) indicated that leaders aa comPG~ad 

to non-leaders had highEtI' social status, mora land and ware 

more educated. These flildlnrJs ware quite In con'lrntlty ulth 

BarnabJs (1958) and Norang (1966). 

Cohan et al (1961) pointed out that persons uho ara --
more accurate in their prediction of the attitude of others, 

ara mora likely to be chosen leaders on a sociO-f!lstric scala 

and/or on alGetion. They further amphc:.!slzGd that 'profa!'l'ed 

peers' do indeed inPluence attitudes. Attitude ch;Jnga is 

folloued by behavioural change. 

Rahim (1963) discussed that f;lrn1 influentials operated 

·1ar98 f;lrrna, were younger in age uith 'nora percenta)EI of 
, 

membership In organisations and uere having ~ora cont8Ct with 

sources of information. 

Rogers (1964) reported that leadera were having 

lJrger size farms, mora of formal education, slightly higher 

formal particip,;tlon, higher knouled J8, mora innovativenasa 

in both home and agricultural innovations and higher exposure 

to mas~ media thun the followers in both traditional and 

modern comqunities. How_ver, he observed th t opinion laaders 

in more modern C~ tIlunitis$ tr'-ivsl flora times par year to urbc.m 

cont.r!.:lS than followers, but in traditional communities it is 

just the reverse. 
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Singh and Pare9k (1965) pointed out that kay-communi­

cators and non-communicators differed significantly in their 

farm size, communication skill and chan]e 8,)ent contact • . 
Dastnukh (196«J) in his study observod that majority 

of the laa,~ars were fran uppal' castes, o",ning lar Jer holdings 

or land, belonging to the IlJe group of 26 to 40 yaars and uare 

literatas. 

Reddy (1966) found that traditional, caste and poli­

tical laaJars belonged to higher socia-aconomic status, opera­

ted on large farms, and were 11tal'ats81 ",;ler9 as, functional 

laaders belonged 'to middle socio-economic status, operated 

on medium sized farms and uare also literates. 

Reddy (1967) found that influence with officials 

folloyed by ueslth, hereditv, etJucatlon. pal'filonal inter.at. 

authority and social aarvlca in that order uera the flctora 

responsible for 839Ui;11n9 leadership in the introduction of 

agricultural innovdtions in rural araaa and ... further add_ 

that t.8 maJority or the leaders were aoove 31 yaars of aga 

and \lera literates, !laving ,aodiu'll and lar·JQ aizad land 

holdings, balonqing tu middle order castes and ware having 

fantil1f~s with three to f iva "a9mbsrs. 

Son (1969) reported thdt among the aocio-doilographlc 

charactaristics; oqa. cauta, litaracy and the nUMbor of 

formal pOtlitious 'leld; 1n flccJn(.Jmic characteristics, 'arm 

ldbour efficiency and farm apscialisut"oas, maas modia use. 

exposure to nswapa ar and chan,]. agency contact under systemic 
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linkaJ8; and among the socio-;'Hilychological characteristics 

political knowled]e was found to bo significantly assQciatad .. 
with th~ opinion leadership. 

Singh (1970) in hi. papa .. on studies of dgricultural 

cOHllllunication in India, sUlllmarisad the findings of diif'erent 

researches and conoluded that there waa differance (in Illost 

cas_ statistically sigilificant) between ksy-cOIImunicCit.ol'. 

dnd nClil-cORIllNnicat.ors in fam size, nLlDbar of housl:ls owned, 

economic stotus, composite score of socio-scoflOllic stCJtu8, 

axtenuiun cantnc'l;, chiJnga agent linkC:1j8. trade union contact, 

lovel of living, social participation, ndoption behaviour, 

opinion loadership, 1 eal rol0 incumbency, popularity status, 

and communication skills as determined by Mahlanobis 02 test 

has also been reported ~o be significant. Tha tuo groups 

diJ not differ in age, education and valuos namaly, consor­

vatis~libaralism, cosmopoliteness-localiteness, fatalism­

acianticism, and attitude touards change. 

~Ver~a (1910) found that the farmers with high inter­

personal communication and influence behaviour were found 

in both the villag •• - progressive and non-progressive 1n 

tualva socia-ptiychological chcractariscics such aSI socio-

economic scatus, farm size, S'"lcial p:lrticipat ion, com!l1uni-

cwtten skill, knowledge, attitude, innovativsneas. popularity 

atatus, ideal role incu~b~cYt moss-media exposure, personal 

cont~ct and urban contact. The factors liks education (non-
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progressive village only) and cDsmopollta-localite dimension 

of value-orientation (..,r(l9r9.;.>91v9 village only) were also 

found to ba high in those who wara higher in interpersonal 

C Jmmunic ,tlon and lrlf'·luanca. Tuo dl~llensions 0' valull-orianta­

tion viz •• consarv~tism-llbaralism and f'atalltr1-soiantlcl_ 

war. found to be lou in those who ",are hl'Jh.r In interpersonal 

cOIa;rtUnication and influonce baha\Jlour (1n progressive v111age 

only). Age and authoritarianism - non-authoritarian!. 

dimension of value-orientation d1d not play any significant 

~ole to affact the interpersonal communication and influence 

behaviour of ,aNSI'S 1n both t. ... v.tU.agaa. 

2(J 

Reddy (1971) observed t flst the followin,) factors wen 

a'.:UJociatod with the farm leadership (interpersonal communication 

behaviour of' the farmers) 1n the prograssi\.l9 village. Thay 

are - number of hOUSQS Quned, types of houses otJned, material 

posse sian, f'ar.! ~iZ.f farm pouer, socin-economic status. social 

participation, ai~titu 19 towards high yielding vari!Jtlsa, 

attitude towards credit, attitude touards marketing, attitude 

tOtJords multi,;la cropping, knolJledgs of high yip,lrling variatiee 

a,' r'<~J-iYf knowl.edge of cracUt. knowled 0 of llorketing, know­

lOO;)a of .!}ultlpla cropping. risk orientation, econDmic moti­

vatl0," valua-orieat-=ation, coslnopolitenas3-localitanass, 

contaot uith extension Qgaocy, innovative .. d ...... , g!'agariousnes8, 

.a;;s media aXpO.l~.h·a, ampcl.~hy and urban contact. tJhf3H as. the 

variables Uke a,a, aduc..Jtion, conservatism-liberalism atc •• 
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wara found to have baen associ ,tad with tit. ram l,;s(:iers'ilp 

in the non-progressivQ villaga. 

StlanI(eraiah 1972) found that 10.8 per cent of the 

kay-communicators in the proJrQs.~ive '11118')9 yare from upper 

and uppar-midJla claautJs. In contrast to this, 90 par cant 

of the key-cor;)fllunicatoi'3 in 'hs non-progretlsi'19 village were 

from thllsa ClaS3i15. He f\.J.'bhliJr pointed out the choice 0' 

the paople in secking the infor;7}utlon and guidance from the 

people of hi~1hal' socia-economic status. 

-IFieddy (1:?74) observad that tile itictors lik9 age, 

8duc...ltlon, caste, rarm aizs, social participation, socio­

economic status, urban contact, innov~tlv~m'3ss :~nd mass media 

exposure "'8;'0 found to be the e~Gantial v8l"iablas 8ssocidtad 

with ths interpersonal cornmunlc-~tion bahav!o:,Jr of farmers 1n 

• progressive vIllage. The ra(':toI's like 8 ;9, education, casta. 

8xtenJ1on sQancy t innavativana3s and :tass 'il'Jdia exposure uar1l 

found to be significal1tly associated variablas "dt.;, 1n:9r­

personal communic....ltlon behaviour of farmars in a la38 

progressive village. 

,I COMf4JWaC!\TION PAfTERNS .;HO NET-WORKS 

Laavi;:t (1951) uaad four types or net-tJOrks in his 

study viz. ci:'cla. chain. wlleel and tV' tYP9. 



Hare (1962) identified communication net-works aJ four 

typos viz. circle, chain, tv' and wheal • 

.. 
J Singh (1965) stressed the interpersonal communication 

at different stages of adoption has bean found to have 

distinct pattern. These patterns ara based on the relation­

ship between the communicator and communicates. The patterns 

at awareness, interest, deliberation and evaluation stages 

appoar as spoked wheel type, emerging star-type and unfinished 

star type respectively. This interpersonal communication at 

trial stage takes pl~jce only in those practices about which 

farmers had little previous experience and tho pdttern in such 

a case ia cantripotal. 

Cohen (1967) usad four distinct kinds of com~unication 

nat-uorks in different combinations to study change in the 

organizational structure of groups. They were wheel, chain, 

circle and completely connected nat-tJOrks. 

The tJheol \Jas considered as the most centralised nat-

work. In this, each ~ember in the peripheral position can 

communicate with the member in the centra, but no one elsa. 

The chain uas next highest in cantrulity. In this two 

.embers occupy the and position. Each of these members can 

communicate with only the m~b8rs at the relay position. 

The circla nat-uork contrasts sharply ulth both Yh.al 

and chain rtot-uorks. Each member can communicate to tuo oth"rs 
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but to no ona alaa. Thus 1t c!o~a not impo;JQ sama communioation 

restrictions on members. 
" 

Thl1 cOfl'tplt1tely ,conn'Jctad net-vork is dacant:r.nlised. 

Just as 1n the c.i.rclo nat-work, all mai11bara have equal CNICDU­

nicntion opportunities. (sah mamb9r can cO'1lmunicata diractly 

with ovary other u~bQr. 

Shank3raian "1972) obuerved in his stuJy that there 

ara thr~}8 tYP3S of communication pat tarns nanaly - friendship 

p8~tarn, Perc~lvad best far~9r and Neighbourhood pettern in 

both progrg ,e.iva and non-progre ;,iV8 \li11 8 ge. He further 

concluded that the fact t!:at rar~iscusaion group pattarn 

on HVV of uhaat f'alloued too par·-:;ei1Jsd best fnrift>31' pattern 

rather t han the friendship pal~ t.arn in proQr3~~ai\le vi11a)9. 

but in non- .. rogr·;);Js.ht. vil~,age fl'isndahip patt.ern waa 

followed by parcaived best fal'lller "attorn • 

./' Reddy (1974) obaarved. uith spacial roference to agri­

culture. four types of communication patterns wera ldantiPiad 

in both the villages, naqaly - pcrcaivr.n! bast fCirilar pottern. 

relationship pattern, frien.js lip pat tarn and 'neighbourhood 

pattern. But the ordar in \,fhich they usrs follotJ9d is diffe­

rent from a progra.3siva village to a leas pro ]l.'easiva village. 

Nevertheless. the parcaivad bast farmer pattern loIas found 'GO 

have foll:Juad bl tba naajurity in both the villages. 



~Rao, III.R. (198U) observed. the socia-metric analysis 

of interpersonal coml'Dunicdtlon bahaviour omonq the farmars 

had rsvaalad that in all the rive .1tuatlons taken for study, 

chain, spol<sd-whial and star type or communication nato-tJork • 

.. ava snerJad. 

The key-coMmunic..lto rs di f'~eracl 1n thair role in diffe­

rant situations. Soma tJar~ found to be highly influential in 

ana situation whil. otherc UQr. found to be more influential 

111 other 9!tust1 .... 

Basida.'J, it usa also found that there YBra ona kay-

cOf:lmunicator I!nd "line cOlll'lUl'Jic t.ars among t.he non-sarapla 

far:uJrs •. F"urther, the study reveals thl:.lt there t.fare ~Jom8 of' 

the falloy farmers who have received high socio-metric score. 

but wors not selected a~ contuct farmsrs. 

Fr~m the anal/aia af the intaractions among the contact 

net-t.rorks t.'·3ra slftargad. Hera also, not all thR contact 'armers 

Llera found to be e:-tUa11y influantidl in the coraLlunic ;tion acts. 

Besides, a:;-l the contact f"omara HOO ",ara idontified 83 non-

communic~lto!'S 1n the gener~l consultotion patteI-n ~ wara found 

to be non-co;:wunicatora r.ore als:). Thoy U3ra not performing 

a,-IY communiciltion activity. {I.ll those 10 non-aam:_la farmers 

I..Iara baing involvad 1n the fJrocsaQ of' comnunication in this 

situation also. 
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ROLE Jt KEy-cor"lMur~ICl\TORS IN AGHICUL rURAL DEVELOPMENT 

/\ccording to U..onbergar (1960) the role played by kay­

communicators involves a process which has bean tarl1ed as 

"multi-step-flou" or "triple-do","" theory, according to IJhich 

they ;3acura naw information directly from institutionalised 

sources and pas~ on the same to those uho are le35 likoly to 

hava direct contact ulth the institutionalised sourcas or 

agencies. 

:addy (1966) state~ va=ious ro13s performed by leaders 

in tho community. They ware, securing, supplies of saeds and 

fertilizers, raising contribution, arbitration of disputes, 

organising community action, C)iving information and advice, 

propagation of nau idoas., guiding and holping peopla in 

!Jotting govarn~1l9ntul as;;iatance, focussing th3 probloms of' 

vllluQers and helping the extansion workers. On the nagwtiva 

sida, roles performed by leaders wore - opposing the spread 

of nau practicGs, opposing com::1Unity action, self-a8oking. 

opposing raising of contributions, mis;juidlng people about 

new practices and non-caoper,tlon with extonsion workers. 

In both the villagas there uera differoncos in role axnscta­

tiona of le..,,jers, aa ..jean by leaders i .. .!I1U non-leaders til __ 

aalvaa. Further, roles with agricull~ural davolopmant in 

general shot.Jad lou to medium rank 1n tarms of expectations 

and parfornl· ... nce compured ·~o Gha aa.uunity roles. 



Sharma (1966) studied tho roles of leaders in the 

diasaminutlon of improved agricultural practices and observed 

that leaders and thGir role changad fro;;a situation to oltua­

ticn dapan~in9 un th~ abjectivas of the g~ouP. leaders made 

efforts to convince the faI.~rs to adopt t.proved pructicas 

and providad hal., by tiny of' ar.f1'38rvision, technical gu1donca. 

sarJicoo and auppll;,Js to thO.lCl ,.me triad tha'39 innovations. 

ram_. also consulted t'lam for adviJ:9 and actad upon such 

aGvica. 

Reddy (1967) In hid study nn the loorlorahip pot terns 

in the adupc;ion of SOiDQ agriculture} innov:.Itiono in rural 

Andhra assessed the role of the leaders 1n tuo sta'.S of the 

adoption pl: .. jcasu namely - ay,~r,"n;}.T; .:11)d ado~·t ion. In all 

ths five innovationa takan for Slt.udy, it is ob9arvad t,)at 

lay loader" uara ths f!lOst utl1iaod source in both tha vi 11399S. 

The (;ontrli)Ut1on of lay laa·jars touards thll 8usrenass and 

ado[Jtion ",as mora pronounced in the village h'.lving rural 

imp.:1ct. It usa further found f;hat loonl illustration oflt by 

rural lead9i:'o ~O~II .,t I!S tho "Hin oou 0'3 of Blmrf)ness. 

Reddy (1971) st.at;"d va"tlou~ 'rD1.ry€) 9x~lgctation6 of 

tho farm leadsrs in relation to t.he n::1W agricultural stra­

tegy. Thoy t.I ref, raising demonstration plots and shouing it 

to otllers. kee.lng tt19nt':seh'As Rtlailst tJith latest agricul­

tural technolQ9Y. adopting a.,l ttt3 improvad agricultural 

2C 



.. , . 
{ ~ 

practices, organising meetings and other discussion groups, 

s~rving as the m~rketing udvisor3, supplyin] the improved 

sGads to the far~ers, aSQisting the farmers in getting credit, 

serving aa the innovative farmars in the village, educating 

the farmers to grau more than tu~ crops a year, acting as a 

laison officer betueon the extenJion uorkers and the farmers, 

educating the farmers on latest agricultural technology and 

holpin'J the fello,", far·l1ers in getting the needy a lricultura l 

inputs. 

Thus, it is evidont 'rom the above revlel.l thot there 

are no enough numb9r of stUdies shouing the role of kay-com~­

nlcators In the nau strategy of i~gricultur~)l Devalopr.lBnt. 

The ovar viau of' the provious studies indicated that 

key-c0f'3municators Llara pli..4ying very important rolo in the 

differBnt stages of' adoption of agricultural innovations. It 

uas observed from the literature that key-communicators Llere 

differing from non-communicators in respect of far~ size, 

socio-Qconomic status, extension contact. social participa­

tion, maS8 media exposure and Innovativanes:-;. Baaid98 the 

communication potterns and nat-uorka differed with respect to 

differant villagae hDving different lavels of progressiveness. 

In addition, there ,",os no single study conducted in rural 

andhI'a which ilas prompted tile investigator to taka up the 

present study. 
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RESEARCH METHODulOGY 

":'i~li I. 
The praae~ study aim. to study the com~unication 

patterns, net-works and kay-communicators in the sequential 

adoption of aoma agricultural innovations 1n Chittoor district 

of Andhra Pradeeh. 

The study was conducted in two villa'.]ea (one agri­

culturally progressive and the othor agriculturally le •• 

proJrasaive) of Chandragiri Panchayat Samithi of Chittoor 

district with a viBJ to study the communicution patterns, 

net-works and key-communicutors followed by the farmers of 

tuo villages and to identify the key-communicators, commun1-

cators and non-communicators on the basis of their inter-

personal communic:~tion behaviour. Besides, the role expecta-

tiona and role parform lnCB of the key-com'TIunicators and also 

the factors that are ussociuted uith communicators in the 

adoption of a'Jricultur[Jl innovations wers also studied. 

This chapter Gonsists of five parts - the first part 

daals with the design of the study, second part concerns 

with the procedures followed for the selection of sample for 

the study, third part describes the procedure used for 

scoring and ma,jsuring the variables, fourth part deals with 

statistical procedures folloued in the analysis of data and 

the last part deals with the operational definitions including 

conceptual mOdal. 



STtPS IN THE DESIGN Of n1E STUDY 

The research dosign followed was ex-post-focto. The 

study was divided into following phases. 

1. Identification of key-comQunicators, communicators and 

non-communicators. 

2. study of the communication patterns and net-works. 

3. ..itudy of the factors associated with the communicators. 

4. study of the roles of key-com 11unicntorso 

Identification of Kex-co':1munic.a.tors. Comiilunicators 

and rJon-cof!lmunicat 0 rs 

The communicators wore identified with the help of the 

interpersonal cO'71munication behaviour yuotient 1 (I .C. 8 ..... ) by 

measuring the interparsonal communicution behaviour (I.C.B) 

of the respondents. 

study of co~~unication Patterns and Nat-works 

This was don. with the help of a schedule at different 

stages of adoption of agricultur,"l innovations by the f..::rmara 

viz. Knouledge, Prmuasion, Decision and Confirm,-ltlon ata]e •• 

1. ::addy, S.V. 1072), Developed the '-luotient for his Ph.D. 
programma and later it was widely used. tastod and 
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study of factors associated with Key-communicators, 

Communicators and Non-comrwnicatora 

This tJ88 dater 111ned uith the help of a schedule which 

contained the moasurement at different variables. 

study of the roles of K8x-corn~unicator8 

The rola expectations of key-communicators have been 

determined by the Ilxperts and the far,ers with an open ended 

,.juastionnaire and the role perfor.'11onca has been deter;'lined by 

the respondents with the help of schedule having some role 

expectation it .... 

SAMPLING PROCEDURE 

selection of District 

3n 

Since the study particularly attempted to explore the 

communication patterns in relation to adoption of sgriculturGl 

innovations, it tJould be uorthwhila to conduct it in tha area 

",hera thare is accelerated agricultur ,1 development, '.IS such. 

Chittoor district uaa purposively aalacted1 for it is ana of 

the agricultul':.:.dly pro,]ressiv. districts in Rayalassema area. 

Oesidas, it 1s also aducationally progressive district and 

sevarul davelopmant.Jl progr:!'nmes like D.P. A.P., I.R. D.P., 

1. The basic assumption underlying the purposive s;)',npling is 
thJt tile investigator can pick the appropriate ca~:H)S with 
a definite criterion to be Includ3d in the sample. Thus 
one can ~8ke the samples satisfactorily to onets OW" 
re"-juirefBent. 



and S.r.O.A. are in operation in the district. It was selected 

bacling on the records aprJ by the consultations with the stata 

laval officials. In addition, the investigator is 'a~iliar 

with the socio-culturul !:1ilieu of the people of' the district 

which in turn facilitated for building up quick rapport with 

the villsqers. 

Selection of Panchayat 50mithl 

Chittoor district consists of 20 Panchaynt 5a~ithis. 

Out of them, one Panchayat Samithi numely - Chandragiri was 

purposively aelautad uith the help of a schedule ad'llinis­

tared to the Zilla Parishad Officials for it was adjuged aa 

tho best Panchayat Samithi. Besides, it uas one of' the 

aantlthias rapidly developing in the district of Chlttoor and 

much of the efforts of the developmental agencies has bean 

concentrated on the S Jmithi In the racant post. The /\g1"l­

cultural College and Rasa8rch Station ware also located 

uithin the samithi araa. 

Sel~ction of Villages 

Multi-stag. purposive sampling procodure uas used for 

the Delection of the tuo villagas (ana a;riculturally pro­

gre,)siva and the other laas progressive) for tho present 

study. 
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STAGE - I 

For selection of villagas, firstly an interview guide 
.. 

was administarad to the Extension officers of the selected 

block to know tna n ,mas of the vl11sJaa having about 100 to 

150 farnt fa!llilies. This was done to facilit:..<te better the 

use of interpersonal com'fluniclltlan behaviour c..juotiant which 

was mainly bas 3d on the sociometric tschni'1ue. Thus in the 

selected block, viiluges with about 100 to 150 farm families 

could be screened out. 

STAGE - II 
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Secondly, S scale to judge tho agricultural progressive­

neS9 of a village1 has baGn administered to the Block Extension 

Officers to Judge the agricultural pro~ressivanass of the 

villagas. The villages selected in 5ta:e - I were thus arranged 

In an array on their extant of projressivenoss in agriculture. 

STAGE - III 

finally, two villagas (ana from u;Jpar 5 par cant and 

one from lower 5 per cent vill<lgss) uare matched with the 

similar content arona (l.a. meSGaGes or innovations) and yare 

saLl ted for the purpose 0' this study. Thus Narasingapur811 

(agriculturally pxogressiva village) and Karakambadi (agri-

1. Singh, K.N., Singh, S.N. and lokhandaa, M.R. "A scale for 
the measure~ont of Agricultural Progressiveness of a 
villa0s Q

• MaaDure~8nts in Extension. Divn. of ngrl. Extn., 
I.~.R.I., Nay Delhi, 1972. 



culturally lass·progressiva village) from Chandragiri Panchayat 

Samlthi ",ere selected for the purpose of this study. 

, 
Selection of naseondonta 

The list of all the heads of the families of both the 

villages were obtained from the respective vills,]ss. ,:"rom 

the lists all the farm families were selected, which ultimately 

constituted the .ample. Thera wera 78 farm families (out of 

93 fa:nilie:3) 1n the progressive village and 105 farm families 

(out of 118 fomilies) in lass pro]ras31v8 village. Only heads 

of the farm fumilles \Jere intervieued. Toking both villages 

together, the totdl eampl" came to 183 heads of farm famlUas. 

~~lectlon of Anrl~qltural Innovatlpns 

Since the nsu str3tagy of agricultural production is 

mainly orientad towards High Yielding Varieties of Paddy, 

effectivB use 0' fertilizers, pesticides and Multiple cropping. 

The above masse Jas have b,)Bn taken for the Pltrpose of this 

study and they also forra the cOflNlunication content areas 

(massagea). 

Thes:) innovations lIers selected on the follolJing 

criteria. 

, 
1. The innovations t.Jhich !.Jare ol'ient~d to the naad. 

of the respondent •• 
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" . f r. 
2. Since the study uss directed 

nicotion patterns, net-works and key-communicators 

Llith rEJfera~ca to adoption or innovations, the 

innovations 8s1acterl ",era lntroducad in such tim. 

limit that respondents would be able to rocollect 

the dotails of communication acts with respect to 

the selected innovations. 

Basad on the above criterion, four innovations were 

selected i.a., High Vieldi~) Varieties of Paddy, Fertilizars, 

Pesticidea and Multip la Cropping for this study. 

THE: VI\RIABLE:S - l"I£t'\SURE:Me:rIT AND SCORING 

Tha relevant variables for the study have basn selected 

based on the extensive review and consultation w1th axparts. 

The Tabla - 3.1 shol.ls tho dirt'arant variables selected for the 

study alon.J \,lith their 8tlIpI'ic.l l measurements. 

TABLE - 3.1 

THE Vi\fllABlES AND THEIR EMpnlCAl PtEI\SUREMENTS 

- ~ - ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ - ~ ~ 

s.r .. o. VARll~alE 

f,. DEpENOENT VAHIABLES 

1. Intarpor~onal COmGunication lca Quotient davolopad 
Behaviour (ICD) by Reddy, 5. V. (1971) 

2. Co;nmunicatlon Pat terns Schedule 

3. Col] :1unicatlon Net-uork. Schedule 

4. Rols expectations at Schsdu Ie and 
Kay-communicators Quastionnair. 

s. Ro 18 perfort1t-:nce at Schedule 
Key-comatunic"tors 



TABLE - 3.1 (contd.) 

THE VARIhBLE~ AND THEIH EI'lPRICAL fltEA5UPEt'lENTS 
4 

- -- - ~ - ~ ~ ~ --- ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ 

S.No. VARIABLES' -.... - ............. ~--- ... 

2. Education 

3. Cast. 

4. farm 5ize 

5. Social Participation 

6. Socia-Economic Status 

7. Urban Contact 

9. Contact uith Extension 
~~gency 

9. InnovativenS8s 

10. Mass Media Exposure 

11. Gregariousness 

12. Aspirations 

MEASUREMENT 
.._- ... --- ... - ... - ....... - ... 

Chronological aga of 
respondent 

Socia-economic ~tatus 
&cals,developad by Trlvodl 
(1963) nociifiad to suit 
the locale or the study. 

Schedule 

Socio-Economic .l~ole 
developed by Trivedi(1963) 

-do-

Index developed f'or the 
study 

"aasur~~ent developed by 
Reddy. S.V. (1971) 

Scale developed by Feaston 
(1968) 'r1odified to suit 
the lOCi) Ie of' the study 

Plsasurernent developed by 
Varma (1970) modified to 
suit tho locale Dr the 
study 

Maasur~ent developed by 
ReJdy, S.v. (1971) 

-do-

~ - ~ - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ ~ - - - -
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DEPENDENT V;~RIABlES .. 

Interpersonal CO'ilmt.mication Behaviour (leal 

It W08 lDeasured by a quotient developed by Reddy, S.V. 

(1972). This measurement or ICB mainly was an extonsion and 

refinement of socio-metric method, which was primarily 

concornad with obtaining choices in the interpersonal inter­

wotions. fr~ these interpersonal interactions, it was 

intended' to locate the central 'igures (l.a. key-communicators 

and communicators). This measurement was lOore valid than the 

simpla aQcio-~atric method. The ICB was measured as follows. 

3TAGE - 1 

Socio-matric questions1 pertaining to different 1'118 ... ge. 

uara asked to the furmers with the help of Ii schedule. The 

farilcrs were asked to n£lmB three formal's of the villagG through 

whom they got ths informdtlon regarding the differont communi-

cation content areas in or':&r of preference. 

The frequency of the choice of particular far~er in a 

plrticular prof'orencb uaa calculated. The farmer in the first 

preference uaa scored 3, second preforence 2 and lust prefaronca 

1. The scoros of each ra9pondont on each of tho communication 

1. Tha Sociomotric Schedule used for the collef:~tion of dota 
pertaining to ICBU is 9i\lon 1n I\PPC:NOIX - I 
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content areas were computed separately and their communic3tlva 

ecoras ware obtained as per the procedure described balow. 

The communicative power f.or each respondent with respect to 

partlcul r contqnt area waa c.Jlculatad as follous. 

uhero, f, a frequency with which any person is baing 
chosen in primary sociometric choice 

fra4uency uith which u person is being 
chosan in the nccondary sociometric choice 

fre~iuancy with uhich n por::;cn is baing 
chosen in the teritiary choice 

uaightage givGn to the first choice {uhich Is 3) 

waightag8 given to tho second choica{uhlch is 2) 

weightoga given to the third choice (ulich Is 1) 

tater. communication potentiality was calculated 1n 

the fallowing way. 

By substracting one from the total number of farmers 

of the sample and then multiplying by waightago biven to 

first choice 1.e., 3. 

(8-1) Y, - Communication Potentiality 

t!here, N - Total number of respondents in the village 

tJ, - \Jeightage given to firElt chClice 

ST(,GE - III 

tJaightags of the dlt'farant communication content areae 

(massages) was assigned. The masoa)es wers assigned w9ightaga 
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based on their ease or difficulty 1n parson-to-peraan cammu-

nication. Hero, four messages "l8ra selected, nS'11aly - HVlJ 

-or Paddy, fertilizers, Pesticides and ftultipl. Cropping. 

The •• massages uere sent to the experts 1n the field of agri­

cultural extension and communication as ",all as to the 8gri­

cultur~l development parsonnal. Thay wara asked to make 

cwmparatlva jUdg~9nt of each massage regarding its difficulty 

or easy in interpersonal communication. Tha message which 

got ri1ax!mura "lean sco.a was decided aa vary difficult tll ;::ommu-

nicat~ and ~hi~h got least maan scora was decided as very 

easy to communicate. Tha messages ware arranged baaed on 

their raBun sC:JrS! on a difficulty-easy continuum and they ~8re 

assigned arbitrary uaightages as shoun balo~. 

i;aig ht ag88 

1"19S$a9_ 

f 2 :5 
.................... ...._~ __ •• _ .... _ .• __ • _....._._,____ w._ .... ___ 

Fertilizers !W'J of Paddy Pesticide. Multiplo 
Cropping 

The interparsonal communication behaviour scores tJsra 

obtainad or calculated with the holp of the intsrpsrsonAl 

cOIil'1unic:ltion behaviour quotient. 1\ complata vieu of the 

quotient is given below. 
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where, 

f1 "'1 + f 2 "'2 + f3 "'3 ... ------_ .. _-_ .... -.-...--._- x 
{N-1} \J, 

" "'1 + '2 "'2 + f J "'3 
x ..-......-...----_ .... -------

(~J-1 ) W, 

'1 "'1 + '2 "'2 + '3 "'3 x .. -_ .. -....... ---.._.......-.. ... ----
(N-1 ) tJ 1 

'1 w1 + '2 "'2 + '3 "'::5 x - ....... -------_ ....... _...--_. -
(N-1) 1.1, 

Vj, + Yj2 + VJ3 + Vj4 _ ...... ------.....-_ ..... -...._....._---. x 
\a 

__ -YJ___ x 100 
Lila 

La, - YJ, 

La 2 - YJ 2 

/ 

LmJ - YJJ 

1.1"4 :'.'1 Vj4 

Interp8rsonal 
100 - Co:mnunlcation 

Bahllviour ~GOI'O 
(Icas) 

:::: I.e.B.S. 

- fra--iuan~y with which any pa::J30n is chosan 
In primary socio-metric choice 

"" .-

"'2 == 

ul -
N .. 
l.ln1 -

lJm2 -

froqueflcy with uhich any person is chosen 
in .3eCOmii..ll'y a'J..;iO-~llQtric choica 

fr 
ir. 

.. - ~ICy with uhich any person 1s chosen 
.; i8ry socio-n'Jat ric ehnic9 

t.lslghtag. given to first choice (uhlch Is 

ueightage given to second choice (whi::h is 

t.loi:Jhtaga given to third choica (Yhich 1s 

Totu 1 nu,l1ber of respondents (aample) 

Uaightag e given to first mOaSt'tge 

lJeightaga given to ascond meaaag. 

3) 

2) 

1) 



· ~ .-

Un:} -= lJelqhtage given to third masaaga 

l.h4 - 4fal.)htage given to fourth message 

U. - Totul weiJhtage 0' all m8ssage. 

Yj - COiINIunicativ9 power of an individual 

STAGE - V 

The scoras trnJs obtained ranged from 0.70 to 54.90. 

Those ~ith score more than '0' were regarded as CQm~unlcatora 

and thosQ with '0 t as non-communicators. The communicators 

ware further divided into tuo categoria~ based on mean. 

Thosa individuals with 8coras more than moan uere regarded 

as kay-comliJunic.:3tors. Thlse with aCOl"as of mean and balow 

mean wars considered as communicators. Thus, the tar~ar8 

wara c~tagorised into three groups na,';1sly - kay-communicators, 

communicators and non-communicators. HSI'S, the non-co(;l';1uni-

cators ara thosa lJho have not com:nunlcated any masaBDB with 

othars. !"IOlJeVar, soma of tharn ..,ara involved in consultations 

as roceivars. Thoso who hcvo not acted aa either communi-

catlJrs or ra.::aivers among the non-communicators lJGre regarded 

as Isolates for the purpose of plotting the socia'lfatric net­

work analysis. 

Com::lUnic3t1on PnttBrllS 

ThtJ communi,cation patterns uare studied uith the halp 

of a sch8dulo constructad for the purpose or tho study. for 

this, four sociomatric situ8tions - friendship, relationship, 



perceived bast farmer end nai]hbournood ysrs constructed 

rapresentin 1 four patt,erns of cO:mlunication. Under sach 

situation at dift'arent stSf)9S of adoption the raspor-.donts 

ware asked to nSillS the pi.Jttsrn folloued by them. The 

frequency of a particular pat tern responded by tile Ferriter. 

U4~ ~ul~ulat8G and presented in percBntogaa. 

Communicat l~.n N&t-bI!.ii5& 

The communication Nat-vorks ara studied uith the help 

of schedule constructed for ths purpose of tha study. It wae 

intended to 9xa;l)lne what her tha opt-uorks aro 1n the shape of 

uheel type, srJokl)d \Jheel, Y type, ~twr t.YPt'J, cofl't(!onb;:mt type 

etc., so that it Is possible to build up appropriu~e corlll11uni­

cation stratsqy for different vl11a-)f:Js uith different lavals 

of proyrI33sivant3~~ :3 \Jell dS to locato the lJantral fl']uras 

in the N9t-IJ~~( (stars etc.). 

The role expectations of kay-communicators In view or 
the new strategy af Agriculture as perceived by tho exports 

in tho fiold of' 9)(taflaion ac1ucation uas measured with an opan 

enasd 4uastionnaire sent to the exports by mail nnd the role 

eX~Ject;-ll;ions as perceiVed by the farmer;; tJas studied by the 

scna'.lula. 

Rola parforrnanci3 of K9)'-COQ'.lunicators 

The role r-terforrnanc8 of kay-corrnnunicators as pnrceived 

by the far'ners UClS measured by the schedule consisting of diffs­

ront role expectation itSfla. 



INOEPENDENT VARIABLES 

The measurement, acoring and categorisation of the 

independent variables used in this study have been described 

in this saction. 

[\.ge was computed on the baaia 0' actusl chronoloaical 

aJe raported by the respondant.. The respondents \·Iare c.ater]o-

rised into three groups as folloys. 

Group - J 

GrDup II 

Group - III 

E:duc.:::tion 

: 

I 

8aL~..., 25 y OBrs 

26 to 50 Y!33ra 

51 years and shauB 

It LIas oparat!onalieod RS the informal and for'llsl 

schooling attsndad cand for tho measttrs!llElnt socia-economic 

status sca.la (Trivedi, 1963)1 \Jas used. The respondents 

uare ,)roupod into seven categories basing on Trivedi so010-

economic status scale as follows. 

i) Illiterate ••• 0 

11) Can read only ••• 1 

iii) Can read and urits ••• 2 

Iv) Primary ••• 3 

v) f'liddls ••• 4 
vi) High School ••• 5 

vii) i-\bova High School ••• 6 

1. Socia-Economic 3tatus 30.Jle Is given In I\PPf:NOIX-! 



For the purpose ofdlstribution of key-communicators 

and C'ol1ll!1unicators, tLlO cbtegoriea ware evolved i.e •• Illit ... 

rates and Literates. 

Caat. 

This variable uaa msasured by a schedule and c~Jtega­

riaad and scored according to Laxmanna1 (1913) with raw 

modifications as follous. 

i) Brahmins ••• I 

11) Kshatriyas ••• ., 
iil) lJalshyaa ••• , 
iV) Upper caste ••• I 

v) Artisan castes ••• • 
vl) Servic. cast •• • •• I 

vii) Harijans and 
untouchables ••• I 

viii) Oetribalized castes 
and others ••• t 

For the purpose of distribution of key-communicators 

and communicators based on caata, three groups uere evolved 

i ••• , Upper caste, Middle caste and louer caste. 

Farm Size 

The land ouned by the respondent has been ~aasured by 

a schedule and reported as farm size of a particular respondent. 

1. Lax~anna. C. (1973), Caste Dynamics in Village India -
"A study in I'\ndl-,ra Pradesh, fJachiketa Publications ttd., 
5, Kasthuri Buildings, Tata !load, Bombay. 



It has bean found that sam. 'arraers had wet land and dry landa. 

There'oro, for the purpose of analysis of land holding of 

varyin:-J types sntire land was converted into a slngl. unit 

( 1 ""at acra - 3 Jty Ilerea). This "JC i1itat ad the quantifi­

cation and clasJification of the holdings batter. Baaed on 

the ;;iza of holding, the farmers ",are 'Jroupad into three 

categories - 8l11all, medium and big 'armers. For purpose 0' 
calculating the socio-economic status of the furc.lars, tl. 

categorisation and scoring has bean done according to Trivedi 

Socio-acon~lc status aca1a. 

Social Participation 

This was operationalised basing on whether a~ indivi-

dual Is a mambar of ana organisation, mora than one orgnnisa-

tion, an office holeE rand othar distinguishing features, i' 

any. Tho measurement scoring and categorisation has bean 

done in accordanca with Trivedi Socio-econor:1ic status scale. 

for tile purpose of c -ltegorisation mean was used 1. e •• those 

above mean score and those below mean acore. 

Socio-Economic Status 

Sacio-oconomic status scale (Trivedi. 1963) uaa used 

with feu modifications to measure socio-economic status of the 

farmers in this study. The ~easuramont of individual items on 

the scala together with their scoring hJs bean giVen in 

APPENDIX - 1. The modificdtions of the scale to suit the 

locale of the study has bean done during pre-testing. The 



socia-economic status score or sach raspondent uas obt~!nad by 

administerina the scale. The rarmors ware grouped into two 

two categories basad ob mean and st.,ndard deviation i.e. t those 

with hlahar socia-economic status and lower socio-economic 

status. 

Urban Contact 

following loomis (1967), and :ay (1965) an index or 

urban contact was developed. This consists of places visited, 

fre .juoncy or visit and purpose of visit. The respondents were 

grouped into two on the basis of lIlean visits. Those with abrlve 

maan score (l.a. mora than 20 visits/year) 'Q!'O 3igned a 

score of 2 and with below mean score (i.a., less than 2D 

Visits/year) ware a3signed a scora of 1. 

Innovativanass 

This variable was measured by innovativaness scala 

developed for this study. This scals consisted of nine ita~8. 

Each item was related in five-point continuum; I.e., strongly 

a9r_. a~lrs9, undecided, disagree, strongly di.agree and 

scoring was given as follows - 5, '~, 3, 2 and 1 for positive 

itams and 1 t 2, 3, 4 and 5 fqr negative items. The f ,1'1'1181'. 

were categorised into two groups bosad on maan. 

Extonsion Contact 

This variabla was mauaured in te~8 or the frequency 

0' meetings of the 'armel's with the chang. agent, auch sa, 



v1llage davalop~ent officar, Agricultural Extension Officer, 

Glock Development Officer and SUbject Matter Specialists. 

Tha responses ware recorded in four point continuum; i.a., 

vary freyuent, freyuant, often and never. The scoring syat .. 

followed was 3, 2, 1 and 0 respectively. The pooled scora 

axpressed the degree of aontaet 0' fa!'llters with the extension 

ag8ncy. The respondonts uare grouped into tlJO categori •• 

basad on rtlaan as higher extension contact and louer extension 

contact. 

Mass Madia Exposure 

Plass media was rneasured in terms of raJiD listening 

behaviour, newspaper and other literature readership and 

exposure to films. Different questions have been asked to 

knoLl the m,jSS media exposure of the farmars in the above 

areas. The fOass i!1adi3 exposure has bean measured and quanti­

fied aa pOl" mass media exposure Index developed by Vera. (1970). 

The formars were grouped into ttJO categories based on the rn.;:ln, 

I.e., those with ;,ign exposure and those with loy exposure to 

IDaas media. 

Gregariousn .. 

The gragd.C'iou8nas~; has bean operationalised as the 

measure of farmer's social cOlltacts. The index of" gregarious­

ness constructad by Katz anJ lszsrsfeld (1966) for rnaasuring 

the Uoman's gregariousness was used in this study to measure 

the f"ar:l1ers' gregariousnas:J. Tuo questions uera included In 
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the index. How many people are thaI's uith whom you are 

friendly, talk with fairly often, who ara not and never have 

baan your neighbours? IJhiJt organisations, clubs and dlscussion 

groups do you bolong to? The first question provides a measura 

of the magnitude of the individual's sphere of intimate, 

informal relationships, and the immediate environments of the 

household. The second question covers social participation 

in more or laas public associations. 

Both the questions prosumbly reflect the degree of 

opportunity to participate in the parson-to-person process 

of int'luance. 

In order to reduce the two into one scala e~ch has 

baen reduced to high-low dichotomy. Basad on the ~adian 

number of friends na]sd by the farmer, the f',lt'!;utrs wera 

groupad into high and lou classea. Then the sample "'ea 

dividod again into another high-low cl·}ssifieation by using 

membership activity. Uhila the indicae wara applied simul-

taneously it w~a possible to classify the far~ers into high. 

low and medium in the gregariousness scoras. This has bean 

prasented In Table - 3.2. 

TABLE: - 3.2 

Ci\TE'~ORISATlmJ or RESPONDENTS ON GREGIlRIOUSNE53 SCORES ..... - .. -.------ ....... ----- .......... _.~ .. -- .... --

r.Jumbor of organiaation8 
High 
low 

Number of friendship 
Righ Loy 

-------------------------------



Thus the number falling 1n tpt category can be said 

to be highly eJregarioua and those falling in 'u· category 8a 
. 

vary lou in gr3gariousness. Farmers falling in R1 and R2 

( or R1+ f1 2) fall under medium category of gregariousness. 

Aspiratione 

Aspirations are goal statements concJlving future 

leval of achiave~snt. In order to asaess the aspiration, 

open-ended questions covering cartain areas of individual 

neads ware used. The scala developed by ~thayya. (1911) 

usa used for the purpose of maasursilsot of this variable. 

The following areas ",ere included for a mnasural1ent of 

aspirations, i.a., education to 80n/daughtar, batter house, 

farm powor, land-holding and material possession. It yas 

dacidar1 to usa the question "",hat tJOuld you expect to have" 

to elicit aspiration as it was thought to bring about a 

realistic orientation. Based on the magnitude of the aspi­

ration as revealed by the average standard scaraB for aspi­

ration through open-ended questions, the respond~nts were 

grouped into two categories. Mean was used for the purpose 

of classification. 

Devices used for Data Collection 

The following devices were used for the collection of 

data. 
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Paraonal Intorviaw Schedule 

This is the na~a usually applied to the set of quastiona 

which are asked and fillad 1n by an lnterviauer in a face-to-face 

situation with the subject. This technique was considerad 

to be u:3aful in daalinJ with farqars of d1fferent educational 

attainl.1snts. It was also possible to haue rali,)ble and valid 

data fr~~ tho respondents. 

A pre-testad interview schedule was, therefore, admini­

stared to the respondents to identify the key-communicators 

and communication patterna in the villagas in the sequential 

2doption of soma agricultural innovations. The schndula has 

been devided into four major soctions. The first section 

dealt uith bio-data of the r9spondants. In the second section 

portinent socio-metrlc questions to trace the key-comr:lunicators 

and to study the comrnunicction patta-r.ns ware structured. The 

third section dealt tJith role performance of the key-communi­

cators. last section c:ealt with differont variables and 

their measurement. This waD also coupled by rlnngen's critical 

inci,Jant tachni4ua sh~at. 

[stablishing the necessary ra\:port 

Sufficient rapport was Bstablished during the prelimi­

nary villc)8 viJits. To create confidence and faith, the 

1nvasti.]otor uas intl';)ducad by soma of the Officials and non­

Officials of the Panchayat 5amithi to the villagers or the 

respect i\le vi 11aJ88. Later son13 informal discussion uas hald 



with the villagers to know their problems. It was also made 

clear to them that the study is purely for academic purpose. , 

Besides the local language was used during the conversation 

to gain their confidence and make thmn feel that the invastl-

gator is tlleir own friend and not an outsider. 

5TATI5TICAL prOCEDURES 

The following statistical teats and meGsuros ware used 

for the analysis of data. 

Th;) arithmatic maan (X) 1s the quotient that results 

l,Jhon the sum of all .iitsms 1n the aeries is dividod by the 

nUlnbar of items. 

The formula in ter~ of symbol is x - ---N 

whara, X - til. ar1.thmat!c mean 

1:. - the sum or 
x - each individual item 

standard Uev!at1on 

The standard davl.1tian (~ ) is found by t<lking the 

difference of each item in the sariss from the Arithmatic mean 

(1r ). squaring thl& difference ( X2 ), summing all the squared 

differencos ( X2 ), dividing by tha number of items ( N ) and 

then extracting tha squul'e root. 

5(1 



~ ~ .. , 

who~a, ~ ;II stand~rd deviation 

~ - the sum of 

X2 .. SUIII of squared deviation rrom mean 

H .. nUillbsr of' ita!' ... 

COefficient of Correlatlog 

Simple linear correlation coefficient was c~mputad to 

study the rel;:..lt!onship between the lndapsndent val'ublas and 

dependent variables. 

'I xy ._ '~xl ''£!! 
n .. • J ~x2 _(~x12 "" s.r" -ra 

uhera, I' ~ co-effici9nt or correlation 

'I' xy. SUJII of product of pair. 

1: x ,. SUII of' the f"lrElt sample 

1. y - sum of the a8CQnd a011lple 

(~X)2 .. 

In order to test the significancA of" the results, 

tt' toat was used. 

t .. r ~n - 2 
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't' calculated values yere compared uith 't' table value. l' 
the It' calculated v~lue'ls greater than Dr equal to the 

obt~ined value, null hypothesis yas rejected otherwise. null 

hypothesis waa accepted and found that there uas no significant 

difference between independent and dependent variables. 

Itt It - test 
__ • ... Fe •• 

The 't' test uas used to find out ",hetiuar there uas 

significant difference in the mean scares of parsonal and 

socio-psychological characteristics of key-communic~tors and 

communicators. The doscription and Formula of the tost is .a 

follows. 

t 

",haro, X, - Maan of X, aeries 

X2 - r"ean of X 2 series 

-
• 

dir;aren"~ a between the tuo means taken 
as positive 

variance of X1 sari •• 

variance of X2 sarias 

Tota 1 fUHloer of ob$9rvations In )(, series 

n2 - Total number of observations 1n X2 sar1ee 

d.r. = Oagrea of freedom 



Spearman Rank !trdar Corralution Coefflcicmt (r.) 

This test is usaci When statistical seriss are compo." 

of items the exact or wi11ch c ;nnot be ascertained but tJhich 

are rankad accor :ing to the size. Thi. test halps to riatermine 

the extant of agreement among the two oets of respondents on 

a given issua. To find the coefficiGnt of correlation of' ranked 

datn '"ip_arman r~ank Order Correlation Coefficient lJas used. 

rs - 1 -

where, rs - Coetficient of correlation of rankod data 

di := Difference in ronk bat\',een paired itSl11s in 
the tuo seri98 

I z:II Total number of items 

The calculated 'rst value was compared uitil table 

vclua of the 'rst. 

This teat Is a counterpart of t-test in parnm;tric case. 

This Is the most JX) warful teot ulllong the non-parametric tests 

when two samples ara independent. 

"1 (n1 + 1) -
2 



where, "1n2 - are aizes of two sample. 

• Total of the ranks for the first SOllplo, 
when the ranks are awarded for all the 
scores taking togothor for both the 
samples into consideration 

• Total of the ranks for second sample, 
",han t:-e ~anks are slJardod for all the 
scores taking together for both the 
samples into consideration 

whon U1 is not available 1n the tabiti 'K t Qf ~jidnay 3iegal 

(1956) book then U2 c;m bi) calculated. 

U2 1111 "1"2 U, 

-
tJh9n both the samples or sing 1" S J!IIpla is more than 20. 

the significance of observed value or' 'U' may be datal'minati by 

\ U1 - n1"2 \ 2 
z - C/t) N (0,1) 

/ft1ft2 (n1 + "2 ... 1) 

12 

This observed Z-valuo was compared u1th tablg v31ue 

of 'Z'. 

L"ioTIS or tho data uera subjected to and ,4.ntarpreted in 

terms offraquancy and percontaJ9s. 



·, ~."~~U CBNTf<AL Ll~RARY 
-"*';' , ... . 

HYDb"'_ABAD-500 U3Q 

OPERATIONAL DEfINITIONS 

cormuNIcATION • 

Communication is a process by whic:l two or more 

people exchange ideas, facts, faelings or impressions in 

ways that sach gains ;] common understanding of the iileanlng, 

intent 6'1rl ',las of message. 

INTERPERSONAL CORMUNICATION BEHAVIOUR 

It is operationalizod as the degree to uhi~h a farmer 

exposes t~e othor f£Jr'1lors of his village about a particular 

I'l1Gssage in an inform.::.;l faco-to-facs social interaction through 

word-or-mouth or other channels of communication uith a view 

to influence the ba!laviour of other farmers. 

Cm1:1U~n CATIOf~ P!1. TTERN 

It 1s tho physical and informal structur.-:; that dafinoa 

uho consulted whom - and wit;; LJfHlt :t'Gl ... t ionsliip 1n a 91\1en 

situation. 

COf'lMurncATluN NET-uOtlK 

It. is defined as the channals of communicntion artong 

.embers and sub-~roups or groups shoulng the comt:tunlcator -

communicates actions and interactions ..,lth respect to fSmt 

conault..:;tion. 
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IEY-COM~NICATOR 

Key-cOIJIfDunicatolls ara thoce who 1'Jcl':'for.nad m(Jr~J than 

averag_ numb~r of ~tll'JlliJUnlcatlon acts at difforont staJaa 0' 

adoption. 

COl1f1UNICATOR 

t::o;TJAlunicators are tf1aso ~!'J psz:-forrnad auar.lge or lass 

thon averago number of cOfil:!1uni=atl:m acts at different stages 

of adoption. 

NON-COI¥tUNICt,\TOR 

r~Dn-communlcators ar3 those lJho :iad not parfomad evan 

a singla communication act at differant stages of adoption. 

INtJOVf, lION 

It is a new idea or a practice which is intendod to 

replace an old idsa or practice with 3 view to bring about 

progressive change in the existing pattern. Hars, the agri­

cultural innovatiuns takan for study ara - High YieLding 

Variaties of Padd~ Fertilizers, Pesticides and Aultipl. 

Cropping. 

ADOPTION PROCESS 

The adoption process is the mantal prOCBSG through which 

an individual passes from first hearing about an innovation to 

final adoption. Thera ~.re four stages identified 1n the 



adoption process ~ Rogers (1965) namely - Knowledge. 

Persuasion, Decision and·Conrlrmatlon. 

SOCIOPIETRIC flETHOO 

This onnsi8t3 in asking the parsona to yi»m they go 

tar advice and information about the idea or thing. Ttli.· 

is primarily conc]rnad uith obtaining the interpersonal 

interactions. From these interactional patterns it was 

intended to locate the central f'iquraa who are sought 

for ndvicJ on farm practicas. It tJould be necessary that 

these persona involved in socio.atric test should know 

each other. 

HOLE -
The function or expected behaviour of an individual 

In a group. 

r: ..... . ..) , 
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CONCEPTUAL PlOOEl 

Thi. modal has baan cancoptuaUzad koopiog in viou 

tho :&mJContb (1953) an .... ueatly 0.00 Meel .. " (1957) modala at 

intorparaonal communication. 

~ close look at the modal reveals that 8 communicator 

1s commun1catil~ tna •• asaqea relating to High Yielding 

Varieties of Padc1y. fsrt!llzars, Pesticidas and ~lultiple 

Cropping through the ward-of-mouth channel to his follouare 

(rocaivern). Hera the cOftlltuniaators and receivers are the 

farmers in a village. The entire communication potentiality 

of the communIcator has bean quantified a8 his interpersonal 

communication bClhaviour. 8asad on th9 dggree of intensity of 

the ints!'psrsonal communic,Jtion behaviour of a fortDGr they 

have bann callod eithar sa ksy-comm~nicator8 or communicators 

or non-commun1catCll:a. ThQ rocpivara (the farmers who ~)ot '0' 

acores ) are in attar wrde C'~Jllad ns non-communicators. 

gesidae this, thirteen personal and socio-psycho­

logical variables yhich have Q bearing on interpersonal 

comr.JlJni~<lt!on hooaviour have bm:m pin pointed ana thair 

association to the interpersonal communication bei)Svio ur 

haa bem indiCated I.lith an arrou mark. 
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SET T I " G 

A briaf description af tha gsa-physical 'eatures at 

the District, P~nchaya! Samlthi and Villagas selected for the 

study i. dealt in this chapter. 

Chittoor district i8 the southern most district of 

Andhra Pradesh covering an araa of 15,143 sq. kma with a 

population of 27.29 lakhs (as par 1981 census) between 

1ZO 67' 140 8' of Northern latitudos and 79° 55' 

78° 3' of eastern longitude.. On the south and south­

aaat9rn aide of the district lias Tamilnadu state. Corres­

pondingly there is heavy Ta'ail influence in the cultures and 

production patterns of the people of Satyavedu, Srikalahasti, 

Nagiri, Puttur, Pichatur, Thottambadu and parts of Chittoor 

panchayat somithi98. On the wast and south-wast there is 

portial geographical and cultural influence of Karnataka in 

tha panchayat samithia of Kupparn, Pala;)aner, Punganur. 

Chodapolli, ~adanapalle and Thamballapalle. And the district 

i8 bounded by Anantapur, Cuddapah and Nellore districts on 

the northern side. The density of population Is 180 par sq. _. 

The district is dividod into 20 panchayat samlthies. Thera 

uare altogether 1277 inhabited villages and 13 towns in the 

district constituting 11 toluka. The liter:cy rata in males 

yaa 35.95 par cent and the fameles was 14.41 par cent. Urban 

population waa 13.45 per cont, yorkers 41.10 per cent, Scheduled 

casta ,opulation was 14.62 par cant, Scheduled tribe populati .. 



was 2.44 per ean~ and Backward caste population uas 20.00 
; . 

per cant. 

The population is mainly agricultural and groundnut 

waa the most important dry crop covering 2,04,775 he. In the 

Yhola district, besides pad y being the maln wet crop. 

Tha district had neither a .ajor rival" nor a parennial 

rivGr. Minor rivers such as Peddur, Bahuda and Pines taka 

birth in this district and drain off to Ananthapur and Cuddapah 

districts. Tha athol" rivers Ponnei, Kusastali and Araniar 

also originate in the dist rict and drain off into the neigh-

bouring state Tamilnadu. Suvarnamukhi and Kalangi tJhich 

normully take birth in this district finally drain off into 

Nallora district. Evan these rivers occasionally gat flooded 

during heavy rains and dry up quickly. The po~ition becomes 

acute uhan the rainfall is scanty and erratic. 

The climate of the district yas moderate uith a normal 

average rainfall of 827.5 mm. It had the ~arginal and fringe 

benefits of both south-west and north-east monsoon. HowlJvar, 

the capricious behaviour of the seasonal winds uhich did not 

always carry rain and in time caused frequent drou,]ht condi­

tions. Th. eastern soctor comprising of Srikalahasti, Chandra­

giri, Puttur, Nagari, Satyavadu, Thottambedu and Pichatur 

panchayat aamithis get normal rainfall from the out pouring 

of the north-aast "10nSOOn in uinter. 



The general:: ~fY nnd drought prone IIcology 0' the 

district is an important tactor to be conslderad. It must 

be emphasised that the difficult and drought prone terrain 

of the district has made tho people since historical times, 

• hardy and clever lot. They ·Jra very good agriculturists, 

capable of pro:iucing crops from very poor land. 

Red soils are ganorally shdllow to moderately deep 

with appraciabla distribution of gravel on the surfac •• 

The top soil is loose and structural.ss and low in organic 

matter content. The soil reaction is generally neutral or 

non-alkaline. In high terrace lands, the soil is quits deep 

with clay sub-soil. 

Of the total geographical area of the district 30.30 

per cent is raprese~ted by forests and an equal percentage 

is cultivated and about 16.00 par cent is fallow land. 

Thars yere 94,433 Small farmers, 1,73,114 Marginal 

farmers and 3.90,251 Agricultural labourers in the district. 

Thera !Jare five medium ir igation sources, 8519 minor 

irrigation sources and about a lakh dug walls with a total 

nat irrigatad area of 3,68,788 acres as against the total 

cultivated area of 13,06,000 acres. About 95,000 acres still 

rsmains unirrigated. 



Cropping Pattern 

.. 
1. Paddy 'alloysd by Paddy, folloued by Paddy 

2. Paddy followed by Paddy 

3. Paddy falloued by Ragl 

4. Paddy folloued by Bajra 

5. Paddy followed by Jowar 

,. Paddy followed by Sugarcane 

7. Paddy fa lloued by Groundnut 

Land Utilisation 

Important crops grown in this block during 1980-81 

lJere Jiven belou together with their aceraga. 

1. Paddy ••• 5,80,892 acras 

2. Groundnut ••• 4,22,044 acres 

3. Sugarcare • • • 71,664 acres 

4. BaJra ••• 1,22,JOO acros 

5. lOloler .. ,.. 80,000 acres 

6. Rag! ••• lO,,'~OO acres 

lJith the introduction of short duration high yielding 

varieties much stress was laid on growing more number of crops 

in a year. 

l_ 

The area under multiple cropping and double cropping 

in this district during 1980-81 uas 8,92,046 acres. 



(' " 

The fol10uing patterns ",ara adopted. 

1. Paddy falloued by Paddy. falloued by Paddy 

2. Paddy folloueH by Rag!, followed by Paddy 

3. PadJy followed by aajra 

4. Paddy followed by Groundnut 

5. Paddy folloIJed by Sugarcane 

The follouing high yielding varieties uers under 

cultivation in the district. 

Paddy - 1444, IR-8. tR-2O, Jaya, Ka\ler!. 
Talla Hamas 

Rag! - Sarada, Kalyani 

Bajra .- B.J. 104, SaloJi Componita 

Groundnut - TMV-2, Kadiri 11-1 

Sugarcana - C0-419. Co-62175. Co-A.11-1 

Jouar - CSH1, CSHS 

CHAfJDRi\GIrU PIH4CWW h T 5AI'11T111 

Chandragiri P~nchayat Samithi is in existence ever 

sincs tha formation of Pancllayat Raj. Chandragi r! panchayat 

sarnithi is located on th'3 Tirupati to Chlttoor high way at a 

distance of 12 kms from Tirupati. It is one of the agri­

culturally rapid d'lVtllopinf) samitt-,ies 1n the district. Thl. 

aamithl uas includf)d under Integrated flural Oevalapmont 

Programme (IROP) from 2.10.1 f ';:'1. It had a total number of 78 

revenue villag3s. It had an flvarag8 annual rain fall of 

905.8 mID. 



Tha main crops and their extents ara, 

1. Paddy 
.. 

2. Sugal"cane 

3. Groundnut 

••• 
••• 
••• 

10,819 ecru 

5,539 acras 

25,952 acre. 

Chandragiri Panchayat Samlth! has baan tJroadly divided 

into three flrks of Chandra;11rl. Tirupatl and R&nlgunta con­

sisting of 19. 31 and 28 v111ag08 :r39pactively. And this 

aaa1thl has baen provided with three agricultural of'flcora to 

help a.-lstat the farming ;:OI1l:tlu.1ity, of the respective area. 

D.EjCR !P.TJ'pfJ. Of. THE \1J,LlAGES 

NA"hS lIIIGAPURAf'l 

This village waa one of the agriculturally proQrs88iv9 

villagas in the Chandragiri Panchay~t Samlthl. It is located 

at a distance 0' 3 kma 'rom the 88Mlthl headquarters, and at 

• wakBble distance of 1/2 k. fro .. tlla ChancJragiri FhdltJay 

St .... tion on the Tlrupat1-KatpadJ. RaillJay l1ne about 12 kms frOll 

Tlrupati. 

The total population of' the village waa 1900, and thG 

area ls 5010 serea of uhich the total cultivable 1s 1575 aeros, 

of ",hleh the total mo:Jtly of red sandy la_a. 

Since agriculture uas the main occupation of' the inha­

bitants of the village. they yare cultivating paddy, groundnut, 

sugarcane, jouar and ragi. 



The source of irrigation waa !'!Joatly lift-irrigation. 

through walla,. uith the Ilslp of electric pump •• 'a. 
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Bacau;o 0' the unique location of having been connectad 

to the Chitt for highway on one sida and Ra1llJsys on the other 

end basides beirn) in Ju)(tapoait~cn to the siJmithi headquartQrs. 

the village had guod ca.aunication tacilitioa. 

Th. inhabitants of the village uar. p~eda.in8ntly 

hindus and musllDa uhar8 the latter are vary loss. Out of the 

total 93 families in the villag., 78 belonged to farM fsmilies. 

Thera wore savan Atajor castas in the vill:Jgs namaly - Red!lies, 

Gandls, BaUJas, Gallaa. Harljana. O! lobia and Barbers. 

Agriculture uae ~ha major occupation In the village 

fatloued by a fOIl t~aditional ca,ta occupations. 

The village had a primary health centre and the 

f aclUty of lIobila veterinary c11nic of the Collage of Veteri­

nary Science, Tirup~ti. 

The vtllag8 which had a panchayat po.;;sessed primar'Y 

achool. agricultural credit cooporativ8 sDciety. 

This village IJ,;U~ said to be one of the agriculturally 

less prograasi!J8 villagaa in the Chdndragiri panchayat samithl 

uas situated at the extrema end of the samithi touching 

upon the cudds!Hth dist riot border and was situated at a 

distance of 28 kala from the block haadQUat'ters. 



The populdtion of this village us!.; 1780 ",ith a total 

arae of 4,241 acres out of which 1,326 acros or land waa under 

cultivation. The soila uare mostly chalka, rod aandy 10 .... 

The rar'asrs of' the village ware cultivating paddy, 

groundnut, sugarcane, jouar and ragi. 

The source of i~riQ$tion was mostly uell and f3u small 

tanks. Tho communication facilities to the village uere 

rather comparatively poor G9CduSS of' i.ts abut.ting into the 

reser\ls forest though it had a road 11nk. Out of the total 

118 families 105 balonj~~ to the farm families. ThaI'S vera 

six Dajor castCts in the village namely - BaliJas, Gallas. 

RAddias, HariJans. Vaidyaa, Dhabiaa and Barbars. 

The main occapation in the villaga was agriculture 

followed by a fa", traditional caste occupations. 

Tilera uas one primary school and a village panchayat 

pasldas an agricultural cre,~t cooperative society. 
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FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 



rlfIDINGS AND DISCUSSION 

lnaplte of several sch __ Pl'Opoaad by Govammant 0' 
India to lIax1atlse the toad production, atill it 1. lagging 

behind the population growth, as auoh, the paramount impor­

tance is to step up " by inducing tne faftl8l"s to adopt 

itapravad agricultural practicss. To Induce our tradition 

bating and illiterate famar 0' rural araas to adopt agri­

cultural innovationa, a poWlH."ful CGIIIIUnicatlon .yst_, 

which oan effectivel, bring the fruits of lnnovationa or 

practicaa to the door of cultivators is greatly ft~. 

Hance, it i8 pertinent to undertake a sct.ntirto investi­

gation on cOMUnlccltlon patterns, net-works and key-caa. ..... 

nicators in Dr -j er to utili H' them batt er in the adoption 

of agricultural innovations and agricultural dav810patantal 

progranwes. 

In this chapter, the findings related to different 

.. pacta of the probl_ are presented and discussad In 

dRail. The data, having been processed and 8nalysed ap 

presented under the following he.d •• ' 

A) Comftlunicatlon patterns ":J110",ad by the tarmers 

in the s.~antial adoption of agricultural 

innovations. 



0) Coamunlcatlon Net-works among the tarm.~3 -
.. 

Sociometric analys1a. 

c) Identification of KaY-COMmUnicators, ca.munlcators 

and Non-cOIDmunicators among the 'alm_ra. 

0) Distribution of key-connunJ.catora and COIDIIIUnicatora 

vith rnpact to th.ir parsonal and 8Oclo-psycho­

logical variabla •• 

E} The ditference among the kay-communicators and 

cOlDmunicators tJith raspect to thalr personal and 

aocio-psychological variablaa. 

r) Parsonal and Socia-psychological variables 

.aaoci:Jtad witil the interpersonal communication 

behaviour of farmara. 

G) Role expectations and role performance of the 

kay-communicators in relation to naw stratagy 

of Agricultural Production. 

SEGTION - A 

COMf1UNICATION PATTERNS fOLlOlJEO BY THE rARPJERS IN THE SEOO('" 

TIAL ADOPTION or AGRICULTURAL IUNOVATIONS 

Th. communication patterns uaro examined at different 

stages of adoption process with the halp of interview schedule 

constructed for the purpose. in agriculturally progressive and 

lass progressive vill.JGD. On the basis of response 0' the 
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respondents four cOIIJlIUnioation pat tarns uera identified 

nSi:lflly - friendship pat~.rn. relutianship pattern, best 

'armsr pattern and neighbourhood pattern. turther the 

com'1lunication patturna are exacnined at different stag •• 

of adoption namely - Knouladge, Persuasion, Decision and 

Confi~ation aa u811 as uith respect to different agri­

cultural innovations taken for study. 

Tabl. - 5.1 shOlJ. the cCNDfI1unication patterns identi­

fied at different stages of adoption process with I'espact to 

high yielding varieties or paddy 1n a progresaivs village. 

fro. the Tabla - 5.1 it is clear that majority or 
the farmers followed relationship pattsrn 10 all the stao •• 

of ado~tion process. Houavar, 32.2 par ~ant of the rar.ara 

at knotJladga ata a and 23.91 par cent of farmars at persu­

asion st.'J_ have consulted their frionda. It 1. atat:UrY;j 

to nota at d3cision making. stage the ptomlnent consultation 

puttern ••• sas to b. relationship pattern and perceived beat 

farmer pattern, In that order. 

The Tabla - 5.2 aho~a ths communication patterns 

Identified at dift.rent stag .. • t adopt1on process In • 

prograssiv5 villaga with respect to fertilizers use. 

Fpa Tab 1. - 5.2 it i. claar that the farm consulta­

tion pat. tern with rEJ9p9Ct to f'ertillzar. as_8 to be rolation-
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.hip pattern followed by boat farmer pattern and neighbour­

hood pattern. Hawver. 24.59 pal' cent of' the 'armel's 

expressed that they have followed the friandai,lp pattern at 

knowledge staDe of adoption. 50_ in all the st gea of' adop­

tion the relatlcmship pattern wa..:.: moat cannonly 1'0110..,.. 

pattern by a larga .aJority. 

The Tabla - 5.3 shous tha communication patterns 

identifiod at dif'farant stag •• 0' adoption with respact to 

usa of' paaticidea in a pl'ogI'88Si". wlU .... 

rrGa Table - 5.3 it i. evident that the majority of 

the farmers were found to have expressed the communication 

patterns followed as relationship pattern folloyed by beet 

farmer pattern. The pal'centag. or fa~.r8 •• Pl'esalng the 

friendship pattern and nelghbol.lraood pattern .a._ to b. 

almost e~ual, in all the atagas of adoption proc ... , Yharaas 

at persuasion st,:'lga, IDaJar!ty follo .... d relationship pattern, 

bast 'ormar pattarn, neighbourhood pattern (19.36 per cent) 

and friendship pattern (6.45 par cant) in th~t ardar. 

Tabl. - 5.4 indicates the communication patterns 

idantif'1ad at different stag •• of adoption process with 

raapact to multiple cropping in a progressive village. 

It is cli)sr from Table 5.4 that 1n the CElS. 0' 

Multiple cropping also the .oat predominant pattern of 

communicati3n Idantifi3d was relationship pattern folloued 
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by pSl'caiv9d bast 'arraar pattern and neighbourhood pattern 

in almost all stages of ~doption. However, 9.74 pe. cent 

of far~.ra and 3.92 per cent of 'armers have followed the 

'riendship pat tarn at tlHI knouladge and confirnaation stag .. 

of adoption proc .. a. 

Tha Tabla - 5.5 shows the communication patterns 

identified at different stages or adoption proc.sa in a 

prograssive villag.3 uhan all the practices clubbed togathar. 

from the Tabla - 5.5 it is vary cl3sr that the 

majority of the farmers have consulted their relatives 

followed by paroaJ.v Jd best farmers at diftua·nt at .... 

of adoption procaes. However, the pel"Cantaga of farmers 

consultinQ their friends and neighbours seems to ba almost 

• .,.u81, in all the four stagGs ot adoption proc_a. 

The over viau of the Tables - 5.1 to 5.5 claarl, 

indicates that the eommunic.,tion pattern follo..,ed in general 

was relationship pattern foUo",ed by pal'ceivad bast 'antsl" 

pattern, in all the stages at adoption and with respect to 

different agricultural innovations taken for study in a 

progressive village. 

unication pattarns fol1owe~ in a laaa er911118ive villaqa 

Tabla - 5.6 shows the communication patterns identi­

fiad at different stages of adoption procesa 1n a le88 progra-

881v8 village uith res:,act to adoption or high yielding 

varieties of paddy. 
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f"roa the Tab!a - 5.6 it 1s cle8l' that majority of 

the taNftS \.!er;a found to have oxpnssGd tha cOMUnication 

petta!'ns followed as pBl'Caivad beat 'armsr pattern. Thi. 

uaa followsd by relationship pattem at parsu8s1on. dec!a!an 

and conflrmetlon stag as of a •. :toptlon. Howaver, at knouledga 

eta;}. 15.06 par cant of ra~.rs a9Gnl8 to have consulted their 

friends for getting tha lA'Grm~tton on High Yls1dlng Varlet! .. 

of Paddy. 

The Tabla - 5.1 ehous COfMlIJnicatlon pattarna identi­

fied at dl"srant sta 198 of adoption procQ3G in a lass 

progressive village uith :raapect to adoption of fert,lUz8I"a. 

It. i. evident fJ:Otl the Table - I~"lbat •• jority of" 

the farmers followed parcslvad bast farmor pattarn In the 

'at'll consultation ..,ith 1'8Spact to 'artl11zel'a. 1ft all the 

stages of adoption pruess.. Hot.l8ver. at knowledge and 

parsuaaian stagas the friendship pattern, ralationshlp 

pattern and neighbourhood pattern recoived almost equal 

scores indicating tile prerarancH of the tamara 1n the 

farm conaultationa. 

The Tabla - 5.8 ahotJa the communication patterns 

idantl fied at different at ::988 0' adoption ",ith respact to 

usa of paaticid~$ in a la38 progressive village. 

rrCli the Tabla - 5.8 it 1a claar thot a large 

.ajority 0' tha farmara falloyed the perCeived b •• t farmer 
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pattern folloued by neighbourh:Jod pattern and relationship 

pattern. Houever, nona of tha 'armers 'olloued the friend­

ship pattern at persuaaidn, decision and confirmation stag .. 

except in knowledge stage uhare only ona farmor opted to this 

pattern. However, at knouladge stage while 11.48 per cant 

of farmers expressed the relationship pattern only 8.29 par 

cent of farmers expressed the neighbourhood pattern. 

The Table - 5.9 indicat9s the cDmmunicatio~ pattsrns 

idofltified at different stages of adoption prOC099 in a 1 ... 

proqressiva village with l'aspact to Plultiple cropping. 

It is £,vidant from Tubla - 5.9 that a large majority 

of the ('armers preferred ptlrcaivad beat tamar pattern 

followed by relationship patte'rn and neighbourhood pattern. 

The farmar3 uho rollouad the friend~hip pattern ",are almost 

nag lig ib le. 

Table - 5.10 shous the communication patterns identi­

fied at difforont stages of adoption process in a las9 prog­

ressive v il.l.a98 with respect to dif'ar·ln4; agricultural 

innovutions. 

tram the Table - 5.10 it is evident that majority of 

the farmers followed perceived best farmor pattern. neighbour­

hood pattern and rriand~hip pattern in that order, 1n their 

consultations rolated to different agricultural innovations 

in a las8 progressive village. 
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, , . 
from t·ha over view or the tablos - 5.6 to 5.10 it is 

clear that the perceived bast 'i.irmar :1sttarn was followed by 

• lar,]e majority of the fartlars in a lass progrossive village 

followed by ralatbnahip pattern. 

Thus it is evident from tha foragoing findings that 

the communication patterns followed in a progressive village 

differad uith respect to the l38s progressive village. The 

difference batuean the com.unlcation patterns falloued in a 

progressive vllla~l. and a lass pro']1'9ssive village may be 

due to the differential aocia-cultural factors. rurther it 

is striking to nota that uhile in a progressive village 

relationship pattern was followed by perceived bast farmar 

pattern; in a leas progressive village perceived bast farmar 

pattern uas 'ollowed by the relationship pattern. This may 

be because of the closely knitted kinship structure in a 

progreJGiv9 village compared to riivarsif!ed and varied 

kinship structure in the lass progrqse!va village. Houevar. 

in botil the vl1l,_j!]es it uas absClrved that II considarwble 

porcanta:le of formers folloued perceived best farmer pattern. 

This may be due to the fact thai; in ths present day context 

of modernization genarully avery farmer uants to seek informa­

tion from the uall known parsona who hava highor communication 

cradlblUty. 

Another finding of the study shoued that vary small 

numbtn of respondantn sought information from neighbours and 



friends. This may be due to the fact that ",hen the farme·ra 

went to seek information on the spot they might have consulted 

the neighbours and frienda to save time. 

SECTION - B 

COPlMUNICATION NET-lJORKS AflJONG THt F"ARMtRS - SDCI0f1e:TPIC ANALYSIS 

In this section, the com~nioation net-works .BOng 

tha farmars yara examineJ. This has f:lcilltatad the res3archar 

to spot out the communication flow and patterns folloued by the 

farmers in the proc]res;;.)ivl:1 and las3 prllgr8ssive villagas. 

lb. dat~ obtuindd about woo communicated whom has baan 

presented in a claar way ~o that il:. could permit a' Gestalt t 

type af relationshir:s. This was dona by 0raphically depacting 

the comf1unicator - ~~.-.:uic:ata9 dyadic relationship, in rala­

tion to four situations namely - high yielJing varieties of 

paddy, fertilizers, pesticides and lIultiple cropping. Tha 

figures worB draun on the Northway target pattern. P9rsona 

with highost sociometric scores (IeB Scores) IJare placod near 

the centre and those uith 19sser scorss towards the periphery. 

Isolates 1 ware placed outs! e the target. 

The four ~iffarent symbols - H··· , ..l1 C'i ·-'1' Tria09I ~ exagOuB, rc 8, 
and Rectan~Jle ware used to denote key-c'l!1lmunicators. coml1luni-

------------------------------------------------------------------1. Though the t(3rrns non-communicators dnel Isolates 80uld b. 
used identically, the farnors who sought inforr.lstion frOID 
other f<J:'mers were ragi;}rdad as non-cam ,lunicators and placed 
towards the periphory and those far''lara Yho ara not at all 
involved in interpersonal communication (either as raseivera 
or comrlunic<.:1toI'S) lJ[HB ragarded U$ Isolates and placod out­
side the tarj!3t of the sociogram. 
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cators, non-co~~~tors and isolates rospectively. Only 

the first choices were used for plotting the relationship. 

Double lined sY'1bols ware used to denote tha communicators 

consulted in the ~con~and third preferanca. An arrow has 

been drawn from the co~unicatee to his communicator for 

showing his cOl1fllunication effect nat-work. filutual cl1oi::;es 

tJar~ indicated by double headed arrow. From the analysis 

of 90cloyrama, It Is clear that the kay-communicators oxhi-

bited mora intorpar30nal oommunication behaviour followed 

by communicators. 

51 TUATION - I 

High Yielding Varieties of Paddy In a Progressive VIllage 

From the Sociogram No. 1 it is evident that there 

are four key-ct.l llmunicators and four communicators. It is 

interesting to nota that only kay-communicator No. 1 and 5 

usra involved mara in the interpersonal communication acts. 

Tha reat of the communicators were consulted by a few 

far::'Isrs in the first, sQcund and third prafereocns. further 

it is cla;Jr fron1 this situ'ltion that 11' the dsv1310pmantal 

paracnnel I.IOrk through the kay-communicator No. 1 and 5 it 

is pOtJslbla to propagate high yielding varl.tiaa of paddy. 

The 8~8rging pattern was spoked whs3l type. 

SITUATION - II 

rartl11zars 1n a ProgI'9:3>3ive \.tillage 

In this situation, in Sociogram No.2 three key-

.., l" , ) 



~'!rO C lOG R A "- 1 

~UNICATIGN NET-YORKS A~ONG 

THE fARftERS IN PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 
( High Yieldlng Varieties or Paddy ) 

() KEY-CO~~UNICATOR 
() CO""UIICATOR 

~ NON-CO"ftUNICATOR 

I N 0 E X 

a) KEY-COM"UNICATOR 2n~ & Jrd 

PREfERENCE 

CD COMMUIICATOR 2nd & Jr4 

PRErERENCE 
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THE rARftERS I" PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 
( r.rtilh.r. ) 

I " 0 E X 

KEY-CO~ftUNICATOR ~ KEY-COI'I"UNICATOR 2nd & Jrd 

COfll"UnCATOR PRErERElCE 

IOW-CO"ftUIICATOR @ CO~ftU"ICATOR 2nd & 3rd 

ISOLATE PRErERENCE 

78 



cOlmunicators and two communicatJr:3 ware noticed. Only the 

key-communicator No. 1 and 2 weI's lostly consulted by majority 
. 

of far~ers as indicated by their first choico. The spoked 

wheul type pattern was followed uith respect to kay-co'7lmuni­

cators No. 1 and 2. 

~iI TUATICm -:. 11,1 

In this situation~ in Sociagra~ No.3 three kay-

communicators and four communicators uere noticed. Only 

key-communicator No. 1 anu 2, and communicator No. 9 were 

mostly consulted by majority of the persons in different 

stageo of adoption. The chain type and spoked wheol type 

of rlet-IJork yare noticed. 

3ITUi\TION - IV 

r~ultlpls .. CroRP,inQ .in a Progressive V11l'!Q.t! 

In this situation, in Sociogram No. 4 six key-

co~municators and four co~unlcators weI's I~ticad. The 

spoked wheal pattern ",as observed with respect to the key­

communicators and chain type with raspect to cO'Tlmunicators. 

Hare also distinct cleavages wera noticed with respeGt to 

the interactional II attarns. 

From the over vlaw of the Sociograms 1 to 4 it i. 

evident that spoked wheal pattern was moat pradomin:nt in 

7 (' 
,-J 
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KET-CO"''''UNICATOR ltb KET-CO"',.,UNICATOR 2nd &' 3rd 

COI'II'lUU CATOR PREfERENCE 

NON-COP\I'IUNICATOR 6) COI'II'lUIII CATOR 2nd & 3rd 

ISOLATE PRErERENC[ 



0 
0 
A 
C 

sac lOG RAft - ·1 

. CO~"UNICATIO. NET-UORKS A"ONG 
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ISOLATE PREfERENCE 
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the progressive village folloued by chain type of nat-uork. 

HOYever, it is interesting to nota that only few com~unicators 

wera instru '1E~ntal in influencing the behav iour of a large 

majority of the far~ers. The presence of feu communicators 

in a progr~ssive village and more number of communicators in 

19';9 progrossive village might be due to the close kinship 

structure and relationship patterns noticed in the progressiva 

village. 

SITUATION - V 

Hi9h Yielding Varieties of Paddy in a less ProgreSSive Vill8Ql:l 

It is clear from Sociogram No. 5 that there ara four 

key-co·l~unlcat':)rs and seven com~unicators. Tho kay-comnlUnica­

tors have for;uad into separate c lavages. Only four co lmunica­

tors UBre involved in the act of interpersonal communication 

with resp<Jct to hiJh yielding varietiss of' paddy as indicated 

by their first preferencas. The rest of the cO·i,municators wore 

consulted in the second and third preferences. It is lnterast­

inJ to note that farmer a uho is a key-communicator uith high 

ICa Scores 811arnsd as 'Star' since the communicator No. 38 

has consulted tJo. 1 2 uho inturn has consulted t40. B. On the 

whols spoked uhael type of net-wort~ has Q[:1arged. 

SITUATION - VI 

It is Cltlar fror.l Socio.,Jra-n No.6 that there ara faur 

kay-co:"1munlcators and f iva communicators S'rterged out of the 



0 
0 
b. 
t:l 

COM~UNICATION NET-WORKS AMONG 

THE rARMERS IN LESS PROGRESSIVE VIl AGE 
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nat-york. Only three communicators uere involved in tha 

consultation pattern as indicated by their first preference. 

The rest of them wers consulted in sS';ond and third preferences. 

Hara also the key-communicators formed into separate clavagas. 

In general the pattein 8:-:1erlOd "aa spoked ..meel type. 

SITUATION - VII 

Pa..,tiGidS9 in a Le.o Progressive Village 

From the analysiS of the Sociogra'71 No.7 it is evident 

that there are four key-coamunicators and four cOllmunicators. 

All t he four kay-coi1fllunicators fQ~ad intu separate clavagea. 

Only one communicator uas consulted by one respondent In all 

sta]ea of adoption procaas. Tha pattern of net-work uas agaln 

spoked uhe~l type. 

SITUi\TION - VIII .. ........ 

From the analysis of the Sociogra'3 fJo. a it is evident 

that thAI'e are four key-~~om:nunicators and seven communicators 

Involve~ In the inte~parsonal communication acts uith raspect 

to illultip18 cJ'Opping. The key-cOfftlllUnicator No. B seems to be 

illora potential comrtlunicator C01lpar~d to tile rest of the commu-

nieators idontified in the net-uark. It is startling to nota 

thnt the kay-colnlltUn1cator fJo. 60 'las 'Jxhibitad lesser int 81:'-

parsonal cOtnmlJnicatiOil behaviour compa~ad to othar com:"'1uni-

catora in this situation. Hars also thare are number of 
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clov8gas with a faw parsons interacting ulth on~ ~onmun!cator 

and in ths other ~ituations the spoked tJhsal type emerged as 

the most distinctive pettern of net-uork. 

ThE) over view of the analysis of Sociogr_s 5 to 8 

indicata~ that the spoked uheal type of conmun!cation pat tarn 

s11srgad in all the situations. HOt.laver, the pr9sence of' 

distinct clevages waa a180 noticed, indicating dlffurant 

groups in the villages. furc;,ar tha absence 01 clLqua 18 

alao :..,uita con3picuoU3 in the commuf.icutiGo nat-work. The 

davGlapmental personnal 1n this ul11aga should concentrata 

their efforts through the kay-communicators and communicetora 

11aving large ou'lber of follotJers to lJIultiply their extension 

efforts. 

SECTION, •• C 

I(lENT IFIC" TION ,oF" ISEV-Cot'IMUN I.CATORS. COMr1UN ICATORS !\flO rWft:. 

COMMUNICATORS AMON1 TH& rAR~ERS 

The interporsonal communication bohaviour of of:' f3 farmers 

has baen '1easur.:Jd by means of a quotl'3nt ,,!3velopod by Feddy, 

S.V. (1::.:71). On ths basis of Intarparconal comnunication 

behaviour of respondents in th3 cuntaxt of 0: ricultural innova­

tions, different cata Jorias of communic ... tors have been identi­

fied in a progressive and a laGS progresaivG village. In this 

study. af.long the filrmars, three categories ",sra identified 

bused on the inte:cpsrsonal cO;:lffiunication bahaviour scores of 

.... ch raspondsnt. Th .. " IotSre key-comr:lunicators, com:nunicatora 



and non-comnunicators. This uas done uith the help or mean. 

ThoJ" far·71sra who received scores of nlosn and abovB on the 

ICB continuum were called 8S kay-communicators. Those farmers 

uho rocoivGd loss than the ilH.Wn scor'Js lJo-a called as communi-

cutors. And th~so far 'lara who raceivad '0' BeorDS on ICB 

continuu:n ware placed under the non-communicators category, 

and they ~era nat considered by at least one rospondent 3S his 

cONmun1nato~. Tngy !Jere thar3fora ragarded uS recoivBrs or 

isolates. Thus the key-com'ilUnicators ware those uho got 

highest ICfl sr.oraa than th. communicators. 

Table - 5.1'1 shotJs the kay-corQmunicators, co:nmunicators 

and non-coffii.lun!cotors identified in a progressive and less 

progr~3siva vl1la]es. 

TABLE - 5.11 

!{EY-COl'lf,1tJr·! Tf-:;\TORS, CimMUNICATORS AND NON-COMI'lUNICATORS IN A 

PROGRE5~lVE AND LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGES 

- - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - --
Key-Cumn- ;:o·':"j'luni- ~lon-CO':lf;l-

Village un1cators cators unicatora TOTAL , -~. r-cr f' -~" - f' ?? 
ilJ P - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --

Pro rlra.3s1va 6 7.69 5 6.41 67 85.90 78 100.00 

lass Progr.-essive <\ 3.81 9 8.51 92 87.62 105 100.00 

~ - - ~ - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - _ ... .__- .. ---

It is claar from the above tabla that the tot<Jl number 

of kay-communicators identified wera more 1n a progra$siva 

villsJa. ilOWBver total number of communicators identified 
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yora ~or8 in leas pzograssiv8 village. The percentage nf 

communicators houevor uea more In prograsuiva village 

compared to lass progressive village. In both villaga •• 

therefore, there are fau individuals acting as k.y-1nfor~ant. 

indicating leadership traits .nong faw people. 

Tahlas - 5.12 and 5.13 show the key-communicators 

and commun!cators identified at diffarant stages of adoption 

process in a pro']l"assiv. and less pro'draSaiV9 villages. 

trom the analysis of Tabla - 5.12 it Is claar that 

there are r:1aximum nurilbar of kay-communicators involved in 

Knoul:3d:)e, Persuasion stages with respect to ell the pructices. 

Uhera aa at Decision and Confirmetion stages only 50 par cent 

and less nu:nbar of kay-communicators ..,ere idan7:1fied lJith 

respect to their involve ',lent i.n interporsonnl communication 

acts partuining to High Ylo1d!~ \!erietJ.es of Paddy. tart£­

lizors and flJultiple Cropping. None of the communicators a __ 

to have boao consulted at Doei.ion and Confirmation stages 

cdth respect to all the innovnr.ions. 

From the analysis of Table - 5.13 it is clear that all 

the key-communic::ltora aro involvad 1n Interper;onal communi­

cation acts partaining to all :neasagas at different stuqes of 

adoption process. Whore as ulth respect to pasticidas only 

ona communicator uaa identified. 



; . 
The Table - 5.14 shows the interpersonal communi-

cation Behaviour Scores of the key-communicators and 

communicators identified ~n a prograaslve and 1988 pro­

gressive villages. 

TABLE.,. 5.14 

IrJTE:RPER~f.!::Al CJfli'lYNICATION BEHAVIOUR SCORES or KEY-Cor'~f'1UNI­

C~TORS AND COMMUNICATORS • 

.. --- .. -._ 
Code No .. 
of the 
rt)spondont 

-- .. ~-,..-
pneG~E5 SlVE 

VILLA GE x.c. c _ ...... - ....... - ... _ ... ....,..., 

2 

5 , 
a 

15 

16 

24 

46 

49 

60 

76 

13.00 

-
-

14.40 

11.80 

-
13.00 

-
23.40 

30.40 

-
10.40 

0.70 

--
6.50 

-
..).80 

--

-- ...... _--- .. 
Coda fw. 
of the 
respondent 

.. _---- .............. -
LESS PROGRESSIVE 

VILU,GE 
R.c. C 

.,.- .. -- ........ - ...... -~ ........ 

1 

2 

6 

8 

to 

12 

13 

22 

38 

40 

60 

82 

100 

-
--

17.10 

-
45.80 

--
-
-

54.90 

SO.OO 

-

4.00 

12.70 

15.00 

-
3.40 

-
5.10 

5.00 

23.00 

10.80 

-
-

20.60 
fl.. _ .. _______ ...... __ ~ .. -- ...... --

K.C. C - Communicator 

9i 
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from the r~la - 5.14 it ia cloar that the highaat 
( ~' 

Interpersonal CQnIn unlcutlon 93h.oviour Score was racordCJd 

tJith respact to r8sponrient No. 76 in a Prog1'eSSiV3 Hill.q. 

and respondent No. 8 ~ith raspa=t to lass progressive village 

indicating their credibility 1n the farm consultation patterns. 

Further it is claar that intarpsrsonal communication behaviour 

scoras of the rS3pondents from IS58 progressive village uas 

mora con~ared to progressive village. This might be due to 

mora nurnboA' of' farn fai111!as in that v!'.lage and also nora 

dapondanca on fallnl:J far;:w:cs for getting Qd~ice and nuidnnce. 

It 1s nat;_lral that other sources like ext.ension t.JOrks;.:·s, rlJass 

!:ladie might have hftMn nlOch utll1zed 1n progressive 'Jillal. 

compared to le~s progrsssive village. 

SECTIOU - 0 

OIS TRIBUT ION Of f(E"Y-COI",f'lUNICATORS ANO COPJI'lUNICATORS UITH 

r(r.:;>f.J~CT TO THEIR PERSONAL AND SOCIO-P5VCHntO~rCAl \/ARIAgU:S 

In this section$" the key-communicators .. eO,..,'lunlcators 

were distributed into differ~nt groups tJith respoct to their 

parsonal and socio-psycholol1icnl varinblss. This uas done 

with the halp of moan,. standard devi.ation ae wall as by 

other standardised uCillo9. 

The Tabl90 - 5.15 and 5.16 show the distribution of 

k ay-comillunicators and communicators an the age groups in a 

progroaslvB and lass prvqrassivs village. 



TABLE - 5.15 

. 
DISTRIBUTIOtJ OF KEY-COPlMUNICi\TORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON 

THEIR AGE IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

- - - ~ - - ~ -~ - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - - ~ -
Group KEY-COMMUNICATORS COMMWfICATORS 

Number Per cant NUmber Per cant 
- ~ - ~ - -- ~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ - .. - - ...... 
Old S 50.00 4 80.00 
(51 and above) 

I"Ilddla 3 50.00 1 20.00 
(26 to 50) 

Young - - -{upto 25) 

~ - ~ ~ - ~ - - - -~- - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - -

TABLE - 5,16 

DISTRIBUTION or KEV-COMMUNICATORS AND COMr·1UNICATORS BASED ON 

THEIn AGE IN A lESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

---~-~-~~~~--~----~-~--~~~-----
Group KEV-COMMUNI cr~ TORS com'1UNI CATORS 

Number Per cent Number Par cant - - - ~ - - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ - - - - --- - - ~ ~ - -- - - ~ ~ -
Old 
(51 and above) 

MIddle 
(26 to 50) 

Young 
(upto 25) 

-
• 
-

- 1 11.11 

100.00 8 88.89 

.- - -
- - - ~ ~ - - ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ - -.. ~ -- - - -- - ~ - ~ - --

90 



Tabla. - 5.15 and 5.16 raveal that 50 per cent of key­

communicators in progressive village and all of them in lass 

progressive village belong to middle age g~oup. Nona ot the 

communicators and key-communicators are from young age group. 

By this one cou ld conclude that middle and old a~J. people 

atill are considered aa matured for consultations by virtu. 

of their more farm axperience. 

Education 

The respondent. were distributed into tuo categories 

i.e., literates and illiteratss. 

The Table. - 5.17 and 5.18 show the distribution ot 

kay-communicators and communicators on the basis of their 

education in a progressive and lass fjl'ugr8saive village .. 

TABLE - 5.17 

DISr:IBUTION Ot KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON 

THEII~ EDUCATION IN A PROGRE3SIVE VILLAGE 

- - - ~ - - - - -- - ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ - - ~ -
Group KEV-COMf1UNICATORS COf'1MUNICATORS 

rfumbar Per cent NUmber Per cant - ~ - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - .. -
litsl'ata8 4 80.00 

Illiterates - 1 20.00 

- - - - - ~ - ~ - - - - ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ 



.' -~'" r \-~ 

.! ~ TABLE - 5. 1 8 

DISTRIBUTION or KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED t:JN 

THEI~ EDUCATION IN A LESS PROGRESSIU~ VILLAGE 

- - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ -- - - - ~ - ~ 
Group KEY-COMMUNICATORS 

NUmber Per cant -- - - - ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - - -
Utarataa 2 so.oo 

Illlt.ratas r 50.00 

COMr1UNICATORS 
Number Per cant -- .. .-_-_-. 

• 88.89 

t 11.11 

- - .. - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ --- - - ~ - - - - -- ~ - - -- - - ~ ~ 

rrom the Tables - 5.17 and 5.18 it is clear that all 

the kay-communicators and majority of communicators ara 

literates In a progressive village, where as, 50 per cant or 
the kay-com~unicators ara illiterates in a lass progressive 

village. It is natural that in a lass progressive vi1lag. 

ona can axpact more illiterates than in a progressive villag9. 

Caste 

The respondents ware categorised into three caat. 

groups. 

The Tablas - 5.19 and 5.20 show the distribution of 

kay-communicators and communicators on the basis of their 

cast. 1n a progressive and less progressive village. 
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TABLE - 5,19 

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON .. 
THEIR CASTE tr~ A PROGRE5SIVE VIU,A:;£ 

~ - ~ - - ~ - - ~ - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - ~ - - ~ - -
Group I<EV-COf1f.1UN I CA TORS COflH1UrJ I CA TORS 

Number Per cant [Jurnber Par cent - - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ .. ~ -- - -
Upper • 66.67 2 40.00 

Middle 2 33.33 3 60.00 

Lauer - - - -
---~~-----~---~-~--~--~~-------

rr\BLE - 5,20 

DISTRIBUTION Of KEY-COPIMUrJICATORS AND COPIMUNICATORS BASED ON 

THEIR CASTE IN A LESS PROGRiSSIVE VILLAGE 

- ~ - ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - ~ -
Group ~V-COfI1f"lUNICATDRS cor~nurHcA TORS 

mbar ~.r cenl number Per. cant 
--~-~~----~---~---~~~-~~~~--~~-

Upper - - - -
Middle 2 50.00 a 88.a9 

I 50.00 1 11.11 

._ - - .. - - .... - - ,., ., ._, .. ~ .. - .... - -- -........ - - - .. -

9C 



The analycia of the distribution depicted in Tables -

5.19 and 5.20 clearly indicate that while majority of the 

key-communicators bala~ad to upper caste in the progressive 

village. 50 per cant of key-communicators belonlad to louer 

casts in less progressive village. Hou8ver, the over vieu 

of the tablas indicate that upper and middle caste people 

are still performing the role of communicators in the rur~l 

areas. 

The respondents uare clnssified into three group. 

i.e., small farm, medium farm and large farm basad on their 

farm size. 

The Tables - 5.21 and 5.22 show the distribution 0' 
k.y-commun1oaLo~s and caamunicators basad on their farm size 

1n a prJgresslve and l.ss progreasiva village. 

TABLE: - 5.21 

OI:iTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS ;~NO COPlMUNICi.TORS BASED ON 

THEIR FAR" SIZE: HJ A PROGRE:SSIVE: VILLAGE 

Group 
KEV-CUMf1U;!IC~\ TORS 
Number Per oent 

Cm'1IlUIHCi\fORS 
Number Per cent - ~ - ~ - - ~ - ~ ~ - ~ - - - - - ~ - ~ - - - .. ., ....... 

Small 5 93.00 60.00 
(upto 5 acr •• ) 

ft8diu:u 1 17.00 2 40.00 
(6 to 10 acr •• ) 

High 
(above 10 ecru) - - - -
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TABLE - 5.22 

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COr'1MurncAToRS AND COMMUNICATORS BI\SEO ON 

THEIR FARM SIZE IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLA.GE 

- - -
Group 

~ - - - -- - - - - - - ~ - - - -
KEV-COMi~UNh:ATOR5 
Number Per cent 

- ... ... - .. - --
Number rer cant - - - -- - .. - - - - - - - - - .. -_ ... _ .. - - - - - -

Small 3 75.00 1 77.78 
(upto 5 acres) 

f'iediufR 1 25.00 1 11.11 
(6 to 10 acrea) 

large - 1 11.11 
(above 10 acres) 

-- - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - -- ~ - - - - - - - --
By observinr] the Tables - 5.21 and 5.22 it is clear 

that majority of the key-communicators in progressive and 

lass progressive villa,} .. belonged to small farmar group. 

Similar trend is observed with respect to communicators. 

This might be due to the larga numbs!.' of small famars in 

the villages takan for study. 

Social Participation 

The respondents ware distributed into tuo categories 

1.e •• above maan and balDY mean. 

Tha Tabl_ - 5.23 and 5.24 show the distr.ibution or 
key-communicators and communicators on the basis of their 

social participation 1A • progressive and lass progressive 

village. 



TABLE - 5.23 

DISTRIBUTION Of KEY-COft"~NICATORS AND COAAUNICATORS BASED ON 
~ 

THEIR SOCIAL PARTICIPATION IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

Group KEY-C1MMUNIChTORS COMr~urlICATORS 
Number ~sr cent Number Par canl 

Above '!lean 1 17.00 -
BalotJ mean 5 83.00 5 100.00 

-- - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --
TABLE - 5,24 

DISTRIBUTION Of KEV-COMftUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON 

THEIR SOCIAL PARTICIPATIuN IN A ·l.£SS PROGRESSIVE UtlLA~E 

Group KE:Y-COMf1UNI Ci\TORS CO~1f'1ljt.!ICi\ TORS 
NUllliJGr J5er cant fiJ'Umber PorGant 

~ ~ - -- ~ ~ -- - - - - ~ 

Above mean 1 25.00 - -
Belou mean 3 9 100.00 



Analysis or the Tables - 5.23 and 5.24 show that 

aajority of the key-communicatoro and communicators 1n both 

progr3ss1ve and lass ~r09rgS81va villagas fell under below 

~ean category, indicating the lesser soc1al participation. 

Probauly in the villagos selected for study, thore may be 

other laaders (social leaders) who ara activo 1n socla1 

davslopm3nt of the village. 

Socio-Economic status 

The raspond9nts yers distributed into two categories 

i.e., above moan and balow meen. 

The Tables - 5.25 and 5.26 show the distribution of 

key-commu~icators and communicators on the basis of their 

socia-economic status in a progressive and las8 progressive 

village. 

TABLE - 5.2S -
DISTRIBUTION OF' KEY-CortMUNICATORS AND COj'muracAToRS BASED ON 

THEIR SOCIO-ECONOI'II'C STATUS IN At PROGRE~SIVE VILLAGE 

~ - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - ~ - ~ -- - ~ ~ 

Group KEY-COMMUNICATORS 
Number rai cent 

cm11'lUrJ rer. TORS 
Number Pa~ cent - - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ -- - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ -

I'~bove mean 3 50.00 3 60.00 

BalolJ mean 3 50.00 2 40.00 

-- - ~ ~ - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ - ~ - -

let, 



TABl£ - 5.26 

DISTHIBUTION Of KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON 

THEIR SOCID-ECONQ"IC STATUS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

Group KEV-COMf\1WUC.'~ TORS 
Numbar P3r cent Num6er Par cant 

Above 18_ 2 50.00 3 

Balow mean I 50.UO 6 66.67 

~ - ~ - ~ ~ - -- - ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - ~ - -
Tables - 5.25 and 5.26 ravesl that 50 par ~snt kay-

com~unicators in a progressive and less progressive villages 

bolong to above raean oocio-economic status IJ roup. lJhi 1e 

majority of communicators in progressive village are having 

higher socia-economic status, majority of communicators ware 

having le-_;s,ar sooio-economic st:"lt:.;s in a less prograssiv9 

village. It is natural that on~ can expect mora nommuni-

cators belonging to highsl' fimcio-at.:ono"ic status in a 

progressive villaye. 

Urban Contact 

The Tables - 5.27 and 5.28 show the distribution of 

kay-co'i1Qluflicatora and communioators bused on t,heir urban 

contact in a progressive and lesa progressive village. 
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TA3LE - 5.21 

.. 
DISTRIBUTION Of KEY-COMMUN ICi.\ TOR:' ",Rt} COMMUNICI\TORS BASED ON 

THEIR URBAN CONTACT IN A Pi:OGR£SSIVE VILLAGE 

Group 
--_-,_. ... _ .. ,_,--

Above mean 

BelolJ mean 

KEY-C or.,MUNI CJ.\ TO~( S 
Number P:Jr cont 

CUI'1MUNICi\ TORS 
NU~llEioFr Per 'Cent 

- ~ .. ~ - - ~ -- - - - ~ - - ~ -
6 100.00 1 20.UO 

- - 2 80.00 

TIt. BU:: - 5.28 

UI5TIUUUT!ON OF KEY-COMMUrJICATnRS AN" COMr1JUNICATORS BASED ON 

THr.IQ IJRJ1AN CONTACT IN A LESS Pl10GRES3IVE VIlLI't~e: 

- - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ - ~ - - - - -
Group 

.. -- _. .... - - - - .. -- ... - .... -- - - .. - - - - ... -- .. ._ --
AbOUD r.t8an 2 50.00 44.·~4 

B!31otJ mean 2 50.00 5 55.56 

It is revoalod from tht9 Tabla - ~.T1 that all the 

kay-communicators and majority of communicators aro having 

above ma.n Ul-ban visits and ~olow maan urban visits rospec­

tively. Table - 5.28 reveal that 50 par cant nf kay-coqn'lunl-
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cators and majority of communicators are having below :nean 

urban visits In a lass prograsaiu9 village. It is claar. 

therefore. that key-communicwtora in a progressive village 

are having l1lore Ul.~ban contact. than the kay-communicators 

of less progressive village. 

Extansion Contact 

Tablas - 5.29 and 5.30 show the distribution of ''Cey-

communic-ltors and communicators on the basia of extension 

cont...ict in a progresd1va and a less projrassive village. 

TABLE - 5.29 

OI;jTBIBUTIOf~ UF KEV-COMi'lUNIC •• TORS tlND cOfilMuraC;. TORS BA.:iEO ON 

THEI"; EXTENSION CONTACT IN A PROGRESSIVE VI LlA.GE 

-- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Group KEY-COM·IU~IC;.TORS 

Number Par cant 
COMI~utnc .. To J;;5 

Number Par caOt - ~ - ~ - - - ~ ~ - - - ~ - ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ 

2 33.00 :5 60.00 

Balou fl .. n 67.00 2 40.00 

- - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -



T!\OLE - 5.30 

DISTRIBUTION OF' KEy-cOMMutnCATORS AND COfH1UNICATORS BASED ON 

THEIR EXTENSION CONTACT 1M A t.E5S PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

- - - ~ - - ~ - - - ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ - -
Group KEY -c on, lWJ I C/\ T DRS 

Number Per cent 
COMMUNICATORS 

Numbar Par cent - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Above lIaan , 25.00 3 

Balow 118.n 3 15.00 66.67 

- - ~ -- - ~ - - - - - - - - - -- ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - -
Toblas - 5.29 and 5.30 reveal that majority of the 

key-co~municators in a pro9ra~ive villaaa and 19s3 progressive 

village wera having bolow mean Qxtoneion contacts. Probably 

U,a extension workers might have not concentrating on koy­

com:"lunicators in 00 th the villagas. 

TIle respondents WOl'S dlGt..ibutec into tl..1) categorise 

i. a •• above .nean and balo", mean. 

The Tables - 5.31 and 5.32 ahoy the distribution or 

key-com;flunicatora and cOntfllunicutors on the basia of thair 

i!lnovutivanass in a rogrl;jsaiva and la:Js progl'Gssiva 

village. 



TABLE - 5.31 

DIST!:IBUTION Of KEY-COIVlUNICATORS AND COI'II'1UNICATORS BASED 01 

THr::IR lrmOVATIVENESs IN A PROGRESSIVE VI i LAGE 

- - ~ - ~ ~ - --- - - - - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ -
Group 

Above mean 

KEY-GOMMUN!Ci~ TORS 
Numb or Par cent 

3 50.00 

3 50.00 

T 1~_o",;;;L ... t:_-_5 ....... 3 ... 2_ ..... __".] -

_. ............ -
c. }f~!'itJtJI Cf', T: Jr S 

- .... -
z 40.1)0 

3 60.00 

DISTRIBUTION OF KEV-COf1MUNICATORS AND COMMUNICI\TORS BASEl) ON 

rm:In INNOJj~TIVEr~E3S HI A USS PROGRESSIVE VIlL;\GE 

- - - -- ~ ~ --- ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - ~ -
Group 

Above r!1aan 1 25.00 4 

8elotJ maan 3 "/5.00 5 56.56 

- - ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - --
Tabla - 5.31 rdvaal that 50 per cant of the key­

corm.lIJnicators and 60 per cent of tho communic"tora in a 

pro,:}redsiva village fall abDve mean innovatlvsnass catogory 

and beloy the maan cat~ory of innovativanass ras~ectivaly. 
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It could b. mad. out from the Table - 5.32 that 

majority of the key-communicators and communicators 1n a 

less progressive village fa 1 belot.l mean innovativenaaa 

category. Hera also a1aailar trend is baing observed with 

respect to the kay-communicators in progressive village. 

Mass Media Exeosura 

Tha respondents yars distributed into tuo catogorin 

i.a., above mean and baloy lIean. 

The Tablus - 5.33 and 5.34 ahow the distrihution of 

key-communicators and cOll~unicator6 un the basis of their 

mass 'nadia exposure 1n a prograosiva village and IGSS 

pro9ras8iv~ village. 

OISTRI8UTIGN OF 1<EY-COM~UNICATOP'5 AND COMf'lUrnCATORS Bi\S£D ON 

THEIr. ''{,.is MEDIA EXPOSURE IN A Pf-:OGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

-- -
Group KEY-COrW1U~! len Tor; s 

Nurnha~ Pnr ~;ibt 
COMilUHICATOR5 

Numb '~r ,.,.')~ ~ ant - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ - -- - - - - - -- - - - - ~ 

50.00 :5 60.00 

8s1otJ mean l 50.00 2 4!l.OO 

- - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - - - ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ - -

lOC 



TABLE: ... 5.34 

Ol3TRIBUTION or K~Y-COf~lUNICATORS ANC CO~MUH!CATORS BASED ON 

TH~IR MASS MEDIA zXPOSUn.E IN A LE3S PROGRESSIVE VILlAGE 

- ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - ....... - - - ---
GI'OUP 

Above mean 2 50.00 • 66.67 

Below 'l1QSn 2 50.00 3 

~ - -- - ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ - - - ~ - -
It could bs inf'sl'raa rl'OI'I the Table - 5.33 that 50 
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per cant of kay-communicators :Jnd 60 par cent of cornntJnicators 

fall abovG the maun ma~s ';}sdia oxposure category in a progre­

StaiV8 "illa;ja. Where as, 50 par cant :;f the kay-cnmmunic'tors 

and 66.61 par cant or thtJ CO'-!lIlli.jfiic,,~tors In laos orogra':.sivQ 

village 81'S having above moan moss media axpooure. It ia 

natural tl1at communicators :ilay be ax osad to f1lOre !Dass media 

sources frequently. 

Tables - S.:ti and 5.J.S show the dist r!but:inn of" kay­

communicators and comrnuni.::ators hnsed on their gragariotJsnas3 

in a progressiva Dna las5 prograssiva vi I1nge. 



TABLE: - 5.35 -
OISTflIiJUTION OF KEV-COMf'ltJNICATORS AND COl'tf1UNIC,I:\TDRS a:iSEO ON 

THEIr; GREGARIOUSNE5,; IrJ A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

- ~ ~ - -- ~ - - - ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - - - - - ~ -
Group 

KEY-::OMf1UNI C/\TiJR;,) CO:!~MUrH :.~l T 'RS 
NUiI.bar Par Gent NunbE)!' PEi"r Gant 

!-tigh 1 16.E6 - -
I~od!um 1 15.66 -
LOIJ 4 66.68 5 100.00 

TA,rJlf. - 5, ~5 

01 3Tr. IBUTlor~ OF KEY-i;Ot'WIUN leA TORS AND COMMUN IC/\ TORS gAS~O 0" 

TiI::lr~ GREGARIOUSNESS IN A LESS Pi1OGRE3~1I VE VILLAGE 

~ - ~ ~ - - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ -- ~ ~ 

Group 

High 

f ~ .- ... , 

t'\ L_ f ' .... 

Nii .. b'(.._ 

1 

, 
2 

........ _ ....... - ............ - ... _ 

25.00 

25.00 

50.00 

~;[l;'l 

Nurnbel' 

2 

2 

5 

. _. JQRS 
... I 

,::r cant - .. ~ -
22.22 

22.22 

55.56 

-- - - - - - - - - - - - -

1 O~·~ 
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; . 
On perusal of- Tabla - 5.35, ana can make out that 

maj'lrity of !<ey-communicators and communicators in a pro)ra­

saiva village are having lou gragnriousness natura, iJhor9 as, 
.. 

the same trend i;j ob:Jervad in the casa of a las i progressive 

vll1auo 1.a •• majority of the key-communicators and cOfllmun!-

IDS 

outors ora hQving 19dsar gregariousness scores, as can ba seen 

from Table - 5.36. 

Aspirations 

TiUJ raspo:,dsnts yere distributact into ttJO categoriss 

1.'9 •• above mean and halo ... mean. 

Tho Tablas - ~.37 and 5.30 shay the distribution of 

key-communicators and communicators on the baais of thoir 

aspirations i., a pro'Jl'es~i/o villu]9 and lass pragr8ssivfl 

vill.l9s • 

01 ST~ IBUTION Of KSV-CJ4W1M\trlIGJ\ TORS ,:;lID COMMUfnCATORS 9i\:iEO ON 

nli:lil ASP IRATIONS IN At PROGRESSIVE VIt.LAGE 

Group COPIMurnCI\TOT?S 
Uumber' 150r cont 

1 17.00 5 100.00 

9aloy ,nesn I 83.00 - -



TABLE - 5.38 

DISTRIBUTION Of KE:V-COmUNICATDRS AND COl"lMUfnCi\TORS BASED ON 

THEIR ASPIRATIONS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

~ - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - -- - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ -
Group 

Above mean 

Selow filaan 

KEY-CONr1U:ilCi~ T DRS 
Numbor Par cant 

4 100.00 

- -

C ,jMl-llH! ICr\ TORS 
Number Por cant 

7 77.78 

2 22.22 

~ - - - ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ --
It could be sean from the Tabla - 5.37 that aajority 

of key-communicators in a progressive vi.llaga ara having balo" 

moon scora with respect to th'3ir a~:Jira'f:~ions. tillers at), uith 

reDilrd to the lesd progressive village as Curl bu saen from 

l1r~ 

Tabla - 5.38 all tnu kay-com'nun!ca:cora and raajol'ity of communi-

cators are ~holJinq BOCVQ maan lavel of aapil'stiono. Probably 

realistic levels of aspiratiol~. 

The ovorvialJ of the Tables - 0.15 to 5.38 indicate 

that majority of the key-communicators belonged to old and 

middla ago grOf.J, , ",are litarutss, balorl':Jad to upper caoto, 

oparating small hold1wjs \Jit~) lesser ~oc1al participation, 

8xtenaion contact and high urban contact, having low asrl­

:::.j:~ions and 9regariouanass in a progressive village. Hou­

aver they \Jare squally distributed lJith respoct to their 

1·nnavatlv9n(}ss and 8ocio-acononlc status in the upper and 

louar Jroups. 



However, majority of the key-communicators belonging 

to middle age group, middle and louor caste, operating small 

far~s uith lou social pu~ticlpation, lou oxtQ~sion contact 

111 

and 103891" innOVSI;ivan3ss uith high a:apl~atiQns and lou 

qregarioiJsnass, 1n a ldS;; progro3siv9 village. Nuverthcless, 

they ara e ... ually distributed in hi;Jh and low categorios with 

raspact ·to thair ma -8 1sdia 3Xpo3U~U. urban con-t ct "!': 1 locio-

Be onoillla eta t 1.18. 

SECTION - E: 

DIFFF.:RENCE ,i\MONG THE K£V-COPlf<1UiUCATORS AND COMMUNICATORS UITH 

ReSPECT Ta THEIn PE~SDNAL MJO saCIO-PSYCHOlOGICAl \l1'.RIABlES 

In this saction thu si'.:}oificant difference betueen 

tha kay-coillr.lunicatoru and cOi.lmunicu"t;ors with raspeGt t~o their 

per30nul and socio-psY~;lological \I:Jrlables ware exanlned. Two 

tt:lsting ths significant .ii, \ '.Jrul);;a between tun 

maan of key-comGlunlc:ltors and .lean of cOillmtJflicutors}. The 

results ara glvan below. 

Tha Table - 5.39 sholJs tha 't t values irtdf.catinQ the 

alcJnificdnt dl:'fsrence o9t..,et3n I<sy-communicators and ~ 

nicators with respoct to cartain variablaa. 



TABLE - 5,39 
~ 

DIffERENCE OETWEEN KEY-COrU1uNIC;\TORS AHO COMPIUNICATORS WITH 

RESPECT TO THEIR PE;;SONAL ArJO SOCIO-PSYCHOLOi~ICAL VARIABLES 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
't' Values 

-
S.No. Variablos Progressive Less Progressive 

Village Villar]e - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- --
1. i\ge 0.954 NS 0.544 NS 

2. Socio-Economic 5tatus 3.090 .. 0.403 NS 

3. Urban Contact 2.496 * 0.980 NS 

4. Extension Contact 1.800 NS 0.02B NS 

5. Innovativaness 0.278 NS 0.253 NS 

6. Mass Media Exposure 0,034 NS 0.352 r,IS 

7. Gregariousn ... 1.286 NS 1.009 NS 

~ - - - - ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - ..... - - - - -.. - Significant at 5 par cant 

NS Not Significant 

rJH1 : Thera \Jill be no si!JnificLlnt difference 

bEt ysan the age of key-communicdtors and 

cO:'l1llunicators of progressive village. 

• 

NH2, Thera uill be no significant difference 

between the age of kay-communicators and 

communicators of le88 progresaive village. 

--

-
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from the Table - 5.39 it is observed that the calculated 

't' value is less than the table value with respect to their 

ag •• Therefore one c,n accept tha NH1 and NH2 and can infer 

that there was not significant difference along key-communica­

tors and communicators with respect to their age in a progre­

ssive and loss progras~ive village. 

Socia-Economic status 

tJH
3

: There \Jill be no significunt difference 

batuaan socio-economic atatu3 or key­

conaunicators and cOiilillunicators in 

progr8ssiva village. 

NH4: There uill be nO significant difference 

between socio-economic status of kay­

communicators and communicators in 

less progressive village. 

It CJ" be ssen that the calculated 't' value with 

respect to progr:lssiva village was more than table value. 

But with respect to les8 progrossive village the calculated 

't' value lJOJ lass th;:m tabla value with regard to socio­

economic status. Therefore NH3 uas rejected while NH4 wsa 

accapt.d. Thara waa significant difference between the key­

communicators with regard tD thair socia-economic status in 

the progressive village. b.lhare aa no such difference waa 

found with respect to the less progressive village. 



Probably all the key-communicators in a progressive village 

might be from upper socia-economic status • 
.. 

Urban Contact 

NBS: There IJ ill be no significant difference 

between urban contact of the kay-communi­

cators and com~unicators or the progressive 

villalje. 

NH6S There will be no significant difference 

betweon urban contact of the koy-communi-

cators and communicators of the less 

progressiVe village. 

from the Table - 5.39, it can be understood that the 

calculated 't t value tJas great~er than the tabulated value with 

regard to tile urban contiJct in the progresaivB village. Where 

ea, in casa of less progressive village the calculated 't' 

value ",ss lass than table value. Therefore NtIS ",as rejected 

11.; 

but NH6 usa accepted. Thera \Jaa significant difference between 

kay-communicators and communicators ",ith regard to urban contact 

In the progressive village where as no such difference was 

found uith raapact to lfl'ls progressive village. This might 

be due to the fact that all the key-eomfJunicetora mlJht be 

having -'lora urban contactJ in a progressive village. 



,"'I> ., 
Extension Contact 

IH7: There will be no significant difference 

between extension contact of key-communi-

cators and communicators of progressive 

village. 

NHO: There will be no significant difference 

between extension contact of key-communi­

cators and communicators of la8S proCjra-

saive village. 

As could be observed from the Tabla - 5.39 that the 

ft' calculated value is less than It' tabulatod value with 

respect to the extonsion contuct. Therefore NH7 and NHa 

can be accepted and inferrJd that there was not significant 

difference betwsen the keY-CO'ililUnicators and communicators 

with respect to their extension contact 1n progressive and 

le3s progrossive villages. The reason could be that the 

kay-communicators and coramunicators both might be relaying 

on radio. form magazines, extension publications atc •• 

rathor than relaying on the extension uorkers such as Agri­

cultural Ext3nsion a 'ficar. Village Development Officer atc •• 

in a progreJslv8 village and lass progressive village. 

1.15 



Innovativeness 
.. 

NHg s There yill ba no significant difference 

between innovativeness of key-communi-

cators and communicators in progressive 

village. 

NH10: Thara will be no significant difference 

between innovatlvenass of kBy-com~unl­

cators and communicators in lesa 

progressive village. 

From tha Table - 5.39, it could be inferred that the 

calculated 't' v.:.J!ue is le38 than the tuble value uith respect 

to thsir innovativaness. Therefore we c n accept NHg and NH!lO 

and concluded that there was nD significant difference among 

kay-communicators and communic~tQrs with respect to their 

Innovativ8f18s:3 in progressive and less nrogressiv8 village. 

t1H11: Thera will ba no significant diffaranca 

d mass media axpoaura Jetuean kay-commu-

nicators and communicators of proJress iv9 

village. 

NH12: There utll be no significant differenc. 

of mass ~!ladia exposure between kay-com;nu­

nieators and communicators or 18S. 

pro)reSSiV8 village~ 

1 1" -J...L 



It is observed from the Tabla - 5.39 thdt the 

calculated tt' value is lQs3 than tt' tabulated value with 

respect to their mass ~odia exposure. Therefore one can 

accept tho NH11 and NH12 and c<Jn infer that tnars "as not 

significant difference with respect to their mass media 

exposure of key-communicators and communicators of progressive 

and leas progressive vi 11ag9s. 

The follouing table shay. the 'U' values indicating 

significant difference bettleSn the kay-communicutors and 

communicators lJith reupect to education. oasta and aspirations. 

TA.BlE ;- 5,40 

OIF'F'E';ENCC BET\JEEN KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COI'lI1UNICATORS 111TH 

RESPECT TO THEIR PERSONAL AND SOCIa-PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES 

- - - - - - - - - - - ---- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
'U' Values 

S.No. Variables tJrogrsaslva ta::~s fSrogra:.3s1ve 
Village Village -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - ---... _. -... 

1. Education 428.5 NS 334.5 NS 

2. Caata 418.0 NS 339.0 as 

3. Aspirations 607.5 NS 330.0 tIS 

- ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ -- ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - ~ -
NS - Not Significant 
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Education 

NH13: Thera uill be no significant difference 

between ,the educution of kay-communicators 

and communicators in progressive village. 

NH14: Thera will be no significant difference 

betueen the education of key-communicators 

and oommunicators in less progressive 

village. 

From the Tabla - 5.40, it can be saen that the calcu­

ldted 'u' value is mora tilan the tabla vi..llua with respoct to 

their aducatlon. Therofore ona c,~n accept the NH13 and NH14 

and conclude that thiJra UGS 110 significant differ,mca among 

kay-communicucors und communicators in respect to their educa­

tion in progressive and leso progressive villa'las. The reasons 

CQuld be that most of the key-communicators and the communi­

cators in both progressive and lsss proJrassive villages are 

having similar type of distribution with respect to their 

education. 

Casta 

ftH1st There uill be no significant diffGraoca 

between casta of key-communicators and 

com :1Unicators of progressive village. 

NH16, Thera Yill be no :Jignificant dlffarence 

betuaBn caste of key-communicatora and 

communicators of less proJrsJsive v111ag9.:-.. -:..: 



From the above it can bo seen that the calculated fU' 

vulua is more than IU' ta~ulated value uith respect to their 

casta. Therefore one can accept the NH15 and NH 16 and csn 

infer that there ",aa no ;;ign1f iaant differ :mce between key­

communicators and communicators of progressive and less 

progrosaive village with respect to their casta. This may 

be due to tile fact t,)at majority of key-communicators and 

communicators are belonging to middle and upper casta in 

the progressive village and to middle and lower cBste in 

a less progr9ssive village. 

MH17, There ulll be no significant difference 

of aspiration between key-communicators 

and communicators of progressive village. 

NH1S: There ul11 be no significant difference 

of 8spira .;ion batt.Jean kay-communicators 

and com .1unicators of lasa progressive 

village. 

From the Table - 5.40, it c~n he observed that lU' 

calculated V<J.'_U8 is greater than the 'u f tabulated value with 

raspact to their aspir8tions. Therefore ona can accept the 

HH17 and inrar that there !,Jas no stgnificailt difference 

between key-communicators and communicators with respect to 

their aspirations. It can also be observed from the Tabla -

5.40 that tho calculated 'U' valuo is rllOra than the 'U t 

lID 



tabulated value uith respect to their aspirations in a less 

progressive village. Therefore one can reject NH18 and can 

infer that there was no significant difference between key­

communic.itors and communicators of less progressive villa'). 

with rospect to their aspirwtions. 

from th8 overview of the Tables - 5.39 and 5.40 it 

is clear that tho kay-co'nrDunicators and communicetors signt­

ficuntly differed with respect to their socia-economic status 

and urban contact in a progre3si~e village. Howevor, there 

uas no significant differan·_;a between kay-comillunS.cntorJ and 

cornmunic~.tors with respect to other variables. The develop­

mantal personnel ~ay look into the~e characteristics while 

aelacting key-communicators in a progres.3ive village. 

SECTION - f' 

12~ 

PERSONAL AND SOCID-PSVCHOLOGICAl VARIABLES ASSOCIATED 'nTH THE 

IrJTERPERSONAl CDf1f1UNIC,'\TION BEHAVIOUR or FARMERS 

Tho Table - 5.41 shows tho different variables associ­

atad with tho interpersonal cOI'DIDunici.Jtion behaviour of the 

farrilera. To isolate the most essential characteristics 

which contribute to the position or key-communicators and 

communicators, the corral~tion coerficiaot analysis was 

carried out and discu3aed below. 



TABLE - 5.41 

CORnELAfION COEFFICIENT SHOlHNG THE f\;:.dOCIHTION BETtJEEN THE 

DEPENOEr~T AND H1DEPENOENT VARIABLES 

- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - ~ - - ~ - ~ - - - -
5.rlO. Independent Variables 

1. Ag. 

2. Socio-:conomic status 

3. Urban Contact 

4. Extansion Contact 

5. Innovativeness 

6. Ma~s Media Exposure 

7. Gregariousnass 

P :q.;; C1 tow;]i \I a 
Villago 

less Progresoiva 
Vl1la1e 

- u.+34J ~ 0.1817 NS 

- 0.0498 NS 0.0991 NS 

0.4275 NS 0.3312 NS 

- 0.2540 .5 - 0.0684 NS 

- 0.0778 NS 0.6858 NS 

- 0.2368 NS - 0.2205 NS 

0.1278 t~S 0.6.~55 ~ 

~ ~ ~ - - - ~ - - ~ -- - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ -
* - Significant at 5 par cant 

NS - Not Significant 

Erailricul Hypothaais (E .. H.) 1-1: There uill be a positive 

12~ 

and :Jignificant association bstwan SCOr138 of 8g8 and ths 

scoroa of interpersonal cO:;'J~unication beh .viour of the farmers. 

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-1: Thora will be no positi'J9 and 

.1gnlficant 8S8ociation between the aCor'J8 of interpersonal 

communication behaviour of the farmers. 
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It can be .a.en from the Tabla - 5.41 that tile coeffi-

cient of correlation in a projress1ve village was negative 

and statistically not significant. Therefore, tile null hypo-

thesis was accepted and it tlSS inferad that there uas no 

positive association between age and interpersonal communi­

cation behaviour of' farfPlera. 

In case of loss progroasive village the correlation 

coefficant valuo uas positive but statistically not signifi­

cant, uIllch meant that tile null hypothesis of no positive 

and significant association betueen age and interporsonol 

communication behaviour of farmers was 8Gceptabl'3. 

From tho above resultd it lJas c:oncludad that the aga 

usa indepel1dant of interpersonal. communication behaviour of 

f'ar:-aars of both progra~sive and less progrtJssivQ villages. 

Socio-Economic Status ._w. 

(i;lpr1cal :lypothesi. (E.H.) 1-21 Thera lJlll be positive and 

sl,!nitlca nt association batuaen scores of socio-econoaaic 

status and the score. of interpersonal communication behaviour 

of farmers. 

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-2: Th'Jra will be no JWsitiva and 

significant association battJ9sn acorO:3 of socio-\~conomlc 

status and interpersonal communication behaviour of farmors. 

The computed coefr'icisnt of correlation values for 

progrosa1ve v111.J ga uaa negative and statistically not 81901-



ficant, where as, it was positive and statistically not 

aignificant for less proqre:;sive village. Therefore the 

null hypotheses in both ~ases were accepted and inferred 

th<]t the socio-ecJnomic st"~tus of far'i1ars in both the 

proJra9sive and lass progressive villages was not associa­

ted uith their interpersonal com;aunication behaviour. 

It is therofore concluded that the socio-economic 

status is independent of the intYrparsonal co~nunicGtion 

behaviour of farmars in both progrossive and le:;9 progrossivB 

villages. 

Urban Contact 

Emprical Hypothesis (E. Fi.) 1-3: Tht;ro uill be no positi'JB and 

significJnt aS30ciation betueon the scoros of urban contnct 

and tha SGoras of interpersonal cO'1lmunicdt!on behaviour of 

f8r,;]Ors. 

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-3: Thare uill be no positive and 

significant association betuoan the scoras of urban contact 

and the scares of interpersonal cO'ltmunicntion behaviour or 

farrllsra. 

In both casas or progressive and 199"3 Pl'Ogresslv. 

villages the computed values of correlation coefflcignt w8~e 

positive and statistically not significant. Hance the null 

hypothaais wsa accepted and stated that tho urban contact of 

the farmers of both progra sive and lass progro;Jsivl! v111sgu 

\Jas not associated with their interp'lrsonal communication 

behaviour. 



· ,;' t: 
tram thi~. on& could conclude that, the urban 

contact is independent of the intarpersonal com:aunic<Jtlon 

behav iour or both the progressive and lass proCJra:.;sive 

villages. 

Extension Contact 

Emprical Hypothesis (E.H.) 1-4: There .... 111 be a positive 

and ;Jignificant association botuedll the scores of extension 

contact and the acoros of intatpar'.lOnal co~unlc[jtion baha-

viour Or farmers. 

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-4: Thera uill be no positive and 

significant association batuoen the scores of' ext~:msion 

contact and tho .JCOl"OS of inf·""·"-,rsona! Cor,l!1lunication beha-

viour of the farmors. 

The coefficient or corr31ation values 1n case of 

both progressive and 18ss progr98'llve \l1110ges '.Jr.}re !1'3gat!v9 

211j statistically not aignifict:mt. Hance, the null hypothesis 

was accaptad and inferad th t the cont;ct uith 3xtSJn:Jion 

agency lJ9S not as.:30ciatEld ulth the intarpersonal cornmuni-

cation bohaviour of farmers. 

It can be therefore concluded that the extension 

contact (If the f'·jrmers i& lnde andElnt of thair intarperscmal 

co~unic~tion behaviour. 



lnnovativenass 

£:llprical Hypothesis (£.H.) 1-5: Thara uill be .ositivEit and 

significant associ:.:ltion betlJSen the snores of innov<ltlvaness 

and the St;ores of interpersonal communication beha'Jiour 0' 

the faJnlEtJ:a. 

12 :j 

rSull Hypothesis (tJ.H.) 1-51 ThaI'S uill btl no pos5.tivo and 

significDnt association botu30n the scores of Innovativaness 

and seoras of interporsonal communicetion behaviour of farmars. 

The computed correlations cocPficient valuo in case 

of progressive village ",as negative and statistically jot 

significant. where as it uas positive and statistically not 

significunt in casa of 1888 progressive village resulting In 

acceptance of t;ha null hypothasis. It can therofora be 

1nfsrsd thi;;lt ~he innova'tiiJsne:,Hl of the farmer 1s not a8300ia­

tad <..Iit.h h1~ interpel'sonal communication behaviour both In 

pro]rasslva and lS;JiJ progrossiv8 villagas. 

It is therefore concluded that the innovativen :'3S is 

independent of intarpar.aonal communication behaviour of 

farmers of both progreasivG and leJs pr09rQ,~iva villages. 

~GO Madia exposure 

Elltprical HypothGs15 (t.:.H.) 1-61 There w11.1 be e positiv9 and 

algnif icant a050ciation between t;.u, ecorss of' 1)358 med1a expo­

aura .nd scar as of intel'par'sonal communication b3haviour of' 

tllte r <.irmars. 



Null Hypothesi. (UJH!Io) 1-6: There uill be no positive and 

significant association between the scores of mass media 

exposure and scoras of inter eraonal communicotion behaviour 

of the farm,)rs. 

trom tile Table - 5.41 it C:J:l bo saon that the 

cot'ralation coef;'icient valuas both progressive and less 

progressivQ vi ::'2. ages '..Jars negative and statist ically not 

signific.-nt. ;ianca the nul'~ hypOt;19dis was accepted and 

concluded thdt the m8:3. media exposure of farmers of both 

pro lr.n ;'>ive and loss 'lrngr83s!ve vl11~qQS wao no1~ associated 

witfl tt1eir interpersonal CO'7F:1Unicatlon bOllaviour. 

It is thereFore clear tl1at the mass marlin exposure 

is ind3pendant of the interpersonal communication behaviour 

of farmers of both progressive and less pragr03~ive villugea. 

Gregarioua.nes~ 

12C 

t:mpric,-l Hypothesis (E.M.) 1-7: There uill bf3 a positive and 

alf)nificant associat.ion batl.J8an scores of grJgoriousnoas and 

tne s.:orae of intarparson .. :l aommunicdtion behaviour of fal1Jlers. 

Null Hypothesis (N.d.) 1-7: ThaI'S will bli no ponltiva and sig­

nificant association betuean tne scoras of' gregarioUQn;;ss an1 

th.J acores of intartH)~~aon;Jl COlllfllUilicC;1tion behoviour of farmer •• 

Teble - 5.41 aha .... that the value of correlation 

coefficient in I'lJspect or i·;roJresiliva village was positiva 



and statistically not significant. Hence the null hypothesis 

is accepted and saId that the gragariousn3s8 of the farmers 

of a proJr98siva village ~s not a38ociat13d with 111a inter­

personal COiMltUnication behaviour. Whereas the value of 

correlation coefficient in rBspoct of li?sS progressive village 

Wd3 ~o3itiva and statistically significant at 0.05 laval or 
probability. Th3refore tha null hypothesis was reJ:Jcted and 

the data supported tho amp::-ical hy[.:othasis. ThL.t BhoLlS that 

thara UtlS 3 ;:los!tiva and signi?1csnt a$300i l,..1..U" U y:counr1-

ouannsS with intorporsonal communir.:ati·:Jn b'3haviour of fat'mers 

of 1933 pro]rassiv9 villana. 
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It can be therafora concluded that the grtlnariowJnesa 

of che farmers of prograsSi'JB villages Wci~, l\hi,;:Jl.;jil Jant of their 

intarpersonal communication behaviour whereas it ~as soon 

dapandant in case of farr:Jsrs or IG'J8 prc.grlJ:JaIvB vIllage. 

Part of t he riots on indspandant \Ial~iabl(). and Japandant 

va:-iablaa yas subJected f~o non-para'latric stotistical taste 

lil<9 5pear-:lan P.al1k OrrJar correlation. to tG3t ths significant 

a;J3o.::iatiCln if' any between caste, occupation. farm si.t.G~ soclal 

particlaptio() and aspirations or fEU·i~h..ll;S of both fjrogt'ss iva 

and lass progro.Jslv9 villagss and that of their intarper_l 

co-nmunic·'tion behaviour. The results aI's given in the f·ollol.'_ 

109 table. 
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TABLE - 5.42 

RANK ORDER CORRELATION COEFTICIENT INuICATING THE ASSOCIATION . 
BETWEEN INDEPENDENT VARIABLES AND DEPENDENT VARIABLES (ICB) 

- - ._ ... -_------ .. - - _. - - ...... - - - - - - - - -
Progressive Village Lass Progressive 

S.No. Independent Villa~e 
Variable ira i it f irs' t' 

Value Value Value Value ..... - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - - - - -
8. Education 0.5088 1.8257 NS 0.1110 0.3710 ~tS 

9. Caste 0.0970 0.2923 rJS 0.0892 0.2970 NS 

10. Occupation - 0.3182 2.8461 NS - 0.2588 3.1750 *"It 

11. Farm Size - 0.3081 1.2633 NS 0.1964 0.1925 NS 

12. Social 0.1503 0.4560 NS 0.~629 1.7320 NS 
participation 

13. f.\spirations 0.5710 2.0868 NS 0.4312 1.2839 filS 

- - ---_ .... - -- .- - .. - - ... - -_ .... _--- - - - --.. - 3ignificant at 0.01 laval 

NS - Not 5ig n1 r ic ant 

E;ducation 

Emprical Hypothesi. (E. H.) 1-8: There uill be a positive and 

significant aSGociation between the scoras of the education 

and the scores of interpersonal communication bahaviour of 

farmers .• 

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-8: There uill be no positive and 

significant association between the sources of aduc,1tion and 

sources of inc 9rprsonal communication behaviour of farmers. 



, ,;-

rrom the Tabla - 5.12 it is evidant that the 

spearman rank order correlation coefficient value both In 

cases of progressive and-less progressive villages were 

positive and statistically not significant. Hence the null 

hypothesis was rejected and it can be infored that there waa 

no sigilificant association batueon the education und inter­

personal corllmunication bebav iour of farmers of both progra-

3sive and le3a progreJsiv9 village. 

It is therafora concluded that the education ia 

independent of interporsonal co~~unication behaviour of 

faraers of both progresQive and lass progressive village. 

CASTE 

12:; 

Ernprical ilypothasia (E.H.) 1-9: There wL-l be a positive and 

significant association between the scores of casto and scores 

of interpersonal communication bahaviour of the farmers. 

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-9: There will be no positive end 

significant association between the scores of caste and scores 

of interpersonal com:;}unic4Jtion behaviour of the far~ilars. 

rrom the Tabla - 5.\2 it is evident that the spearman 

r~nd order cooralation coefficient values are positive and 

statistically not significant for both pr<:lgrassiv9 and lass 

pro,]rassiv9 villages. Hance the null hypothesis is accapted 

and it cun be therefore inferad that the caclts of the farmers 

0' both proor!3ssiv9 and l8S8 progresaive villages uas not 

associated uith their interpaI'8onal communication bohaviour. 



It is thus concluded that the cBste of the farmer 

is independant of his iAtarparsonal communication behaviour 

both in pro)rasaiv9 and leGs progressive villages. 

occupation 

13(~ 

£mprical Hypothesis (E. If.) 1-10: Thera uill be a positive and 

siGnificant association batu8an tha scores of occupation and 

the scoras of interpersonal communication behaviour of the 

farmers. 

Nu.1,l Hypothesi. (N.H.) 1-101 Thera will be no positive and 

significant a~sociation batuesn the scores of occupation and 

scores of interpersonJl communication behaviour &r the farmers. 

The spearman rank order correlation coefficient 

value in case of the progressive village was negative and 

statistically not significant accepting the null hypothesis. 

L~ereas it uas negative but statistically significant at 0.01 

lavel of probability in case of la88 proir9~siv9 village and 

therefore the null hYWJthasis was rejected, and tl19 data 

supported the empric.l hypot i '19sia, indicating a positive 

association between occupation and interpersonal communi­

cation behaviour of farmers. As euch it wu concludad tllat 

the occupation wa~. independent of the interpersonal commu­

nication of farmers of progrSJaive village. uhereas it Y8S 

depandent in case of a less progressive village indicating 

th'Jae WolD ara eng.Jed in othar occupations could ba a good 

source for communications along far~er8~ 
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farm SiZ8 

.. 
Emprical Hypothasis(E.H.) 1-11: Thore will be a positive and 

significant a-.;soci~.1tion between the scores of farm size and 

scorGS of intarpersonal communication behaviour of the farmers. 

rJull Hypothesis (tJ.H.) 1-11: Thera uill be no positive and 

significant association betwGen the scores of farm size and 

acores of interpersonal communication behaviour of the farmers. 

Table - 5.42 indicates t; ,8 sparman rank or leI' corra-

latton coefficient values portaining to the progressive 

village uas negative and not significant statistica 11y vlth 

regard to le5s pro~raa,;iva village it wall posltlva but stati­

stically not significant. In both the csses the null hypo­

thesis was accepted and infarad that the farma sizes of 

both progressive and less prograssive villages far~ars uere 

not associated with t.1eir intorper30nal com,nunicatlon 

behaviour. 

It can be thereforo conclud Id that the farm size of 

the fermers uas independent of' t hair interpersonal com llun1-

cation behaviour both in raspact of progressive and less 

progrGGsiva village •• 

~ciQl Participation 

(mprical Hypothesis (E.H.) 1-12: Thera will be a positIve 

association batuBsn the scores of social participation and 

acarus of interpersonal COfllnunication behaviour of the farmers. 
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Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-12: Thora "'iil be no direct 8ssocia­

tion bettJaen the scores ,of' social participation and scores or 
interpersonal communication behaviour of the farmers. 

The values 0' sp8ar~an rank order correlation coeffi­

cient in respect of both progressive and la3s progressive 

villagas wart! positive but statistically not significant. 

Hancg the null hy;othesi;J is accejJt3d and said that the 

80cial participation of fat"fllsrs of both progressive and 

le38 progreasiv9 villages u;s not associated with their 

interpersondl com ;lunic, .. t ion behaviour. 

Thus it )JaG concluded thclt social participdtion is 

independent of the interpersonal communication behaviour of 

'er'-:tars of both progressive and loss progressive villages. 

A.spirations 

Emprical Hypothesis (t.a~) 1-13: There uill be a positive 

and significant associ·Jtion batuaan the scores of aspirations 

and scores of interpersonal c~nmunicotion behaviour of the 

farners. 

lull Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-13: Thera ",ill be no positive and 

sianificant associdtion bGtwesn the scores of aspirations and 

scores of intarpGrsonal communication behaviour of the farIJers. 

Perusal of Tabla - 5.42 Indlcstos that the s;'sarman 

rank or er correlation coafflciont values of both progressive 



and laas progressivQ villagas wara positive although stut!s-.. 
tically not significant. Hence the null hypothesis was 

acC9lJtad. It was inferad tbat 8apiratiofB of the farmers ot 

both progras:.JiV9 and lass Pl'ogre)SSiV8 villages was not associ&-

tad with their interpersonal communication behaviour. 

It Cdn be therefore conclud'~d that the aspirat ions 

of f'ar'1lors of' bot, prograaslV8 and lels pro::}rossive villagas 

was independent of their interpersonal communication behavious. 

An ovar viaw of the Tables - 5.41 and :,.42 indicates 

that the v,riables Uk. Age, Socioeconomic status, Caste, 

Occupution, f'erm Size, Social participation, Urban contact, 

Extension contact, Innovativaness. Mass media exposuro, grogo-

riousn83S and Aspirationsware found to be independent of the 

interparsonul communic,ltion behaviour of the farmers of pro­

gressivB village. 

In case of the le.>8 progre:Jsive village, independent 

variables like Age, Education, Cast~), f'a:-11l size, Social parti­

cipLltion, Urban contact, Extension Contact, Innovetiv90s33, 

(iass ;nadia axposUR1iJ and Aspirations of farmers lJere found to 

be independent of their intar~ersanal communication behaviour, 

uhJr08S, soma independent v'JriuJlas lIke, Gregar!ousnaus and 

occupation uore found to be dependent on interpersonal commu­

nication behaviour of f"armet's. However, the varlaDles uhlch 

uero positively associa~ed but could not demonstrate the 



aignific.Jnt associo+:ion could be subjected to correl[ltion 

an"lysis in future, stuqias with mora salApla and they mi _;ht 

be considored to be ha'J Ing soma Bssoci·!tion with interpersonal 

com-lUnic:.ltion behaviour at 'armsrs. 

SECTION - G 

1~ 

RJLE EXPECTATIONS AND ROLE: PERfORMANCE Of THE KEY-COMf1UNICATORS 

IN RELATION TO NEW STRATELiY Of AliHICULTURAL PROnUCTION 

It is tJOrth tJhile, to underatend the reolas expocted 

and rolos arformed by the key-communicators in relation to 

na'~ stratsJY of agricultural production. In this section 

however, the findings ralated to the above ::lsntioned problaat 

will be discussed • 

. -ole expectations 

The role 8xpact,Jtions of the kay-communlcacors in 

ralation to the neu Gtrategy of agricultural produ~tion 

tJaro ascertained rnn, the experts 1n the field of agricul­

tural extension. For this purpose. an opon ended questio­

nnaira was us.a. 

The Tabla - 5.43 show the role expectations of the 

key-communicators as perceived by the experts in the field 

or agricultural extension and communication. 

--------------------
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TABLE - 5.4! 

ROLE EXPECTATIOttS Of TKE .KEY-COMUNIC/HOR5 ;Hi PE!"iCEIUEO BY THE 

EXPEf.:TS IN THE fIELD Of AGRICULTUR/\L EXTENSION AND COP1MUNICATION 

- - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ 

_. •. 'dU. Pol e f Per cant 

- - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ -- - - - ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ 

1. ActillfJ a.; lioaon officer on behalf 12 
of fellow farmers. 

2. Discharging the roles as a secondary 3 
lavol extension york or. 

3. Halpin] In educating tha farmars. a 
4. Helping in credit re'_'uire:i1ents of far.l1ars. 9 

5. Helping the farmers in getting the 9 
agricultural inputs. 

6. Helping the farmers in marketing 6 
of their produco. 

7. H~lping the f rmers in securing different a 
sources of agricultur ,1 infor .lOtion. 

8. Halpin] the farmers in idontifying the 
farmers prabl'3ma and ra30urC9S. 

9. r~cting as a friend, philosopher and 
guide to the felloy farmers. 

10. Keeping in touch uith the developmental 
prog ram')lOS. 

11. ;~cting as a guide to farmers by SUCC9S$­
fully communicating the naw agricultural 
technology. 

3 

12 

66.66 

16.60 

44.40 

50.00 

50.00 

33.30 

44.40 

33.30 

16.60 

16.60 

66.60 

- - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - ~ 

T&ble - 5.43 aho~,s the differont role expectations of 

keY-COliliilurt1cators as pnrne!varl by the experts in the fi31d of 

.lJricultuj~al oxtension and communicct!on. Thera \Jere alavan 

roles expected by the oxperts to be performed by the kay-commu-

-~-~------ ~----



nicators in order to raset the demands of new agricultural 

atrategy out of them, tpa majority (50 par cent and above) 

agreed on the following ·rola expectations Acting aa 

llason officer on bahal' of the falloy 'armel's, Acting .. 

guide to farmers by successfully communicating the nau agri­

cultural technology, Helping in credit raquirtlll'tonts or 

farmera and Help1.nJ tha far:ners in getting the agricultural 

inputs. 

13C 

Though some of those roles era axpectad to be performed 

generally by the laadal'3, yet t~a exports Qxp3~ting the key-

communicators also to act as leaJsrs in some occasions uantad 

thorn to perform the roles mentioned above. 

ROLE EXPECn)TIOMS OF' THE KEY-COI'lMUNICP;TORS AS PERCEI~m BY THE 

F'f~fll'l£RS OF' A PROGRES,;;IVE AND LESS PROGRE_,SIVE VILLAGE 

Tabla - 5.44 sholJs tho role expectations of kay-commu­

nicators aa pal'caivad by the f~rmers of a progressive vIllage. 

ROLE EXPECTATIONS Of KEY-COMftUNICATORS AS PERCEIVED BY THE 

F'ARMt:RS OF' A PROGRESSIVE Arm LESS PROGfFSSIVC VILLAGES 

S.No. R ole 

~ - ~ - - - - ~ - - .. - -
1. Demonstrating Improv~ 

practices. 

Progressive 
Villape 

,. Per cont 
---- .. - ... 

78 100.00 

Lass Progressive 
Vill~O 

f' sZ' cent .._----

104 99.04 



Jable - 5.44 (Contd,) 

2. Provlding infol"lIation 
on naw practices. 78 

3. Supplyin';} or halping 1ft 
sBouring seeds. 0 

4. Providing technical 
guidance. 77 

5. Uinning prizes for 
meritorious farming. 25 

6. Parsuading follotJ farmers 
to adopt neu practices. 61 

7. Orgunislng agricultural 0 
progra::lOI8&. 

8. Providing monetary help 
to fellow farmers. 

9. Providing continuous 
guidance and interest 
In others' farming. 

10. Speaking official quarter 
on behalf of fallow 
farmars. 

11. Any others 

--

2 

77 

75 

o 

100.00 105 100.00 
/ 

- 10 9.52 

98.71 87 B2.85 

32.05 S 4.75 

78.20 58 55.23 

- 0 -
o -

90.71 12 

96.1!3 67 

o 

~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ - -
Among the above mentioned roles, the majority agresd 

that the fallOI.Jing role items IJEJI'a parformad by the kay-

communlc tors in both tha villages Providing infol'i}]ation 

on nau practices; Oamonacroting improved practices; Providing 

technical guidance; Providing continuous guidance and interest 

in others' farming; :ip9at<ing official quarter on behalf of 

fell~u farmers and P9rsudding fellow farmers to adopt new 

practices. 
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RotE PERrORMANCE or THE KEY-COftAUNICATORS IN A PROGRESSIVE 

ANO A lE53 PROGRE35IVE VILLAGE AS PERCEIVEO BY THE rARMERS 

.. 
Hou9ver. it uas found out that majority of the key-

co~municators yere performing the follouing role •• 

1. Demonstrating inprovad practices. 

2. Communicating information on nau practices 
and providing tachnic~l guidance. 

3. Porsuading ,allow farmers to follow nau pl'dctlcaa. 

4. Providing monetary help to fellow far,nars. 

5. Speaking with officlula on behalf of fellow farmers. 

Thera SS9:-:lS to bt3 not 'il:.Jch flf a 1iffaronco betwaen 1'01. 

expectations anti role perfOrlanCG of kay-communioutors as 

perceived by farmers in both the villagas. From those rinnings, 

it is possible to know ths roles which have to be played by 

kay-communicators in viaw of nau agricultural strategy which 

UQuld help the Extension workers in identifying the roles for 

t'HIY can motivate the kay-communicators to play some of the 

roles anul~lerated abo~l{J for bringing in -iu!ck change in ·th. 

rural araas. "IOlJ9Var, by obsarvCltioil, it was found out that 

"Concept 0 f Self i' is inhibit ing the kay-communicutora fraa 

playing the roles effectivsly. 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 



SUMftARY AND CONCLUSION 
.. 

The emerging agricultural technology naeds quicker 

communication to the millions or farl1ers uho have to know, 

un'arstand, accept and adopt the same. This needs a strong 

communication system, "'hich means the extension uorkers 

should understand ttl. eXisting patterns and net-yorks ot 

communication 1n the 1nterparsonal situation and build up 

appropriat8 stratagies for popularizing the innovatlona 1n 

rural India. 

Hence, keeping in v1.", the increasing import:mce of 

interpersonal communication and the role of key-communicators 

in the sphure of a.griculture. an attempt tJ~8 '!lade 1n the 

study to understand the communication pattern, nat-works and 

to identify the key-cor:1municators based on interpersonal 

communicdt1on behaviour includiruJ the different factors 

associated uith it, u1th tha follnwing objectives. 

L __ _ 

1. To identify the communication patterns folloued 

by far~ers in different stagas of adoption of 

selacted agricul~ural innovations. 

2. To examine the communication nat-uorks among 

the f lrmers. 



J. To identify the kay-communicators and communi­

cators with reference to adoption of selected 

agricultural innovations baaad on their inter­

personal communication behaviour. 

4. To understand tha distribution of key-communi­

cators and communicators with rsspect to their 

personul and socia-psychological variables. 

s. To study the difference, if any, a~ong the kay-

communicators and communicators uit:: respect to 

their personal and socia-psychological variables. 

6. To find out the a:Jsociation of selected independent 

variables Llith tile interpsr.3onal cOlJllllunication 

behaviour of the fsr.:1ers. 

7. To study the role expectation and role performance 

of key-communicators in view of the new strategy 

of agriculturul production. 

The present study uas carried out 1n two selected 

villages (ona agriculturally progressive - Narasingapuram 

and the other less progressive - Karakambadi) of Chandr3giri 

panchayat Samithi of Chittoor District ot Andhra Pradesh. 

Multi-stage purposive sa~ ,ling technique uaa used for the 

selection of the villages. All the heads of the farm 

families constituted tha s81Jple of the study. In all 183 

farmers - 78 far~ers from the progressive village and 105 

farmer...; from lass progressive village wore intervieuact!" 
....... :.-

1 ttl} 



An interview schedule containing the measurement of 

different variables coupled uith mailed questionnaire were 
~ 

used as instru~.nts of investigation. The design of the 

study waa ax-past-facto. 

The data collected uara tabulated analysed and 

discussed uith appropriate at8tistical procedures. Certain 

findings emerge l from the present study have bean summarized 

and presented balow. 

1. Ylth spacial rafsrance to agriculture, four types 

of communication patterns uera identified in both 

villagas namely - perceived best fa~er pattern, 

relationship pattern, friendship pattern and 

neighbourhood pattern. But the order in Yhich 

they uare folloued is different from a progressive 

village to a less progressive village. Neverthe­

less, the relationship pattern falloued by 

percsivud best farmer pattern in the pl~gre88ive 

village and perceived best farmer pattern followed 

by relationship pattern in less progressive village 

in that order ware considered to be the most 

preferred patterns followed by the farmers at 

different stages of adoption, na'nely - knowledge, 

persuasion, decision and confirm tion stages, with 

respect to different agricultur~l innovationa~ 



HOtJever, the absenco of friondship pattern in 

moat of the stuges uith respect to different 

innovations ",a8 noticed in t :18 le88 progressive 

village. 

2. From the analysis of the communication net-YOrk 

sociogram., it is evident that tha spoked-wheel 

pattern ",as ~8t predominant uith respect to 

differsnt innovations in both the progressive 

and les8 proJressiv8 villagas. Houaver, number 

of claar cut cleavages wera also noticed in the 

consultation patterns. Besides. in a progressive 

village a feu communicators uare instru'!lsntal in 

influencing the adoption behaviour of majority of 

the farmers. 
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3. Basad on their intensity of interpersonal communi­

cation behaviour and uith spacial reference to agri­

cultural innovations among the farmers, 3 categories 

uera identified n d maly - kay-communicators, commu­

nicators and non-co~nunicators. The percentage of 

key-communicators in tho progrosoivB village wer. 

more in number compared to loss progressive village 

although the total number of communicators uara 

mora in a lana progrossive village. 



4. Majority of the key-communicators ware involved 

in interpersonal interaction with respect to diffe­

rent innovi.ltlons in all the stages of adoption. In 

addition it is also cleor that the interpersonal 

comnunication behaviour 8cor,:)8 of the respondents 

\Jere higher 1n a leas pro'Jres..:;ive village compared 

to the progressive villuge. 

5. Plajority of the key-communicators belonJed to old 

and middle age group, wara literates, belonged to 

upper costa, operating 811'1311 holdin)s with lesser 

. soclal partIcipation, ext'msion cont ct and high 

urban c dntact, havin0 lou aspirations and CJ raga­

riouaness in a progrossive village. Houever thay 

were squally distributed with respect to their 

innovJtivsnass and socio-economic status in the 

uppar and lowar groups. 

However, majority of the key-com~unicator. 

belongin] to middle ag8 group, middle and lower 

caste, opsr~ting ;lllall farm. with low social 

particip tion, lou extension contact and lesser 

innovativeness with high aspirations and low 

gregariousness, in a less progressive village. 

NavarthelesJ. they ara~ually distributed in high 

and lOlJ categories with res .act to their m.Jss media 

aX;1osura, urban contact anrl socio-economic St3tUS. 



6. The kay-communicators and coaIDunicatol's ware found 

to h...:ve si'Jni'icantly differed l,Jlth respect to 

certain factors like socio-economic status and 

urban contdct 1n a progressive village. Howevar, 

there was no si~mif1cant difference among ttl. key­

communicators and communicators with respect to 

the otnar vuriablas. 

7. The variables like age, socia-economic status, 

casta, occupation, farm siza, soci.)1 participation, 

urban contact, 8xtansiun contact, innovativsnass, 

llIass media exposure, gragari.iuaness and aspirations 

ware found to be independent of the interpersonal 

communication ba:lsviJur of the farmers of progre­

ssive villu:Je. In cass of the l03s progre:.)siv8 

village, inddpendent variables like ege, education, 

caste, farm siza, social participation, urban 

contact, innovativaness, mass medie exposure and 

aspirations of farm aI's were found to be independent 

of their interpersonal comrnunicwtion behaviour, 

whereas, s~me independent varlablos like, grega­

riousness and occup :tion Llera fo~nd to be dopandent 

on interpersonal communication beilDviour of farmars. 

8. Eleven roles expected to be performed by the kay­

communicators in or1al' to maat t.no d9l1ands or n.., 
agr!cultur~l strategy ware perceived by the experts 



in the field of agriculturnl extension anrl communi­

cation. Out of them tho majority agreed iou.l' 'rol •• 

namsly Ac-ting as liaaon officer on behalf ot 

the fellow farmers, Acting 8S gu1de to farmers by 

succas.Jfully communic.Jting the nau agricultural 

technology; Holping 1n credit requirements ot 

farmers and Helping the t~rmara 1n getting the 

agricultural inputs. 

9. Majority of the f'--.Ormers in the progre:Joivs and less 

progressive villages falt that the kay-communicators 

have to perform the (01).0\.1ing roles namely - Providing 

informution on new practices; [;emonatrating improved 

practices; Providing technical guiddnca; providing 

continuous guidance and interest in others' forming, 

Speaking offici;]l quarter on bahalf of fallow farmers 

and Persuading fellow fDrlners to adopt nau practices. 

10. It yas also found out that majority of the key­

communicators were performing the following roles 

namely - Demonstrating improved practices; Communi­

cating informatio·n J(l now practices and providing 

technic-;l guidance; Persuading fallow farmers to 

folloy naw pr;Jcticos; Providin'] :-1onatary help to 

fellow farmers; and Speak!nl] with officials on 

behalf of fellow farmers. 



. 

CONCLUSION 
.. 

From the study it was realised that much In the direc­

tion of increased aqricultural production could be achieved by 

proper understanding of communic·Jtion patterns and kay-communi­

cators provided they ara properly identified, tr .lined and 

involved in the agricultural nroductlon prOf)rS!Ilflea. F"urthel', 

it may b. added that the extension yorkers t ability to involve 

kay-communicutors in the programme of change could be improved 

if they knot' about the communication patterns, tho factors 

Bnoociated uith the kay-coanun!cators ond the roles they could 

play in tile adoption of agricultural innov-.:tions. Besides, 

the findings could be of great holp in deciding upon soparate, 

spocific comrnunication on strategios for different villagas 

uhich are at di ff'arant stajes of development (proJrassivanses). 

IMPLICATIONS or THE iTUOY 

Tha following implic tions emerged in the light of the 

findings of this study. 

Among the different com,iluoioatlon IJuttorns identified 

in the study, I;.he relationship pattern in a progreS:3iv8 village 

and perceived bast farmar pattern in a lass progro9sive village 

ware found to hava been adopted by the majority of the villagers 

and therefore, the developmental and exten:3ion parsonnel in the 

field may look for such a type of communication patterns for 

intrOducing agricultural innovations in rural Dross, in order 



to hasten the process of communication of agricultural infor­

mation. The fact that Cliffer811tial patterns wre identified 

in a pro]ressive and lass progressiva vlll~ge~ could also 

serve as an sf fac::tiva indicators for building diffartlt1tial 

strategies of communication uith the villagee )f different 

levels Q f progr~ •• 
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The fact that tho k9y-CQ~unicators have baan contri­

buting signlficnntly towards the adoption of the agricultural 

innovations in the rural ure08 suggests the need for a proper 

identification and utilization of such persons for sponsoring 

the aqricultural production progre :wes. Such a type of key­

comrauoicators would be of much use, if ::;alected for the 

farmers' truin1ng. rlntlonal do ~tonstr;Jtions and allied programmes. 

turth.r. it revealed that cartain ractors responsible 

for intarpersol'1,ll communication behaviour of the formors in 

the pro~lres9iv £3 village wars not found to be aasoci~jt.d with 

the saaa phenomenon in the laas-progres81ve village. This 

.... pUes that tho strategy of locating and involving the key­

cOIIIIUniGators in dissaminntlon or agl'lcultur~l developmental 

prQgrarlD~S. diffoI-a froe a progressive vi11a9" to lasa-progr ... 

8.iv8 village based on certain attributes. The finding or this 

study will ba of inlmana. usa in the direction. Therefora, the 

a~t~l.iQn workars should not go to villages yith preconceived 

notion of some fixed characteristica of kay-communicator •• 



Baaidas, it was found out that kay-communicators and 

communicators differad signirlc-,ntly uith respect to cartaln 

parsonal and socio-psychological variables in a progres3iva 

and laas progressive village. The characteristics in uhich 

they differed aignificuntly aa ",all as tha key-cOIITllUnicator 

characteristic;) themselves could be looked by the development 

parsonnal uhile idantifying key-conwunicatora and 8ss1gning 

different roles to them. 

It hea bei:1n revaalad that there uas a gap between rola. 

axpectad and roles performed by the key-communicator. in view 

of the n6lt.l strategy of agricultur-Il production. This shows 

that the 8xtansion tJDrker,-=: should mot iVat,) the key-communicator. 

to play their roles for rapid 8gricultur-l development 1n the 

rural areas. 

Thorofare, the devaloraantnl agencios and extension 

workers ahoulU iduotify such Qommunication patterns and key­

comlunlcutors through nst-uorks for successful introduction 

of i11gh Yielding Varieties in tho rural 81"a8S. Thus, 1r the 

t.lxtonsion uorkars auura of the findings of thfi study and their 

ir:1plicatlons, they may suitably Qiroploy tn_ 1n formulating 

differential communication stratagiaa ror popularising th. 

agricultur,.l inllovutioflS in ruri:;il ariJ63. 

Tnus, tolls study w3uld be of grsatar usa to the 

planners, re3\~arci1ars and extension paraonnel engaged in 

bringing out agricultural tranaformotion in rural India. 



'.1 "" 

POINTS fOR fUTURE RESEARCH 

1. In order to assess the nature of communication by 

the k~- cOn1'f!Juoicators In different stag •• of 

adoption, only four Innovotions ware considerod 

for the purpose of this study namely - High Yield­

ing VarlatiHs of paddy. fertilizers, Pesticides 

and Multiple Cl"Opping. Future studies, tha,r"lfore. 

may ext9nd to other agricultul·,.Jl innovations aa 

wall as for the criticJl practices identified 

unda~.each innovation. 

14G 

2. In tlvt presant atudy only 13 variables wara !ltudled, 

namal)' - age, eduoation, caste, fart1l 81ze, soc1al 

jJarticillstion. 30c10-900008l10 s~qtua, urban contact, 

extension contttct, inllQv~tivaf1.s) .. aUIS~} ':ladia exposure, 

gragariousnass, aspirations and OCGu!,stion and only 

gr3lJariou.,juas--> and occupaticn~ had $O(D9 8aeociatlon 

iJit~l lntllr~ar~onal callWUOication b~hav.iour in a l&as 

praqrssJive vl1lagg. 5Dma ot~9r variables which 

hSiia not bQan \'!Overed in this study; '.1' finding out 

thair assor.:lltion yit;1 the interpersonal cOtlmun!ca­

tion ;Jlmavlour of farmers r:ould nil included in the 

futura atudias. In addition, ~hQ rutura atudisa 

_,. extend to know tea axact contribution 0' each 

variable 1n p:-: h~ictln9 interpersonal comrtJunicatlon 

behaviour of farmers. 
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3. In this study, only iofor ,181 sourc') of conl'lluni­

cation \Jara studied. The future studies may also 

extend to .covar the form...tl sources of' cornraunica­

tion also.', 

~. Thu communication net-Yorks could be draun based 

on the communication of kay-communicators in 

diFferent stages of adoption as uall as on ths 

basis of patterns identified for gattirnJ a 

dat<Jilad look and ciJrarul interpretation of data. 

fINAL MODEL 

This Jadel has baen drawn on the basis of the findings 

of this study. A. close look at the ''!lodel reveals that 8 commu­

nicato:;,' is cm;}lltUnicating the ftU:lSSaj&8 "slating to high yielding 

varietiGs of paddy, fetti1izars. pestiei H38 and !7IU Itlpla cropping 

through war, i-of-mouth channal to his receivers. Basad on the 

deJrae or intensity of the intarparaonal communication behaviour, 

they ",aro grouped into three categoriss na11s1y - kay-communicators, 

com'JunicJtora and non-communicators. Beai,;as this. Darennal and 

socia-psychological variables associated uith intsrpersonal 

cona.'1lunlcction behaviour of' f"arnlors In a progressive and lase 

prograssivo vl11ag9 hi.~S baan found out. Of' the sacie-psycho­

logical variables. gragarioYsnass and oIcupation In 1088 progre­

saive village war. associated and uere indicated with an arrow 

.ark. It is claar from the modal that there iJ88 dlffersntlal 

80cia-psyc ;010g10a1 variables like Jragariousna.a and occupation 

aaJOciat3d with interpersonal conmwnication bettaviour of t'or"!'Jara 

in Iss:.) progrossiva villaja alone. 
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APPENDIX - 1 

INTERVIE'tI SCHEOUq 

I. BASIC INfORMATION 

Villaga ________________ __ Panchayat Sa~ithl ________ __ 

Oistrict ________ __ 

1. Nama of the respondent •• 

2. A'3. •• 
3. Education •• 
4. Casta •• 

5. NUllber of 1100 ... owned •• 
6. Type of Houae •• 
7. Dataila of the fa lilys 

-- - ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ - - ~ 
S.Mo. Head and other Rata-

11lombers of the tion Age Sax 

a. 
b. 

c • 

•• 
r. 
g. 
b. 

---

family ship 

Katcha/Pacca/Mixed 

Mari- Occupation 
tal ~-~~~~--~ 
at~tus Main Subsi­

diary 



s. \Jhich of the .'{l.llotJing it •• do you po.sess? 
: : f r. 

; .' ~ 

• 

~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - -- - ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ - - - -
S.No. 1 t • m Nu~ber possessed _---_ .. .- - - .. .... - - - -
8. Bullock cart 

b. Cycla " 

c. Chair. 
d. Furniture (apecify) / 
e. Motor cycla/Scooter 
f. Car 
g. ImprovJd l~ple~ents 
h. Telephone 

i. Utancils (~odern) 
j. tJatch •• 

k. Crockariss 
1. Any other (apacify) 

~ - ~ - ~ - - - -
9. Which of' the following far;n ,-,oyer do you posse •• ? 

- ~ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - .. ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ - -
S.No. Details of f~rm power 

a. Bullock. 

b. Tractor 

c. Oil Engina/~otor 

d. Power aprayar/spr~yar 
(Hand compressed) 

8. Any ot:iar (spaclry) 

Humber 
..... - .. 



\. ' 

10. rarm size an; t~nure status 

- -- - - ~ ~ - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - - ~ 
S.No. Particulars of holdin]s Araa 1n acres Total 

IrrIJaEad UnlrrIgatad 

a .. Land ounad 
b. Land ranted in 
c. Land rented out 

d. Totol araa cultivated. 
1) Ownad 

11) Rantad 1n 
8. Tot.l area under HYV of 

padiy during 1 :.180-91 
1) Kharif 

1.1.) Rebi 

-- - - ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - ~ - ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ - ~ -
11. Social p0rticlpation 

i) Are you e member/office bearer of any institution? 

YES/NO 

If yes, give the following datall •• 

~ - ~ - - - ~ - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ - ~ - ~ ~ ~ -- ~ - - - - -
S.f'Jo. Institution Position held 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

11) If you are also an M.l.A/M.p/ranchayat 5a'1ithi 
PreoJidant/Z.p.Chairman, plaasa spocify statlnt) the 
year 1n Ui'11ch you held the office. 

Offica held Vaar of alaction 

............ • •••••••••••••••• 

•• •• •• • • ••• • • •••••••••••••••• 

• •••••• • • • • • • . ................ . 



12. Urban Contact 

Have you visits!: outside the village' 
(Block, Diat=ict, T~wn and Cities) 

If yas, give the falIouing details' 

.. ---_ .... _ 
S.No. 

a. 

b. 

Q. 

ct. 

Name of the place visited F"r94uancy 
or visit 

xii 

YES/NO 

Purpose of' 
visit 

- -- - _ .. - _. .. -.-. _ .. -- ... _ ... _ .. - - _ ........ - .. - _ .. ~-

13. Contact uith Extension i\genc¥ 

Hou often did you vi,.it and discuss matters related to 
farning uith the folloYing officials: 

S.rlo. Change aJ8nt 

-- - - - ~ ~ - -- ~ -
a. Villa ,8 Davelop:aant 

Officer (U.O.Oj 

b. Agricult~ra Extension 
Officer IA.E.O) 

c. Block Oavalop'7lsnt 
:Jfflcar (S.O.O) 

d. Subject Matter 
Specialist (5.M.S) 

- ~ - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - ~ - -
fr8~Uancy of ~8etinga 

Vary 1raquent Frs4uant ofEen Navar - ~ - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - - ~ ~ -

- - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ 
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14. 

Give yaur pinl tha fallowl t t ant I 

~-~~-~--------~--~~--~~--~~---~ 
s • t Un Id 01 greg 

~--~--~-------~-~----~---------
• you la rn n way 

t 'a 
b. It the far d • 

t dlk. would Y 
c. I' your liDv 

you t t 
1 ...... 

d. you think it i to 
bar '7 

Do you tht IJ 11 1iv. 
b tter In 'uture? 

, • you lJant a chang in )'0111" 
lira? 

g. )' th HYV 0 ad 
your t tu '1 

h. you nt tD 
na" praatic 'a ? 

i. A t tutur 1a in t 
or god? 

- -- ~ - - - ~ - ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - _- ~ - ~ - ~ - ---
15. 

) ,£5/ 
) I' yea, at progr ... 'a ,au U t ? 

1) Fl ng. 11) • 111) lac 1 p r ...... 

IV) ftarket pric • v) at r. vi) Agrlcultur 1 

bull tl • vi ) A th P , 



a) Did., reca1v ny Info . ation'ro th) radio '1' the rallouing topic ? 

1. MYV D' paddy 
U. F' rtlUza .. 

111. Pa t1cld . 
Iv. ftult 1. Cropping 

d) r ny oth r 11t atur.? 

) iva 't nf 
01' froa any at ~ Ut 

the 

1. 
U. 

1i11. 
Iv. 

r) you , 
g} If yea. did , 

t.he following 

1. 
11. 
w. 
Iv. 

ping 

ln'o ti rro. f.l 

YES/NO 
ESINO 

fES/IO 
YESI 0 

YES/ao 

YES/NO 
YE: INa 
Y(~NO 
YE.., u 

YEs! 0 

YES/NO 
v51 
, I 0 

YES/ 

• n th r w1t 'rl.ndly and 

ta with' 1'1y orten uha ar not an never eva 9n 

you 

• Uith 

1) 

ll) 

111) 

d you ort oc1at. 1n your 1 1'8 

a. t 0 1 vian( )/club(.)/dl us.lan gr p ) y 
bal ? 

1) 

11) 
111) 

ra7 
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Farmers have different aspirations to be fulfl11a·:t In 

future (s .. ~y in next tl'll'a8 Y98 rs) regard!":"} purchase of 1I0re 

land, havintJ battar hauss, educating trIeir children, lIaterial 

P03S9dsion, acquirint) .orB farm pousI' at.;. Plea;._ls stat. what 

you uoulJ axpact to do in th .. next 3 year.; regar 11n) the ita:1'J8 

!1I90tioned abuve in caau you gat better pI'orits in a jriculture. 

(Indicate in ordar of prllfarance). 

II. IDENTIFICATION or Kg:-.COf'1r:IUNICt~TO; 5 ;\ND ,;OMliUNICItTION 

rU:T-UO; :KS 

A) HI r;H VI ElDING VARIETIES or PA: OY (HVV of' padd~) 

1. AI's you aware of HVV 0' Paddy? YES/NO 

2. If yeo, uhat arg the variutiao you are awara? 

a) b) .) d) a) f) 

3. Please state through which source did you co~a to know 
about these varieties? 

S.No. Variety Aware Not SOURCE OF INfORMATION 
AlJore Mass VDO AEO Salas ,:thiJr /;ny 

a. 

a. ,. 

"adt. man or far- other 
comm- mars Qource 
ereiol. {spacity) 
dealers 

-- - - ~ - - ~ - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ -- - ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ --
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4. If othsr farmers please state tho nS'las and also indicate 
your rala':'ionsnip with tha~ 1n order of praforanco. 

S.No. 

a. 

c. 
d. 

Na'"lfa f'rland Relative Beat Nai:;1hbour Any 
rarmGI' Others 

5. &8 you ca.":). to know about the HYU of paddy, you might have 
gona to somsbouy for consultatio,] to koolJ the detailed 
infor,lation in adJitlon to what you know ab~)ut the varieties? 

YES/NO 

IS. If yas, plaa38 .aentioo, the source you bave consulted? 

a} V.D.O •• b) A.£.O •• c) Salaa~8n and Commarcial Dealer •• 

d) Other farmers, a) Any other. (Specify): 

1. If other famers, please state the nata .. and also ind.icate 
your relationship uith th_ in order of preference. 

S.No. 

•• 
it. 
c. 
d. 

friend Relative Best Naighbour Any 
far 'lSI' Others 

8. Before adoptillg the HYV of Pa ldy aa trial crop, you ml~ht 
hava thought lib :Jut the pros and cons of the variety and 
thereby favoured to adopt the •• e. 

YES/NO 

9. If yes, let me know whether any source 1s instrumental 1n 
mainly chan!ing your attItude in favour of aduotion of tha 
variety. 

YES/NO 
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10. If Y"~, plaase rn-antion the sourcs you ,avo consultad. 

a) \1.0.0., b) A.E.O., c) Salesman an~1 Commarcial dealers, 

d) Other f'ar!fta1!f a) Any other (Specify), 

1,. If other far Brs,_ plasse stat e the nailes and elsa indicate 
your rel'0t ionshi;J lJit,; tiHlrD in order of praf'Gf':30Ge. 

---S.No. 

-
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

- -
- - -

Na'IJ8 

- - - - -
- -- - - - - - -
frisnd Relative 

- - - - -- - - -

12. 1.1'9 you cultivoting HYV of Pa1dy? 

- ---- - - - - - - --Blst f~f3ighbo(Jr Any! 
Far'ilo1' IJthars - -- - - - - - - - - -

- .. -
YES/NO 

13. Did anyborty infPluenca your dtlcislon to tc:ke up the 
va~ioty1 YES/" 

1 '~. If yes, uhich source influenced y:'JU and also indicate the 
nature of influ9nce. 

- - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - ~ 
5.110. Source Natura of influ9ilce ......... -.-- ... .. .... - ..... 
a. V.O.O. 
b. A.E.O. 
c. 5alas-";}an and Com ;l9roial Dealers. 
d. Jth3r farmers. 
e. Personal u),'i)EJ~'iance. 
f. Any other :' specify). 

- - - ~ - - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - - ~ ~ - - - - - ~ - - -
15. If ot~ar farmers, plaase state tne nana and also indicate 

your relationship uith them in order of' preference. -- -
S.No. 

a. 
It. 
O. 
d. 

Nanu) friend Rolativo Bast Ngighbour Any 
Far~ar Others 
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16 •• inc8 hObl lUng you are cultivating the HYV's of Paddy? 

"antion the yearl ______________ __ 

17. Plaase indicate which source is instrument;)1 to make you 
to gray these \lux-lotioa sinca 10n:)1 

S.ND. SOurce - - -
a. V.LJ.O. 
b. A.t:.O. 
c. Sa lasnlEJn and Comtllercial daalers. 
d. D'tdtiU' feu'iilBro. 
a. Parsonal exporience. 
f. Any ot:~~ (sr~cify). 

Natura of influence 

- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - --
18. You hava mentioned saversl sources so faT', which are 

instrumental in.l inf luancing you to take up HYV of paddy 
at differJnt 3t~1es of adoption. P1ea~a lat ~s know 
whien source do you perceive 3S cradible aourcs. 

S.No. \100 ~Eil Mass 
t'lsdis 

- ~ - ~ - ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ - -
1. Trust uort!1ynass 

2. ~xpertn9sa 

- - --Sal.3$-
man and 
COJma-
reiel 
dealers - ---

- - -
Other 
far-
fIIel'S 

- --

- - - - - - - -
PGrao- I\ny 
nal Ot:1I3, 
axpa- ,3, ,Qcify) 
rieoca 

- - - - - - - - - -

~ - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - ~ -
9) telTI LI ZERS 

1. ilra you avsra about the '?ertl11zars? YES/NO 

2. If yas, of the fertilizers you knoll_ 

a) b) c) d) .) ,) 

3. Please state through which source diclyou come to know 
first about tile fartilizeu.'s fLlsotioned above? 

S.No. Variaty Aware Hot 
Ayaro flra;8 

Madia 

SOURCE Of lr~fORI'lATrON 
Vod .~ttJ Sal:J3 5-£ har Any 

'ilsn or far- other 
com 1- mars sou tea 
8reial (specify) 
dealers 

~ - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ -- - ~ ~ - -- -- ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ 



a. 

b. 

c. 
d. 
a. 

f. 

xi. 

.. 

~. If' other far'1srs, plaase stato tlta na'10& and also indicate 
your relationship with th911 in order of praf'erancs • 

... .- __ .... _ .. -
5. ~lo. 

a. 

c. 
d. 

Friend Relative Beat Naig!lbou:r Any 
rar~sr Other 

5. ,.\8 you coma to knou about fel"tl11.!sra t you !Dlght have gone 
to SOla. body to know about datai13d Infor:llat ion a~)out the 
t.ype, matbod, qua lity and quantity of fertll1zdrs to be used? 

YES/NO 

6. If yas, pleass mantion the source you have consulted. 

a) V.O.O •• b) A.e:.O •• c) Salesman and CommercIal dealers. 

d) Ot,Hilr farllars. a) Any other (speclfyh 

1. If other farmers, plaaaa state the names and also indicate 
your relationship uith t ... In order of preference. 

-- -
S.No. Friend n.lative Best Neighbour Any 

far~ar Other -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -
a. 

c. 



8. Before app1.t~a.tion of fertilizers as trial you 'l11aht have 
tilOUght a?out the pros and cons of using the fertilizers' 

YeS/NO 

9. It' yas, let :110 know uhathar any :.3ource is responsible for 
changing your att i.tude towards app lication of ferti lizers? 

YES/NO 

10. If yas, please :ltintion the source you Ileus consultlJd? 

a} V.D.O., b) :,.£.0 •• c) SalO)llSn and Commarcial d:)alers. 

d) otner far::1ars, a) Any ottlars (sp Jeify)l 

11. If ot; lar farmers, please stat a the ",ames and also indicate 
your relat ionship with them in ordu:;:" of preference. 

-~ .. - .. -- .. -- .... - .... -- .......... - .. -- .. - ... -- .. -
s.rto. NS18 friend Ralative Beat Neighbour Any 

farmer Others 
~ - ~ - - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - ......... .. 

b • 

•• 
d. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
12. Are you applying fertilizers to your crope? 

1.5. ,old -Joy body inrlu9n~.: you in taking a decision to 
use tll.3 improved fertiUzars on large scale? 

,r.S/NO 

YES/NO 

1(\. If yes, plaaaa Ill.ntion the source and nc::tura of influence. -- - ... .. .. .... - - - .... ... - - .... .. .. - ~ .... .. ... _. .... -. ... .. .... ... -- -
S.t~o. Source flattJl'o of influnnca ...... - - - ~ - -- ~ ~ - ~ - ~ -
a. V.D.il. 
b. A.E.O. 
c. ;:)8198:i190 and Commercial dealers. 
d. Other farmers. 
e. Par-Jonal axperieoce. 
f. Any other (spacify)a 
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15. If other far;~8rs, please state the nar,aG8 and also indicate 
the relationship wit:1 them 1n or ler of preference. 

S.No. 

- - -
a. 

c. 
d. 

Name Friend nalativ~ 3nst 
f"ermer 

Nalahbour Any 
Othsra 

16. Sincs 110\01 long you are applying ttl. 'artilizara? 

17. Plea~e indicuta unie' source is instrumsnt;...ll to make you 
to a~j'lly thoso fart!llzars sinon lo-~g? 

-- .... ... - .. - ... - .... 
S.No. Source --- -- .... -- ..... . ..... --
a. 'J.D.O. 
b. I'hC. o. 
c. Saleensn and CO:7Rarclal Dealers. 
d. ;Y"h er fOl";,)Or a. 
a. Per:3onal exparience. 
f. r.ny ot '9t', .'-,pocify). 

- - --- - - - --- - -Nature of inflU3ncs 

1 B. If ataar fanners, m~ntion the na;-'lSS and also indicate 
their rela~ionship wit~ them 1n order of prefa=gnce. - - -

S.No. 

..... - - .. 
a. 

c. 

--------------------Friend Relative Best 
Farmer 

Neigbbour A.ny 
ottFl!, ---_ ........ _ ........... --- ......... , ........... ._, .. _ 

- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
19. You have mentioned sevl:1ral SOUt'C9S so fa!'. uhich aro 

instrumantcll in influencing you in taking'up of forti­
Uzars, please let 119 knoLl which ,source -10 you parcoive 
ad credible 30urce. 
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-............ ~ .... ._- ...... -.......... ._- .......... -- ... -- ............ 
S. r,.o. VDO AEO r"laas 5alBS at her 

Madia men and far-.. CtlIDm- mars 
ereial 
dealers 

PEn~'SO­
nol 

experi­
ence 

A.oy 
other 
.~ specify) 

-._ .......... --~ ... ----- ......... _,-- .. -........ -- ....... ., 

1. Trust uorthynas8 

2. (xportns88 

VE5/~m 

2. If yas. uhat pssticld9s you know? Nantlon tha names. 

a) b) .) d) .) f) 

3. Please state through which sou~ce did you COMe to kf~Y 
fi~3t about the usa of the pesticides • ..... - .. ~ .. -......... - ... .,- .... -.. -- .. --.-- ....... 

a. 
b. 

C. 

d • 

•• 
f. 

P .. )stl­
cides 

Aware Not 
Aware PIasa VDU A[O Salaa OthEtr Any 

PJedia ;len or far- ttt.bal." 
comm- mars a:Jurce 
areisl (a~acify) 
dealers 

-------------------------------
4. If other far:llsrw, pl ~ass state the na:lHJS and al:Jo indicate 

your ralat ionahijJ t"ith ttl_ 1n or far of prClfarance .. 

S.No. Nama rri9nd Relative Bast Neighbour Any 
Farmer othors - --

a. 
b. 

c. 
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5. As you came to know about the pesticides. you might havo 
consulted SOMS body to know detailsd InforQat!on of tho 
_';'IS of paatlcldas, llathod of application, quantity ate •• 
in uddition to uhw't ,OU iwou ~r~viously? 

YES/NO 

6. If yes. plB&.au fH(lHtioh the; source you '~U\l8 consulted? 

a) \I.U.O., b) A.E.O., c) SalfJsmao and Ca1w.iH.u:-olal Dealors, 

d) Other farmers, 8) Any other (speclfy)a 

1. If other ramal's, plaaae state the n8:"1aS and al~lo inui~et~ 
your r~latlonshlp with th~1 in order of preferenca. - - - - - -

a. 

c. 
d. 

fJO":l8 rriand Relative aeat 
,:S'i"fIl8r 

Neighbour Any 
otbel." 

.. .... ... .. - .. .. .. - ... .. ... .. ... .. - - - ." ... .. -- .. ... - .. - ." .. .. .... 

a. Uai'oro t,;Q uae of pesticidOS as ;;rial you '7)ight have 
thought a~out the pros an:J cons 0' using tha ~g;".ltlcld.J' and 
made up yilur .n111u to UUiiI ;;'.au. vrs NO 

9~ If y~s, please lot 716 knOtJ t.Jhathsr any source is Inat~msntal 
1!' ;'··~!.u8nc_ing your att:H·.:t ,) for tl e U3e. YC:.i/t!O 

10. If' Yd8, pleasG mention ~iH~ SGurc() you have ctHlsultad. 

a} V.O.O •• b) A.E.O •• c} :lale~lon and CaaaQrcial d~lar;l. 

ti) Other farmers, .) Any other (Sj-l eif'y), 

11. It' ot;lBI' f'Ll:~ ~lars. plaasa stete tl K,; .Jod also Indicat'3 
YOUI' relationship wit.h tn_ in or ... _' -,' prof aronc,) • .. .. ... - ..... -- ... - ... .., .. -.. .. .. .. ... .... ... "'" .. .... - ,.~ 

S.rlo. 

a. 
b. 

t~al'lla friend Ralat1vs 93at 
farmer 

fhtighbour !~d,,/ 
Other 
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12. Ira you using pest icides on your crops? YES/NO 

13. Did any body inriu.nca you in t"l<ing the decision to 
rin~lly use the R9sticides on large scala? 

YeS/NO 

1 ~. If yes, please ~antlan the source you have consulted. 

a) V.o.O., b) A.E.O •• c) Salesmen and COi'lrnercial dealers, 

d) Other. farmars, 0) Any otl1ar (spt3clfy)t 

15. If othc f ;)t"'tl <1 rs • plGs,J e 1snt ion the source instrumental 
in influaneing t: IB decision .:Inti also the relotiofl3h1? 
\Jith them. 

S.No. t~ama friend flslatlve fl,wt 
farm:1r 

tJaighbour Any 
Others -- ~ - - ~ - - ~ ~ -- ~ ~ - ~ - - - - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ -- ~ - ~ .. 

b. 
c. 
d. 

-- - --
16. Since how 10n) you ore using the postlcida~7 

17. Plaase indicate uhich :,ou!'ce is instrunent~11 t l HIke you 
to UJ9 tilesa pllstlcid£HJ since long? 

s.r~o. Sr.'urca r'atura of inf luenae 

- - -- - ------ - -- -- - -- - - - - ---- -- - -
a. V.O.O. 
b. A.£:.O. 
c. 3nL)s';lSn and CJllmarcial Dealers. 
d. Other farmers. 
a. ?orson~l axparianca. 
f. Any atn.l' (spacify). 

18. If other far1ers, please mention ,he namas and the nacura' 
of ralat ionshi, '. 

!I.No. 

- - -
friend iiC31ative 8ast 

Farmer 
r~aighbour A.ny 

Other 

r 



•• 
d. 

.. 
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19. You have mentiollod several sou.caa so far, which ara 
iilstrumental ill influencing you in using of' pasticidos. 
Planss let rna JC'lOW IJflich aourC.l do yuu perceive as 
c!"s 'ib ls 90urce .. - ... - .... - .... .- .. - ... - ..... - .... -- - ~ - .,. - - ..., - - - --

S.No. uno A~O Mass 
f<lodia 

5a18S­
:!lsn :;H,d 
Commar­
cial 
dealers 

Othor Parsonal 
ful'- a;~r ~:ri­

mars GileS 

i\ny 
other 

(specify) 

- - - - - - - - - -- - - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -
1. Trust I,.wrthynaslI 

2. £x;Jsrtnusa 

0) MULTi, I.;~ ~ROPPHJG 

1. Ara yet: aware a·JDut r.1ultliJls cropping? VES/Nn 

2. If yaa, lJ.,at croppin] patterns you know? 

_ .. 
3. Plst!,se sceta through \Jhlch ~jourca did lioU f irat come to 

knolJ cbout the •• multiple cropping anJ 1t8 patterns • - - ... _ ........ -- ............ _ .... 
S.N:J. Cropp1n;} A~,tar.. Not 

.. 
b • .. 
d • .. ,. 

Pal,t.orn A.wara Ms."::,, J ;) A£O ~)<; 12$- Parao- Othar A.n, 
fled!. ~H1fl D l::f nal far- 'th-

ea sxpa- Mars ar 
rc.i. ,~1 rienca (apf.)ci-
decler~ ry) 

- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- ~ - - - -- - -- --

~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - --- - - -~ ~ ~ 
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4. If other farmers, plaase state the ns lea and illso indit:at9 
your relationship u1th thB;-:' 1n o::."dtJr of PJ'efar':3oca. - - -- - -----_- - - - --- - - - - - -- - - - - -

S.tlO. Nema friend Ralativ9 fleet r,1'Jighbour !troy 
rat"llor Other 

- - - - -- - - - - - - -- --- - -- -- - - - - - - -
a. 
It. 
c. 
d. 

- - ---- - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - --- - -
s. A~ Y JU coma t.o k:'tO~l ab'Jut the I'llultlpla cropping" ynu 

r:light have conoultod 30":19 body to know 3bout tht? dotails 
of croppin:) ,~i:1t terns, cultivat ion flracticaa etc •• in 
addition to wt'nt Y0;J kno:J about t:h'l mul til'lL? cropping 
pr<3\1ivl,lsly. 

6. If yos, plaa38 ;'I :fttion the soorce you have cansultad? 

a} V.D.O., b) A..E.O., c) SalesflJatl and Conrvlrclal Dealers, 

d) Other far'llars, e) tlny oth1lt"'.) ("fncH'y): 

-

-

7. If other F-- -. _. 
YUiJr ral;lL 

3 t :J laasa stat e the m·l·:IOS and also indicato 
ip uit;) them in order of' preferenco. 

~ ~ - ~ - - - - ~ - ~ - ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ - ~ - ~ - - -
S.rl0. Nama 

-- .. - ...... - .... 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d'. 

friend Relative Bast 
farmer 

iJaiohbour A.ny 
Uthar 

... ....... 
8. Safari) starting th9 l1Julti;)le cropping 9& trial you might 

~~'J9 th-!lu~ht about the pros and cons of' t~. lIuJ.t1ple 
cropt.; ing 'l 
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9. If yas, lat :-.. 8 knou which source has chang Jd your attitude 
for adopting multiple cropping ie •• uhether any source io 
instrumental in c-raating favourable attitude in your 'nind 
about l'11Ulti le cropping? 

YES/NI 
10. Plaase mention the source you ;18va consulted. 

a) v.o.a., b) A.E.O., c) Salesmen and Commorcial dealers, 

d) Other farmeru, 8) Any others (srsc1fy): 

11. If others farmera, please state tha na~es and also Indlc3ta 
y:lur relationship t..lith them in order of prafsranc::.1 • 

Nal1a triend Relative Sest Neighbour Any 
rar~8r Other. 

a. 
b. 
c. 

-- - -- ~ - - ~ - ~ ~ -- ~ - ~ - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - -
12. hre you udoptin~j multiple cropping? YES/NO 

14. Did anybody inf'luenca your decision to take up this 
Pragra.J! ? 

YES/NO 

14. If yes, which source inf>luencad you 'and also indicate the 
nature or influence. 

- - ~ - --- - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ 
S.No. Source - -
a. V.D.D. 
b. A.E.O. 
c. Salasmen and Commercial Dealers. 
d. Peroonal experience. 
8. Jthar farmers. 
f. Any at era (specify) 

-...... ~ .. -- .. - .... --
Naturo of influence 

- ~ - ~ - - ~ - ~ - - - ~ ~ -- ~ - - - - ~ ~ - - - - .., .. - -
15. If other farmerJ, please state the names and also indicate 

your ralations"_p uith them id or er of preference. 
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-~ .... - - .. ~ .... .., ... .. ... .. - - ... .. .- ..... .. .,.. ". .. ... -- .. -
5.»0. Friend Rslati\lo BOf.3t Neighbour I\ny 

-- -.. 
It. 
c. 
d. - -- ......... 

r.- , "1 ~r q~~ he t"f.II 

- - -

16. Since ho,", long you .lra adopt:cng lU} I: is croiJp.i.u . 

17. Pl·3ssa indic<?te ,.!hien SOlJrce is lM~tru1'1t~ -.·..,1 +,~ '1:]!<, you 
~Q adopt the samH'? _ ......... _ .. - .... - ........ 

Source - - - - - - -- - -
a. iJ.D.O. 
b. &\.£.0. 
{}. .jg19U HI1 and Commercial Dealars. 
d. Othar fur~ar~. 
a. Patuon<)l 11Xi)Sr iGnc~. 
f. i\,"y ~'lthol';> (specify). 

Natura or lnfluanca 
-
-

18. If o,,',ar farr.ters. plaaas state t'H3 namas and &l.3o indicate 
)fOUl' rdl;:;tionship tJith t.hem in order of' pr13ferdnce. 

- - - - - - - - ---. ---- - - - - - - - -- -- - - -

a. 

b. 

d. 

rriend Ralacivo Best 
raL'mar 

Noi t ,l hbour Any 
Gi;h~~. __ ... __ .. .-, .... __ ........... __ .. _ ........... ·.CA .. ____ _ 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
19. You have nuultionaJ seutiral sources 51.) c.lr, ",;111.,;:1 aro 

instrlFtlent" 1 in! nfluancng you in adopt iog 'Illf ltirJla 
cro;Jping. Plaus(} lJt nt''} know tltlich source do you 
psr-caivQ as credihle enure •• 
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-- - - - -- - - -- - - - --- - - - - -- - -- -- - - -
S.tJo. voo Ae:O~SalaslTlan other Parsonsl An, 

and COf:lr:t- far- axparl- others 
Greiel Jers sncs (specify) 

r dealers - ------ - - --- - - -- - - - - - - - - -- - -
1. Trust worthynaaa 

2. Expertness 

--- - - - - - - -- - - -- -- - -- -- - - - - - - - --

1. In avery villi go, you will coma across soma fdJ1mS:'S who arE) 
iilstrunent:11 i'1 or ~ C ~ Ing t he latest information to other 
far,ars. To tho o;.~ _ .. _ one do.n this he is rogarded aa CO"::1-
unicators, kay-communicators. They 1n turn are exr~cted to 
perform cartain roLlS in vieu of the complaxity of the na'l 
agricultur\Jl stratagy. r~o1.l pl:Hl se lot '"1C knou t 19 rolao they 
are expectod to perform in view or nau strategy of agr!cul­
tur.Jl production. -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -- -
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
t. 
9-
b. 
1. 
J. 
k. 

-- - - - - - -- - -- - - ~ - - - - - - .. - - ..... --
2. In avery villago, you uill coma 3cros:J some farmara lJI10 are 

instru~ental 1n communicating the latest information to 
o·';hGr farr.uua. To the Bxt,Jnt ona doaf') this work ho is 
ra.Jardad as kay-communicator. They in turn perform certain 
rolas in view or the complaxity of tho ntll.J agricultural 
strategy. Now please say what ara tha rolas the key­
cOI:liilunicator parfor:ning in your village. 

'. 



S.Mo. Role expeoted to be 
parfarcned 

1. DG~onotrat1ns i.prdvad 
practices. 

2. Providing information 
on nfiV practices. 

3. Supplying or helping 1n 
8'3curing sands. 

4. Providing technical 
guidance. 

5. Uinning prizes foJ!' 
:llsrit.orioua farming. 

6. Persuading fallow 
f a1'l1)8r8 to adopt new 
practices. 

1. Organising agricultural 
pro:;, i'u:lmS3. 

8. PrCJvldinq monetary help 
to fellow farmers. 

9. Prout ing continuous 
gui Janco and intrlrost 
in others' 'arrnln~. 

10. Spookinq off'iGial quarter 
em bahuIt' of fallo!.J Far~il.)rs. 

11. any Ol;l1ara. 

Roles 
per-tormed 

RS8S0ne for non­
fulfll:nont or 
expected roles 

3. So far you have CO:Hlulted eli f'fr3ront far:ners in YOIJr villa 19 
at differai,t stBga~ of adoption. Noy lat '119 knot,l Uf1otnl3l' 
any farmar in the village consulted you also for knowinQ 
the details of agricuIcu::,'<:tl innovatio!1S and tal-:ing the 
decisions to adopt/use of the HVV of paddy. fElrtiU.zars. 
Past1cl ;ss and Mult.iple CroppinJ. 
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S.No. HVV Of Pad,:y f01'ti- Pasti- Multiple 
1i%91'8 cidss Cropping - - -

a. Koouladga 1} 11 
lii -

b. Persuasion 

ii 11 
iii 

c. Oeci!lion 

d. Confir:n~t.ion 1} 1i 
111 

-- - - - -- - ~ - - - - - - - -- --- - - - - - - -- - -
PER~~NAt Oe~E~VATIOMS Of THE IHTERVIEUER 

ViSS. throufJhout 

YeSt at times 
No 

2. Intsr'Jiet..Jerts estimata of frankness/ 
sincerity of rospondent's replies. 
Very frank 
F"rank 
Not very frank 
Vary QVi:lJliva 

{ 
( 
( 

( 

( 
( 
( 

) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 

3. Intarvia'.J81"S ost.1m;lta of' gon1r(>1 coop'.Jrativaoess 0' 
respondent thrOUghout the interview. 
Very Cooparativi) ( ) 
Cooparativo ( ) 
Not very cooperative ( ) 
Vary un-coop3rativa ( ) 

4. Interviewer's genaral impressions of the re~pondantsl 
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"~ 'i~, APPENDIX - 11 

OR. S. V£NKU REDDY 
M.Sc.,(Ag.).,Ph.D •• 

A'iSOCIATE PROFESSOR 

Daal" S1r, 

£xtension Education Institute 
College of Agriculture 

A.P.Agricul&urol Univer3ity 
ftaJendranag&r : Hyderabad-SOOOlO 

This 1s to invits your kind attention to a re~Hl£lrch. 

projoct on rtp.. STUDY OF THE CJPh"iiUNIC ,TI0M PATTERt~S. NET-UORK:1 

AND KEY-COPWtUNI,;ArfliiS IN TUt: SEiJUCNTH\L AOOP';'lOM or SOliE 

AGRICU~.TURAL IW'lQ'JJ. ·tIONS". In this pt·oject ws nrG a!.sa 

try ing to dOl/slap ffn index to 1)eaSU1'9 tn. J nt urJ,l8:;: ~~o!'lal 

COEl]l!hJnic;jtlon bahavit)ur ot the r'arr4ar3 tak~.n"", .try :::0"3 id9ra­

tion the numbm' of communication lJIessags8. All thas3 "Jes&­

agss iday not car £'1 fIJ~ual wai~ht. Sama mo;;aagas Crin b3 COrrrDU­

nicated nosily tJl·tile fJthars prove difficult 1n c.:-om-1Un;!.cntlon. 
The main oonaidiJration in this rgg..Jrd, tharefore, is the 
relative eaae or difficulty of thQ massages in person to 
paraun c.Qhtfaunlcd ,ion. 

Sincs, you have adaquate axparlenca end Insight into 
the probla.'1s of communlc ticn, your expert judgemant 1n 

£lotting a comparative Y9i ll'ttaga of diff'arant mS3s LlfJea \J~"ll 

prove very useful for this study. Your active coo¥h3ratlon 

and quick respon.3S lJould enable us to comolf$te the study soon. 

I 3"811 be grateful if you kindly r.t~uro the attached 
judgamant Sh3etS duly filled in IJtBst by the 15th November, 1980. 

With uarm regards, 

Enol: As stated. 

To 

Yours sincerely, 

5.\1. rEDDY 
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WHAT YOU ARE REyUIR:O TO DO? 

Kindly cJ.)osidar each practice 11stud beloy and determine 

uhatl,ar the prace iCG {message} in your opinion li •• to the 

left or rinht of tbe mid-point, or in the mid-paint itself. 
Tha mid point suggests wno opinion A or ·nsit~r difficult nor 

aasy position". Than, you decide the s4ct ,Josition and Jive 

a 'Tick lDark' ( ) In tl-l. appropriate column. As explained 

.. rllt.il' this is to be dona kcnping in viau tile relative eaas or 

difficulty 0 f each massage in parson-to-parson communication. 

Easy to communi­
cate 

E:x- uulta Hath.r 
tra-
mel)' 

Mid Difficult to 
Point com~unicute 

rat-lar wita Ex­
tre­
'7IBly 

REMARKS 

- - - - - -- - ~ ~ -- ~ --~ ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - - ~ - ~ -- - -- ~ 

"t. HYV of Pa::tdy 

2. f art i liz ora 

3. PBstiuldM 

4. fltultJp ls 
Cropping 

Osslgn<ltion 
Signaturs __________________ __ 
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APPE!JO IX - III 

OPINION 

OR. ~J. UENKU REODY 
M.Sc.,(Ag.).,Ph.O., 

ASSOCIATE PROfESSOR 

SHE:T 

Extension Educa'l;lon Institute 
Colls'lG 0' A1rl~ulture 

A.P.Agricultur~l University 
ReJoodran3gar : Hydarahad-S00030 

/EEI/SO. dat~d 7th October ~ 1060 

Dear Sir. 

Thio is to invite yQur kind attention to a reseerch 
project Oft • A STUDY Ir THE COI'tMUNICATION NET-PORKS. PATTER .. 
J\ND KEY-CO'",UNICATOF.S IN THE .:i£lJUENTIAl. AOOP nON or SOME: 

AGltICULfUHf~L INrJDVitTlu~S ". In tr.is projoct wa aI'"" also 

tryir~ to develop 8 Role expectation !nstr~uent to measura 

the role parforlt}anca of tile key-com~;'Junicatol's. 

Sines you have adequate:; experience and inai.,]ht 1n 

the rola of key-cOil)raunicntora. your expsr-t cj.11nJ:on !Jill be 

groatly appreciated. 

An opinion shuet to ovaluate the EJxpected roles of 
keY-COfl):ilunicctora from your view pOint is enclosod heref.lith. 

Kindly go through the statement anel write dOLln your opinion 

(in the sp8ce provided) rG9ardln~ the roles that the key­
communicators should play 1n taa context of the demands 0' 
the naw atr,.,tegy of' Ayricul.tuI.'ul proclU(~tion. 

I shall be glteful if you kindly return tho attached 

opinion shoat latust by the 15th NOVa:llbsr f 1980. 

With wurm regards, 

Encls hS stated. Yours sincorely, 

To s.v. REDDY 
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K£Y-COMMtJrnCh TOf,S f\;NO THE INTEr.PE:'SONt\L COf·1fiiUt~ICA}J.q,N PRUJEC.T 

The complexity of the nBtI strat3qy 1n Agrict..I1tural 
pro'.lueticn du'J .:ods additional roles to be parfor;'lad by the 
key-communicators*' in brinGing ab Jut a rapid technological 
Chf1l1}e in :l~ r icultura. Kindl}' ·;;3rlt,1on. th9 roles that tha 
kay-co'1lmunlcatol's should play in view of tnis: 

1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 
S. 
6. 
? 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 

12. 

Designation: Slgna,tuZ'. ____ , .... ____ _ 

* Kay-communicators hera r2f~r3 tn the r2~sra in the village 
WllO scorl3S allOy. t;·,& me6lo humbar of Pl'sfarancea or cuuunu,li­

c.3tion acts In a r\R!'ticul~r eituet1.:::r: (i.e. t f;::rmars thrcugh 

uhom tna fellow "'rlilera aaek. inform.q;ion on difforant agr1-
~ultural innovJtiona). 
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Ope .Uon lInd 

1. Extent of' th 
nigh yie lding 

) 

I! {'pto 1 11 upto 
11 Up 0 50 
Iv Upt 
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b) Pa c ntag , 
19h y1 ld 
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2 tent 0 , u 
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6 
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9 
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~xt t of rea under a surad i~rlgatlon (20) 

iJ 
upto 25 .. 

11 ltpto SO 
1il. upto 1D 
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v) Upta cent p r cant ! 
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f a rm fa .11y. 
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v f t>r9 t han 5 

7· ~ Contact uith t h xt9n ion agancy ( 20) 

ODl'se frs usncy or oontact u~th uch 
catsgor1 8 of extensi on personnel as 
B. D. O • • u a rkars , A •• O •• V. L. U. 

i~ NevaI' 11 Braly 
111 Oftsn 

1v Moat often 

8 . Extent of tho sr.l~ll f' armers 
of improved practicss (-20) 

1i Upto 
11 upto 

ill upto 
iV J upeo 

v J Upta 

10% 
25 
50% 
75,u 
cant p r cent 

s adDptc):O\) 

par 

12 
16 
2D 

12 
16 
20 

2 
8 

12 
16 
m 

o 
10 
15 
20 

12 
1& 
20 
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9. n .rr_",,1v 
.. 

a) Perc nt 9 or the , , 
ar r t ooparallv 

11 Upto 1 11 upto 20 
111 upto 1 
lv upt 

v upt 50_ and abo 

b) A aunt or annu 1 turn aver or 
the bu ln8s • 

11 upto R . 10.000/-
11 Upto R . 25,0001-

111 upto Ra. so,ooD/­
iv upto • 15, DOoZ-

v upto R .1,00,000/ nd ov 

10. Conau ptlon 0' tr 
a ricul""ural ~urposa8 

ttr '0 
10) 

b r of' unit consu: ad per , rII 
l' 111 p I- y ar. 

• 1 1 

2 
4 
& 
8 

10 

2 

& 
8 

10 

11 upto 100 unit 2 
11 upto 150 unit 4 

111 upta 200 unlt. 6 
Iv upto 250 unit. 8 
v fitara th n 250 unit 10 

11. Tran port 'aciliti (10) 

a) Nearn s& to th highway. 

11 uptn 1.' 11 upto .2 k 
111 Upto 4. · k 

1\1 upto 6.4 k 
v upto 8 km anu abov 

b) Existence of r ade road (10) 

ii~ ~~cha ro d 
l1i~ uc a 1'0 

12. E uc tlonal at tUB 10) 

Percentage or litor t. rarmar • il upto 2 -11 upto 0 
111 upto !i 

Iv Upto 1D~ 
v ~or t 10% 

S 
4 
3 
2 
1 

o 
3 
5 

2 
4 
6 
8 

10 



, • Mark ting f clUtlaa ('\0) 

o gr 8 0 0 tCialtzetlon 1 •• , 
p.rcantaga of tot , pr duco of 
t a pr~ary oro • 

LI upto 4 11 upto 5U 
11i upto 6D 

1v upto 10 
v . U 0 nd or t 

I 

, 
/ 

n 10 

1 • Ext nt 0 t' . r ., partie! atlan {10) 

111 . Opto 15 
Iv U to 20 

1! Upta 5 1,1 upto 10 

v ora than 20 

15. Parcont of far · are culti v t n9 
t sir Olm l and 10) 

1} upto 5 
11 Upta 15 

111 upto c t r 

16. Con oUdat1on 0' 1 d hoidi (10) 

17. 

11.1 upto 0 . 50 
1v upto O. 

c unic tlon (10) 

at ' f n pape~ , 
• , P f i; f' ly. 

11 upto o. 0 11 U,.Jto 0.25 

V . r · th n 0.15 

a g· rinan • 

2 
4 
6 
8 

10 

2 
4 
6 
8 

10 

o 
6 

10 

10 
6 
() 

2 

8 
10 
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.. APPENDIX - VI 

II S1 OF THE C )PH1UNICATORS lO(NTIFI &' i~ND THEIR CODE NUMBER Itt 

A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE 

1. 

2. 

3. 
4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

10. 

11. 

"8'18 of the COl'Mlunicator 

KEY-COMHWJIC/\ T0£15 

SRI lI. r;OVlNOA REDOY 

SRI O. 8H£NCHULAKStWIAIAH S£TTY 

SRI n. N:'OAAUNI REDDY 
5RI G. it. SRt:-:NI\JA3UlU Sc::rTY 

SRI V. SRINIlliltSUUJ REDDY 

Sf( I A. VE:NKATi\Rr..Plt REDOl' 

COf1MUN!Cr~ TORS 

SRI p. YERRA REllOY 

SRI P. CH£NGA R£DOY 

SRI N. Ni.H.:WANASUAMV REDDV 

SRI KANDAT! PlUNIRATNAPI SETTY 

SRI H. MlINI REDOY 

Cod. No. 

76 

60 

1S 

2 

46 

16 

5 

24-

49 

• 
• - .... - - -- ... ._ .. ~ - ... .._,. .... ... ... ...... - - -- ... .. .. - ... .. - - .. .. - -
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APPENDIX - \/11 

1;IST or THE: CrJfV1UNICATOR3 .1POfTlrr;p AND THEIn. cpm: NurllBEc: IN 

A LEJ5 PHOGRES~IV[ VILLAGE 

- ..... - ... _-_ ......... - ...... _--_ .......... _---- ... _ .. -
s. t.Jo. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

8. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

t"Jmae of t.la Comll1unicator 

"~W'-k:'T"''''J''} ~u!'ln Itt 't tJH~' - --
SHI K. SU93AIAd 

:.iRl VElIGJ\LlE GURAVARAJU 

SRI K. VAR;~DARi\JULU 

SRI K_QNOilPtPJ\TI :HEtfGALARAVUDU 

SRI P -01 VENKi\TAR{\TNM 

SRI T. APPI\'(VA 

3RI C. 5UBB[,R .VAOU 

SRI CHITfiJOR i<kTAIAH 

SRI GANOl-iAlJl SUBRhhfli\NYnR 

Code No. 

50 

82 

12 

38 

100 

8 

2 

40 

2Z 

13 

1 

10 



/ 






