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INTRODUCTION



INTRODUCTION

It has besn proclained that we have attainsd the
stage of salf-sufficiancy in food production. DBut we are
yat to see the complete transformation of traditionsl
agriculture into a modern commercial endsavour. There
nead ba no doubt about tie availability of technical
know-hiow to take rural India forward. But the human
elenrant is to be exploited for a ;ricultural davelopmsent
as the key to agricultural development lies in the minds,
hearts and hand of the so called 'back-bonaes' of our

country - the farmers.

In fact, it is the motivated technology that must
ralease tha lock and swin) ths doors open for nodernisation
of agriculture. To accelerats this process, it neods
effective communication of relevant technology which is
energing almost daily to the farmers. In other words,
ef factive communication plays a very important role in the

rapid growth of agriculturs.

Effaective coamunication of scientific findings to
the nillions of farmers is a nacessity and key to economic
prograss af the nation. This is more so in devsloping
countriss like ours, where the gap baotueen intellsctuals
and common man is very wide., It is strongly felt that
man's groatest senslaver has always besn ignorance an! his
jreatest emancipator has always been truth and scisntific

knowledia.



In short, com#unication is a condicto sine-qua=-non
of national prosperity and intsrnational understanding. As
the prosperity of a nation depsnds largely on the agricul-

tural developmant, cowmunication 1s apparaently a plicable
to the dovelopnent of agriculture because it is the funda=-
iental step in bringing about a desirabls changes in any
aspect of client system. Thias aspact has rightly attracted
the attention of Baehavioural Scientists in our country for
the past feuw ysars. Consagquently, many studies have boen
undertaken to widen the scopa of agricultural communication
so that the innovations would reach the tar;st clisntales

affectively.

Even nouw, ws are not able to build up appropriate
communication strategy for popularising the improved and
latast technology. As a result, the technology i3 st311 at
the research laboratories without being eftectively trans=
ferred to the door-steps of farmers or their fields. This
has bacome a challenging task and it can be ovarcomas only
throujh skillful communicators and by using appropriate

comnunication media.

The success of "Green Revolution™ in our country
depended very much upon the largs scale adoction of high
yialding varietiscs and improvad agricultural practices by
our farmars. The adoption of an innovation is visuwed aa a

procass which reguires nany kinds of information. Such an
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infornation may ringa from the initial knouwledge ahout tha
innovation to an understanding aof how it can be more satis—

fying after it is used.

There ars many aoﬁreaa through which farmors seek or
get information about the technolo;ical change in farming.
The preference and sslectivity for @ particular source may
vary uwith the stages of adoption. In addition, their personal
attributes also influance the sselection of & particular source
at a particular stagse. Hevartheless, Intsrpersonal communi-
cation still plays an apprasciable role in the communication

of tschnology in rural areas.

It is ubll known that all the persons in a community
do not play egqual role in transmitting information to their
fellow beings. Thes flow of information is usually from the
more informed to the less informed although ths rsverse may

alsc occur.

In agricultural extension work, it is very important
to know psrsons in a community who have bsen moatly sought as
information asources. The kay=~elasnents in a process of person=
to-paerson communication are caertain individuals uho play a
vary important role in accelerating or retarding ths spread
of chan e, They can ba celled as key-communicators who play
an appreciabls role in relayin; nseu farm ideas to the other
parsons. Moreovsr, farmers pay more cradibility to the advics

and information given to then by their fellow farmars rather

¢



than any other source. Thersfors, it is worthuwhile that such
communicators be identified, trained and utilized properly.
It is possible to 1dantify thsm only by identifying ths

patterns of cowmunication and through coamunication net-works.

It has been obssrved that davelopmsntal and wolfare
agenciss 30 to the rural areas uith preconcelived ideas of some
fixed characteristice of such communicators and conss uently
falled to strike the right type of communicators. 1t is
therefore imperative that ue must understand communication
net-uorks, patterns and ksy-communicators existing in the
rural arsas and plan appropriate strategies of communication

in diffarent situations.
HNEED AMND IMPORTANCE OF THE STuLY

In one uvay or anothsr, communication has becomo to a
large extent, the common problem of the scisnce and arts alike.
In fact the bshavioural scientists concern themselvaes directly
uith communication, for, it is the process of communication
uvhich defines and maintains the structure and functioning of
living thinya. The progres.; and devslopment of any science
depends upon communication. It is fundamental to man's
functioning to make scnsa of whatever it is in his snviron-
mant which he wishas to dsal wit'. It is through communi-
cation that man relates himself to his world and to his
fellow=beinys. Man's avery sndeavour, as his very existance,

depends upon communication.
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The greaﬂast nesd of ths day is, thersfore, to
affectively coamunicate the latest agricultural tschnology
so that it wi.l be undarstood, accepted and adopted by the
farmera, The process is calling for imagination of all thnsa
concarned, for, the agricultural technclogy is smerging almost

daily.

Pyo1 obssrved, "Neus about dranatic events may

travel very rapidly throughout the society. Tha spsed wlth
which most Indian villa ers learnad of Gan hi's daath i

often cited as an exampls of the sfficisency of the word-of=
mouth process of communication but interprstations that give

context to such svents arc far lesas effactively communicated.”

Schrammz, after reviswing many ressarches on comiuni-
cation, conclusively stated that svents liks fighting in the
Himalayas {(Chinese agression) could be carried effsctivaly by
grapesvine communicationi but interpraotation, explanatory,

technical and persuasive matarials are hopaslesssly destroyed.

1. Lucin Pye - ACommunication pattern and the problem
of Repressntetive Govaernment in Naone
ti@astran Societies® - Public Opinion
Juarterly, 20, 1356, pp. 2501,

2. Uilbur Schramm- "Mass Media and National isvzlopment®,
Stanford University Press, 1964,
pp. 81-7.




fFlow of cdmmunicatlon is a phonomenon highly related
to a specific contaxt, spaca, tine, practice and psopls and
as such e complax procaess, If the generalisationas derived
from the studies are applisd without enough caution, modifi-
cation, and understanding, they might prove misleading and

gvan disastrous,

Hencae, ths praesent study was undartaken to provide

an inaight into the actual flouw of agricultural information

an.! existing dif erential patterns and net-uorks of communi-
cation with special refsrence to the 'igh Yislding Varieties
of Paddy, Fertilizers, Pesticides and Multiple Cropping in a

projressive and a less progressive villaga.

OBJECTIVE : OF THE STUDY

GENERAL OBJECTIVE

To study the comaunication Patterns,

Net-uorks and Key=-communicators in
the seyuantial adoption of some

agricultural innovations.

6




SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES

1. To fdentify tha communication pattarns folloued

3.

4.

6.

Te

by farmers in diffaerent stages of adoption of

solectad agricultural innovations.

To examina the communication net-uorks among

the farmars.

To identify the kaey—-comaunicators and communi-
cators with refarsn:e to adoption of salscted
agriculiural innovations based an their inter—

parsonal communication bshaviour.

To undarstand the distribution of key=communi-
cators and compunicators with respoct to their

personal and socio~psychological variablas,.

To study the difference, if any, among the kaey-
communicators and communicators uvith respect to

thair personal and socio-psychological variables.

To find out the association of salectad indepen—-
dant variebles with the interpersonal communica=-

tion behaviour of the farmars,

To study ths role axpsctation and role psrfornance
of key=communicators in view of the naw stratogy

of agricultural production,

~1



LIMITATIONS OF THE STuny

All the soclal sclience rsscarchaes have theaelr ouwn

limitations and this study is no excaption to the said fact.

1. This study has the limitation of time and
rasources for a single investigator. 0uae to
this, tha arsa of invastigation has been kept
limited to one district - one panchayat samithig
in one panchayat samithi two villagass only, and
tihe messagas chosen wers also limited in turn.
i8 such, ensralisations of this study uoqld bs
restricted to the arsas wvhere similar conditions

prevail,

2. Although the investigator has taken all the
praecautions to achieve objectivity in the study,
the chancas of biasness cannot be completely

gliminated,

3. Bacause of the limitations of time and funds, on
tha spot ohservations for a lonjer period could
not bs made to study the communioétor-communicataa
intaeractions although such an attempt would have

bean relatively more meaningful.

Ingspite of thess limitations, it 1s hopad that this
study would provide a better conceptual beckground to undere

stand the communicetion phonomsna in general and interpesrsonal



communication in particular. Thus this study becomas meaninge
ful to the planners, policy makers, extension personnael and
the scholars comnected directly or indirsctly uwith the problems

of comnunication and it's role in agricultural production.
PRESENTATION OF THE STuLY

This thesis is divids:i into assven chaptaera. This
chapter deals with the intro uction including formulation of
the proble, importance of the study, its objectives and
linitations. In the second chapter, relevant literaturs is
being cited. The methodology used in the study is explained
in chapter three together with the statistical ptocéduras
besidaes ths definitions and concepts. Chaptar four describes
the setting, in terms of geographical and ethnographical
features. The findings and discussion in the fifth chapter
arg dividad Iinto seven sections each dezling with te comnuni-
cation patterns identifisd; communicciion net-uorks; fdentifi-
cation of key~communicators, communicators and non-comnunicators;
distribution of key-communicators ond communicators with respect
to thelr socio=paychological variablesy (diffarence among the
kay~-conmunicators, communicators and non-communicators with
respact to seleacted variables; psrsonul and socio-psychological
variables associated with tihe Intarpsrsonal communication bsha-
viour and the role sxpectations and rols performance of key=-
communicators. While chapter six puts forth the summary and
conclusions, chapter saven brings out implications and points
for future research on tie subject. it the snd bibliography

and appen:.ices are given.




REVIEW OF LITERATURE



AEVIEW OF LITERATUR

Though the area of communication has uide potanti-
ality for scientific enyuiry yet, there are fsuw studies
carriod out in this field particularly related to communicae-
tion Pattaerns, Het-works and Key-communicators. Iousver, ths
availsble related literature is presented in a chironological

order under the follouing four heads.

1. Importance of key-communicators and leadership

in extaension programmes,

2. Personal and socio—écanomic variablas connscted
with tha leadership (Intsrparsonal communication

bahaviour of f .rmers).
3. Communication patterns and net-works.

4. Nole of key-communicators in agricultural

development,

IMPJRTANCE OF LEADERSHIP AND KEY-CGHNUNICRTORS
IN EXTENSION PROGRAMMES

Different terns have been used in the past studies to
danote this concept. Key-communicatora hava baen called as
informal locaders (Uilkening, 1952); influencers (Emary Ocser,
1958); adoption laaders {Rogars, 1960) and key-communicators
(singh, 1965),




Various socioloists and extsnsion educators had
enphasiasad the 1mportanca.of leadership in extension pro-

grammese

rd

Sandarson {1940) observed that whut one local leader
could do sasily, might rsyuirse considerable time and effort
on the part of outsiders. Ths menbers of the group would
expect the leader to speed up the process which would help
them to achiave thaeir common needs. Thay would do almost
any ons who trusly roeprasented tham and had sarnsd their

loyalty.

The study of Ryan and Gross (1943) ravealad that a
typical farmer first haard of hybrid corn ssed from a
*Salasman' but nesigihbours usre the most influential sources

l1sading to adoption.

Loomis (1945) described the role of leaders in exten-
sion programmes. He stated th t leaders kapt the aoxtension
agent in touch uwith the local problems and the felt needs
and vorked as the media betugsn the rural folk and ths

roessarch workasrs.

Tannons (1945) dascribad leadership as an important
principle thut an extension worker should keaep in his mind
and added that much better results could be achiesved if
projects wers undsrtiken with the consent and support of

tha leadors.



Hoffer (1946) identifis. ) some potential leadars in
axtension projrame. They uere raesponsibls and influentials
in that community in setting new ideas accepted anong other
farners because of their success in farming, good judgement
and active interest in the wslfars of farmers and community

affairs.

Hatch (1948) stressed ths importance and neesd for
the developmant of local and voluntary leaders for the
development of a countpy. Uith his experience of extension
work in India, he felt that India was leading in the davelop-

ment of leadership programmae.

Burner and Young {1949) cuncluded that the leadsr
must be selectad by the members on the group and not by any
sxtansion agency. Locallleadnrshlp was indispensable for the
development programme. Thaess principles guarsntes that not
only extension could rsach ths psople through their oun
neighbours, but also the professional staff could gain the

accumulated experiense and knowled ;@ of the local peopls.

Wilson and Gallup (1955) observed that the villaje
lsuders could do four times mors effectively in an axtension
prograamme than the extension personnsl and has thus indicated
the critical importance of laocal leadarship in sxtension

programma.




Ensminger (1956) remarked that the community devaelop-
ment prograwme should Fbater the development and‘affactivanass
of local leadara. Ha«athtsd that thes Gramsevek could not
succesd in hia job of being Priend, philosopher and guids to
the village peopls unless hs was orienta: to work with the

village psople through their leadera.

Raheja (1956) stressed the importance of rural leader-
ship in the intsnsive cultivation schans and pointed out that
the lsaders exarcised a great influence on the members in

their acceptance or resistanca to new practices,

Lionberger (1959) obaarved, soms farmers ars sought
diaﬁinctly mora as source of information than others and
that thsy possess other characterlistics pertinant to the
diffusion and use of farm information. Such persons uere
refarrad to as local influentials, adoption lsaders, opinion

leaders or simply as leadsers.

Thae introduction of nau farm practices in local
systam is largely concentrated in the hands of & fsw people.

They have generaily been referred to as innovators.

Lionbarger 1960) suwmarising ssvaral rosearches
concluded that key~communicators were actively sesking neuw
ideas and made more use of information sourcss than the

othsr farmers.



Savhnay (1961) observed that the lsaders racognised
in the villaye had also SEen naacd as persons whom the respon-
dents sought for Infornaticn and advice on fPurm matters. He
rightly, thersfora, concluded that "™village lsadsps and

adoption laaiers" tendad to converge in the same parson,

Mukhorji (1961) pointed but "tha importance of using
natural groups in cosmunity dovelopasnt fallous tho impértance
of developing and utilizing local lsaders. It is important
that all uarkers in Lhe progrumme not only undarstand this

but know all about thase local leaders.®

Reddy (1964) concludad that local lsadarship doas
exiast In rural cemauniilas in the diffusion of improved
aricultural practices, wha-har they be called informal
lgaders, kay-comaunicators, adoption lzader:, locul

influentials etc.

Ragsrs (1°54) found in his stu-y that the opinion
lea ers in ths comunities acted as kay=individuals in the

proce.;s by which neu ideas entarad ths systemas.

Sinha (1966) ohserved that local loa srs vero of vary
li .tle e faectiveniss, indicating thereby rither their lack of
intsrast in the programme or luck of coordination betusen

axtansion paersonnael and local leaders.

Sandhu {1567) obsarvad that in 2sch vill.ge kay-
communicators existed although very feu farmars soujht advice

and guidence in "arm affairs.
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5ingh {1970) stated in his study the characteristics
of key-communigstors could be expanded to include sevaeral
factors like = laadershiﬁ potential, communication motives,
aporism, dogmutism, confirmity, doviancy, sthenocentrism,

venturasomeness, axpertness and innovaotivenoss,

Reddy (1971) statad that bssed on thair interpersonal
communication behaviour and with apecial refaerance to airi-
culcure, thres typoas of laaders wers idantifiszd, nanely, key-
laadars, ordinsry lesaders and non-loaders (follousrs). Amrong
some were *,gricultural? and others YAsro-socialt in naturs.
Furt.er, along tham some wers 'Infora:l' an! others *Composite!
in naturas The percentage of lsaders in the progressive
village uas mors than in the non-progressive village, but the

kay~laaders' p:rcentage was more in a non-prograssiva villaga,

Shankaraiah (1972) asesssad thes relativse contribu-
tion of key-communicators. It was found that uhile in the
progre sive viliajse 69,35 pesr cant of farmars hsard first
from key-communicutors, it was relatively ncre inron-

projressive villagae,

Reddy 19Y74) idontified four categorins of communi-
caters among farmars viz., koy-communicators, comaunicators,
low-communicators and non-communicataors. FfFurther he concluded
that the percentage of communicators in the lass Hrogressive

villags was more than in the projressive villaga.




PERSONAL AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC VARIABLES COMMECTED
WITH THE LEADERSHIP (INTERPERSONAL
COMIUNICTION BEHAVIOUR OF FARMERS)

While studying tha voting behaviour of the Amarican
Public, Lazarsfold gt al (1940) rasported that the opinion
lgaders werc not diffsrent from their followers in education,
socio-aconnmic status and asge, whercas, they shoued significant

diffareance in the extant of mass media used.,

Lowis (1954) revealsd thot leadership despends upon the
following factora in order of their importanca - us;lth,
family reputation, age, personality traits, state of retire-
ment , education, connection with outsidors and numarical
strength of family and linkans. !!salth was a basic criterion
of leadership. #lthough leaders uere found in some measura
among all the soclo-aconomic classes, yst, iIn considerably

large numbers they rapresented the uppsr levals,

Progranme Evalu.:tion Organization (1955) stated that
tha factors contributing to the daovelopment of lea ership
varae tha socio=sconomic status of the family and the indie

vidual and parsonallity traits,

Kar {1959) raeported that the leaders belonging to
35«50 yeurs ags groups were literates belonged to upper and
ai:ddle caste groups, and wers operating on larjer farms of

more than 15 acres.
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“shudkar (1960) indicated that lsaders as compared
to non=leaders had highgr soclal status, more land and usre
mora educated. These findings were quits in confirmity with
Barnabus (1958) and Norang (1966).

Cohen st al (1961) pointed out that paersons uho are
more sccurats in their proediction of the attituda a?lothers,
are more likely to be chosen leaders on 3 soclo-matric scale
and/or on aelaction, They further emph:sized that 'prefarred
pasrs?! do indesd influence attitudes, Attituus chunge is

followed by behavioural change.

Rahim (1963) discussaed that farm influeniials npsrated
‘large firms, wers younger in age with mors percsnta)e of

membarship/ln organisations and were having more contact with

sourcas of information,

Rogers {1964) reported that leaders wers having
l:pger size farms, more of formal education, slightly hicher
formal particip.:tion, highsr knouled s, more innovativenass
in both homse and agricultural innovations and higher sxposurs
to mass media thun the followsrs in both traditional and
modern comunities, Howsver, ha observaed th t opinion lsadars
in mors wmodern cawmunities trivel more times per year to urbon
centrus than followsrs, but in traditional comnunities it is

Juet the raverse.



Singh and Paresk (1965) pointed out that koy-communi-
cators and nomn-communicators dif Pered significantly in their

farm size, communication skill and chan;a ajent contact.

Dashaukh (1966) in his study observod that majority
of the lea.ers werae from upper castes, ouning larer holdings
of land, belonging to the aje group of 26 to 40 ycsars and uers

litsrates.

Reddy (1966) found that traditional, caste aend poli-
tical leadaers belonged ta higher socio=-sconomic status, opsra-
ted on larqge farms, and were literatwvsy wiera as, functionsl
leaders bslonged to middle socio-economic status, oparated

on madium sized farms and warg also literataas,

Reddy {1967) found that influance with officials
focllowed by usalth, heredity, ecucation, parsonal interest,
authority and social servicas in that order uare the f.ctors
responsibla for assuainn lsadership in the fintroduction of
agricultural innovutions in rural areas and ke further added
that t . majority of the leaders wsre acove 31 years of age
and wera literates, naving wasdium and larje sized land
holdings, balonging to middle order castes and were having

familias with thrae to ive 7nombers,

San {1969) reported that among ths socio-dsnographic
charactoristics; agae, casts, litaeracy and ths number of
formal positions nsld; in econumic characierisitics, farm
lubour efficiency and farm specialisctiénass, mass media use,

8xposure to newspa sr and chanje agency contact undaer systomic

18
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linkaje; and among the socio-jsychological characteriatics
political knouledje was Pound to be significantly associated
with the opinion leadsrship.

Singh (1970) in his paper on studies of .gricultural
conmunication in india, summarised the findings of :iifarent
ressarches and concluded that there was difference (in most
cases statistically siguificant) beatusen key-communicators
and nopecommunicators in famm size, mmbar of houses ounad,

conomiec stotus, composite scors of soclio-sconomic status,
axtensiun contact, chonge agent linka s, trade union contact,
laovel of living, social participstion, adaopiion hehéviour,
gpinion lesadership, i ‘ezl role incumbancy, ponularity status,
and communication 3killis as determinad by Mahlanobis D2 test
has also been reported co be significant. Ths two groups
did not differ in agg, education and valucs namaly, consor=
vatism=liberalism, cosmopolitensss=-localiteness, Tatalisme

scianticism, and attituds Lowards change.

/ Verma (1970) found that the Parmsrs with high inter-
perscnal communication and influence behaviour were found
in both the villages -~ progressive and non=progressive {n
tuslva socio=psychological characteristics such asy socio-
sconomic scatus, farm size, sicial participation, communie=
coution skill, knouledge, attitudas, innovativsneas, popularity
status, idesl role inoumbemncy, mass-msdia exposure, personal

contact and urban contact. The factors like sducation {non=-




progressive village only) and cosmopolite-localites dimansion
of valus-orientation (prmgrossive village only) wsrs also
found to ba high in those who uare higher in interpsrsonal
communic tion and influesnce. Tuwo dimensions of valuo-orienta=
tion viz., congsrv: tiszn-liberalism and fatalis =gsoisnticiam
werg found to be low in thoss who were higher in interpersonal
comaunicacion and influence bshaviour (in progressive village
only). Ags and authoritarianism - non=authoritarianiom
dimenaion of value-criesntetion did not play any significant
role to affect the 1n£srperaanal caommunication and influoncs

behaviour of . armers in both the viillagas.

Reddy (1371) observed that the follouinn factors wers
azagociatod with the farm leadership {(interpersonal communication
bahaviour o the farmers) in the progressive village. Thay
are = numbar af housss owned, typss of houses ouned, material
poasa sion, far. size, farm pausr, socio-aconomic status, social
participation, actitu!e touards high ylelding variotiss,
attitude touards credit, attitude touards markating, attitude
towards multi:ls cropping, knowledge of high vielding varieties
01 puuliye knowiedge of cradit, knowled e of narketing, knoue
ledge of nultiple cropping, risk orientation, sconomic moti-
vatioi, value-orisntation, cosmopolitensss~localitenass,
contact with extension agency, imnaovative.s.., gregariousnesa,
mass medla expoiura, empathy and urban contact. Uhore as, the

variables like s .e, educution, conservatism~libasralism stec.,
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in the non-prograssive viilaga.

-

Shanikarsizh 1972) found that 780.8 per cent of the
kay-communicators in ﬁha projras.ive villaje ware from upper
and uoper-inidile claasas. In contrast to this, 80 par caent
of ths key=communicators in c¢hs non=prograssive village were
fram thase classos. He Furbher pointed out the choice of
the paople in ssckino tihe infornation and guidancaea from the

people of higher socio—gconomic status,

v/Reddy (1274) observad that tng actors liks aga,
aducu.tion, ca=ste, farm size, socisal participation; socio-
econonic status, urhan contact, innovativengss 2nd mass media
exposurs we: e found to bg the ssscaential variablas associoted
witihh the interpersonal communic:tion bahavio.r of farmers in
a progrossive villaga. The Tactors like a;e, education, casts,
Pagrn sizae, socio~2conomic status, urban contaci, contact with
extsnuion agancy, innovativeness and nass madia exposure usre
found to ba significantly associated veriables uwith incepe
per3sonal communication behaviour of farmeors in a lass

progreasive villags.

’ggﬂﬂUNICﬂTIGN PATTERNS AND NET-WORKS

Leavi=t {(1951) used four typss of net-works in hia

study viz. circle, chain, wheel and *Y? typa.
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Hare (1962) identified communication nst-works as four

types viz. circle, chain, 'Y' and wvhesl.

. Singh {(1965) stréased the interpersonal communication
at different stages of adoption has bsen found to have
distinct pattern. Thess patterns are based on the relation-
ship bstwesen the communicator and communicates. The patterns
at awareness, intsrest, deliberation and evaluation stages
appoar as spoked wheel typs, emerging star-type and unfinished
atar type respectively. This intsrpersonal communication at
trial stage takes pl.ce only in thosa practices about uhich
farmers had littls previous sxparience and tho p.ttern in such

a case is coentripotals

Cohan (1967) usad four distinct kinds of comnunication
net-uworks in different combinations to study changs in the
organizational structure of groups. Thaoy were whesl, chain,

circle and completely connectad net=-works.

The whaol uwas congidered as the maost contralised nat-
work. In this, sach mamber in the peripheral position can

communicate with the member in the centre, but no one elss.

Thae chain was next highest in centrulity, In this two
maembers occupy the snd position. E£ach of these members caen

communicate with only the mambers at the raslay position,

Ths circls nat-work contrasts sharply uith both whesl

and chain noteuorks. E£ach membar can comnunicate to tuo oth-rs



but to no one alsa. Thus it dozs not imposs scme communication

rastrictions on mesmbers.

Tha complntaly/cdnnqctad net=unrk is decentralised.
Just as in ths circle nat-york, all maabers have egual commu~
nication opportunitiss, Each mombar can comunicate dirsetly

with gvasry other mambar.

Shankaraian 1972) obsarved in his study thet there
are throe typass of communlcation patterns nanaly - Friendship
pa:tarn, Percsived best farmer and Meighbourhaod pattern in
both progra £iva and noneprogrs ive vilisge. Ha Purther
concluded that the Pact ti:at Farmediscussion group pattern
on HYV of uheat followad the psrselved best fzrmar pattern
rather than the friandship pautern in prograesaivs wvillage,
but in non~_rograusive viliage Frisndshlip patiern uas

followsd by psrceived best favmar pattorn.

/Reddy (1974) observed, with spscial rofarence to agrie
cultura, four typas of communication patterns uersg identified
in both ths villages, nanaly - pcrcelived bast faraer pattern,
ralationship pattarn, friends :ip pattern and naighbourhood
pattern, But ths oriar in uhich they uvars followsd is diffo=-
rent from a progressiva village to a8 less proressive village.
Nsverthelass, tha parcaived bast farmer pattsrn was found ¢o

have follouved by tha majurity in both the villegus.
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YRac, M.R, (1980) observad, the saclo-metric analysis
of interparsonal communicaticn behaviour oaong tha farmers
had revealad that in all the five situations taken for study,
chain, spoked-uwhésl and star typas of communication nei-uorks

have anerjed.

The key-communicators differasd in thazir rolas in diffe-
rent situations. 5Some werc found to ba highly finfluantial in
ono situation wvhile otherc uers found to be more influential

in other situatione,

Basidsuy, it uas also fuound that thers uaré ane kay-
communicator and nins comeunic tors amang Lthe non~sample
farasrs. Further, the study reveals that thsra were 2ome of
the fellow farmagrs who have raceived high socio~matric scorass

but wecre not salected a3 contuct farmera,

From the an2lysis of ths intarzcticns among tho contact
fariars, whezl, star, chaln and conmcon tyre of comnundication
net-works wara emerged. flere alsc, not sll tha contact farmars
were found to be eyually influantiul in the comnunic:tion acts.
8asides, ail ths cantact farmors uvho ware identified as non=
communicstars in the gsnarcl consultation paitern. were found
te bs non~coamunicators hers aiso. Thay usrse not performing
aty communicotion activity. ALl those 10 non-sam:.le farners
wars being involvad in the nrocaess of communication in this

situation alsa,.
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ROLE JF KEY=COMMUNICATORS IN AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT

iccording to Lionberger (1960) the role played by kay=-
communicators involves a procass wvhich has been termed as
pultiestep=-flou” or "triple~down™ thsory, according to which
they sacurse nsu information directly from institutionalised
sources and pass on the same to thoss who arae less liksly to
have direct contact uwith the institutionalised sources or

agenclas.

@ddy (1966) stated various rolss performed by leadars
in the community. They wara, securing, supplies of seseda and
fortilizers, railsing contribution, arbitration of disputes,
organising community action, giving information and advice,
propagation of new ideas, guiding and hoelping peorsle in
pettinyg govarnnantul assistance, focussing ths problaoms of
villogaers and hslping the extension uworkers. On the negative
side, roles psrformed by leadasrs were - aopposing the spread
of nsw practicoes, epposing comaunity action, self-sacking,
opposing raising of contributions, misjuiding people about
new practices and non-coopsr.tion uith extension workers.

In both the villages thers were differancas in role exnegctae
tions of leulers, as ssen by leaders und non-lsaders tiam=
selves. Ffurthar, roles uith agricultural developmant in
genaral shousd louw to medium rank in tarms of expectations

and perform.nce compured <o chs commsnity roles.




Sharna (1966) studiad the roles af keaders in the
dissenination of 1mprougd agricultupal practices and obsarved
that leaders and their rale chsngoad from situation to situa-

ion depsending un the objectives of the group, ULeaders made
afforts to canvincs the farmurs to adopt improved pructices
and providad halp by wuay of sussrvision, technical guldoncae,
sarvicea and supplios to those who trisd these innovations,
Farmars alsc consulted them for advice and acted upon such

advice.

Raddy (1967) in his study an the lsadarship pattarns
in the adupcion of sameg agricultursl innovations in rural
Andhra assasssd thas role of the leadsrs in tuo sta:es of the
adoption pricess namely = auarannns and ado~tion, 1In all
the five innovations takan for study, it is obusasrved toat
lay leaders uars ths most uitilised acurca in both the villagss
The contrioution of lay lsaisrs towards tho auarensss and
adontion was more pronounced Ln the village having rural
impact. It was further found that local illustrotion sat by

rural lsadaerc sa~v~1 0 tha main sou o3 of BUALINGSS.

Reddy (1971} statyd various talng axractations of
the farm leadors in rolation to tha nzw agricultural strae
tsyy. Thaey w re, raising ‘iemonstration plots and shouing it
to others, kae fng themselvas atleast uwith latest agrietsle

tural technolegy, adopting a.1 ths improvad agricultural
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practicaes, organising’maatings and othar discussion groups,
sarving as the murketing advisors, supplyin; the improved
gaeds to tha fermers, asgisting the farmers in gstting credit,
serving as the innovative farmars in the village, sducating
the farmers to grou mofa than two crops a year, acting as a
laison officer betueen the extansion workers and the farmers,
educating the farmers on latest agricultural technology and
holping the fellow farmers In getting ths nesdy ajricultural

inputse.

Thus, it 13 esvident from the above reviau that thare
éra no anough numbar of studies shouing ths role of key-commu=

nicators in the nau strategy of /gricultural Devalaopnant,

The over visu of the pravious studias in.licatad that
key=communicators were pluying very important rolo in the
differont stages of adoption aof agricultural innovations. It
was obsarved from the litsrature that kaey-communicators wers
differing from non-communicaters in respesct of farm size,
socio~aconomic status, extension contact, social participe=
tion, mass medla exposure and innovaetivenses:. Bosides the
caomnunication pottaerns and net-works differsd with respoct to
differant villagas having different levels of prograssivensss,
In addition, there wis no single study conducted in rural
andhra which has prompted the invaestigator to take up the
prasent study.
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RESEﬂRCH METHOOOLOGY
i
The prssad; stu&y aims to study the comnunication
patterns, net-works and key-communicators in the seguentlal
adoption of some agricultural innovations in Chittoor district

of Andhra Pradsah,

Ve

The study uwas conducted in two villejes {one agri-~
culturally progressive and the othor agriculturally less
projressiva) of Chandragiri Panchayat Samithi of Chittoor
district with a viaw to study the communicution pattasrns,
nat-uworks and key-communicators followad by the farmers of
tuo villages and to idantify the key=communicators, communi-
cators and non-communicators on the basis of their inter—
persaonal comaunic:tion bshaviour. Besidss, the rols éxpacta-
tions and role perform:nce of the key~comnunicators and also
the factors that are ussociaoted with communicators in the

adoption of ajriculturazl innovations werse also studied.

This chapter consiats of five parts = the first part
deals with the design of ths study, second part concerns
with the procsdures followed for the sslasction of sample for
the study, third port describes tha procedurs used for
scoring and meisuring tha variables, fourth part deals with
statistical procedures followsd in the analysis of data and
the last part deols with the operational definitions including

conceptual nodsl,



STEPS IN THE DESIGN OF THE oTUDY

The ressarch dosign followed uwas ex-post=-facto. Ths

study uwas divided into following phases.

1. Identification of key-comaunicators, communicators and

non-comaunicators.
2. Study of the communication patterns and net-works,
3. study of the factors associated uith the communicators.
4, Study of the roles of kay—cummunicators,

Identification of Key-coamunicators, Communicators

and Non=conmunicators

The communicators wore idantifiad with the help of the
interparsonal communication behaviour quotient1 {(1.C.3.u) by
measuring the interpersonal communicution behaviocur (1.C.B)

of* the respondents,

Study of comunication Pattarna and Net=works

This was dona with the help of a schadule at different
stages of adoption of agricultur.l innovations by ths f.rmsrs

viz. Knowledge, Pemuasion, Uecision and Confirmution stajes.

1. ‘addy, S.V. 1972), Oevaloped the quotient for his Ph.D.
progranme and later it was uidely used, testod and
published in Indian Anthropologist, vol. 3, Neo.2, Dec., 1973.



Study of factors associated with Key-communicators,

Comaunicators and Non-communicators

This was doterained wuith the hslp of a schedule which

cantainad the mcasurement of differznt variablas,

Study of ths roles of Key~comnunicators

The role expectations of key-communicators have baan
determined by tii@ axperts and tha farwsrs with an opsn snded
wuaestionnaire and the role parfornance has been determined by
the respondaents uwith the help of schedula having some role

expoctation items.
SAMPLING PROCEDURE
salaction of Disgtrict

Since the study particularly attempted to explore tha
communication patterns in relation to adoption of agricultursl
innovations, it would be wvorthuhile to conduct it in the arss
whara thers is accelerated agricultur :1 development, us such,

Chittoor district was purposively aalacted! for it 1is ons of

ths agriculturully progressive districts in Rayalaseema arsa.
Daesidaes, it 1s also sducationally progressive distriect and

several davelopmantul progrommes like D.P,A.P., I.R.D.P.,

1. The basic assumption underlying the purposive sampling is
th:t the investigator can pick the appropriate casas uwith
a definita criterion to be includsd in the sample. Thus
ong can nuks the samples satisfactorily to ona's oun
requirement.



and S.F.D.A. ars in oparation in the district. It was selectsd
basing on the racords apd by the consultations with the statos
lauel officials. In addition, the investigator is familiar
with the aacio-culturél miliou of the psople of the district
which in turn facilitatod for huilding up guick rapport with

the villagers.

Selection of Panchayat Samitihd

Chittoor district consists of 20 Panchayat Sanithis,
Out of them, one Panchayat Samithi numely « Chandragiri uas
purposively selectad uith the help of a schedule adainise
tersd to the Zilla Farishad 0fficicls for it was adjuged as
the best Panchayat Samithi. Besidas, it was onas of the
samithies rapidly devoloping in the district of Chittoor and
much of the affaorts of the developmental aganciss has besn
concantrated on the 8 :mithi in the rocent post. The igri-
cultural Collsge and Resaurch Station uers also located

within the samithi araa.

Sglaction of VYillaqes

Multi-stage purposive sampling procaedure was used for
the selection of the two villages (one ajriculturally pro=
gressive and thas other less progressive) for tha prssent

studye



STAGE = 1

For selection of villages, firstly an intervisu gulds
was administerad to the Extansion officers of the sslected
block to knouw tne n mes of the villa;es having about 100 to
150 farm families. This wes dona to facilitite better the
use of interpersonal comaunication behaviour juotient uhich
was mainly bassad on the sociometric technijue. Thus in the
selactaed block, viileges with about 100 to 150 farm families

could be screenad out.
STAGE =~ IIX

S5econdly, a scale to judge the agriculturalAprogressive—
ness of a uillage1 has beon administered to the Block Extension
0fficers to judge tha agricultural projressivensss of the
villages. The villages selectad in Sta:s - I were thus arranged

in an array on their extsnt of pro;ressivencss in agriculture,
STAGE = I11

Finally, tuo villages (one from u.per 5 per cent and
ona from louer 5 per caent villages) uers matched with tha
similar content aroas (i.e. messages or innovations) and were
sal: ted for the purpuse of this study. Thus Narasingapuram

{(agriculturally progressive villaga) and Karakambadi (agri=-

1. Singh, Ke.N., Singh, S.N. and Lokhandas, M.R. "A scale for
the measuresmsnt of Agricultural Progressiveness of a
village, Measurements in Extension, Divn. of figrl, Extn.,
I.ﬁoRoIo' flau DBlh’.’ 1972.

[
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culturally less progressive village) from Chandragiri Panchayat

Samitihi were selected for the purpose of this study.

Salection of ﬂsspondontsﬁ

The list of ali the heads of ths families of both the
villages wera obtained from the respective villayss. rom
the lists all tha farm familiss were selacted, which ultimately
constituted the sampla. Thars uwers 78 farm familiss [out of
93 families) in the progressive village and 105 farm familiaes
{out of 178 families) in lass prajrassive villags. Unly heads
of the farm fomilies usre interviswede. Toking both villages

togethar, the totil sample came to 183 heads of farm familises.

S5election of Rgricultural Innovations

Since the neu stratagy of agricultural production is
mainly oriented towards High Ylslding Varieties of Paddy,
ef fective uss of fartilizers, pesticides and Multiple cropping.
The above megsaes have bisen takan for the puyrposs of this
study and thoey also form the comaunication cantent arsas

(nessages).

Thess innovations were selected on the following

criteria.

1. The innovations uhich uare oriented to the nesds

of thz respondants,



3%
S i

2. Since the study was directed towards tracing couwmu-

nication pattsrna, net-uworks and ksy-communicators
with reference to adoption of innovations, the
innovations selscted werae introduced in such time
l1imit that respondents would be able to recollect
the details of communication acts with rssrect to

the selocted innovations.

Bassd on tha above criterion, four innovations were
selacted L.8., High Yislding Varietiss of Paddy, Fertilizers,
Pasticides and Multipla Cropping for this study.

THE VARIABLES - MEASUREMENT AND SCORING

Tha relavant varlables for the study have bsan selaected
based on the extansive revisu and consultation uilth axpsrtse.
The Tabla -~ 3.1 shous tho dif erent variablaes selected for the

study alon} with thsir empric.:l maasurementa,

TABLE b 3-1

THE VARTABLES AND THEIR EMPRICAL MEASUREMENTS

3.No,. VARIABLE ~ MEAGUREMENT

S an G O an W A AR g T o WA AD @ W) W YW P T W o G W W Ay W W W AP AR o Ak

fio DEPENDENT VARIABLES

1. Intarperconal Communicotion 1CB Quotient dovolopsd
Bohaviour (ICB) by Reddy, S.V. (197%)

2. Connunication Patterns Scheduls

3. Conunication Net-wuorka Scheduls

4. Role axpectations of Schedule and
Kay=communicators GQuastionnaire

S. Role psrform.nce of Schadule

Kay=communic .tors
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1, Rgl

2, cducation

3. Caate

4, Farm Size

5. Social Participation

6. Socio=Economic Status

7« Urban Contact

8. Contact with Extension
figency

9. Innovativeness

10. Mass Media Exposure

11, Gregariousnaess

12, Agpirations

MEASUREMENT

Chronologicel ane af
respondant

Socio=Cconomic status
scals developed by Trivedi
(1963) aodified to suit
tha laocals of the study.

Schaduls

soclo=Zconamic scale
devaloped by Trivadi{1963)

-do-
-do=-

Index devalopsd for the
study

Measurgnent dsvsloped by
Raddy, S.V. (1971)

Scale daveloped by Fsaston
{1968) nodifisd to suit
the locala of ths study

Measurenant developed by
Verma {(1970) modified to
suit the locale of the
study

fleasurement developed by
Reddy, S.V. (1971)
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DEPENDENT VARIABLES .
Interpersonal Coamunication Behaviour B

1t wig measured by a quotlent developad by Reddy, S.V.
{1972), This measurement of ICB mainly was an extonsion and
rofinement of socio=-maetric method, which was primarily
concornad uwith obtaining choices in the intarparsonal intsre
actions. From these interpersonal interactions, it was
intended tc locats the central Pigures {{.8. kev-communicators
and communicetors)., This measursment was mare valid than ths

sinplo socio-metric method. The ICB was measured as follous.

GTAGE = 1

1

Socio-matric quaestions’ pertaining to different measages

uwere asksd to the Pormers with the help of & schaduls. The
farners were asked to nems three farmers of the village through
whom they got the informaetion regarding the differont communie

cation content arsas in or-er of prsfsrencs,
STAte = 11

Tha frequency of the choice of particular farqer in a
pirticular prefaerence uas calculatsd. The farmer in the first
preference was scorsd 3, second preforence 2 and lost preferonce

1« Ths scores of gach rsapondant on each of the conmunication

1. Tha Soclomotric sSchaduls used for the collection of data
pertaining to 1CBQ 13 given in APPEZNDIX = I
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content areas wera computed saparately and their communicative
scorass ware obtained as per the procadurs described belou.
The comnunicative powsr for sach respondent with respact to

particul r contant arca was c.:lculatad as follous.

f1 Wy + fz Wgy + f3 Uy = Communicative Powor

vhare, fq = froquency with which any person {s being
chosen in primary sociomstric choice

fz = freguency uith wunich © perscn 1ls being
chosan in the sccondary sociometric choice

f3 = fraquancy with uhich 2 person is boing
chosen in the teritiary chodcs

w, = usightage given to the first choice {uhich is 3)
= yeightage given to the sscond choica(uhich is 2)
= yelghtags given to the third choice (ubich is 1)

tater, communication potantiality was calculated &n

tha following way.

B8y substracting one from the total numbaer of farmers
of the sampla and then multiplying by waightage diven to
Pirst ChOiCB ioao, 3.

(n-1) W, = Communication Potentiality

t'heres, N = Total number of respondents in the village

Uy = Waightage given to first choice

STAGE = III

Uaightagze of thae diffarant communication content aress

{messages) was assigned. Ths maesoaes wers assigned weightage



basad on their esase or difficulty in persaon~-to-pasrson commu-
nicatian, lere, four messages were selected, nanaly = HYY

of Paddy, Fertilizers, Péaticidas and Multiple Cropping.

These messages usre sont to the experts in the field of agri-
cultural extansion and communication as well as to tha aqri-
culturcl dsvselopment personnel. They weres asked to make
comparative judgement of each massags regarding its difficulty
or aasy in interpsrsonal communication. The message which

got maximum wean score was decided as very difficult to commu=
nicats and which got lsast moan score was docided as very

easy to communicate. The msssajes were arranged basaed on
thelr mean scoregc on a difficulty-sesy continuum and they were

agsigned arbitrary wasightagses as shoun belou.

MZSSAGES AND WEIGHTARES

'eightages 1 2 3 4
Messages Fertilizers HYY of Paddy Pesticides Multipls
Croupping

STAGE = 1Y

The interparsonal communication bshaviour scorss wers
obtainsd or calculated with ths halp of the interpersonal
comwunication behaviour quotient. A complsts visu of the

gquotient is given balow.



whara,

Fq Wy + P uw, + fp w
1 "1 ' 2 "2 3 "3 x um' - YJ1
{N=1) Uy .
Pa Wy + P by + T W
1 "1 2 "2 3 "3 x ““2 - YJZ
(N=-1) Uy
Po g + P, u, + f, uw
1 "1 2 72 3 °3 x Ums - YJ3
(Me1) U1
Po Wy + P, u, + . o
1™ 2 "2 33 X Un, = Yj4
(N=1) Wg
Yj1 + sz + \’j3 +* Yj4 Interparsonal
e Xx 100 = Communication
Um Bghaviour Scerc
(1CBS)
=l x 100 = 1.C.B8.5.
Liss
f1 s froguancy with which any parson is choson
in primary socio-metric choice
fz = fraguency with uhich any person is chosen
in secondury socio-natric choice
fs = fr - -necy with uvhich sny persan is choson
i ~iary sacio=maetriz ehoirce
wy = uwsightage given to first cheice fuhich is 3)
w, = waightage given to second choice {(which is 2)
ug = weijhtags given to third choice {which is 1)
N = Totul nunbaer of respondents (sample)
um, = \leightagas givan to first message

Weightage given

ta sscond message
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um3 = Métqhtéga given to third massage

U, = Usijhtage given to fourth message

Um = Total uweijhtsge of all messagas

Y] = Comuunicativs power of an individual
STAGE = ¥

The scoras thus obtalinsd ranged from 0.70 to 54.90.
Thosa with score more than '0' vere reogardsd as communicators
and thosae with '0' as non-communicators. The comnunicators
wera further divided into tuo categorie. based on msan,.
Thosa individuals wich scores more than msan were rsgarded
as kay-communicators. Th:ise with scorss af mean and bslouw
mean ware considered as communicators. Thus, the farmers

ware catasgorised into thres groups nanely - key-communicators,

connunicators and non=communicators. Here, the non-comnauni=
cators arse thoss uwho have not comnunicated any messaje with
others. ilousver, some of thom were invelved in consultations
as roceivors. Those who hzve not acted as either communi-
cators or raceivaers amang the non—-communicators were regarded
as Isolates for tha purpose of plotting the sociogasetric net-

work analysis,

Comnunication Patteras

The communication patterns were studied with the halp
of a schadule constructad for the purpose of the study. For

this, four sociometric situntions = friendship, relatfionship,

a0



pesrcaivad bast farmasr and neihbourhood uwsrs constructad
raprasentin four pat@aina of cowunication, Undar each
gsituation at different stegaes of adoption tha respondents
wers askad to nans the puttern followed by them. The
fraguancy of a particular patitern responded by the farmers

uss valoulated and pressnted in paercentagas.

Communication Net-wozks

The communication Net-wonrks arg studisd with tha halp
of schedule constructed for the purposs of tho study. It was
intanded to exanine whether ths net-unriks arc in the shaps of
wheal type, snokaed whesl, Y type, satar typws, comconbant typse
etc., 80 that it is possible to build up appropriace communi-
cation strateyy for different villajes uith differsnt levols
o prograssivensss s uall as to locato cthe ceantral fisures

in the Nat-uork (stars atc.).

o0lc expactations of thas Koy-comunicators

The rnle expectations of kay—communicators in vicu of
the new strategy of sgriculture as perceivaed by the ex;orts
in the fiold of extension aducation wos measured with an open
engad yuaestionnaire sent to the exports by mail and the role
exvactutions as perceived by ths farmers was studied by the

scne.uuls.

Rola parfaormanca of Key-conaunicators

Tha rols narformancs of key-communicators as parcelived
by the farmers was measurad by the schedule consisting of diffe-

ront role expsctation itome.



INUEPENDENT VARIABLES

The measurament, scoring and categorisation of the
indepsesndent variablas uéed in this study have been describad

in this saction.

Age
Age uwas computed on tha basis of actual chronological

aj)e reporited by the resapondent. The respondants vere catego-

riaed into throe groups as follaus.

Lroup = 1 H Balow 25 yoaars
Group - 11 ] 26 to 50 ysars
Group = III H 51 years and above

Eduecction

It was opagrationalisad as the informal and fornal
schooling attended =znd for thse measurement socio=cconomic
status scale (Trivedi, 19’63)1 uas used., The raspondents
were yroupnd into sevon categoriss basing on Trivedi soclo-

aconomic status scale as follous,

i) Illiterate cee 0
1i) Can read only coe 1
iii) cCan read and urits cee 2
iv) Primary o . os 3
v) fiiddle eee &
vi) High School ces 5
vii) isbove High Schocl cos 6

1. Socio=Economic 3tatus 3calas 13 qlven in APPENDIX=I



for the purpose of dilatribution of key=communicators
and communicators, tuo ebtsgories wsro evolved i.8., Illite-

rates and Literastes,
Caste

This variable was mesasursed by a schedule and cotego=-
rised and scored according to Laxmanna1 (1973) with fau
modifications as follous,

1) Brahmina XX

8
i4) Kshatriyas ese T
iii) vaishyas coe 6
iv) Upper caste ess 3
v) Artisan castss eee &
vi) Service castas cos 3
vii) Harijans and

untouchablas cee 2

viii) Detribalizad castes
and others P

For the purpose of distiribution of kay-communicators
and communicators based on caste, three groups wsre svolved

i.as., Upper casts, Middle caste and lowar casta.
Farm 3ize

The land ouned by the respondent has been neasured by

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

1. Laxnanna, C. {1973), Casts Dynamics in villags India -
"A atudy in Andhra Pradesh, Nachiketa Publications itd.,
5, Kasthuri Buildings, Tatz foad, Bombay.



It has beaen found that soma farmers had wat land and dry lands.
Thersefors, for the purposs of analysis of land holding of

varyiny types sntire laﬁd vas converted into a single unit

( 1 wat scra = 3 4ry acres). This fucilitatad the gquantifi-
cation and classification of the holdings botter. Based on
the size of holding, the farmers wero jrouped into three
catagories - small, medium and big formers. For purpose of
calculating ths sociowsconomic statuas of the furners, the
categorisation and scoring has been done according to Trivedi

Socio=aconomic status scale.

Social Participation

This was opsrationalised basing on wvhether an indivi-
dual $s a membar of one organisation, more than ona organisa-
tion, an officse holder and other distingulshing featurass, if
any. Tha measursment scoring and categorisation has been
done in accordance with Trivedi Socio=-economic status scals.
Far the purpose of c.tejorisation mean wi:s used i.8., those

above mgan ascors and those helow mean ascore.

Socig=Economic Status

Socio=aconomic status scale (Trivedi, 1963) was used
uwith feu modifications to measure socio-sconomic status of the
farmers in this study. The msasurement of individual fitems on
the scale tagether with their scoring hos beasn given in
APPENDIX - I. The modificustions of ths scale to suit the

locale of the study has basn done during pre=testing. The
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saoclio-aconomic status score of sach raspondent uas obtained by
administaring tha scale, Tha farmers uere groupsad into tuo

tuo categories based oh mean and st .ndard deviation i.e., those
with higher soclo-sconomic status and lousr socio=sconomic

status,

Urban Contact

L

follouing Loomis (1967), and (ay (1965) an index of
urban contact was developed. This consists of places visited,
fre uoncy of visit and purposs of visit. The respondents uere
grouped into two on the basis of mean visits. Those with abnve
mean score (i.e, mors than 20 visits/year) 'ars "‘signad a
scors of 2 and with bolow mean score (i.e., less than 20

visits/year) ware assigned a scora of 1,

Innovat iveness

This variable has measursd by innovativonsess scale
developad for this study. This scale consisted of nins itaems,
Each item was related in five-point continuum; i.s., strongly
agree, a,res, undecided, disagree, strongly disagrase and
scoring was given as follows - 5, 4, 3, 2 and 1 for positive
itoms and 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 fgr nogative items. Thas f .rmars

wara categorised into two groups based on meane

Extonsion Contact

This variable was mecsured in terms of the fraguency

of mestings of tho farmers with the change agaent, such as,
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village developnent officer, Agricultural Extension Officer,
Block Devslopmant Officer and Subject Matter Specialists,

The rasponsss uars recorded in four point continuum; 1i.e.,
very frequant, frayusnt, often and nesver. The scoring system
followed was 3, 2, 1 and O respectively. The poolsd score
-expressed the degree of contact of farmers with tho extension
agancy. The respondsnts waers groupsd into tuo categoriass
based on mean as highsr extansion contoct and louer extension

contact,

Mass Media Exposurs

Mass media was measurad in terms of rakintlistening
bshaviouyr, nsuspapar and other literature readesrship and
exposure to films, DBiffarent guestions have baen asked to
know the miss media exposurs of the farmsrs in the above
'araas. The mass nedls axposure has besn measured and gquanti-
fied as por mass media exposure index devclopsd by Yerma (1970).
The formers wero grouped into tuo categoriss bassd on ths me:n,
1.e0., those with nign exposurs and those uith low axposure to

mass media.

Gragarinusn!.g

The greg.uriousnaes:; has bean operationalised as the
measure of farmer's social contacts. The index of gregarious=-
nass constructod by Katz and Lazersfeld (1966) for measuring
the Uomen's gregariousnsss was used in this study to measurs

the farners! gragaribusness. Two questions were included in



the indax, How many peopls are thers uith wvhom you ere
friendly, talk with fairly often, who aras not and never have
bean your neighbours? Uﬁat organisations, clubs and discussion
groups do you balong ta? The first question provides a measurse
of tha magnitude of the individual's sphers of intimate,
informal relationships, and the immediate snvirommonts of ths
housshaold. The second juastion covers social participation

in more or less public associations.

Both the yusstions prasumbly rsflaect thse degree of
opportunity to participats in the parson=to-parson process

of influance.

In order to reduce the two into one scalas aeazch has
bean reduced to high=lou dichotomy, Based on the median
number of friends naied by the farmer, the f:rmers uerse
groupad into high and low classea. Then thae sample was

dividad again into another high=low clussification by using

mambership activity. Ulhile the indices wars applied sinul-
taneously it wis possible to clasgsify tha farmers into highs

low and medium in the gregariocusnesa scores. This has bean
prasanted in Table -~ 3.2.

TABLE hiast 392

———

CATETORISATION OF RESPONDENTS ON GREGRRIDUSNES3 SCORES

Number of friasndship
g oW

- aEp W e en S s " R D & g G S W @ 4B @ O B E e O o @ e = W W@ o W

Numbor of organisations :
Low “2 Q



Thus the number falling in *P' ceategory can be saild
to be highly jregarious an: thoss falling in '{§' category as
very lou in gragariousnéas. Farmers falling in R1 and Rz

( or Rq+ Rz) fall under medium cetegory of gregaricusnesa,

Aspiratione

Aspirations ars qoal statements conciiving future
lsvol of achisvenent. In order to assess the aspiration,
open=anded gquastions covaring caertain areas of individual
nesds wars uaed, Tha scale developed by Muthayya, (1971)
was used for thse purpose of measurenent of this vardiabla,
The follouwing arsas were includsd for a maasurenani of
aspirations, i1.0., sducation to aon/daughter, better housse,
farm pouwor, land=holding and matarial posssssion. It uas

dacided to use the yuastion "what would you expact to have"

to slicit espiration as it was thought to bring about a
realistic origsntation. Based on the megnitude of the aspi-
ration as revealed by the averags standard scores for aspi-
ration through open-ended gusstions, the respondents uere
groupsd into two cataegories. fisan was used for the purpose

of classification,

Devices usad for Data Collection

The follouing daevices were used for thes collection of

data,
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Parsonal Intorview Schedule

.

This is the nans usually applied to the sot of questionas
which are asked and filled in by an interviagusr in a face-to-face
situation with the subject. This technigue was considerad
to be useful in dealin) uith farners of diffarent educational
attainnents, It was also possible to have rali:ble and valid

data from the respondents,

A pre-taested intsrvisu scheduls was, therefors, admini-
sterad to the respondsnis to idsntify the key-communicators
and comnunication patterns in the villagaes in the ssjuential
cdaption of soms agricultural innovations. Ths schoduls has
besn devided into four major sections. The first ssction
dealt with bio=data of the raspondents, In the second ssction
pertinent socioc-matric guestions to trace the key-comnmunicators
and to study the communicction patterns were structured. The
third section dealt with rols performance of tha key=-communi-
cators, Last section cealt uith differont variahles and
their measurement, This was also coupled by Flangsn's critical

incident tachnigus shast.

Establishing the necessary ra port

Sufficient rapport was establishad during the prelimi-
nary villc g visits. To crsata confildencs and faith, the
lnvastijator wes introduced by some of the officials and non=
officials of the Panchayat Samithi to the villagers of the

regpective villajes., Later somz informal discussion was hsld



with the villagers to know their problems. It was also made
clear to them that the gtudy is purely for academic purpose.
Besides the local lanquags was usad during the convarsation
to gain their confidence and make than fasl that the invasti-

gator 1s their ouwn friend and not an outsider,

STATISTICAL PROCEDURES

The fallowing statistical tests and measurcs waras used

for the analysis of data.

iigan

Th: arithmatic mean ('i-) is the guotient tha: rasults
vhen the sum of all iitems 1in the series is dividod by the

nunber of items,

The formula in terms of symbol is R p—

whara, X = the arithmatic maan
Z = the sum of
X = gach individual item

8 = the nuuboer of itens

Standard Devéat&on

The standard daevistion (S ) is found by taoking the
difference of sach itum in the seriss from the Arithmatic mean
(X ), squaring this differsncs { x2 ), sumning all the squared
differancas { x2 ), dividing by tha numbar of ftems ( N )} and

then extracting tha square root,
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[

_=x2

S o= i .

whora, <— = standard deviation
z = the sum of
x2 = sum of squared deviation Prom mean

N = punrber of itans

cosfficient of Corrslation

Simple linesar correlution coafficient was camputed to
study the relationship between the indapendent variables and

dependent variablas.

2 - 2
ixz - f,_‘g(_)_ iyt - .55-11

vhera, r = co~efficisnt of correlation
Zxy = 3gum of product of pairs
Zx = sum of the first sample

:zy = sum of the second aanmplse

In order to test the significanca of the results,

tt!' tost was usad,

t =

r AN ne2
A= r2



't' calculated valuss wera compared with 't' table valus. If
the 't!' calculated vulue is greatsr than or equal to the
obtuinaed valus, null hypothesis was rajected otheruiss, null
hypothesis was acceptad and found that there was no significant

difference batwsaen indspendent and dspendent variables,

"' - tggt

Tha 't' test was usaed to find out whatiiear there was
significant difference in the mean scores of personal and
socio=psychological characteristics of ksey=communic.tors and
communicatars, The description and formula of the tast is as

follous,

t = with t
(3-2) d.f.

ngs? + ngel j R
N+, -2 .2

whers, i} = Mgan of X1 sarias

xz = [Magan of xz sarias

E& - '?2\ = diffaren:a betussn ths tun means taken
as positive

c% = yariasnce of x1 saries
s, = variancg &f Xz sgrias

n = Total runber of obsarvations in x1 series

"2 = Total number of obsarvations in X2 sariee

de?e Cegras of fraesdom

]



Spaarman Rank ‘Irdsr Corrslation Cosfficiont gra)

This teat 1s used whaen statiatical seriss are composed
of' items the exact of wiijch c .nnot be ascertainad but which
are rankad accor .ing to thoe size. Thias tsst helps tao acatermine
tha extent of egreement among the two sets of rsspondonts on
a given issue. To find the coafficient of corrslation of ranked

data Spsarman llank Order Correlation Coefficient was usad.

6 = d1?

£rg = 1 -
N (N2 - 1)
vhere, rs8 = (oafficient of correlation of rankod data

di = Oifference in rank betueen paired items in
the tuo serias

] = Total numbaer of itena

The calculatsd *'rs' value was compared uiti table

vclue of the f'rst.

Mann='thitnaoy U = Tast

This test is a counterpart of t=teast Iin param-:tric case.
his 1s the most powsrful taest among the none=parametric tests

vhen tuo semples ars indspandant,

n, {(ng + 1)
1 1
Uy = mnp + - R
2
. “2 (n1"1) - R
b2 =3 n.‘n2 + 2

2
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uhere, nyn, = ars s8izes of two samples

Ry = Total of thes ranks for the first sampls,
when the ranks ars awardad for all the
scores tuoking tagsther for both the
sanples into consideration

R = Total of the ranks for sscond sampla,

whan te ranks are zuwardod for all tha

scoras taking together for both the
aamples into considsration

when Uy is not available in the tablu 'K of Sidnesy 3Siegel
(1956) book then Uy can ba coleulated. '

Uz = Ngng - U1

u, = Ny, = U2

Ug + U2 = nyn,

whan hoth the samplas uf aingla s:mple is more than 20,

the significance of ohssrved value of %U' may be datermined by

u - _:%22.

Z = C/D N (011)

/"1“2 (ny +n, + 1)
T2

Thias cbsarvad Zevalue uwas compared uith tabla vnalue

of '2°¢,

fFrausncy and Percenta

0719 of tho data wers subjacted to and Anterprotsd in

terms of fraquancy and percontaz)es,.
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OPERATIONAL DEFINITIONS

COMMUNICATION - ®

Communication is a process by whic.: two or more
psople eaxchange ideas, facts, feelings or impressions in
ways that each gains a common undaerstanding of the nesaning,

intent and uas of message.

INTERPERSONAL COMMUNICATION BEHAVIOUR

~ <

It is oporationalized as the degres to uhizh a farmer
exposes the other furmers af hig village about a particular
message in an informal face=toe-facs social interaction through
wvord=cf=mouth or other channels of communication uith a view

to influsnce the behaviour of othser farmars.
COMMUMICATION PATTERN

It is ths physical and informal structur: that dafinos
uho consulted whom - and wit:: unat relationsiiip 4in e olven

situation.
COMMUNICATION NET=UORK

It i1s definaed as the channals of communication anang
members and sub~yroups or groups shouing ths comauricator -
comiunicates actions and interactions with reapact to ferm

consulistion,

AN



KEY=CCrMUNICATOR

Key~communicatoxs are those who corfornad mora than
avarage numbar of communicetion acts at difforent sta ;ss of

re

adoption,
COMMUNICATOR

Comaunicators are those yho performed average or less
than average number of communication acts at diffsrent stages

of adoption,
MNON=COMMUNICATOR

Non~-communicators ara those whio nad not parformad avon

a single communication act at differsnt stages of adoption.
INNOVL TION

It is a nesw idea or a practice uhich is intendad to
replacs an old 4dea or practice with a view to bring about
progressive change in the existiny pattern. Hers, the agri-
cultural innavatiuns taken for atudy are = High Yieldding
Variaties of Paddy, Fertilizers, Fasticides and fultiple

croppinge.
ADOPTION PRNOCESS

The adoption process is the mental process throuoh which
an individual passes from first hearing about an innovation to

final adoption, Thers were four stages identified in the



adoption procass ty Rogers (1965) namely - Knowledge,

Parsuasion, Dacision and-Confirmation,

rd

SOCIOMETRIC METH

fhls consists in asking the persons to uhom thesy go
for advice and information about tha idea or thing, This
is primarily concirned with cbtaining the interpersonal
interactions., Ffrom thess interactiounal patterns it was
intended to locate ths central figurss who are sought
for advics on farm practices. It would be necassery that
these persons involved in sociometric test should knouw

aach other.

ROLE

———

The function or expacted bshaviour of an individual

in a group.
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CONCEPTUAL MODEL

-

This model has beun concoptuallzed koaping in vigu
tha Houcomb (1953) and Uestly onc Meclesn (1957) modala of

interparsonal communication,

% close look at the modsl reveals that s communicator
is communicating the messages relating to High Yielding
Varisties of Padiy, Fertilizers, Pasticides and Multipls
Cropping through the word-of-mouth channsl to his followers
{recatvers). ‘'ers the communicators and recaivers ars the
farmers in a village, Tha entire communication pbtontiality
of the communicator has been quantified as his interpaersonal
comuunication behaviour. B8usad on tha dagree of intensity of
the intarpersonal comaunic:tion behaviour of a faormar they
have bean called sithor as kay-communicators or communicators
or non-communicatovs., The roceivars {(the farmers uho got '0°7

scores ) ars in other words colled as nonecommunicators,

Besldee this, thirtsen personal and socio-psychow-
logical varisblaes which havz a bearing on interpersonal
comnunication behaviour have buen pin pointed and thsir
association to the interpersonal comaunication behavio up

has bsmn indicsted with an arrou mark.
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SETTING

A brief description of the geo=physical fsaturss of
the District, Punchayat Samithi and Villagas sslected for the
study is dealt in this chapter.

Chittoor district is the southern maost district of
Andhra Pradesh covering an area of 15,143 sg. kms with a
population of 27.29 lakhs (as psr 1981 cansus) betuween
12° 67' - 14°% @' of Northern latitudes and 79° 55' -
789 3¢ of eastarn longitudes. On the south and south-
eastorn side of the district lies Tamilnadu Stats. Corres-
pondingly there is hesavy Tamnil influance in the cultures and
production patternas of the pecople of Satyavedu, Srikalahastl,
Nagiri, Puttur, Pichatur, Thottembedu and parts of Chittoor
panchayat samithies, On the waest and south-usst thers is
portial geographical and cultural influsnce of Karnataka in
the panchayat samithis of Kuppam, Palanansr, Punganur,
Chaodepalli, Madanapalle and Thamballapalls. And the district
is bounded by Anantapur, Cuddapah and Nellore districts on
the northern side. The density of population is 180 per sq. k.
The district is divided into 20 panchayat samithiss. Thers
wara altogether 1277 inhabited villages and 13 towns in the
district constituting 11 toluks. The litaer :.cy rate in males
was 35.95 per cont and the fameles was 14,41 por cent. Urban
population was 13.45 per coent, workers 41.10 per cent, Scheaduled

caste -opulation was 14.62 per cent, Scheduled tribs population



was 2,44 per cen@»and Backuward caste population was 20.00
par cant, i

The poﬁulation is mainly agricultural and groundnut
was tha most important dry crop covering 2,044,775 ha. in the

whole district, besides pad y being the main wet crop.

The district had nseither a;iajor river nor a perennial
river. Minor rivers such as Peddur, Bahuda and Pinca take
birth in this diastrict and drain off to Ananthapur and Cuddapah
districts. Thae othor rivers Ponnai, Kusastali and Araniar
also originate in the district and drain off into the neigh=
bouring state Tamilnadu. Suvarnamukhi and Kalangi which
normally take birth in this district finally drain off into
Nallore discrict., £Cven these rivaers occasionally get flooded
during heavy rains and dry up guickly. Ths position becomes

acute uvhon the rainfall is scanty and erratic.

The climate of the district was modarate with a normal
average rainfall of 827.5 mm. It had the marginal and fringe
banefits aof both south~west and north-east monsoan., Housvaer,
the capricious behaviour of the seasonsal winds uhich did not
aluays carry rain and in time caused fregusnt drounht condi-
tions, The sastarn sactor comprising af Srikalahasti, Chandra=
gdri, Puttur, Nagari, Satyavedu, Thottambadu and Pichatur
panchayat samithis get normal rainfall from the out pouring

of the north=sast -onsoon in uintere.
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The genceral’ dpy and drought prone scoclogy of the
district is dn 1mporta&t factor to be considersd. It must
bas emphasised that the difficult and drought prons terrain
of the district has made the psople since historical timaes,
a hardy and clever lot. Thay .ra very good agriculturists,

capable of proucing crops from very poor land,

Red soils ars genorally shallow to moderately deep
with appreciable distribution of gravel on the surface.
The top soil is looss and structursless and low in organic
matter contant. The soil reaction is generally neutral or
non-alkaline. In high terrace lands, the soil is guits desep

with clay sub=soil,

0f the total geongraphical area of the district 30.30
per cent is reprasented by forests and an squal percentage

is cultivated and about 16.00 per cant is fallow land,

Thers wuers 94,433 Small farmers, 1,73,114 Marginal

farmers and 3,906,251 Agricultural labourers in the district,

There usre five maedium ir igation sources, 8519 minor
irrigation sources and about a lakh dug wslls with a total
net irrigatad area of 3,68,788 acres as against the total
cultivated area of 13,06,000 acres. About 95,000 acres still

remains unirrigated.



Cropping Pattarn

1.
2.
3,
A,
5,
6.
7.

Paddy folloued Ly
Paddy followsd by
Paddy follousd by
Paddy folloued by
Paddy followed by
Paddy followed by
Paddy followed by

Land Utilisation

Important crops growun in this block during 1980-81

Paddy, followed by Paddy

Paddy
Ragi
Bajra
Jowar
Sugarcanas

Groundnut

were jiven balouw togsthar with their acerags.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

With the introduction of short duration high ylslding

varietiss much stress was laid on grouing more number of crops

in a ysar.

Ths arsa undaer multiple crapping and doubls crorping

Paddy
Groundnut
Sugarcare
Bajra
Jowar

Ragd

oo 5,80,892
sse 4,22,044
oo 71,664
caw 1,22,300
“en 80,000

e 30,100

acras

acras

acras

acros

acroes

acras

in this district during 1980-81 vas 8,922,046 acres.

oy
P
[ 1]



y
U v

The following patterns wars adopted.

1. Paddy follouad by Paddy, followed bytpaddy
2. Paddy follouved by Ragi, followed by Paddy
3. Pad.ly followed by Bajra

4, Paddy followad by Groundnut

5. Paddy followsd by Sugarcana

The follouing high ylielding varisties were under
cultivation in the district.

Paddy - 1444, IR-8, IR-20, Jaya, Kaveri,
‘ Tella Hamsa

Ragi - Sarada, Kalyani

Bajra - B.J. 104, Balaji Composite

Groundnut - THV=2, Kadiri 71=-1

Sugarcang = Co=419, Co=62175, Co=h.71-1

Jowar - CSH1, CSHS

CHAUDRAGIRI PANCHAYAT SAMIT!HI

Chandragiri Panchayat Samithi is in existence ever
gince ths formation of Panchayat Raj. Chandragiri panchayat
sanithi is located on th2 Tirupati to Chittoor high uvay at a
distance of 12 kms from Tirupatl, It is one of the agri-
culturalily rapid divaloning samithies in thae district, This
sanithi was includsd under Intsgrated Rural Developmaent
Programme {(IRDP) from 2.10.1777. Yt had a total numbsr of 78
revenue villagas. It had an aysraga annual rain fall of

905.8 mm.



The main croﬁé and thelr extents are,

1, Paddy aes 10,819 acrss

2. Sugarcane ses 5,539 acras
3. Groundnut ess 25,952 acres

Chandragiri Panchayat Samithi has basen iroadly Zivided
into throe firks of Chandra iri, Tirupatl and Renigunta con-
sisting of 19, 31 and 28 villagss raspactively. And this
samithi has beon providad with thrae agricultural officors to

help asaist the farming comaunity, of ths respsctive arsa,

DESCRISTION OF THE VILLAGES

NAASINGAPURARN

This villags was ons of the agriculturally progressivs
villages in the Chandragiri Panchayet Samithi. It is located
at a distance of 3 kms from the samithi hsadguerters, and at
a wakable distance of 1/2 km from tihe Chandragiri Railuay
St.ution on the Tirupati-Katpedi Rallway lins about 12 kms from
Tirupati,

The total population of the village was 1900, and the
area i3 5070 acres of which ths total cultivable is 1575 acros,

of uwhich the total mostly of red sandy loams,

Since agriculturs was the main occupation of the inhie
bitants of the village, they were cultivating paddy, groundnut,

sugarcana, jowar and ragl.




Tha source of irrigation was meatly lift-irrigation,

through wells, uwlth the hslp of slaectric pumpsats,

Bacaou .z of the unique location of having besen connscted
to the Chittor highuway on one side and Ralluays on the othar
end basides beling in juxtapasitien to the suemithi headquartars,

the village had guod comnunication facilitioes.

The inhabitants of the viilaga Uere ptedohlnently
hindus and muslims vhaere the latter are very less. 0Out of the
total 93 familiss in the villaga, 78 belonyed to farm famfiliecs,
There uore ssvan major castes in the villuge namely = Redi.ies,

Gandla, Balljas, Gollas, Harijana, Diobis and Barbars.

Agriculture was thes major eccupation in the village

follouwad by a fou traditfonul ca.te occupations.

The village had a primary health caentre and tha
facility of mobile vetorinary clinic of the College of Voterie

nary Science, Tirupiti,

The villagae ufiich had a panchayat po:osessed primary

school, agricultural credil cooporative society.
KARAKAMBADI

This village was said to bs one of the agriculturally
less progressivse villagses in the Chandragiri panchayat samithi
was situated et the extreme end of the gamitni touching
upon the cuddanah district borier and was situated at a

distance of 28 kms from the block hsa:iguagters.




The populztion of this village was 1780 uith a total

araa of 4,241 acres out of which 1,326 acraes of land was under

cultivation. The soils uere mostly chalka, rod sandy loams,

The farqaers of the village vere cultivating paddy,

groundnut, sugarcane, Jowar and ragi.

The source of irrigation uwas mostly uell and fau small

tankse The communication facilities to the village uere
rather comparativaly poor cocauss of its abutting into the
resarve forest though 4t had a road link. OJut of the total
178 families 105 bslon;ed to tha farm Pamiliss, Thsre uvers
six major castas in tha villags nawely = Balijas, Gollasy

Red:.lias, Harijans, Vaisyas, Dhohiea and Barbers.

The main ocwmpation in the villags was agriculture

followed by a few traditional caste oeccupations.

There was one primary school and a village panciayat

pesides an agricultural cre:ilt cooperative society.

66



FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION



. FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

Ingpite of a»auer.;al schemese proposed by Governmont of
India to maximise the food production, still it 1is lagging
behind the population grouth, as such, the paramount impor-
tance is to step up £t by induu!ﬁg ths farmers to adopt
improved agricultural practicss. To induce our tradition
bound and illiterate farmor of rural arcas to adopt agri~
cultural innovations, a powsrful communication system,
vhich can affectively bring the frults of innovations or
practices to ths door of cultivators is greatly needed.
Henca, it is partinent to undertake a scientific 1ﬁueat£~
gation on communication patterns, nat-works and key-commu~
nicators in orier to utilliie them better in the adoption
of agricultural innovations and agricultural developmental

programmas.

In this chapter, the findings related to diffarent
aspects of ths problem are presented and discussed in
detail, The data, having besn processed and analysed are

presented under the following heada,

A) Communication patterns followed by the farmers
in the sequontial adoption of agricultural

innovations.



B) Communication Net-works among the farmers =

Sociomatric anilysis.

C) Identification of Key-communicators, Communicators

and None-communicators among the fapmers,

D) Distribution of key-communicators and communicators
uith respect to their psrsonal and socio=psycho=-

logical variablaes.

E) The difference among the kay=-communicators and
comnunicators with respect to theldr personal and

socio=psychological variablea,

F) Parsonal and Socio-psychological variablas
asgoci ted uitih the interpersonal communication

bshaviour of farmars,

G) Role expectations and role psrformance of the
key-communicators in relation to new strategy

of Rgricultural Production.

SECTION - A
COMMUNICATION PATTERNS FOLLOUED BY THE FARMERS IN THE SEQUEN-

TIAL ADOPTION OF AGRICULTURAL INNOVATIONS

The communlcation patterns weroc examined at diffarant
stages of adoption process ulth tha halp of intervisu schadule
constructed for the Lurposs, in agriculturally progressive and

less progressive villageza. 0On the basis of response of the



TABLE = 5,1
COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IDENTIFIED AT DIFFERENT STAGES OF AUGPTION PROCESS IN A PROGRESSIVE

VILLAGE WITH RESPECT TO HIGH YIELOING VARIETIES OF PADDY
) e T G @ @ o o o G @ O > T G G e O a» e S G =N I Gl @ G e & o - ep G G G A G P P S ov an @ o0 o e @ D
Stage nozxczHr>eHoz PATTERNS

of Friendship :owmnho:WShu Perceived Best Ned ghbourhood TOTAL

Adoption pattern pattern Farmar pattern mmnnans
£ % £ % m . %

Knowledge 19 32.20 26 44 .06 9 15.25 S5 8 .49 $9 100,00

Persuasion 11 23.91 26 96.52 ) 13.05 L 6.52 46 100,00

U‘OW m.m.g - - 20 8.8 m NOOAHV - - NM H808

Confirmation 2 5.40 26 70.28 7 18,92 2 5 .40 37 100,00
TASLE = 5,2

COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IDENTIFIED AT DIPFERENT STAGES OF ADOPTION PROCESS IN A PROGRESSIVE
VILLAGE WITH RESPECT TO FuRTILIZERS

Stage’ cot TTEANS
of: . Friendship Relationship Perceived Best Neighbaurhood TOTAL
Adoption Rattern E.ﬁ.raubllnl EE FBMF!I.I
£ % £ %
Knowledye 15 24 .59 26 46,62 14 22,95 6 9.84 61 100,00
Persuasion - - 10 62.50 5 31.25 1 6.25 16 100,00
Confirmation 2 7 .40 16 $9.25 7 25,92 2 7 «40 27 100,00
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rasponients four communication patterns weras idsntified
nanely - friendship pattern, gpelationship pattern, bast
farmer pattern and neighbourhood pattern. Further the
comnunication pattorns ars exanined at differsnt stages
of adoption namely - Knowledge, Parsuasion, Decision and

Confirmation as well as uith raspect to different agri-

cultural innovations taken for study,
cat ion pattarns followad in a progressive village

Table - 5.1 shows the communicatlion patterns identie
fiod at different stajes of adoption procaess with rospect to

high yislding varisties of paddy in a prograsaive village,

From the Table - S,1 it ia clear that majority of
the farmers followved rslationship pattern 4in all the stagea
of adoption process. Howsver, 32,2 per cent of the farmara
at knouwledge sta a and 23,91 par cent of farmers at parsu-
agion stae have consulted their friends, It is stakling

to note at dacision meking stags the prominent consultation

patterns seoms to be relctionship pattern and perceived bast

farmer pattern, in that ordar.

The Table -~ 5.2 shows thae communicatlion pattarna
identifiad at differont stages of adoption process in &

progressive villaga with respect to fertilizers usa.

From Table = 5,2 it 48 cloar that the farm consulta=

tion pattern uith respect to fertilizars ssems to be ralation-



TABLE - 5 .
COMMUNICATION PATTEANS IDENTIFIED AT DIFFERuNT STAGES OF AUDQPTION PROCESS IN A PROGRESSIVE

VILLAGE WITH RESP&CT TO PESTICINS

'-‘l-"-"-""l'l--l'-'--""-""""--""-..

8taye COMMUNICATI ON PALTERNS
om . H f.h gg
Adoption mwmmmnm mwmnmmw :

.-----'-l-ll--'----‘-----""'--'l"-'-"-""'.

Knowledgye 15 18.08 40 48.19 17 20.48 i1 13.25 33 100,00
Persuasion 2 6.45 16 51.61 7 22.58 6 19.36 31 100.00
Decision 2 7 .40 16 59.26 7 25 .94 2 7«40 27 100,00
Confirmation 2 7.40 16 59.26 7 25,94 3 7 .40 27 100.00

TABLE o

COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IDENTIFIED AT DAFFRRENT STAGLS OF ADGPTION PROCESS IN A PROGRESSIVE
VILLAGE WITH RESPECT TO MULTIPLE CROPPING

.---."‘l'----'--'--'--'--'lll'--ll-'-'--""ll'-"

Stage. COMMUNICATION PATTERNS
of - Friendship Relationship Perceived Bust  Neigyhbaurnood T0Tals
Adoption Rattaxn pattarn grmck pottar parern
£ % £ % £ % £ % £ %

Knowledge 185 9.74 61 39,61 49 31.82 29 i8,.,83 154 100.00
Persuasion - - 20 50,00 13 32.50 7 17.50 40  100.0u
Decision - -~ 20 50,00 13 32.50 7 17.50 40 100,00
Confirmation 2 3.92 25 49,02 15 29 .42 9 17 .64 51 100,00



ship pattaern folloued by bost farmar pattern and naighbour-
hood pattern. However, 24.59 par cent of ths farmers
expraessed that they hav; followed tha friendainip pattern at
knowlesdge stage of sdoption., So, 4in all the st ges of adop-
tion the relationship pattern ua: most comnonly followad

pattern by a laurge majority.

The Table - 5.3 shous the communicetion patterns
identifiod at differant stages of adoption with raespect te

usae of pasticides in a progresaive village,

From Tabla - 5.3 it is evident that the majority of
the farmers uers found to have sxpressad the communication
patterns follouwed as relationship pattsrn follouad by best
farmer pattoern. The parcentage of farmers expressing ths
friendahip pattern and neighbourlood pattern seems to be
almost e ual, in all the stages of adoption process, vhereas
at psrsuasion stuaga, majority followusd relationship pattern,
bast fagmer pattern, neighbourhood pattarn (19.36 per cent)
and friendship pattarn (6.45 per cent) in thut arder.

Table - 5.4 indicatas the communication patterns
idantified at diffarent steges of adoption proceass uwith

raspaect to multiple cropping in a progressive village.

It is cluar from Table 5.4 that in ths case of
multiple cropping also the most predominent pattern of

comnunication idantifia:d was relationship pattern followed



’ IASLE = 5.5
COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IDENTIFIED AT DIFFERENT STAGES OF ADOPTION PROCESS IN A PROGAESSIVE VILLAGE

Stage CUMAUNLCATION b AL LEfNS

of Friendship Relationship Perceived Best Neighbourhood TOTAL
Adoption pattern = pattern = Farmer pattern pottern
£ % £ * £ % £ % £ %
Know ledgm 64 17 .93 153 42.86 89 24 .93 3 14.28 357 100,00
Persuasion 13 9.78 72 54.14 31 23.30 17  12.78 133 100,00
Decision 4 3,36 72 60.50 32 26.90 11 9.24 119 120,00

Gonflrmation 8 S.64 63 58.45 36 25.35 15 10.56 142 100,00
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by perceivod best farmar pattern and neighbourhood pattern
in almost all stagas of pdoption. Howevor, 9.74 per cent
of faramaers and 3.92 per cent of farmors have follouwad ths
friendship pattsrn at the knouwladge and confirmation stages

of adoption processg

Tha Table « 5.5 shows the communication pattorns

identified at diffsrent stages of adoption process in @
prograssiva villags when all the procticas clubbe! togothar,

From the Table - 5.5 it is vaery clsar that the
majority of the farmers have consulted thair relativas
followed by perceiv .d best farmers at diffarent stages
of adoption process, Houwsver, ths percantage of farmers
consulting their friends and neighbours seems to be almost

aqual, in all the four stagaes of adoption process,

The ovar viouw of the Tables = 5,1 to 5,5 clearly
indicatea that the communic.tion pattern follousd in gensral
was relzstionship pattern followed by perceived best farmsr
pattern, in all tha stagas of adoption and with respact te
differant agricultural innovations taken for study in a

progressive village,

nication patterng fallo in a leas pr jve villane

Tabls ~ 5.6 shous the communication patterns identi-
fied at diffarsnt stages of adoption process in a less progrow
ssive village uith res.act to adoptlon of high yfelding
varieties of paddy,



TASLE = 5,6

COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IJENTIFIED AT DIFFERENT STAGES OP ADOWPTION PROCESS IN A LESS PROGRISSIVE

VILLAGE WITH RasP.CT TO HIGH YILLDING VARKIETIES OF PAdJY

- E ap e G B @ B S W@ W W o W @ @ @ W N W W G G W A G D G G W W A w W T B G W W A ah e D G W e P o

Staye SAMUINICATION PAT LERNS
of Friendship Relctiznshdip verceived sdest Soeighnoarhood TOTAL
Adoption pattern patiern - Farer pstter pattern
£ % £ % £ e £ FA £ %
.-‘-"'l-"‘--'l--‘--'-"--"-"-'l-'--l'---"-'
Knowledgye 14 15,08 6 6.4 67 T2.34 o 6,45 93 100,00
Persuasion 10 7.75 24 18.60 82 63.56 13 10.37 129 100,00
Decision 10 775 29 13.93 Hé 63.63 13 9.54 132 100.00
Confirmation 10 747 33 24 .63 79 53,95 12 3.395 i34 130,00
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COMMUNICATION PALTEANS IOENTIFL 20 AT LIFFERLNT aTavcd OF ADWPTION PROCESS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE
VILLAGE WITH R:5PECT TO FERTILL Z8RS
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Stage e COMMUNICATION PATTERNS
of , rriendship Relotionship Perceived Sest Nedghbourhood TOTAL

L Dé

adoption tter sttern 2ittern
I o % £ A £ %

Know ledge 3 Lieda 30 12.34 34 59.25 33 15.63 43  100.00
Persuasion 18 16.22 15 - 13.51 65 58.55 13 11.71 111 100.00
Decision 4 4.44 i3 14 .44 60 66,66 13 14 .44 30 130,00
Confirmation 17 13.17 1lé 12.40 70 54.26 26 22,18 129 100.00

R



From the Tdble - 5.6 it is clear that majority of
the farmers wveras found to have oxpressod ths communication
pattarns follound as psrceived best farmer pattern, This
vas fcllowsd by relationship pattern at psrsuasion, decision
and confirmetion stages of adoption, Howsvaer, at knouledgae
atsje 15,068 per cent of farmars saoms to have consultod their
Priends for geiting the information on High Yislding Varisties
of Paddy.

The Tabla « 5.7 shous commiunication pattarns ldentie
fiad at dlffarenf sta ;a8 of adoption procsss in & lass
progressiva village with rospact to adoption of fertilizers.

1t is svident from the Tabls = 5.7 €hat majority of
tha farmers followed percaivsd bast farmor pattern in the
farm consultation with respact to fartilizers, in all the
stages of adoption procses. Houwsvaer, at knowlesdge and
paersuasion stagas the friendship pattarn, relationship
pattarn and naighbourhood pattern receivad almost equal
scores indicating the preferences of the farmers in the

farm consultations,

- The Table = 5.8 shous the communication patterns
1dentifiod at difforent st.ges of adoption uith raspect to

usa of pesticidas in a lass progressive villagse,

From the Teble - 5,8 it ia clear that a large

majority of tha farmers Pollousd ths perceived bast farmer



TABLE « 5,3

COMMUNLICATION PAITERANS IODENTIFIED AT OIFFERENT ST.Gos OF ADOGPTION PRUOCESS IN A LESS YROGRESSIVE

VILLAGE WITil RizSPoCT TO PusTICIOLS

Stage COMMUNLI CATION PACCE.G.S
of Friendship rRaletionshdp Perceived dest  dNelglwawirhood TOTAL
#adoption pavsern patgxn . gD PFe A aaskein
£ % £ % by % £ % £ %
Know ledye 1 0.€3 14 lL.48 125 79 .04 13 8.23 4 157 1000
Persuasion - - 0 11.64 64 74 .41 12 13.95 86 100,00
Decigion - - 10 11.64 (2 74 .41 12 13.95 86 100,00
Confirmation - - 10 li.04 64 74 .41 12 13,95 86 120,00

TAJLE - 5,9

COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IDENTLFIED oT OIFFZRENT STAGES OF AUOPTION ~2.40CESS N A LESHS PROGRESSIVE
VILLASE WITH RuSPECT TO MULTIPLE CRUPPING

>
t"‘-i"l--'l-"lll.l"'---'-'ll-'ll'--"-ll-"'---'

Stage e COMIUNICATION PALCTL NG
of Friendship Relationship Percuived Bast Neighoaurnocd TOTAL
Adootion pattari pattern Farmap Lecl ) n
£ % £ % £ hwmll., wbmkm % T X
Knowledye 3 353 42 i8.50 147 64.7> 30 13.22 227 100.00
Dacision - - <l 18.43 75 65,79 13 15.78 1li4 100,00
Confirmation - - 21 13.548 75 66.33 17 15,04 113 100,00
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pattern follouad by neighbourhood pattern and raelationship
pattern. Housver, nons of the farmars followsd ths frisnd-
ship pattern at persuasidn, decision and confirmation stages
except in knouwlaedge stagﬁ uhera only one farmor opted to this
pattern., Houwsver, at knouledgae stane while 11.48 per cont

of farmers expressed the relationship pattern only 8,29 per

cent of farmers exprssssd ths neighbourhood pattern,

Tha Table - 5.9 indicataos the communication patterns
idontifiaed at different astages of adoption procoss in a less

prouressive villags with roapect to Aultipls cropping,.

It is evidant from Table - 5.9 that a larga‘majority
of the farmers preferred parceived best farmoer pattern
followad by relationship pattiern and neighbourhood pattern.
The fammers who followasd the friendship patitern were almost

noegligible,

Table = 5,10 shous this communication pattarns {donti-
fiad at difforont stages of adoption process in a less proge-
ros3ive v iliage with respect to diffesrint agricultural

innovations.

From the Table - 5,10 it is gvident that majority of
the farmers followsd perceivad best farmar pattern, neighbour=
hood pattsrn and {risndahip pattern in that ordar, in their
consultations related to different agricultural inngvations

in a less progresaive village.



TABLE - 5,10

COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IIENTIFIED AT DIFFERENT STAGSS OF ADGPTION PROCESS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE
VILLAGE

- ER at W b G G W WP W S W @ W AL A W S W W AP P W SO gy MR W G T PP D 4 NE R AR b A B WL WP AR W R OB G W on D

Staye QO UHLCATION 22,00 G
of Friendship Halationsnip rerceivad dest Nelghbourhos>od TOTAL
adopeion daLtara Raktall) QLIer 2actern
£ % £ % £ % £ % £ %

- ) o S o G @ G G B B @ G w S @ T @ A B W R N W G v Wws G W CR P Wl OB W W W Y ew Wy WE W v » W W G e N

Knowledge S4 7.50 96  13.34 483  67.08 37 12,08 720 100.00
Persuasion 32 7.08 74  16.26 293  64.40 56  12.30 455  100.00
Decision 14 3.1 6 16,35 283 67,06 56  13.28 422 100,00
Confirmatiom 27 5.88 80  17.32 288  62.33 67  14.50 462 100,00
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from the over view of the tables - 5.6 to 5.10 it is
clsar that the paerceived best furmer nattarn was followed by
a lar;e majority of the farmers in a lass progressivs village

followed by rslatbnship pattern.

Thus it is svidont from the foregoing findings that
the communication patterns followed in a progressive village
differed with respect to the lsss progressive villags. The
differance betusen ths communication patterna followed in a
progrsssive village and a less projressive villaga may be
dus to the differsntial socio=cultural factors. Further it
is striking ta note that wvhile in a progrsssive village
relationship pattarn was followsd by percsived best farmer
pattarn; in a less progressive village perceived bast farmer
pactern was follousd by the reslationship pattern, This may
be because of tha closely knitted kinship structurs in a
progressive village comparasd to diversifisd and variasd
kinship structure in tha lass progressive village. Houevser,
in both the villuges it was abssarved that a consider-ble
porcentage of farmers followed perceived baest farmear pattern.
This may be due to tha fact that in ths prasesnt day context
of modarnizatinn genarally evary farmer wants to sask informa=-
tion from tha usll knoun parsons wvho have higher communication

crodibility.

Another finding of the study showad that vary small

nunbar of respondents sought information from neighbours and




friends. This may be due to the fact that uhsen the farmars
went to sesek information on the spaot they might have consulted

the neighbours and friends to save tims,

I

SECTION - B

COMMUNICATION NET-UWORKS AMONG THE FARMERS = SOCIOMETRIC ANALYSIS

In this section, the communication net—works among
the farmars uara axaminad. This has f.cllitated the resnarcher
to spot out the communication flow and patterns folloved by ths

farmars in the progressive and lasa progrssgsive villagas,

Tha data obtained about wno communicated whom has baen
prasented in a clear way so that it could psrmit a'Sostalt?
typs of relationshijps. This was done by yraphically dspecting
the comnunicator = com:i.cuicates dyadic relationship, in rala-
tion to four situations namoely = high ylel.iing varisetiss of
paddy, fertilizers, passticides and multiple cropping, The
figures wers draun on the Northway target pattern. Poarsons
uvith highest sociomstric scores {ICB Scorss) were placod naar
the centre and thoss uith lasser scorsa touards the periphsry.

Isolates1 uare placed outsi s the target,

Tha four different symbols - Triangjian

Heéxagords, Circle,
and Rectan)les ware used to denote ksy-communicators, communi-

1. Though the tarms non-communicators and Isolates gould be
used identically, the farmers uio sought Infornation from
other farmers uwere rejarded os non-comwnicators and placsd
towards ths pariphory and thass furmers who ars not at all
involved in intaerpersonal communication (gither as rezsivsrs
or comnunicotors) wsre rogardsd as Isolates and placod oute
side the tarj)st of the sociogranm,
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cators, non—com@dhip§tnrs and isolates respectively. 0Only
the first choices were used for plotting the rslationship.
Doubla lined syabols were used to denots the communicators
consulted in the @ cond. and third prefersnce. An arrou has
bsan draun from thse comunicatse to his communicator for
shouwing his communication effaect nst-work. FMutual choices
wars indicated by doubls headed arrouw. Ffrom the analysis
of socioyrams, it is clear that the key-communicators oxhi-
bited moras intorpersonal communication behaviour follousd

by commnunicatora.

SITUATION - 1

High Yielding Varieties of Paddy in 8 Progressive Village

Tran the Soclogram No. 1 it is avident that thers
are four key-cowmunicators and four conmmunicators. It is
interesting to note that only ksy-communicator No. 1 and 5
uere involved mere in tha interpersonal communication acts.
The rest of ths cummunicators were consulted by a feuw
faraers in thae first, socond and third prefsranceas. Further
it 19 claur from this sitution that iV the devalopmantal
parsanngl work through the ksy-comnunicator No. 1 and 5 it
is pousible to propagate high yielding varictiaa of paddy.

The emerging pattern waa spoked whe>l typs.

SITUATION - 11

Fertilizors in a Progrossive Village

In this situation, in Sociogram No.2 three key-
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cowmunicators and two communicat rz were noticed. Only ths
kay-communicator Na, 1 and 2 uere n10stly consulted by majority
of Paraers as indicated by their first choica. The spoked
uvhesl type pattern was followsd with respect to key-coanuni-

cators No. 1 and 2.

SITUATIGN = II1

icidas in a Prograssive Villae

In this situation, fin Sociagram No. 3 three koy-
communicators and four communicators were noticed. 0Only
key~communicator Na. 1 and 2, and communicator No: 9 uere
mostly consulted by majority of the persons in diffserant
stages of adoption. The chain type and spoked whanl type

of net-uork wyers naticed.

SITUATION = IV

Multisle Cropping in a Progressive VYillage

In this situation, in Soclogram No. 4 six koy-
communicators and foup communicators uvera noticed. Tha
spoked whesl pattern was observed with respact to the key-
comnunicators and chain type with respsct to coanunicators,
Hers also distinct clsavagss wers noticed with raespect to

the interactional pattarns,

From the over view of the Sociograms 1 to 4 it ia

avidsnt that spoksd whael pattern was most predominint in
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the prograssive village followed by chain typs of net-uork.
Hougver, it is interssting to note that only few comnunicators
warg instruaental in influencing the behaviour of a large
majority of the farmsers. The prssence of feau communicators

in a progrossive villags and more number of communicators in
lsss progrossive village might be due to ths close kinship
structure and relationship patterns noticed in the progrossive

villags.

SITUATION = Y

High Yielding Yarietiss of Paddy in a less Progressive Villaga

It is clear from Sociogram No. 5 that there are four
key-comunicators and saven communicators. Tha kay-comaunica-
tors have foruwed into saperate clsvages. 0Only four comunica-
tors ware involvad in the act of interpsrsonal communication
with respact to hijh yielding varistiss of paddy as indicated
by their first preferences. The rest aof the comunicators ware
consulted in the second and third preferences. It is interast=
inj to note that farmer 8 who is a kaey-communicator with high

IC8 Scores smarged as *Star' since the communicator No. 38

has consultaed No. 12 who inturn has consulted No. 8. On the

vhole spoked uwhasal type of net-uwork has sasrgede

SITUATION - V1

el

Fertilizers in a Lasss Progressive Villaqge

It is clear from Sociogran No. 6 that there ars four

key-coamunicators and fivse comaunicators energsed out of the
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net-work. Only thres communicators wers involved in the
consultation pattern as indicated by their first prefsrsnce.
The rast of then were consulted in se:ond and third preferences.
Here also the kesy=communicators formed into seperate clevagas,

In genaral tha pattern aner;ed was spoked whaesl typa,

SITUATION = VIT

fgaticides in a lew Progressive Villege

From tha analysis of thes Socciogras No. 7 it is avident
that thera are four key-coamunicators and four communicators.
All the four kay-communicators formed intu ssperate clevages.
Only one communicator was ccnsultsd by one ressapondent in all
sta)es of adoption procadss. Tha pattern of net-work was again

spoked whe~l type.

SITUATION - VIII

flulti;:le cro ping in a Le.s Progressive Village

From the analvais of thae Sociogram Ho., 8 it is svidant
that thare are four key—communicaﬁors and seven communicators
involved in the intercpersonal communication acts uwith respect
to nultiple croppings Ths key-communicator Ho. 8 asoms to be
mora potential communicator comparad te tiie rest of the comnu-
nicators idantifind in the nateuorke. It 4s startling to noto
that the key-communicator Ho. 60 :as :xhibitod lessgr inter-
personal communication behaviour comparad to other communi-

cators in this situatlon. Hera also there are number of
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clevages with a feuw persons interacting uith ons communicator
and in the othaer situations the spokad vheal typs aemerged as

the mast distinctive péttnrn of net-uork.

The over view of tha analysis of Sociograms S to 8
indicatss that the spoksd wheal type of comnmunication pattern
enrerged in all the situations. However, tha prasencs of
distinct clevages was alsg notlced, indicating diffarsnt
groups in the villages, Furti.er the abssnce o1 cligus is
also guite conapicuous in the commwnication nat-work. The
devalopmental psrsonnal in this villagae should concentrats
their efforts through the key-communicators and communicetors
having large nuaber of follouers to multiply their axtansion

affortse.

SECTION - C

JOENTIFIC TION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS, COMMUMICATORS AHD NON-

COMMUNICATONS AMONS THE FARMERS

The intgrparsonal comnunication behaviour of *''a Pagmers

has bassn measursd by means of a quotisnt davclonod by Feddy,

S.V. {(1971). On tha basis of intsrpersonal comnunication

behaviour of raspondants in ths cuntext of o ricultural innova=
tions, different cats oriss of communic.tors have basn identi-

fiad In & progressive and a less praogressiva viilags, In this

study, among the furmers, three catsgoriss uwers identifisd
based on the interparsonal coamunication bshaviour scores of

sach resgondent. Thay were key-comnunicators, comaunicators

o
d
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and non-comsunicators. This was dona with the help of mean.
Those fariasrs who raceived scorss of mean and abova on the

ICB continuun ware callsd as kesy-communicators. Thoss farmers
wvho raoceivad lasss than the mean scoros us-8 callaed as communi-
cators. And thosa farasrs uho receivad 0 scoros on ICB
continuum were placed under the non-communicators catagory,
and they were not considerasd by at least one rospondent as his
communicator, Thaey wzre thorafore ragarded as receivers or
isolates. Thus the key-comaunicators wers thoss who got

highast ICH scores than the comnunicators.

Table - 5.11 shous the kaey-communicators, conmunicators
and non=comiaunicatars identifiad in a progressive and loss

prograssive villajes.

TABLE = 5,11

KEY=COMMUNTCATORS, COMMUNICATORS AND NON-COMMUNICATORS IN A
PROGRESLIVE AND LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGES

Key=Cont=  Cosinuni- Mon~Comm=-
Villags unicators cators unicators TOTAL
F % [4 s ¥ a

- mn WS Em ER G W AN P WE A am M WS M W WS G @R S WE W e W am WP ar e BB At P

Prograssive 8 7.69 5 6.41 67 B85.90 78 100.00

Loss Progressiva 4 3.81 9 8.57 92 87.62 105 100.00

@B S SN W T W W T L WS W WS W W ws W W W M Ah E WE Wl Wt W % we B ak G g

It is clear from the abova tabla that tha totcl number
of koy~communicators identifisd were more in a progressive

villa)e. ilowsver total numbsr of communicators identiried



KEY«COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS IDENTIFIED AT DIVFERENT STAGES OF AUQPTION PROCESS IN A

PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

- G e W ¢ @ A G G W D @ G W W W e G G S} W Ay A W W W v B

Stage Roleo ABWJUNI CATORS

of HYV OF Ferti= Paesti=- Miltiple

Adoption Paddy Adizers caus Croo ing
£ % £ % £ % £ %

- @ ot o @ E B @ W W B ok G v W G G T A W o e - e W == -
Knowiedge 4 100 5 100 3 100 6 100,00
Persuasion 3 75 3 100 3 1039 5 100,00
Decision 2 S0 3 25 3 100 5 43,33
Confirmatioi 2 30 2 50 2 100 P 33433

.---'------""-'-'---'--'l'

KEYaCOMIJNLCATORS ) COMMUHICATURS KDGNTIFLLD ~T JLFFERENT

- LESS PROGRESSIVE Vi LLAGE

e
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stage
of
Adoption

- ---wow--
Knowiedye
Persuassion
Decision
Confirmation

'.'----------'-l-----’---'-'l---"--"ll-"ll---.

Mﬂnr-u E e

LV COMMINT O NYORS
HYV OF Ferti- Pescie Maltipie
Padu lizers cidas nnOLohp&
T TR T2
4 10 4 100 4 100 4 100
4 100 4 100 4 100 4 100
4 1900 4 100 4 100 4 100
3 75 4 100 4 100 4 100

SOMEMINICATONS

HYV'OF ~ Ferti- resti= Fu.tiple
Paudy ilzeon aldes Cropping
£ % £ ;3 £ % £ %

4 100 2 10 4 1w 3 K

4 100 - - 1 25 - -

STaueS OF AJXWLION PRUCESE IN A

COMMUNI CATORS
$XF OF Ferud~ resti- Muitiple
Paad ilznes cldes cr in
T X w T
4 100 3 100 1 130 4 130
4 100 3 1w 1 149 4 10
4 100 3 120 1 100 4 120
3 75 3 100 1 100 4 170




vare nore in lass prograssive village. The percentage nf
communicators houevaer ues norse in progressive village
compared to lass progressive villags. In both villages,
therefore, there are feu individuals acting as key-informants

indicating leadership traits among few people.

Tahles « 5.12 and 5,13 show the key-communicators
and comnunicators idantified at different stages of adoption

process in a projresaive and less progjrossive villages.

From tha analysis of Table - 5,12 it i3 clear that
thers ars naximum numbsr of Koy-communicotors involved in
Knowladys, Persuasion stages with resrect te &ll the pructices,
Uheras as at Decision and Confirmeticon stages only 50 per cent
and less nunber of kay-communicaters vere identified with
raspoct to their involveaant in interperscnal communication
acts pertalining to Hicgh Yiaolding Varietiecs of Paddy, Fertie
lizers and Multiple Cropping. None of the communicators seesms
to have basn consulted at Dacision and Confirmation stages

with respsesct to all the innovations,

From the analysis of Table = 5.13 it is clear that all
the key~comaunicatars are involusd in intarpesrional communi-
cation 3acts partaining to all messagoes at different stages of
adoption process. Uhaera as uith respect to passticidss only

ons communicator was 1dentifiad,



The Tsble - 5.54 shous the interpsresonal comnunie
cation 8Bzhavigur Scoras of the key-communicaters and
comaunicators identified in a progressive and less pro-

grassive villages,

TABLE -~ 5,14

INTERPZRECNAL CTORMUNICATION BEHAVIOUR SCORES OF KEY=CORfUNI-
CATORS AND COMMUNICATORS.

- We e AP P WS W WP M W Ex W My S0 s W W B G G ap Y G G aGF A ap W N G

Code No. PROGRES STYE Code NHo.  LESS PROGRESSIVE
of the VILLAGE of the YILLAGE
ruspondant R.C.  C  respondent  KeC.
2 13,00 - 1 - 4.00
5 - 10.40 2 - 12.70
6 - 1.30 6 - 15,00
8 - 0.70 8 77.10 -
15 14.40 - 0 - 3.40
16 11,80 - 12 45.80 -
24 - 6.50 13 - 5.10
46 13,00 - 22 - 5450
A9 - 3.80 38 - 23,00
60 23.40 - 40 - 10.80
76 30.40 - &0 54,30 -
82 50,00 -
100 - 20.60

KeCe = Keoy-communicator € - Conmunicator



From the Table - 5.14 it is cloar that the highest
Interparsenal Comndﬁieation Bahavisur Score was recordod
with respact to respondent No., 76 in a Prograssivs Yillaqge
and ragspondent No, 8 with respsct to lass prooressive village
indicating their cradibliity in the farm consultation pattarns.
further it is clear that interpsrsonal communication bshaviour
scores of the respondents fruom less progrsasive villags was
mors compafad to prograssive village., This might be dus to
mora number of Parn familias in that vi)lags and alsc nore
depondencoe on fellmny farmers for gettling sdvice and guidance.
It 1s natural that other sources like esxtensfion uorkers, Mass
medie might have hean much utilized in progresssive villane

compared to lass pregressive village.

SECTICH = O

DISTRIBUTION OF XKEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS UITH
RISPECT TO THEIR PERSONAL AND SOCIO=-PSYCHOALOSICAL YARIA3ZLES

In this section, che kay-communicators, eomrwunicators
wverg distributed intc difiearent groups with respuct tc thelr
personal and socio-psycholonical varliables. This was done
uith ths help of mcan, standard deviation as well as by

other standardlaed gcalas,

age

The Tablses - 5.15 and 5.16 show the distribution aof
kay=comaunicators and communicators on thig ags groups in a

prograssive and loss prugressive vililage.

o
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TABLE = 5,15

DISTRIBUTION DF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR AGE IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Grou KEY=COMMUNICATORS COmMUtICATORS
P Numbar Dar can Number Per cant
cld 3 50.00 4 80,00
(51 and abova)

middle 3 50.00 1 20,00
(26 to 50)

{upto 25)

JABLE - 5,16

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR AGE IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Grou KEY=COMMUNICATORS COMMUNICATORS
P Number  Per cent Number Per cent
0l1d - . - 1 11.11
(51 and abova) .

Middle 4 100.00 8 88,89
(26 to 50)

Young - - - -

(upto 25)



Tables - 5,15 and 5.16 reveal that 50 per cent of key=-
communicators in progressive villege and all of them in less
progressive village belong to middle age group, Nons of the
communicators and kesy-communicators are from young age group.
By this one could conclude that middle and old aje people
still are considered as matured for consultations by virtue

of their more farm expesrienca,
Education

The respondents were distributed into tuo categories

1.8., literates and illiteratas,

The Tables - 5,17 and 5,18 show tha distribution of
key-communicators and communicators on ths basis of their

education in a progressive and less prugicssive villages

TABLE = 5,17

DIST IBUTION OF KEY=COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR® EDUCATION IN A PROGREASIVE VILLAGE

Grou KEY=COMMUNICATORS COMMUNICATORS
P Number Per cent moar ar con
Literatas 6 100,00 4 80,00

Illiterates - - 1 20,00
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Tf¢ TABLE = 5.18

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEI® EDUCATION IN A LESS PROGRESSIVT VILLAGE

- e oy W S AR B G GP G s W o OF ah VB T S T IR G UF WP W G W AR s W M en

Grou KEY=COMMUNICATORS COMMUNICATORS
P lumbsar Par con Number Par cent
Litarates 2 $0.00 8 88,89
Illiterates z 50.00 : 11.11

From the Tables - 5,17 and 5,18 it is clear that all
the koy-communicators and majority of communicators‘are
literates in a progressive village, whsrs as, 50 per cant of
the kay-ccmmunicators are illiterates in a less prograssive
village. It is natural that in a less progressiva village

ons can expect more illitsrates than in a progressive villags.
Caste

The respondents wera categorised into three caste

groups,

The Tables = 5,19 and 5.20 show the distribution of
key~communicators and communicators on the basis of thsir

caste in a progressive and less progressive village.



TABLE = 5,19

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR CASTE IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Grou KEY-=COMAUNICATORS COMIUNICATORS

P Number Par cant {{umber Per cent
Uppar 4 66,67 2 40,00
Middle 2 33.33 3 60,00

a o wh GF W Y gl T o0 o @ W @ = W G» T G e S " e W Gy wy G G G WS MW W

TABLE - 5,20

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR CASTE IN A LESS PROGR:SSIVE VILLAGE

EY-COMMUNICATORS COMMUMICATORS
Group éuﬁber Per cent umbar er can
Middle 2 50,00 8 88,89

tover 2 50,00 1 11.11
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The analycis of thae distribution depicted in Tables -
5.19 and 5.20 clearly indicate that while majority of the
key-communicators nelomgaed to upper caste in the progressive
village, 50 per cent of ksy=-communicators belonjsd to logusr
caste in less progressive villags. Houwaver, the over viewuw
of the tables indicate that upper and middle caste people
are still performing the rols of communicators in the rural

aresas,

Fara Size

The raespondents were classified into three groups
i.s., small farm, medium farm and large farm based on their

farm size.

The Tablaes = 5,21 and 5.22 show the distribution of
key-communicaiors and communicators basad on their farm sizs

in a progressive and less progreasive villags,

TABLE - S5.21
DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNIC:..TORS BASED ONW
THEIR FARM SIZE IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

-u--------------ﬂ--—-ﬁ---------——

Gro KEY=COMIULICATORS COMLIUNICATORS
up Number Per cent NumbsT Par cent
Small 5 83,00 3 60.00

(upto 5 acrea)

fMedium 1 17.00 2 40.00
(6 to 10 acres)

(above 10 acres)

M M QB G) G0 P G G v P wp W @ WA W W U W O P @ s T @ o W w w W @ ®
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TABLE - 5,22

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY~COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR FARM SIZE IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Grou KEY-COMSUNICATORS COMMUNICATINS
p Numbar Per cent Numbar "ar cant
Small ’ 3 75.00 Y § 77.78
(upto 5 acres)

fied Lum | 1 25.00 1 11,11

(6 to 10 acras)

Large - - 1 11.11
{above 10 acres)

By observing the Tables - 5.21 and 5.22 it is clear
that majority of the key=communicators in progressive and
lass progressive villajes bslonged to small farmer group.
Sinilar trend 13 obssrved with respect to communicators.
This might be due to thes largs numbar of amall farmars in

the villagea takaen far study.

Social Participation

The respondents wers distributed into tuwo catsgories

i.s3., ahove mean and balow nean,

The Tables - 5,23 and 5.24 show the distribution of
kesy-communicators and communicators an the basis of their
gocial participation in & progressive and lass prograssive

villagee.



TABLE - 5,23

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=-COMMUNICATORS AND COMRMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR SOCIAL PARTICIPATIUN IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

W En e e WS GE AR WE e N W S oy T GE G EE W Sy B ST 4B AN YE WD T W e A W

Grou KEY=CIMMUNIC,ATORS COMMUNICATORS
P Number Per cent fumbar Per cent
Abave mean 1 i7.00 - -
Balow maan 5 83.00 5 100,00

) R GP a Am G W G e e W W YW AP Gp @ WD P WP W M T e T WR v ar en e AW W

TABLE = 5,24

OISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR SOCIAL PARTICIPATION IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLARGE

W aE W W R G MY TR u G0 A Eh AR SR NP G AP WR S NP A g S AR B Ay T W W B

Grou KEY-COMMUNICATORS COMMUNICATORS
up NumoGr  Per cent  Numbar  Porcont

Abovs msan 1 25,00 » - -

Balow mean 3 75,00 9 100.00

M o AR W em GE SN GRS P G G D WD AR P WP N R ew e S W R AP wp W e W W A



Analysis of the Tablas - 5,23 and 5.24 show that
majority of the key-communicators and communicators in both
prograssive and less progressive villagss fell under belou
maan category, indicating the lassar social perticipation.
frobably in tha villages selected for study, thers may be
othar lesaders (secial leaders) who are active in social

dovelopmant of the villaje.
Socio-Economic Statusa

Tha respondants uere distributed into two categories

i.e., ebove mean and balow mean,

Tha Tables = 5.25 and 5,26 show the distribution of
key-communicators and ccmmunicators on the basis of their
socio-aconomic status in a progressive and less progressive

uillaga.

TABLE = 5,25

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMRUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR SQCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Gro KEY-CUHNUMIQATDRS CUOMAUNIC/A TORS
up Fumber PUar cent Numbar Par cent
fhove mean 3 50.00 3 60,00

Balow mean 3 50,00 2 40,00

o AN ey eGP Ep SR P oy P Gy MR W) P e GO S ep S8 N S EP G AD M Mk W 5 v ew e W

0



1013

LY

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR SOCIO-ECONJMIC STATUS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

W @B WP P ap am W wh ee oy TR W W W En SE ap Wy G M @ A W W AR W W W g W A

Grou KEY-Z0OMM C+TORS COMMUNICATIRS
P Nunmbor Par can Numbar Par cent
Above maan 2 50,.U0 3 33.33

Bealow mean 2 50,u0 6 66,67

Tables = 5.25 and .26 reveal that 50 par cent key=
connunicators in a progressive and less progressive villages
beolong to above megan socio~gconomic status nroup. Uhile
majority of communicators in progressive villags are having
higher socio—-sconomic status, majority of communicators usre
having lessor socio-gconomic stutus in a less prograssive
village. It is natural that onez can expsct more romauni-
cators baslonging to highar socliow«scononic astatus in a

progressive village.

Urban Contact

The Tables - 5,27 and 5.28 show the distribution of
kay~-communicators and comnunicators bused on thaeir urban

contact in a progressive and less progressive village.



JASLE -~ 5,27

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS 3D CDMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR URBAN CONTACT IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Grou KEY=COMMUNICATO!S CUMMUNICATORS

P Numbar Par cent Nunbor Par cent
Abbva maan 6 100.00 1 20,00
Balow mean - - - 2 80.00

- e e e @ ey e T W S G T B @ T Ay P G Gy O W) aE» S S E G W = e M W

TABLE -~ 5,28

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=COMMUNICATIRS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THFIR /IRAAN CONTACT IN A LESS DROGRES3IIVE VILLAGE

- M ap A e W W TS @ B @y e e mR T Ay W we W W MR ws WS S W@ o W ap e an W

Gro Kd?*SGHRQEJCNTDRS __ﬁﬁHﬂUngﬁT;HS

up Numbar Far cant Numbsar far cant
Ahove mean 2 50,00 4 44,54
Balow maan _ 2 50.00 5 55.56

W B e» WR a» W o TS W aE» W GG W a T AP an T T SR s W e GF TP SN WP W W M W

It is revealod fron the Table - 5,27 that all the
kay-communicators and majority of communicators ars having
above maean urban vis;zsfand vaelow mean urban visits rospoc-

tively. Table - 5.28 raveal that 50 per cent of kay-comuni-
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cators and majority of communicators ars having beslow mean
urban visits in a less proyressive village., It is clear,
therefcre, that ksy-comm;nicqtora in a prograssive village
are having mors urban contacts than the ksy-communicstors

of less progressive villaga.
Extansion Contact

Tatles - 5.2 and 5.30 shouw the distribution of kay-
- communic.tors and conmunicators on the basis of extension

contuict in a progressive and a less projrassive village.

TABLE ~ 5,29

LDISTRIBUTION UF KEY-COMIUNICATORS AND COMMUNIC.,.TORS BAaED ON
THEY? EXTENSION CONTACT IN A PROGRE3SIVE VILLAGE

Aro KEY—CDNWUELCMTGRS COMMUNIC. . T3NS
2roup Number  Per cent Number Par cant
sbovae msan 2 33.00 3 60,00

Belou mean 7 67,00 2 40.00



TABLE - 5,30

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMAUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR EXTENSION CONTACT IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Gro KEY—QUHHU?ICATQRS CORMUNICATORS
up Numbesr  Per cent Numbor  For cent
Above mean : 25.00 3 33,33
Below mean 3 75.00 s 66.67

Tablas - 5.29 and 5.30 revsal that majority of the
key=comnmunicators in a progressive village and less progrossive
village were having below mean axtonsion contacts. Prshably
the axtension workaers might hava not concentrating on koy-

camunicators in both tha villages,

;nnavativang!g

The respondents uwere disirzibutecd into tuo catcgerias

i.8., abovs nsun and below mean.

The Tables ~ 5.31 and 5,32 show the distribution of
kay-comaunicatores and communic.tors on the basis of their
ionovativeness in a rogrussivs and less progrossive

village.



TABLE -~ 5,3%

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THZIR INNOVATIVENESS IN A PROGRESSIVE VI' LAGE

- e em m A WA e ay S MBS e S M MR W My W ae M WS GE % g EF guw @ Sh G W

Grou KEY=-COMRUNICATIRS GORAUNICAT NS
P Numbor  Per cent Number  Por cent
Fbove msan 3 50,00 2 A0,N0
Bolow mean 3 50.00 3 60.70

I:BLE = 5,32

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASEL ON
THEIR INNOVATIVENESS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

nroy 5§V-C9ﬂﬁUNICRTORS COMTII0AT iR
“Iroub Nunbor  Per cenk  Nuaber . Par cant
Above mean 1 25,00 4 44.44

Below msan 3 . 75,00 -1 56.956

Table ~ 5.31 ruvaeal that S0 per cent af tha kay-
comasnicators and 60 per cent of the communicitors in a
prograssive village fell abova mean innovativenesss catogory

and belou tha mean cateqory of innovativeness reassctively.
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It could be made out from the Table - 5,32 that
majority of the key~communicators and communicators in a
lass progressive villagas fe 1l below msan innovativeneas
category., Hers also similar trend is being abaspved uith

respect to the keoy-communicatora in progressive villsge,

Mass Meadla ExXposurs

The respondants wars distributed into two catagories

i.a., above maan and below msean.

The Tablos = 5.33 and 5.34 show the distribution of
kay=communicators and communicators un the basgis of thaeir
mass media exposurse in a progracssiva village and lossas

prograossive villagae.

TABLE - 5,33

DISTRIBUTIGN OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIN Mi.S MEDIA EXPOSURE IN A PRIOGRESSIVE VILLAGE

W es wm B ar A% ew TR me AF WS GB WY O S VI we OF FER @GR W TH s g s " s A o W

KEY-COMMuMICATONS COMIUNICATORS

Group mDa REY IS NamB ot Dot oent
i.bove mean 3 50,00 3 60,00

Balow mean 3 50,00 2 43,00
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DISTRIBUTION OF KIY=COMMUNICATORS ANC COMRUNICATORS BASED ON
THZIR MA3S MEDYA ZXPOSUNE IN A LE3S PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

o Ri¥- __:rcatons i ICATORS
Group Numbor  Por cent fHumbsr  Par cent

Above mean b 4 51,00 8 65.67

Below wsan 2 50,00 3 33.33

-— .- Eh an e» a» W S5 S ap N e oa G 9 YR T b 4 Sk A0 S W T o uw E » = =

It could ba infgrrad rsom the Table = 5,33 that 50
per cant of kay-communicators and 60 per cent of comnnunicators
fall above the mseon mass nedia oxXposure catsgory in a nrogre=
ssive village. ithers as, 50 nar cent 5f the kay-comnunic:tors
and 66,07 per cent of tho communicators in lasg orcgressive
village are having abovg mean m2ss medila sxposurs. It is
natural tnat communicators may bde ox ossd to more muas madia

sources frequantly.

Granaricugsnass

—— P ado e Y

Tablea - 5, B and 5.36 show the distributinn of key-
communicators and communicators based on their gragariousnass

in a progrsssivs and less prograssive villags,



TABLE = 5,35

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY=-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEI GREGARIOUSNES: IN A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

KEY-TOMIMUNICATIRS COMMUNICAT "RJ

Cr :
sroup Nunbar Par cant  Numbor Car cant

- wh ap W e WP WD es G o G G AN A7 A G A Wy W W W B G T N W a W T W

rodium 1 16,66 - -
touw 4 66,08 5 100,00

TABLE -~ 5,356

DISTNIBUTION OF KEY=COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
TrZl} GREGARIDUSNESS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Srou a0 LIZHTONS 20 T RS

“ B ) Numbe - -ar cont Humbaey T cent
High 1 : 25,00 2 22,22
Rediun | 25,00 ? 22.22
Low 2 58.00 5 55,56

- o8 ar ap G0 M Gs G Y en B B R S W VB GA G G W G = BB S we B s == @G s @B
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On paruaél;SP'Tabla - 5,35, ona can maks out that
majarity of key-communicators and communicators in a projro-
ssive villaga are having lou gregariousness nature, whera as,
the same trend is obuarded in the case of a les: progressive
villaye {.8., majority of tig key-communlcators and comauni-
ewturs are having lasser gregariousness scorgs, as can be gaan

from Tablg = 50350

Asgiratioga

Tiie respo:ndents wera distributed into tuwo categoriea

{.9., above msan and hslow mean,

The Tablas = 5,37 and 5.38 show the distribution of
key=-communicators and communicators on tha basis of thelr
aspirations in a progressise villzags and less progrsasivae

villags,

TABLE = 5,37

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-CIMMJINICATORS ~ND COMMUHNICATORS SAGED ON
THIIR ASPIRATIONS IM A PROGCRESSIVE VILLAGE

- eE M G W Ge B b G WP W ww R AP SR ap W AP oE WS @ SR WP WP Y BE W WP @ A e

Group KEY=-COMMUNIC ATORS COMMUNICATONS
! flumber  Psr cent  Number  Por cont
Above mean 1 17.00 S 100.00

Belouw naan 8 83,00 - -

- em *E AP R wr WD A @) WP Wy wm R B Ty W P B G YR M D G W mD B @A gy W e D
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DISTRIBUTION OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS BASED ON
THEIR ASPIRATIONS IN A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

Gro KEY=COMMu :ICATORS CoMMUNICATORS

roup Number Par cant Numbsar FPar caant
Above mean 4 100,00 7 77.78
S8slow maan - - 2 22,22

it could be sean from the Table = 5.37 that majority
of key-cammunicators in a progressive village are having bslow
moan scora with respect to their asnirations, thore asz, uwith
regard to the less progressive village as can ba sssn from
Table = 5.38 all tine kaey-communicactars and majority of communie-
cators are shoulny adbove wsan lesvel of aspirations. Probably
tha communicatare . a uruswsewssvs village must be setting

rualistic levels of aspiraticus.

The overvisw of ths Tablaes - 5.15 to 5,38 indicate
that majority of the key-communicators bslongad to old and
middla agoa grou. , uwsere literatss, bslongyed to upper caste,
operating small holdimgs uith lesser soclal participation,
extension contact and high urban contact, having low asnie
railons and gregeriousnsss in a progressive village. Hou=
avar they uwsre egqually distributed with raspoct to thelr
irnovativensss and socioc-scononic status in the upper and

louer jroups.



However, majority of the key—-communicators bslonging
to middls age grouz, middle and iowsr caste, opsrating small
farns with low social participation, lou oxtoension contact
and laesser innovacivenasss ulth high aspiraticns cnd louw
qgragariousnass, in a lass progroassivse village., HNovertheless,
theoy are esgually distributsd in high and low categoriss with
raspact to thelir ma.s 1e8dia sxposuru, urban cont ct "' apncioe

gcomoindlc status.

SECTION = E

DIFFERENCE AMONG THE KEY=COMMUNICATORS AND COMMUNICATORS UITH
RISPECT TC THEIN PER3ISNAL AND SO0CIC-PSYCHOLOGICAL VUARIABLES

In this ssection the significant differcence betueon
tha kay=communicators and conmunicators with respect to thair
paraonal and socic-psyciiological variables uwers exanined. Tuwo
tosts i.8., 't* test and Hann-u)itney 'U' test wara us.id for
testing the signiticant Li 1oreuce betuassn tue acens 77 1.,
mean of key=communicatora and isan of communicators). Tha

rasults are givan Galouw.

The Table = 5.39 shous the 't' values indicating the
aignificant di ference bstweun ksy-communicsators and commue

nicators with respect to cortain variables,
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TABLE - 5,39

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN KEV-COMMUNIC\TORS AND COMMUNICATORS WITH
RESPECT TO THEIR PE:SONAL AND SOCIO-PSYCHOLOSICAL VARIABLES

't? values

S.No. Variables Prograssive Leass Prograssive
Village Villane
1. Age 0.954 NS 0.544 NS
2, Socio=Economic Status 3,090 ® 0.403 NS
3. Urban Contact 2.496 * 0.980 NS
4. Extension Contact 1.800 NS D.028 NS
5. Innovativaness 0.278 NS 0.253 NS
6. Masa Maedia Exposura 0,034 NS 0.352 NS
7. Gregariousness 1.286 NS 1.009 NS

® «~ Significant at 5 par cent
NS = Not Significant

g

NH1= There will ba no siynificont difforence

bat wean the age of key-comunicators and

conunicators of progressive villags.

NH,: There will be no significant differsnce
betwean the age of kay-communicators and

communicators of less progresajve villaga.
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From the Table = 5.39 it is observed that ths calculated
't? value is less than the table valus with respesct to thsir
age. Therefors ona c:n accept the NH1 and NH2 and can infer
that thera was not significant difference ajong key-communica-
tors and communicators with respect to their ags in a progre-

ssive and loss progrsssive village.
Soclo~-Economic Status

MH.t Thers will be no significunt differancs

3
batws en soclo=aeconomic status of kay-
communicators and comnunicators in
prograssiva village.
NH4: There will be no significant diffarance

between socio-aconomic status of key-

comnunicators and communicators in

less progressive village.

It cun be sassn that the calculatad 't* value with
raspsct to prograossive villags was more than table valuse.
But with respact to less prograssive village the calculatad
ftt value was less thun table valua wuith reqgard to socio-

aconomic status, Tharsefora HNH, was rajected while NH4 uas

3
accaptad. Thore was significant differance batweon the kay-
communicatars with regard to thsir soclo-economic status in
the progressive villags. Uhers as no such difference was

found with respsct to the lass progressive village.



Probably all the key=-communicators in a progressive village

might be Vrom uppesr socio-economic status.

LY

Urban Contact

NHS: There will bhe no significant difference
betusan urban contact of the ksy~communi-
cators and comwunicators of tho progressive
villayse.

NHGS There will bs no significant difference

betwesn urban contact of the koy-communi-
cators and communicators of the lesss

progressive villaga.

From the Table - $5.39, it can be undsrstood that the
calculated 't' value was greater than the tabulated value uith
regard to tihe urban contact in the progressive village. Uhere
as, in case of less progressive village tha calculated 't°
value was lass than table valua. Tharsfore NHS uwas rejected
but NHS was accepted, There was significant differaence bastuesn
kay-communicators and communicators with regord to urban contact
in the progressive village where as no suchrdifFerenca was
found with respect to lssa progressive village, This might
be due to the fact that all the key=comnunicators miht be

having =wors urban contacts in a progressiva villaga.



>

Extansion Contact"

NH7: There will be no significant differonce
betuesn extaension contact of koey-communi-
cators and communicators of progrossive

Villag..

NH There will be no significant differasnce
between extension contact of key-communi-
cators and communicators of lass progre—

ssive villaga.

As caould ba observed from tha Table = 5.39 that the
*t' calculated value is lasa than %t* tabulatod valus with
ragpsect to the extoension contact. Therefore NH7 and NH8
can be accepted and inferrad that there was not significant
difference betwsen the key-=comaunicators and communicators
with respact to their extension contact in progressive and
less prograessive villajzes. The rsason could be that the
koy=communicators and communicators both might be relaying
on radio, farm magazines, axtension publications etc.,

rathor than relaying on the extension uorkars such as Agri-

cultural Extsnsion 0 ficer, VYillagae Dsvclopment Officaer stc.,

in & progre.sive village and less progressive villagae,

115



Innovativenass

NHg H

NH1U:

11¢

There will be no significant diffarance
bstwean innovativensess of ksy-communi-
cators and communicators in progqraessive

villages

Thare will bas no significant differsnca
bstusen innovativeness of kay-comnuni-~
cators and communicators in less

prograssive village.

From the Table - 5,39, it could bs infsrred that the

calculated "' value is laeus than the toble valus with raspect

to thsir innovativeness. Therefors we c .n accapt NHg and NHNG

and concludasd that therae was no significant differsncs among

kay-comnunicators and communicitors with respect to their

innovativaness

in progresssive and less nrogressive village.

Mass Madia Exposure

NH, 43

NH123

There will bas no significant diffsrence
o’ mass media expusurs retussn key-commu-—
nicators and communicators of pro )ressivae

villags.

Thers will bs no significant diffarance
of mass madia axposure betusen key-comnu=
nicators and communicators of lesa

projressive villaga.



117

1t is observed from the Table - 5.39 thut the
calculatad 't' value is lgss than *t*' tobulated value with
raspect to their mass modia exposure. Tharefors one can
accept tha NH11 and NH12 and can infer that tnesre was not
significant differsnce with rospsct to their mass msdia
expogsure of ksy-communicators anid communicators of progressive

and less progressive villages.

Tha following table showa the *U' values indicating
significant differance batussn the key-communicutors and
communicators with respect te education, caste and aspirations.

TABLE = 5,40

DIFFENENCE BETWEEN KEY-COMMUNICATORS AND COMIUNICATORS ''ITH
RESPECT TO THEIR PERSONAL AND SOCIO=-PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES

*J' Values

S.No. Variables §§bgrasaive 18ss Progra-ssive
Villagse Village

%+ Education 428.5 NS 334,5 NS

2. Caste 418.0 NS 339.0 WS

3. Aspirations 6807.5 NS : 330.0 HS

- ae A ar ey WE W G M G WP S WP WS W Be WS WP W WP VS e TR am T o e e am G A

NS e« Not Significant
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Education

NH13: There will bs no significant differsnce
betusen,thé sducation of kay-communicators

and communicators in progressive village.

NH14: There wil!. be no significent difference
betueen the aducation of key-communicators
and communigators in less progressive

village.

From tha Tabla - 5,40, it can be seen thot tha calcu-
lated 'U' value is morse tian the table vulue with raspoct to
their a2ducation. Thorefors ona c.n accept the NH13 and NH14
and conclude that thure was no significant diffsranca among
key-communicacors und communicators in resspect to thoir sducs-
tion in progressive and less progressive villajes. The reasons
could be that most of the key-communicators and the communi-
cators in both progresssive and less projressive villages are
having similar type of distribution with raespsct to their
education,

Caste

NH,S: There uill be no significant diffsrence
between caste of kay-communicators and

comwnicators of progressive village.

NH15: Thare will be no significant diffarance
bestwasn caste of key~-communicators and

comnunicators of less pro ressive villags,
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From the above it can be s@en that the calculated ‘U’
value is more than 'U' tabulated value with respect to their
castes., Thersforae one can accept the NH15 and NH,. and can
infer that thera was no significant differance betussn kay-
communicators and communicators of progressive and leas
progrossive village with respect to thsir caste. This may
ba dus to ths Pact t.at majority of key-communicators and
comnunicators are belonging to middle and uppar caste in
the progressive village and to middls and lower caste in

'@ leoss prograsssive villags,

Aspirations

NH17: There uill be no significant difference
| of aspiration batwesn ksy-comnunicuators

and communicators of progressive villaga.

NH13= There will be no significant diffaerence
of aspiracion betusun ksy-comaunicators
and comaunicators of less prograssive

village.

From the Table - 5,40, it can be observaed that %
cilculated vua.us is greater than ths 'U' tabulatad valua with
respact to their aspirations. Therafora one can accapt the
ﬂﬂ,, and infar that there was no significant differsnce
batusan key-communicators and communicators with respact to
their aspirations. It can also bs observed from the Table =

5.40 that tha calculated *U? valug is more than the 'U°*



tabulated value uwith raspect to their aspirations in a less
progressive villags. Tharefore ona can reject NH18 and can
infer that thsrs was no significant diffsersnce betueen kay-
comnunic.tors ani communicators of less progressive village

with rospect to their aspirotionse.

From tha overvisu of the Tables - 5,39 and 5.40 it
is clear that the key-comunicators and communicetors signi-
ficantly differed with respect to their socio-economic status
and urban contact in a progressive viliage. Houvevor, thore
was no aignificant differsn.e betwean ksy-comaunicators and
conmaunic.tors with respect to other variables, The deovelop=
mental personnal may look into thess characteristics uhile

gelocting key-communicators in a progressive village,

SECTION - F

PERSONAL AND SOCIO=-PSYCHOLOGICAL YARIASZLES ASSOCIATED “!/TTH THE
INTERPERSONAL COMMUNICATION BEHAVIOUR OF FARMERS

The Table ~ 5.41 shows the different variables associ-
ated with thao intserpersonal communicution bshaviour of the
farmers. To i1snlatag ths most sssantial characteristics
which contribute to ths position of key-communicators and
communicators, the corralution coafficiunt analysis uas

carried out and discussed bslow.
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TABLE - 5,41

CORRELATION COEFFICIENT SHOUING THE Aus0CIATION BETWEEN THE
DEPENDENT AND INDEPENDENTY VARIABLES

5.7i0. Independent Variables Prcaosuive Less Progressive

Villago Village
1. Age - 0.3345 &8 0.1817 NS
2. Socio=Zconomic Status - J.01498 NS 0.0591 NS
3. Urban Contact | 0.4275 NS 0.3312 NS
4. Extansion Contact - 0,254 NS - 0.0684 NS
5. Innovativeness - 0,0778 NS 0.6858 NS
6. Mass Media Exposurs - 04,2368 NS - 0.2205 NS
7. Gregariousnsas 0.1278 NS 0.6255 *

® o« Significant at S5 per cent
NS «~ HNot SignifTicant

Age

Eapricsl Hypothasis (E.H.) 1-1: Thers will ba a positive
and signiflcant association bstwean scorss of sge and the

scoros of interparsonal coaaunication beh wiour of ths farmers.

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-1: Thore will be no positivse and
significant associatian betueen tha scorss of intsrpersonal

conmunication behaviour of the farmerse.
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It can be saen from the Table - 5.41 that ths cosffi-
clant of correlatio& 1& a proressive village was nagativae
and statistically not significant. Therefors, tie null hypo-
thesis was accepted and it was infered that there was no

positive asscciation bstwssn age and interpersonal communi-
cation bghaviour of farmars.

In case of lass progrossive villags the correlation
coefficent valua was positive but statistically not signifi-
cant, wiich meant that tiie null hypothesis of no positive
and significant association betwaen age and intarporsonal

communication behaviour of farmers was acceptabla,

from tha absve resulcs it was concluded that the age
vas indspendsnt of interpersonal communication behaviour of

faraers of both progroessive and lsss prograssive villagaes.

Socio=~Economic Status

Eaprical lypothesis (E.H.) 1=23 Thore will be positive and
silonificant association botueen scorss of socio-sconomic
status and the scores of interparsonsl communication bahaviour

of Farmers.

Null Hypothesis {(N.H.) 1=2: Th:re will be rnp positive and
slaonificant associution bhatwesn scores of socio-sconomic

status and interpsrsonal communication boheviour of farmors,

Thé conmputed coefrviciant of corrglation valuas for

prograssive villige was nogative and statistically not signi-
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ficant, whers as, it was positive and statistically not
significant for less progressive villege. Thaerafora the
null hypothesss in both cascs ware accopted and inferrad
that the soclo-gconomic st.tus of faraers in both the
prorasssive and lsss progrossive villages was not associa-

tod with thair interpersonal comaunication behaviour.

It is tharofore concluded that the socio-asconomic
status is indopendesnt of the interpsrsonal comiunication
behaviour of fermers in beoth progressive and less progracssive

villanes,.

Udrban Caontact

Emprical Hypothesis (E.H.) 1=3: Thers will be no positive and
significont association betusen the scores of urban contact
and the scores of intsrpersonal communicution hehaviour of

faraisrs.

flull Hypothesis (N.H.) 1=3: Thore uill bs no positive and

significant association betucen the scorss of urban contact

and the scores of interpersonal communication behaviour of

farasers,

In both cases of progressive and lsss pregressive
villiagas tho computed values of correlation coefficiont uere
positive and atatistically not significant., Hance the null
hypothasis was acceptad and stated that the urban contact of
the farmers of both progre sive and lass progrossive villagss
was not associated with their interparsonal communicotion

bahavioure.
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From this, ééz—could conclude that, the urban
contact is independent of ths intorpersonal communication
bghaviour of both tha prograssive and lass prograssive

-

villages.

Extension Contact

Emprical Hypothesis (E.H.) 1=4: Thare will be a positive
and asignificont association botueaan the scoras of gxtansion
contact and the scores of interpersonal communication beha-

viour of farmers.

Null Hypothesis {N.H.) 1-43 Thaers uill bs no positive and
significant association betwasn tha scoros of extansion
contact and the uscoress of infovinrsonal communication bsha-

viour aof the farmors,

The coafficient of corrolation valuaes in cass of

both progressive and less projrsessive villeges wsre nagative
and statistically not significant. Hence, the null hypothesis
vas accaptad and inferad th t ths cont.ct with axtansion
agency w3s not associatad with the intaerparsonal communi-

catlion bohaviour of farmers.

It can be tharefore concluded thot the extension
~contact of tha f.urmers is inds:andant of thesir intarpersonal

coomunication behaviour,
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Innovativenass

€aprical Hypothesis (E.H.) 1=5: Thors uill be .ositive and
significant associ:tion between the scores of innovitivanass
and the s:ores of intaerpersonal communication bshaviour of

the farwara.

Null Hypothasis (N.H.) 1=5: Thors will bo no positive and
significant association bstuson the scoras of innovativsaness

and scores of intsrpoersonal communicetion bshaviour of farmers.

The computed corralations coe”ficient value in case
of prograssive village was negative and statistically .ot
significant, where as it was positive and statistically not
significant in caese of less prograssive village resulting in
acceptance of ths null hypothasis. It can tharaefore hae
infared that .he innovativeness of the farmer is not associa-
ted with his intsrpersovnal communication baehaviour bath in

projrassive and leus progrossive villages.

it is therefors concluded that the innovativen ss is
indapendent of interpsraonal communication behaviour of

farmers of both prograessive and less progre . .sive villages.

Masas Madia Exposure

Emprical Hypothasis (£.H.) i1=6: Thoeres will be 2 positive and
slgnificant aasoclacion botuasn the scores of m3ss media sxpo-
aura . nd scores of interpersonal communication bohaviour of

the fuarmors,
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Null Hypothesis (NéHw) 1=6: There uwill be no positive and
significant association betwesn the scorss of mass media
expusurs and scores of inter ersonal communication bshaviour

-

of the farmarse.

From the Table - 5.41 it cun bo saeen that the
corrglation cogficient valuas both prograssive and less
progressive villagss ware negative and statistically not
signific.nt. iiBncs the nul! hypotinesis was accepted and
concludad that the masas madia exposura of farmers of both
pro rsisive and lass nrngrasssive villagas was not associated

uwitn their interpersonal conaunication benaviour.

It is therafsre claar tinat the mass moadia exposurs
is ind2pendant of the intarpersonal communication behaviour

of farmaers of both progreasive and less progressive villuges.

Gragariousness

Empric.l Hypothesis {E.H.) 1=7: There will be a positive and
significant associotion betwsaen scores of grogoarisusnaoss and

the scoras of intarpsersan-l coamunicution behaviour of farmers.

Null Hypotheais {N.:ii.) 1=7: Thare will ba no positive and aig-
nificant associatlion betweon the scoras of gregariousnsss and

thy scoras of interpecaonal communicution behaviour of farmaers.

Teble -« 5.41 shous titat the valua of correlation

coafficient in respect of .rojresslve village was positiva
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and statistically not éignificant. Hence ths null hypothesis
is accopted and sald that the gregariousnzsa of the farmors
of a projressive village i{s not assceciated with his inter-
personal conmunication behaviour. UWhereas the value of
correlation coefficisnt in roespoct of less progressive villagse
was positive and statistically significant at 0.05 lsval of
probabiiity. Thorafore the null hypothesis was rejocted and
the data supported tha emprical hygathasis. This shows that
thars was a nositivae and significent associ...u u yrogarie
ousnass with intorparsonal communicatiosn bohaviour of farmers

of leas projressiva villags.

It can bs tharafora conclulad that the arngarisusnass
af the farmers of progressive villanes wa. ivuswsicjant of their
intarparaonal communicaticn bghaviour whersaa it was soon

depeniant in case of farnars of less progressivae village.

Part of tha data on indapsndent varizblas and Jspondent
va-iables was subjected Lo non-paraletric statistical tests
liks Spear—man Rank Ordar corralatisn, to taeat tha significant
assoclatinn if any betusan caste, occupation, farm cizae, social
particlaption and aspirations of farmcrs of both prograes ive
and less pragre.sive villagas and that of thelr interpersonal
conmunic tion behaviour. The results are given in the Tollouwe

1“‘3 table.
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TABLE - 5,42

RANK ORDER CORRELATION COEFFICIENT INUICATING THE ASSOCIATION
BETWEEN INDEPENDENT VARIABLES AND DEPENDENT VARIABLES (ICB)

Lass Progreaessivae

S.No. Indspendant Uillage
Variable ‘rag¥ Ity rs? t
Valus Value Value Value
8. Education 0.5088 1.8257 NS 0.1110 0.3710 NS
9, Casta 0.0970 0.2523 uS 0.0632 0.2970 NS
10. Occupation = 0.,3182 2.,8461 NS = D.2588 73,1750 **
11. Farm Size - 0,308 1,2633 NS 0.1964 0.1525 NS
12. Social 0.1503 0.4560 NS 0.4629 1,.7320 NS
participation
13. Aspirations 0.5710 2,0868 NS D.4312 1.2839 NS
%% « 3ignificant at 0.01 laval
NS « Not Significant
Education

Enprical Hypothesie (E.H.) =8t There will bs a positiva and
significant association between ths scoras of the sducation
and the scores of interpersonal communication bshaviour of

farmars.

Null Hypothesis {N.H.) 1=68¢ There will be ne positivae and
significant association batuaen the sourcss of educstion and

sources of interprsonal communication bshaviour of farmers.
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From thé Table - 5,42 it is evidant that the

spearman rank order correlation coefficient value both in

casas of progressive and' lass progressive villages uare

positive and statistically not significant. Hencs ths null

hypothaesis wvas rejected and it con be infored that thers was

no siguificant association batuscn the education und intar-

parsonal coamunication bshaviour of farmers of both progre-

3sive and laess prograssive villags.

It is tharafore concluded that the education is
indepandent of intaerparsonal conwunication behaviour of

farnars of both progressive and less progressive village.
CASTE

Enprical iypothesis (E.H.) 1=9: There wi'l be a positive and
significant association batween the scoras of caste and scorss

of interpersonal communication behaviour of the farmers.

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1=33 Therae will bLe no positive and
significant association betuween the scorss of casts and scores

of interpersonal comaunicution bshaviour of the farnars,.

From the Table = 5,42 it is evident that the spaarman
r.nd order coorslation cosfficient valuas ars positive and
statistically not significant for both progressive and less
pro;rassive villages. Hence tha null hypothaesis is accoepted
and it cun be therafore infered that the ca:ste of the farmers
of both progrossive and less progressive villageas was not

@ssoclated uith thair interparsonal comnunicaiion bnohaviour.
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It is thus conclude:! that the caste of the farmer
is indopandent of his interpsrsonal communication behaviour

both in projressive and lass progressive villages,

Dccupation

Emprical Hypothesis (E.H.) 1=10: There will ba a positive and
significant associatiaon bstusen tha scorss of occupation and
the scores of ipnterpersonal communication bshaviour of the

farmers,.

Null Hypothesis (N.H.) 1-103 Thera will be no positive and
significant a.sociation betueen the scores of occupation and

scores of interpersonz:l communication behaviour 8f ths farmers,

The spearman rank order correlation cosefficient
value in cass of the progressive village was negative and
astatistically not significant accepting the null hypothesis.
thersas it was negative but statistically significant at o.01
leval of probability in cass of less proirassive village and
tharefore the null hypothesis was rejected, and tihe data
supported the empric 1 hypottesis, indicating a positive
agssociation betwsen occupation and interporsonal communie
cation behaviour of farmers. As euch it wvas concluded tnat
tha occupation was indspendent of ths interpersonal commu—
nication of farmars of progressive villags, uhereas it uas
dapandent in casae of a less pragrassive villajge indicating
thuse w0 are enga ed in othar occupstions could be a good

source for communications aiong faraers,



Farm s5ize

Emprical Hypntheais(E.H.} 1=11: Thare uwill be a positive and
significant a.soci.tion bastuesn the scorss of farm size and

scoras of intaerpersonal communication behaviour of the farmars,

NMull Hypothasis (N.H,) 1=11: There will be no positive and
significant association batwsen ths scoras of farm size and

scoras of interporsonal communication bshaviour of the farmars,

.Table -~ 5,42 indicates tiie sparman rank or ‘ar corre-
lation coefficient valuas pertaining to the progreasive
village uas negative and not significent statistica'ly with
regard to less progyres.ive village it was positive but stati-
atically not significant. 1In both the casas the null hypoe
thesis was accepted and infored that the farme sizes of
both progressive and less progressive villages farmers were
not assoclated with their intorpsrsonal comnunication

bahaviour,.

It can be therefora conclud :d that the Tarm size of
the farmwars was independent of their interpersonal comauni-
cation bshaviour both in raspect of progressive and less

progracsive villageay

Social participation

Emprical Hypotiesis (E.H.) 1=12: Thers will bas & positive
assoclation betuwesn the scorss of social participation and

scoras of interperscnal comaunigation bashaviour of the farmers.
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Null Hypothesis {(N.H.) 1=12: Thers wiil bs no dirsct associa=
tion betwsen the scoras-.of social participation and scores of

interpersonal comnunication bshaviour of the farmers.

The valuss of spearnan rank order correlation cosffi-
cient in respsct of both progressive and less proqressive
villagass wars positive but statistically not significant,
Hence the null hy.othesis is acceptsad and said that thae
social participation of farmers of bhoth progressive and
less progressive villages u:s not associated with their

interpersondl comaunic.tion behaviour.

Thus it was concludaed thaot social participastion is
indopendent of the interpersonal communication behaviour of

fernars of both progressive and less progrsssive villagqes.

Agspirations

Emprical Hypothasis (Ee.He) 1=-13: Thers will be a positive
and significant associ:tion betuesen the scores of aspirations
and scores of interpersonal comunication behaviour of the

farnarse.

Null Hypothesis (N.H,) 1=13: Thers will be no positive and
significant association botwesn the scorsa of aspirations and

scores of interpaorsonel communication behaviour of the farmsrs.

Parusal of Table = 5,42 indicsteos that the s::earman

rank or ar correlation coefficiont values of both prograssive



and lass progressivae v%llagas wars positive although statis-
tically not significant, Hencs the null hypothesis was
accetade It was infered that eapiratiomrsof the farmers of
both progressive and less progrossive villages was not associa-

ted with their interpersonal communication bahaviour.

It c.n be therefors conclud=d that the aspirations
of farmers of bot . prograssive and leis projrossive villages

was independent of their interpsrsonal communication bsehavious.

An over visu of the Tables = 5.41 and 5.42 indicates
that the v.riables like Age, Soclosconomic status, Castae,
Occupation, Farm Size, Socisl participation, Urban contact,
Extenaion contact, Innovativensss, Mass media exposurce, groga=—
ricusness and Aspirationsware found to be indepandent of the
intarpersonal communic:tion behaviour of the farmers of pro-

grassive villaga.

In case of ths le.s progressive villags, independent
variables like Ags, Education, Casts, Farm size, Social parti-
cipotion, Urban contact, Extansion Contact, Innovativensas,
Mass madia axposuwe and Aspirations of farmers wera found to
be indapendant of their intsrpersonal communicat ion bshaviour,
wharcas, somo independent variaoles like, Gregariousness and
occupation wors found to be dapsndent on intaerpsrsonal commu-—
nication bshaviour of farmers, Howaver, the varianles which

wers positively associazed but could not demonstrate the




significant associstion could be subjectad to correlation
an.lysis in futura: studies uith morc sanpla and thsey mi ht
be considerasd to bs having some associ tion with interpersonal

comwnica:tion behaviour of farmors.

SECTION = §

RILE EXPECTATIONS AND ROLE PERFORMANCE OF THE KEY-COMMUNICATORS
IN RELATION TO NEW STRATZUY OF AGRICULTURAL PRODULCTION

It is worth while, to understiond the reclaes expocted
and roles erformed by the key~communicators in relation to
ne:: stratc)y of agricultural production, In this saction
houavaer, the findings related to the above nsntioned problem

will bo discussad.

‘olg gxpectations

The role expsct.tions of the ksy-communica:ors in
ralation to the nsw strataegy of agricultural produztion
varoc ascertainad vreon the expserts in the field of agricul-
tural extension, Ffor this purposa, an opan snded guaestio-

maire w83 usSsfd.

The Tablse = 5.43 shou tha role expactations of the
kay~comnunicators as percelved by the axperts in the field

of agricultural extension and communication.




133

TABLE = 5.43

ROLE EXPECTATIONS OF THE KEY-COMMUNICATORS AS PERCEIVED BY THE
EXPESTS IN THE FIELD OF AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION AND COMMUNICATION

ce.iUe Folae f Per cont

1. Acting as; liason officer on bshalf 12 66.66
of fellowu farmerse.

2. Discharging the roles as a sscandary 3 16.60
lavol aextension worksr.

3. Helpin) in educating the farmars. 8 44.40
4. Helping in credit reyuirenants of farmers. 9 50.00

5. Hoelping the farmers in getting the 9 50.00
agricultural inputs.

6. Halping the farmers in marksting 6 33.30
oi" their produca.

7. Hz2lping the f rmers in sscuring different 8 44,40
saurces of agricultur 1 infor.astion.

8. Helpin) the farmers in identifying the -3 33.30
farmers probloms and resourcas.

9. Acting as a friend, philosophar and 3 16.60
guide to the fellouw farmers,

10. Keeping in touch uwith the developmental 3 16,60
programies.

11. Acting as a guide to farmers by success— 12 66.60

fully communicating the new agricultural
technology.

Table = 5.43 shous the differant role sxpectations of
key-communicators as perreived by tha exparts in the figld of
agricultural extension and communicction, Thara were slevan

rolas expected by the expsrts to be performad by the kay-commu-
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nicators in order to meet the dsmands of new agricultural
stratagy out of tham, the majority (50 per cent and abaova)
sgread on the folloulng role expectations = Acting as
liason officer on bahélf of the fellow farmarsy Acting as
guide to farmers by succeassfully communicating the new agri-
cultural technologys Helping in credit requirements of
farmars and Halpin, the farmers in getting the agricultural

inputs,

Though some of those roles are axpacted to ba performed
genarally by the lsaders, yet the sxperts expacting the key-
communicators also to act as lealers in some occasions wanted

thom to perform the roles mentionsd above.

ROLE EXPECTATIONS OF THE>KEY-CONHUMIC%TDRS AS PERCEIVED BY THE
FARMERS OF A PROGRESSIVE AND LESS PROGRE.SIVE VILLAGE

Table - 5.44 shous ths role sxpectations of key-commu=—

nicators as perceived by the f.rmers of a progressive villago,

TABLE - 5.44

ROLE EXPECTATIONS OF KEY-COMMUNICATORS AS PERCEIVED BY THE
FARMERS OF A PROGRESSIVE AND LESS PROGR”SSIVE VILLAGES

TR EE Ey wp e WD WD E Am A G G Sl a4 PR M e W W a AR SD g W O We T W o AR

S. No Progressivs Less Progressive
o e Role Villane Villago
Per cent i er cent

W e WS MR ap P em M Gp WP ep B M W WS D Al WS WD ms WD W . ue WS K ur W W an W

1. Damonstrating improved
practices. 78 100,00 104 99,04
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~

2. Providing informétion

on naw practices. . 78 10D0.00 105 100,00
//

3. Supplyin)y or halping in

gscucing seeds. i ] - i0 9,52
4. Providing technical

guidanca. 77 898,71 a7 82,85
5. Uinning prizes for

nmaritorious farming. 25 32.05 5 475
6. Parsuading foellou farmsrs

to adopt new practices. 67 78420 58 55,23
7. Orgenising agricultural 1] - a -

progranmes. S

8, Providing monetary haelp _
to fellow farmers. . 2 2.56 o -

9, Providing continuous

guidance and intsrast

in others' famming. 77 28.71 72 63,57
10. Speaking official quartiasr

on hehalf of fellouw

farnarse 75 96,15 67 63,80

11. Any others | o - 0 -

W G m S e We w M S ay Y PP A M YR G P Ay Ems MR mm e YR ap W W e W aa S e

Among the above mantionsd rolss, ths majority agresd
that the following role items wers poerformed by the ksy-
communic tors in both the villages -~ Providing information
on naw practices; Demonsiroting Improved practices; Providing
taechnical guldance; Providing continuous guidance and interest
in others?! farming; Speaking official gquartar on bshalf of
faellouw farmers and Porsuading fallouw farmsrs to adopt new

practicas.
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ROLE PERFORMANCE OF THE KEY-COMMUNICATORS IN A PROGRESSIVE

AND A LESS PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE AS PERCEZIVED BY THE FARMERS

Houwaver, it uwas found out that mejority of the key-

coamunicators wara parforning the following roless

1.
2.

3.
4,
5.

Demonatrating inmprovad practices,

Communicating information on new practices
and providing techniccl guidancse.

Parsuading gellow farmers to Follow new pructices.
Providing monstary hslp to fellcu farnars.
Speaking with officials on behalf of fellow farmerse.

Tharae saens to bha not nuch of 3 diffarence hetusan role

gxpoctations and roles psrforaance of key-communicutors as

parcaived by farmers in both the villages. From thaese findings,

it is possible to know the rolss which have to be playsd by

kay-communicators in view of new agricultural strategy which

would help the Extension workars in identifying the roles for

they can motivate tha key-communicators to play soms of the

rolss snunarated abova for bringing in quick change in the

rural arsas. !iowsver, by obsaeprvation, it was Tound out that

"Concapt of Self?" is inhibiting the kaey=communicutors from

playing the roles efi'ectively.




SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Tha emerging agricultural technology nsaeds quicker
communication to the millions of farmers whao have to knouw,
un‘aratand, accept and adopt ths same. This nseds a strong
communication system, which means tha axtension workars
should understand the existing patterns snd net-works of
comnunicution in the interpsrsonal situation and build up
appropriats stratagies for popularizing the innovations in

rural India.
) N~

Hence, keaping in vieuvtha incresasing import:nce of
interpersonal communication and the role of key-communicators
in the sphuore of agriculture, an attempt was nade in the
study to understand the communication pattern, net-works and
to identify ths key=communicators based on interperscnal
communicition bshaviour including the different factors

associatoed uwith it, with the following objectivas,

1« To identify the communication patterns followed
by farmers in different stagss df adoption of

selected agricultural innovations.

2. To examine tha communication net-uorks among

tha f .rmers.



3.

4.

S.

7.

To 1déntify the key-comnunicators and communi-
cators with reference to adoption of salected
agricultural innovations bassd on thelr inter—

personal communication bshaviour.

To underatand the distribution of key-communi-
cators and communicators with rgapect ta their

personal and soclo=psychological variablas,

To study the diffaersnce, 1f any, amang the key-
communicators and communicators wit: respesct to

their personal and socio=psychological variables,

To find out ths association of selects:d independsnt
variables with tihe intsrpoarsonal communication

beshaviour of ths fagnars.

To study the role expectation and role performance
of key-communicators in view of ths neu stratagy

of agricultural production,

The prassnt study was carried out in tuo selacted

villages (one agriculturally prograssive - Narasingapuram

and the other lsss progressive - Karakambadl) of Chandragiri

Panchayat Samithi of Chittoor District of Andhra Pradesh,

fMulti-stage purposive sam ling technijyue was used for the

gslaction of the villages, All the heads of the farm

families constituted the sanples of the study. In all 183

farmers = 78 farmers from the progressive village and 105

farmer., from lass progressaive village wors interviouwedy
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An interview schadule containing the measursment of
differant variables coupled uith mailed questionnaireuers
used as instruments of 1hvaetigatlon. Tha design of the

study was ex=post=facto.

The data collected were tabulated analysad and
discussoed uith appropriate statistical procsdures, Certain
findings emerge: Prom the present study have been summarized

and presented bslow,

1. Uith spoecial referencs to agriculturs, four types
of communication patterns usre identifiad in both
villages namaly = perceived best farmer pattern,
relationship pattern, friendship pattern and
naighbourhood pattern. But the order in which
they wsre followsed is different from a progressive
village to a lesss progressive village, Tsvarthe=
less, the relationship pattern followed by
parcaivud best farmser pattern in the progressive
villags and perceivad best farmer pattern followed
by relationship pattern in less progressive village
in that order uere conaidered to be tha most
praferred patterns followed by the farmsrs at
differsnt stages of adoption, nanely - knouwledgse,
persuasion, decision and confirm tion stages, uwith

raspact to diffarent agricultur:l innovationss.



2,

3.

l4c

Houever, tha absonce of friandship pattern in
most of the stugss with raespact to different
inmnovations was noticed in te less progressive

villaga,

Fram the analysis of the communication net-uwork
sociograms, it is avident that ths spoked=whesl
pattern was most predominent uwith respect to
dif'ferent innovations in botiy the progressive

and less proressive villagss, Howavsr, numbar
of clear cut cleavsges were alsc noticed in the
cansultation patterns, Besides, in a progressive
village a feu communicators usre instruwantal in
influencing the adoption bshaviour of majority of

the farnars.

Baged on their intsesnsity of interparsonal communi-
cation behaviour and with spacial referencs to agri-
cultural innovations among the farmers, 3 categoriss
wereg identified numely - key-communicators, commu=
nicators and non—-comaunicators. The poercentage of
kay-communicators in tho progrescive village usre
more in number comparad to less progressive villags
although the total numbser of communicators were

mors in a lsss progresaive villaga,



4, Majority of the key~communicators were involved
in interpsrsonal interaction with rsspect to diffe=-
rant innovations In all ths stagss of adoption, In
addition it is also clsar that the interpersonal
comnunicat ion bghaviour scoras of thae respondents
vere higher in a lsss pro;reasive village compared

to the progressive village,

S. Majority of the ksy-communicators belonjad to old
and mid:dle age group, werc literates, belonged to
upper caste, operasting small holdings with lesser
"soclal participation, ext:nsion cont .ct and high
urban contact, havino low aspirations and graga-
riousnass in a progrossive village. Houaver they
uvers sgually distributed with respect to their
inmnovitiveness and socio-economic status in the

uppar and lousr Jroups.

However, majority of the ksy~-communicators
belongin) to middle age group, middle and lousr
casts, operating amall farms with low social
particip tion, low extensicon contact and lesser
innovativensss with high aspirations and low
graegariousness, in a less progresssive village,
Neverthaless, they are sually distributasd in high
and lou catagorios uith res :act to their miss media

sxosure, urban contact and socin-sconomic status.
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6. The kuy=communicators and communicators wuere found
to h:ve significantly differed uith respect to
certain factors like socio-aconomic status and
urben cont.ct in a progressive village. However,
there was no si nificant difference among the key-
copmunicators and communicators with raspsct to

the otner variablos.

7. Tha variables liks aja, socioeeconomic atatus,
caste, occupation, farm size, soci:l participation,
urban contuct, extension contact, inmavativenass,
mass media exposurs, grsgari :usnasa and aspirations
vere found to be Lindependent of tha interpersonal
communication behaviour of the farmers of progre=
ssive villaye, In cass of the leas progressive
village, indupendent variablss like sge, esducation,
caste, farm size, social participation, urban
contact, innovativencss, mass media exposure and
aspirations of farmoers wsre found to be indepsndent
of thseir interpersonal communicution behaviour,
whereas, soma indaependent variablos like, grega=
riousnaess and occup -tion were found to be dopendaent

on interpersonal communication banaviour af farmers,

8. Eleven roles expectad to be performad by the key-
communicators in or.er to mast tia demands of new

agricultur.l strategy wers perceived by the axperts



9.

10.
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in the field of agricultural extension and communie
cation. Out of them the majority agreed four roles
nangly - Réting as liason officer on bshalf of
the fellow Parmers Acting as guide to farmers by
successfully communicsting the new agricultural
technologys ilolping in credit resguirsments of
Parmers and Halping ths farmers in getting the

agricultural inputs.

Majority of the f.rmers in ths progre.sive and less
progressivae villages felt that the key-communicators
havs to perform the follouwing roles namely - Providing
infermation on nau preactices; llemonatrating improved
practices; Providing technicul guidaneej Froviding
continuous guidance and interest in others' farmingsg
Speaking officisl yuarter on bghalf of fellou farmers

and Parsuading fellow formsrs to adopt neu practicss.

It was also found out that majority of the ksy-
communicators were psrforming the following roles
namely = Uemonstrating improved practices; Communi-
cating information umn new practices and providing
toechnic.:1 guidancej Parsua-ling fellow farmers to
follow new pructicesy trovidinj nonetary hslp to
fellow farmersy and Speaking with officials on

bahalf of follow farmerse.
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CONCLUSIGN

»

From the study it wes realised that much in the direc-
tion of increased aqridultural production could ba achiavad by
proper understanding of communic:tion patterns and key-communi-
cators provided they ars properly identified, tr:lned and
involvaed in the agricultural nroduction programmes. Further,
‘1t may be added that tiie extension workers'! ability to involve

kay=communicators in the programme of changs could bs improved
if they knou about the communication patterns, the factors
assoclated with the key=comaunicators ond the rolas they could
play in the adoption of agricultural innov-otions, Besides,

the findings could be of great ﬁalp in deciding upon scparatse,
apocific communication on strategiss for differaent villages

which are at different ata;as of davelopmsnt (projressivencss),
IMPLICATIONS OF THE 3TUDY

The follcwing implic tions amerged in the light of the
findings of this satudy.

Among the different comaunication pattorns identified
in the study, the relationship pattern in a progressive village
and percsived best farmer pattern in & less progrossive village
wars found to hava besen adonted by the majority of the villagers
end therefore, the developmaental and aextension poersonnel in the
field may look for such a type of communication patterns for

introducing agricultural innovations in rural arsas, in order
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to hasten the process of communication of egricultural infor-
mation., The fact that differantial pattsrns were identified
in a projressive and lass progressive villages could also
serve as an offective indicaters for bullding <ifferantiel
strategies of communication with the villageg I»f different

lovels of progromme,

Tha fact that ths key~communicators have baen contri-
buting significantly towards the adoption of the agricultural
innovations in the rural arsecs suggests the nead for a proper
identification and utilization of such persons for sponsoring
the agricultural production progremmes. Such a type of key-
conmunicators would be of much use, i1f calactad for ths

farmers?! truining, national dsoionstrations and allied programmes.,

Further, it revealed that certaln factors responsible
for interperson.:l communication behaviour of the formors in
the prograssiva village wera not found to be associited uith
the samg phenomenon in the luss-progressive viilage. This
implias that the strastegy of locating an:i involving the key=
communicators in dissemination of agricultursl davsalopmental
progranmus, dif"ors From a progroessive vilisge ta less-progre=-
ssivae village based on cartain attributas, The finding of this
study wiil be oi immense use in tne direction, Therefora, the
oxtansion waorkars should not go to villages with praconceived

notion of some fixed chiracteristics of key-=communigators.
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Basides, it was found out that ksy=-communicators and
communicators diffsraed signific.ntly with raspect to certain
parsonal and sncio—psych&logical variablas in a progressive
and lass progressive villaga. Ths charactsristics in uvhich
they differsd significuntly as well as thas ksy-communicator
charactoristics thamsslves could be looksd by tihe devalopment
parsonnal while idontifying key-communicators and assigning

diffarent roles to tham,

It has bean revealad that there was a gap bstusen roles
expactad and roles parformed by the key~communicators in view
of the new streteqy of agricultur.l production, This shous
| that the extoension uworker. should motivat: the key=communicators
to play their roles for rapid agricultur:l development in ths

rural areas,

Therufore, the developmantal agencics and extansion
workers should idencify such gommunication patterns and key=
comaunliecotors through nat-uorks for sugcesaful introduction
of High Yislding Vorietles in the rural arsas, Thus, if the
extonsion uorkers sware of the findings of the study snd their
inplications, thsy msy sultably anploy tnem in formulating
differontial communicztion stratsgiss for popularising the

agricultur.l inuovitions in rural araas,

Tnus, tals study uauld be of greator usa to thae
plannars, ressarcihars and extonaion parsonnsl engaged in

bringing out agricultural transformation in rural India,
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FUTURE RESEARCH

In order to~aasess the nature of communication by
the koy~ comaunicatora in differsnt stages of
adoption, only four innovstions were considared
for the purpose of this study namsly - High Yiald=
ing Varietinse of Paddy, Fertilizers, Pasticides
and Multiple Cropping, Future studies, thar>fore,
may extand to other agricultur.l innovalions as
well as for the criticul practices identified

under.. each innovation,

In the presani study only 13 uariables‘uare stuydied,
namaly ~ age, education, casts, Parm slze, social
participation, socio-economic sistus, urban contact,
gxtansion contoct, inmvztivenes:, mass aadia axposure,
gragmriousnass, aspirations and occudation and only
gragariousnsss and occupation had soms esgociation
with intarparsonal communication bahevicur In a leas
prosrassiva village, Some othar variablas uwhich
haue not benn coversad in this study: pyp finding out
thair assorcition uilth tha interparsonal communicae
tion bshaviour of farmars nould he Lfncluded in the
futurs gtudiags. In addition, tha Puture studisa

may sxtend to know tha axact contribution of each
variable in pa:iicting interpasraonal cosmunication

behaviour of farmers,
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3. In this'atudy, only inforaal sourcs of comauni-
cation werse studisd. The future studies may also
extend to covar the formal sources of communica-

tion also.

4. Tha communication net-works could be drawn based
on tha communication of key=-communicatsors in
differant stages of adoption as wsll as on the
basis of patierns identiflied for gatting a

dotoilad lopk and cursful interpratation of data.
FINAL MODEL

This »odal has besen drawun on the basis of the findings
of this study. A closo look at the nodal reavsals that a commu-
nicator is conmunicating the messaies trelating to high yislding
varietics of paddy, fektilizers, pesticiias and nultiple crapping
through wor.i=of-mouth channel te his raceivers. Basad on the

do2)ree or intensity of the interpersonal communicailon bshawviour,

thay uera groupsed into threpe cateogoriss nansly = ksy-communicators,

comiaunicaetors and non-communicatora. Basiiags this, personal and
socio=psycholaogical variables essocisoted with interpsrsonal
comaunicction behavigur of farmors in & progressive and laoss
progressivo villags hus been found out. OFf the socio-psycho-
logical variables, gregariousnesss and o@cupation in less progre-
ssive villags wore associotod and wers indicataed with an arrow

- mark. It i3 cloar from the model that there waas diffarsntial
socio=psyc ological variablea like regariousnaess and accupation
aassoclatad with interpoarsonal communication behaviour of farners

in lasu progrossive villa ;s alons.



BIBLIOGRAPHY



* Aponymous

% Barnlund, D.C.

Beal, G.M. and
Bohlen, J.M.

Beal, G.M. and
Hﬂl‘tﬂﬂﬂ. J‘J.

Bettinghaus, E£.P.

Brunner, F. and
Young, H.P.

bl Cﬂ!ﬂ:, A.M. and
Bennis, G.U.

C‘.ohln, AeMe

Das Gupta, S.

1957

1968

1949

1961

1967

1978

1965

An Analysis ef factors Associatad
uith 1 Bond Elactions, M,
ural Sociology. Vol. XXXIII,

Co mnnu University.

Mlm.’l.tl m.“.‘ | Lesadarship in

Sl ALA VL L JUaTTal

A Model of Group adoption to
arganizational m- l.a n—uni-
cation, in, Commnun .ior

s rl.ng F:I..J.d,numh.
Ppa 2”’.

Communication Modals = Memogre=
M cm - s.-l.:.r"l. MMQ

Patterns of egricultural leader-
ship and innovation in m
:rudm vnllq.l. :




ii

Deshmukh, V.T. 1966 The study of leadsrshi attarn
in e Maharashtra viIIgga, MeoCe
Thesis (unpublishad), fePefele,

. Hyderabad.

* Fmargy, F.E. and 1958 Infornation, Decision and Action,
Osser, 0.4, g caroitwn, Uictaria, falbourns
University Press.

Ensminger, D. 1956 4 quide to Community Devslopment,
Governmant of iIndia, Ministry of

Community Osvelopmant, Nauw Dslhi.

Guikwad, V.M. 1269 tLocation af Contribution of
vVarianlss in Adoption Procass,
Bghavioural Sciencas and Comm=
unity Devolopmonkts VOle 3, NO.1,

* farbisl, T. 1563 The Lauws of Imitation, New York,
Henry Holt.,

arret, H.E. 1967 Statistics in Psychology and
riucation, Yakili, Feffer and
Semons Privats Limited.

Harag, P.P. 1962 Hand Book of Small Group Resaarch,
The frea Pross of GlLoncog,

1llinois, USA.

* tiatch, SeDe 1948 Towards Freedom fronm !lant, Oxford
: University Press, Bombay.

®* Hoffar, L.R. 1946 Jocial Oroanisation in rolotion
fo txtension Service in taton

County, richigan, Wichigan .grl.

Ix.t. Station Spacisl Qullsetin,

338, East Lansing.

Hogdon, L. and 1267 Adoption of agriculturol prac-
singh, R. t¥ces in lladhya DPradash,
’ W.1.0.0., Hyderabad.

* Kar, L.M. 1989 Reglative influancing capacity of
locai lgaders in relation to
thelr 500 .L0~8001Mmi0 Status in

introducing & :riculturul

cices, FM.ace Thasls
ioxo”olo » New :alhi.

Lakshinanna, C. 1973 Caste dynamics in Villege India,

- »
5, Kasturi buildings, Tata Road,
Sombay.




Lazer Field,
Katz and loomis, B.

Leagana, J.P.

Lgantt' Hede

Leulis, 0.

Lionberjar, H.F.

Liorhergar, H.F.

loonis, C.P.

Marsh, C.P, and
Colemun, A.l.

Mathur, P.N.

Mukherji, B.

Ogburn, Y.F. and
Nimkoff, M.F.

1940

1961

1951

1554

1960

1945

1954

1967

1961

1960

iii

Voting beshaviour of Amarican
armeary, C Upanion ulye
UGIO TI’ NO. 3.

The communication procsss, in
Extanslion Edun tion in Conmunit
Developmant, Lirsccorata of
Extension, Ministry of Food and
fAgriculture, Govarnmont af India,
Neu Delhi.

Some efrects of certain communi-
cation pattarns an group parfor=
manc?, in Comnunication and
Cultura, Holt, Rinshart and
Uinston, New York, np. 242-243,

Group Dynamics in a North Indian
UILIaga, Govarnmaat or indla,
Planning Cowmission, Publicatton
No. i, Nauw Dolhi.

Community prastige and the choice
of sourcas of Farm Informaticn,

Public Dginion fiuartarl 23,
PR« - .

Adoption of lNew Ideas and Drazc-
tices, Iowa State Univeraily
Press, Ames, lowa, pp. 12-17.

Extension work in Latin Americs
Faranars of the Uorld, Columbia
Univarsity Press,

Farmors practico rates in Telo
tion to Adoptlian Ratas of

Loadors, Rural Saciologyy, 19,
pp. 180=-18T,

Prostios lLeaders and Family
fFriends as Comnunicators, landian
Jaurnal of Extension Tducation,
Voie 11 {7 % 2), pp. Hu~6Gu.

Community .gvelopnant in India,
rient Lonaomans, Calcutta,.

A Hand 3ook of Sociolony, P.
Roulledge and Kegan paudl
.imited, Llondon, Broadway housms,
60-74, Cartenlang, E.Ce 4,

Do 113&




Pareek, U. and
Trivedl, G.

Pareck, U. and
3ingh, Y.P.

Programna Zveluation
Grganisation

tahaja, P.C.

r Rahim, S.A,

Rahudkar, .8,

Rahudkar, t.8.

Rao. MeRa

Raddy, A.A.

Reddy, 5.V,

1363

1968

13981

1360

1662

1980

1364

1967

iv

Mmanyal of the Socio-Economic
Status Scals. Manasayan,
Dalhi.

Soclonastry and Comunication
net in Indian village, in,
Intgrnational Journal of

Peychalaqy, (a)s PP. 157-165.

Lteadarship and Grouns in South
Tndla. P.Cel. Publicobion 110.D.

Fole of Rural Leadership in the
developnaent of Intansive culti-
vation, indian Journal of  groe

nony, Vol. {2).

Giffusion and fioption of agri-
cultural sractices - A study
in tast Paklisthan, Comilla,
Pakisthan, Acadeny for village
Development.

Local Leaders and Adoption of
Farm PractIcns, Nagpur KgriI.
Colla s Maparina, Vol.XXL1V,
to. 1=2,

Farmar charactegriastics asso-
clated uwuith tne acdoption and
diffésion of inprovaed farm
practices, lndian Journal of
Agricultur T Econonics, {2).

A study on ths Interpesrcsonal
Communication 3ghaviour af
contact farmars in Sriramsagar
Command Area of Andhra Fra a:h.
Me3c. Thaesis, A.P.A.U., 'nagar,
Hydaerabad,

Research on influsacs of Local
Loadars in the diffusion of
improved agricultural practices
(2 revieu), The Andhra A ri-
cultur -1 Journal, Vel. X1, No.6,
Dp. Z232=265,

The tea ‘arshin patterns in the
adontion of some a ricultura
ingvations In Rural Andhra,
M.Sc. Thasis (unpublishe ’
R.P.ALU. » Hydarabad.




Reddy, S.V.

Reddy, C.J.M.

Reddy, M.S.Ke.

Reddy. SeVe

Ro ers, E.M.

Rogers, £.M.

Rogers, E.M. and
Baeal, G.M.

Rogers, E.M. asd
Johannss, C.V.

Rogersa, E£.fM. and
Shoemnaker, F.F,

1971

1974

1966

1973

1960

1962

1964

1964

1977

{oadaers.:ip 10 Relation to the
Interparsonal Communication
aaﬁavgour. Ph.D. Thesls (unpub-
lishad), Division of Agricul-
tural Extension, I.A.Re.l.,

Now Delhi.

A study of the comnunication
at-orns an. key-communicators

n the sequantial ado an o
30m8 A)Ticultural innovotions
in Rural lelangina, MeoCe
Thesis iunpuEIisFad), E.Zel.,

“.p.ﬁ.u., H‘Ydarabado

A study of L :adership pattern

and rofes in tha Ado EEun of
nprove] farm Practices, Ph.0.
asis {unpublished), Division

of Agril. EXtBBSiDn, IOA.R.II’

Nau nalhi.

A tuotient to Msasur» the Inta-
personal Communic tion Behaviour

of Fariers, Indian Anthropologist,
Vol. 3, No. 2, pp. o

A concaptual variable Anolysis
of Tecihnological Changs.

Diffusion of lonovationa, New
ork, e Frae Pro s of Glencos.

The importance of personal
influence in the adoption of
tochnological chanje, in,
Social Forcos, Vol. 36, No.4.

Opinion Lesadersihip in Traditional
and Modern Psasant Comaunities,
viffusion of Innovations, Resaarch
Report No.Z2, Depart ont of
Communicotion, Michingan State
Undiveraity, USA.

communication of Innovations,
The Fres Pross of Glencoa,

Now York. Colliar - Macmillan
itd., tondong




Ruc:, Flyod. L. *

Sandarson, 0.

SMdhu, T.S.&.

Sauhney, .M.

Sen, L.K.

Shankaralai, Ch.

Sharma, D.K.

Shaw, M.E., Rothachild,
S.He and Strickland, J.F.

Singh, B.N. and

1570

1940

1967

1961

19569

1972

1566

1962

1965

vi

Psychology and Lifa, Holt,
Reinhart and Uinston, New York.

Lealership for Rural Lifg =
Rural Community Crganisation,
ung John ey and Sons, Inc.

R study to locate and idantify
ths kay-~comwunicacion and thai
haracteristics in rospact op
%arm TACLIC3S 1N lehe . and

Non=l. .0.Fe araa af Pun.gﬁ, ie3Ca
Thasis (UPPUDLiShad), Peh.Ue,
tudhiana.

Diffusion and Acceptancae of
innovations in EIrEcultura with
Tura auth, Ph.D, thesis(unpu
TIshads, Division of Agricultural
Extansion, l.A.R.I.

Opinion teadurship in India -

study of interpersonal commu=
nication in esight vil‘ages,
N.1.CsD., Hyderabad.

Diffarantial patterns of Communi-
cation in two Indisn villagas, in,
Studigs in Extansion Erucation,
Edited Dby Sinha, P eRe, Mol.Coellsy
Hyderabad.

Rols of Infoarmation Sources and
Communication Channels in adoption
of improved farm practices, Indian
Journal of Extansion Education, 2,
(3&1). pgl‘o b .

Decision process in communication
nats, in, Individual in Socity,
Krotch, D. @ CTULCRAField, ReSe
Bellichay, E.L. fic.Graw, Hill
Book Company Inc., Neuw York,
United States of Amarica.

Utlization of sourcas of farm
information in relation to adop-
tion of improved agricultural
practices, Indian Journal of
Extansion Education, Vols 1, No.1.




Singh, R.P., Ssetharam
Sinha and Mishra, A. P.

* Singh, Y.Po

:& o : ! 'Y Ylp. aﬂd

p V.

* 38pgh,; Y.P.

Sinha' p.R-R. and

Parshad, R.

S5inha, P.R.R.
Kaul, P.M,

% Tannons, A.l,

Thaibaut, Y.

and

1973

1965

1565

1270

1366

1370

1345

1062

vii

The potsntial of interparsonal
corunication in the flow af

a ricultural inforaation at

di faront 3t uas of adoption,
Indisn Journal gf Cxtensian

Education, Yole IX i1 & 2).

K study of comniunication neat-
works in ss.we i’ -l adoption

and key=co municators, *hele
8sis {unpublis , bivne of

Ajrl. Extn., New Dolhi, IARI,

Interpsrasonal Communic . tion at
diffsrent stages of adoption,in
I~dicn Jocurnal of Scelial iork,
UGLl, 27 (NOed)s PPe 343=3524

Studies in agricultural communl -
cation in Indis, 1n, Ressarch in
Extesnsion Tducation, Indian
Gociaty of txtension Couzation,
Division of Agricultural Exten=
8100, J.A.R.I., Nouw Dalhi,

pp. 107-134.

Sourcea of infornation as rslated
to adoption procoasc of gsome
Improvaed famm practices, Indian
souznal of Extoasion Jducstlon
s PP -

Comaunication and Extansion

Teaching Mathods, in, Ruszarch
in Exteasion Education, i1ndlan
Socioty of Extension Education,

Livision of Agriculiural Cxtone

gsion, 1.A.R.1., New Dslhi, p. 150.

farners of tho torld, Zxtn. work
among the Arab fellakin, Columbia
University Prsss.

Lo Experinental study of the
cohasiveness of unuarprsvilegaed
ipoups, in, In‘i:f'usl in Societ
Kratch, Ue. and Crutchficld, RS,
and Ballachiay, Cele McGraw, Hill
Baok Company Inc., Now York.




®* VYorma, O.Se

Wilkoning, C.Re

ilsoen, M.C. and

1870

1952

1955

viii

Jogial Psycinologlic il gorrelates
of 1pLerpersonal Lomaunication
- e e r—————
angd 1ol luenca 40 FArmin:
7 unpubliched),

nitles.
Division of Agricultur.l ixtene
810“, I.AOH- I-' NGU Delhiv

informal Lsadars and Innovations
in Farm practices, Rurcl Sacio-
lUH!. Vole 17. Hoe Se

Extenzion Teachi Mathods,
Lxtension tervics Circular
M3,130, Uetenshe af Agriculiural
Extension Sarvics, USA.

® ORIGIUAL NOT SEEN



APPENDICES



ix

APPENDIX - 1

INTERVIEY SCHEDULE

I. BASIC INFORMATION

Village Panchayat Senithi
District
1. Name of the respondent .e
2. Aje .e
3. Education ) oo
4. Casta .
5. HNuaber of housaes ownsd oo
6. Type of Housae oo Katcha/Pacca/Mixad

7. Detalls of the fa:ilys

S.No. Head and other fela- Mari- Occupation
mambers of the tion Age Sex tal ——emmee————- gnarks
family ship st.tus Maln Subsi-

diary

a,

be

c.

de

Be

fs

Qe

he

R WS AP S o D G up B SN P e ER WA W WP W WD Sw e D e P ER W ww W R W W



8. Uhich of the fallouing items do you possasa?

e

b
W es e e W s e W G AR W S e W o o aB e o = g T W s e T o e S > W

S. No. I tenm Nunber possessed

W B A ms B A% A GaB e Au W G ey W% S A e " S W aa WS A A an Y A @ W W

8. Bullock cart

b. Cycle .
c. Chairs

d. Furniturae {specify) y
8. Motor cycle/scootar
f. Car

ge Improvad implsments
he. Talsphons

i. Utencils {(modern)

J. Uatches

ke Crockaries

1. Any other {apscify)

M) ar an W SN AF A Ep W Gy G G ET WP WM EB wp MNP B W eh e TR MR G e G v er W

9. Which of the follouwing farn ..ouer do you posssas?

S.No. Details of farm powar Number Ramarks

W e e wp W W G My e P WS MA e WE AW Gh W AUV WP AR N @b aF W e O s @ W e

a. Bullocks
B. Tractor
c. 01l Engina/notor

d. Powar aprayar/spraoyar
(Hand compressed)

8. Any ot:ar (spacify)

W aE Wh G GP S GP A G A W AP v W Me AR an e o WP NP e mp SR A A G R NN AR e



18, Farn size en: tenure status

S.Noe. Particulars of holdings Arga in acres Total
Irrijate Unirrigate

a. Land ounczd

b. Land rented in

c. Land rented out

d. Totcl araa cultivated:
1) Ounad
41) Rented in

8. Tot .1 area under HYV of
padily during 1-80=81

i) Kharif
i1) Raui

1. 30cial porticlpation

1) Are you a member/office bearer of any institution?

YES/ND
If yas, give tha following detalls.
5.No. Institution Position held
8e
be
Ce.
d.

1) If you are also an M.L.A/M.P/Panchayat Sanithi
President/Z.P.Chairman, pleasa spocify stating the
ygar in unich you hald ths offica.

Offica held Yaar of elaection

® 8 %200 809 s e L B K BN B B B BN S A S R I Y
L LA I 2 R N BN B 1 IR ® S 8 08 0B 0 SISO P

CRHAB GO0 v 0 ® BB De et Qe
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12. Urban Contact

Have you visits: outside the village?
(Block, Distrcict, Town and Cities) YES/NO

If yes, give the follouing detailss

O ew GR R G AR ap me YR WE WD e NE M ap @ Y WY We eB Sw TR M = e - s we W oW

S.No. Nane of the place visited Freyuency Purpose of
of visit visfit

- G R MR SR W ok oy T ap W s WE G W G Wm W aw W -w—g.—-.—.—.g“

Qe

de

13. Contact with Extansion Agancy

Haouw often did you visit and discuss matters related to
Paraing with the follouwing officiuclss

W en T WP W s We @B SA GF S8 G W WM SR S W Gp W an R AP e s W W s me Y e

S.li0 Change a,jent Frayusncy of nestinns
Vory freqguent frequent Oftsn Naver

a., Vills .@ Dsvelopaant
Officer (V.D.0

b. R?ricult rs Extaeansion
Df ficer fA.C.0

c. Block Devalopasnt
ifficer (B.0.0)

d. Subject Matter
Specialist (5.M.S)
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17. Aspiraticns:

Farmars hava different aspirations to bas fulfillad i&n
future (s-y in naxt three ysors) regardinn purchass of more
land, having better houss, educating tneir children, material
possaszsion, acguirin) mors farm pouer aet.. Pleaus state what
you uwoull axpact to do in th=a naxt 3 ysar. regar:iin: the itens
mentionad sbove in case you get beiter profits in a,riculturs.

(Indicate in orier of praferanca).

11. IDENTIFICATION Of KEY-CORMUNICATO S AND SOMCUNICATION

NET=11Q°'KS

A) HIAY YIELDING VARIETIES OF PA: 0Y (HYV of Paddy)

1. Are you aware of HYV of Paddy? YES/ND
2. 1f ysa, what are the varioties you are aware?
2) b) ¢) d) a) £)

3. Pleasu state through uwhich source did you coms to knou
about thesa varisties?

- s R aE AR s e W WS YR W e W S @ W WP G Al Y SR AT W S PR B SR N ap e ™

SeNo. Variety Auars HNot SOQURCE OF INFORMATION
Aware Mass VOO AED Salsus thar iny
Madiie men or far- othar

conm~ mMars Source
ercial {apacity)
dealars

8

bn "\4\

Cs

de

B

r.
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4, If other farmers please state ths naiss and also indicats
your relacionship with thea in ordsr of prefarenco.

Ay M mp W R ER WS ED e B gl M AN W TR AR AR a S SR AR A W W ap AR SR W ™ am

S.No, Nanae friand Relativs Boast Neijhbour Any
: Farmor Othera
- P
be
Ce
de

P W B N M D W B WN P ey TP g @A B R ms M S A W L W YR SN WMk em = AR e A

5. s you cane to know about ths HYV of paddy, you might have
gona to somsbody for consultatio: te know the detaliled

lnforaation in addition to what you know about the varisties?

YES/NO
6. If yas, pleass asention, the sourcs you have consulted?
a) VuDe0o., b) A.E.0., ©) Salesmen and Commsrcial Dealors,
d) Other Parmers, @) Any othars {Spacify):

7. If other farmors, please stats the names and also indicats
your rglationship with them in order of preferance,

S.No. Name Friend Relative Bsst  Neighbour Any
Farnayp Othars

Be

b.

e

de

M WR wn WE T W G GE Wk A GB AN g B S S Mr E WR YW s dE We MBS ws e G e S Y

8. Before adoptimg the HYV of Paidy as trial crop, you might
have thought absut the pros and cons af the variaety and
theraeby favouraed to adopt the same,

ves/un

9. If yas, lat me know whethar any source is instrumental in
mainly chan:ing your attitude in Favaur of adoction of the
varisty.

YES/NG
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10, If y s, pleases mantion the source you avo consulted.
a) V.D.0., b) A.E.0., ¢) Salasman an- Commorcial dealors,
d) Other farmom o) Any other (Specify)t

11, If other fariars, plezsa state ths nawss and also indicate
your relaztionshin wit.: them in ordar of prafsrance.

G ar Gr WS W wm MR WP AP BE A SU ST My e A am TR g W@ Gl U My TN e ae WR R e s SR WS

S.Ho,. Nana Friend Relativg B:st Nsighbour Any
Faraar Othara

e

b.

Ce

de

12. ire you cultivoting HYV of Pa<dy? : YES/ND

13. 0id snybody influencs your docision %o tcks up thae
varisty? veS/ 8

4. If yas, which source influsnced y-ou and also indicate the
nature of influancs.

G W an an G S S T S M R e SR M WP @s B W AB Ye em MW me e - W an ws = o

S.No. Source Nature of influance

W ay as me E S e M TR am ar @ SR ep on AR GF S em A A TR ap AR % e e wm W - .

a. V.0D.0,

be A.E.O.

c. Salesqen and Comuercial Usalers.
d. Othsr farmars.

e. Personal gxperience.

f. Any othar ‘aspscify).

R P s A G g SR A e e W WD ED oy @ NP Ems TR R e W AR A WP S WY W eh A Wb aw

15. If othar farmars, please stats the nana and also indicate
your relatlionship with then in order of prafersnca.

S.No. Nana frisnd Rolativo Best Neighbour Any
Farasr Others

8,

be

Ge

d.

-——-.-—---————-----—----.------——
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16, ince hou Ihﬁg you are cultivating tiie HYV's of Paddy?

flantion the years

17. Ploase indicate which sourcs is instrumental to make you
to grou these vuriobtios sincs lonj?

-
- A W EE S AP WR G en W M M as TR AF GP W M wm v SR W e S W W TS e w WS e

S.No. Sgurce Nature of influsnce

G b S0 A me Wy B TR @y WS WM VR M0 MR mA WS g A Ea wr W @R W A R e W oy W e W

8. Vedelle

b. A.E.0.

Ce Saliesmen and Commercial dealers.
de Jtnar Farmeras

8. Parsonal axporienca.

fo Any atiar (upubifY)

WP wh e GE WE M W W MR WE Gm s ae WS e ME MR P SE @R e @B ™ M U5 ks " o ee we W

18, You hava mantionsd saveral sources so far, which are
instrumental in B influencing you to take up HYVY of paddy
at differ nt stayes of adoption, Plsasa lat me know
whicin source do you percsive as credible sourcs,

W OB W P en Ay e TR 6D G MR A WP E wm AR AR W @ At T o W s S e T W T o

S.No,. VDO AED Mass Saloes~ Other Porso- Any
fedia maen and far- nal othor
CO.M8= MIIS oxXpa- \3..acify)
rcial riancao
daalers

M EE NE e G as SR W S GR W B e VR G W Wb o W W e wn SR W W e G e e e @

1. Trust worthynaess
2. Zxpartness
B) FCRTILIZERS
1. /ire you aware ahout tha "ertilizers? YES/NOD
2, 1f yos, of the fertilizers you knows
a) b) c) d) " @) £)

3. Pleass state through which sourca did you come to knou
first about the fPartilizars menticned abaova?

D ST am we an W B S @ ma em Mn W R e W ER we MR W e am v OB B SO an wWp e AR

Se<No. Variety Auare !iot SOURCE JF INFORMATION
Auarc flass VDD LU saios Ocner Any
Media aan or far- other
com = [@Ars Ssaurca
ercial (specify)

& an ap W v T e W @ S e W G W T G T ah W NP Ee G SR em TR W e Wy WM @B e
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8.
be
Ca
de
a.
fa

G W WP AP wp e au UM W R s AR am B W R Nw Y MBS W TR G W SR AR W N am e ae S

4. 1f othar farwers, pleasa statc the nanas and also indicate
your relationahip uith them in order of prefarencs.

G AN EE WR O en e We MR we W ae AP W T am M my W AR G TR g A G SR R AR AR W A e

S.No. Haam Friend Relative Bast feighbour Any
Farnar Othar

e

be

Ce

d.

W e S Wy e W s BB s e WP EE AP O s WD WP as B R WP SR M0 a PR WP e W E Wm W

5, A8 you come ta knou about fertili:ars, you might have gona
to song body to know about detailzad information ahout the
typs, matbod, gquallty and guantity of fertilizuars to be usad?
YES/ND
6. If y@s, plcase mantion the sourcs you have consulted.
8) V.D.0.o b) A.E.D., c) Salasmen and Commarcial dealers,
d) Otaer Parmers, @) aAny other (specify)s

7. 1If other farmers, pleasa gstate ths namas and also indicats
your relationship with them in order of proferenca.

W W ey ws WS G R s G AR R W Gm WD W Wh g AN AR YR R s R R T R me e W e Y

S.No, Nais Frisnd Relative Best Neighbour Any
Farasr Othar

a,

be

Ce

d.

h S ws W ap TR Ak A YR gn an T A P W WM ER ME G W AP e SR W ap Y B AR e Ep W
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8. Before app!i¢§tion of fertilizers as trial you mijht have
tiought about the pros and cons of using the Pertilizara?

Y£S/NO

9, If yas, lat na knou uhgther any source is responsible for
changing your attitude touards application of fertilizers?

YES/NO
10. If yes, pleasa iention the source you have consultad?
a) V.De0ey b) oE.D., c) Salcinen and Commarcial daalers,
d) Otnar faraers, @) Any others (spicify)s

11. If otier farmers, plsase stata tha mames and alsa indicats
your relationship with them in ordar of prafarenca.

WE SR AP G WP W G ar W e A G P G e AR W gp W A A WD e e W D ey W aw S

S.Ro. Nawe Friend Ralative Bast Nalghbour Any
Farmer Dthers

8,

be

Be

de

12. iire you applyin; fPertilizers to your crops? Yes/No

15. .:1d ony body influsnc: you in taking a decision to
use tha improved fertilizers on large scals? /
YES/NO

14, If yas, please mention tha source and ncture of influence.

SNo. Source Nlature of influnnce

W % me o W e @ @ S T AR MR % G s W 4B W Se Te W wn PR oD e e am WP s W W

a. U.D.a.

b. A.E‘o.

c. Salesnasn and Commercial dealera,
de. Othar Farmars.

@. Parisanal axperisnca.

f. Any other (spocify):

- G am A ar m M @GP YR M @ WP @ W V¢ WP SR aa R O ap AR WD s 4P W &P e WS gn @E W
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15, If other farners, please stats the namaes and alsoc indicate
the relationship uilt them in or ‘er of prefsrence.

g.;o: -7 &a;a- - ‘inzn; ;eiazl;e-Bgsz B aézggb;u; ;n; T
Farmer gthers

-1

b.

Ge

de

16, Since ow long yeu are applying_tns Partilizars?

1?7 Plsase indicute widc: source is instrument.l to maks you
to anply thess fortilizers sinca lag?

SeNo. Sourcs Nature of influsnce
R S e S S SE S WP R @9 a2 G % A GF Ny G B ap S Tm we e - W s W s e - W
B¢ VeDeOe

bo P‘uf.'.. B-

ce Salas'en and Comercial Desalers.
de. Jthaer faraars.

8, i‘arsonal axporisnca.

. Any at er. specify).

W G e e R W M WS G i P ge A I D e e R GR WY Wl W WP SR we O W K g W W

18. If other farmars, mantion the namnes and also indicatse
their relationship with them in order of praferoncs.

G ws W WR G R WA e G e A S SN ek o W W W W S A A Wy U AR W B @ e W ae

S.MNa. Na 2a friend Relative Bast Neighbour Any
Farmer othnr

ae

b.

Ce

de

R e W N W e WE T e e T AR s WD e as B M AS e W GP W NP am G e as WD Wa P

19. You have maentionesd sevaral sources so far, uhich are
instrumentasl in influencing you in taking up of fortie
lizars, please lat me knouw which source 4o you percelive
as gradible sourcae
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W WE W WR W AR D W B Gr e W B ab Sl Gk SW AR M NE IR W W S G oy @ W W W S

S.No. VOO AEQ Mass Salos Other Perso- Any
Media men and far- nal other
. comm= mors esxperi~ [specify)
ercial enca
daalers

- W A W A WP W AR A wm W W W G G R AR M A W A RS o Wk S e A ap m  e

1. Trust uworthynass

2. Exportnasas

M ms W e W A YR A SP wm R R MR R Mk SR M) W AT A T W W 9k e ws S s W e

C) PESTICIDES

1. Ara auvaras of pasticides? YES/NO
2, If yas, what pesticidus you know? Mantion the names.

a) b) e) d) @) )

3. Please state through uwhich source did you coms to knouw
firat about the uce of the pssticidos.

e AF SF mp G T G GE A g B T W S AR T AR AP 4 A G W G B M W WE N A e S

SeNo. fPosti-= Aware Not

cides Auyare Mess VDU AEN Sales Othar Any
Madia agn or far= pthar
comm= MErs Source
ercial (s ecify)
desalers
a.
be
Ce
d.
9.
P,

@ cam W o WS Gh s TS i SR WS TR WS o M A WD al R Wb WP wy O ae WE e W o wm A ue

4, I othar faraeru, pliass stats the nanes and also indicate
your ralationshin with them in orler of prafarenca.

R aE R R e WE aa MR an e we PR e D W @ MR SR W W e TP o e em R WP mp M Wh @

S.No. Name fFriend felative Bast Neighbour Any
Farmar aothers

a.

b.

Ce

de
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5. A8 you came to knouw about the pesticides, you might havs
conaulted some body to know detailod information of the
nane of pesticides, method of application, quantity etcs,
in addition to uhat you kvow pr.viously?

YcS/ND

re

6. If yas, plseau mantion tho source you “uve consulted?
8) VelleDep B) AE.O.y c) Salasman and Camnerclal Desalors,
d) Uther farmers, @) Any othar (specify)i

7. If othar farners, plaase state the nanas and aluso indiset:o
vour relationship with thaea in order of prefsrenca.

M W WP W en @y G SN ww G WP M SN A SR S Y wa R Ay W S W T P R TR s R W G

S.Ho. Nana friend Raelative Baxt Naighbour Any
armer othar

a.

b.

c.

d.

W e e B e @S We WE Wt A @0 @ ouw W W W WP GF b s @ WP B Ws WA EE em v B O oW

8, Deiore L9 uge of posticidces as crial you 24ght have
thought about th- pros end cons of using ths nssticldeg and
madas up your alad Lo dugd cliaue YES/HO

9¢ If yns, pleasa lat me knowu yhether any source is instrumantal

ap .
LS

imn i="lyancing your attiso o For tha use, yournn
10, 17

a) Veb.Oey D) A E.Usy €) 3aleson and Commercial doealors,

-

yus, plesss montion sl soures you havs consultad.

d) Othor farmors, @) Any othar {sp cify)s

11. If otier (alnars, ploasza gtete tu 1o and also indicata
yaur relationship with them in or.. - .’ prafaronca.
G W WM A s e S G S em WP WY WP W PR as W W Wy W VR R an xe s LI
S.No. Name Friand Relative B.at  Nedlghbour nay
Farmer Othay
a.
b.
Ce.

de

T W M R W AR e W AR TB yw A M WP AF W AW WD AR WS @ B W AR o oy G WP G e
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12. ‘re you using pesticides on your crops? YES/NO
13. Did any body influencae you in t.king the decision to
Pin.lly uase the pesticidaes on large scale?
YES/NO
13, If yss, please nantion the sourca you have consulted,
a) VuD.0ey, b) A.E.0., c) Salesmen and Conmarcial dsalers,
d) Othar farmars, s8) Any other {spacify):

18, 1f othe farazrs, plza.s wnilon the source instrumental
in influencing to docision ond also tha rolationship

with them.
SefD, Nams fFriend fielativae Bus Neighbour Any
Farmoar Others
L
b.
Ce
de

G @b e Wi Em G5 e D S ap B Un gy A EHN A e % U4 o @ @ o S E R W O aE e W

16. Since how lon) you ars using the pesticides?

17. Ploase indicate uhich source is instrumentsl £ 13ke you
to use these pasticidoes since long?

W WE SD am AR Wb b @ YW o) MNP WE aE S M ee G AR e M W GD W W W G MR P ST em  ae

S. Mo, Source Maturae of influanca

- W G am T M G G Ay W BV MNP an AW D ap W P W R o YR I A W @ W B s W

8¢ VallaOe

b. AJELD. _

Ce 3Jalasqen and Commaercial Daalarsa
de Other farmers.

g. Parsonzl expacianca.

fo Any otoar (spacify).

M wME WD e MR ap W AR e an mh W me FN ah @ G Sk W W AR MR @ MR @Y @ We G A B G

18. If other faraers, plesase mentian the namss and the natura:
of ralationshi .
SeNa, Name Friand dzlative Baat  Nalighbour Any
fFarmer Othar

M UB M S EB M op G S W B SN O ws W T an YR e al PR SR M P e @B W wE WR Wy om G
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L
be
(-
de

19. You have mentionad saveral sou.ces so far, which ara
iastrumental in influsncing you in usinn of pssticidas.
Pleasa lat ma kaow wihich gsourco do youu parceive as
cre 'ible source.

W W me MM A a @R W D N e B we A% WER 4P ap e W as T ee TR ab ws W W me e S e

S.HO. YD0 AED Mass Sales- Othar Parsonal dAny
tladia asn and fore exyp 'ri- Other
Commer= mars once (spocify)
cial
doalaers

S S B W ms TR 4R @ v G AP T G NP AP A S W G WS @ s MR % e e W W GRS

1. Trust vorthynasa
2. Expertnocs

D) BULTL. oo oROCITING

1. Are you awarg aasout aultd;ls cropping? vEs/uo

2. 1If yes, vnalt cropplin; patterns you knou?

3. Plersg stete through which cource did vou First come to
know cbout thems multiole cropping and its pattoerns,

@ S PR Gm W WS W an S me N W R S SR R A me U em AT ua G GESMA W M G B e we WR WP W W

SeN3e Croppling Auare lot

Pattorn Awares Ma.- ¢ O AED 5:leg= DParso~ Othar Ang
Media aan a1d nal far= ‘the
co. exps= mars er
rcicl rience (spacie
declars fy)
- R W e wm as 2w em we =8 - e W e w e - -— W Ak AE W M em Wy W s we e wiy WA W W
B
b.
Se
‘o’
s
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4. If othoer farmers, pleass states the naes and alsoc indicats
your rglationship uwith than in ordor of ppefarsnca.

;.Bo: -7 ;a;e- B -F;&;n; Eaza:i;a-ngaz - ;szg;b;u; En; ST
Fapwar gther

a.

b.

Cs

de

M am ew A WP iy A B sm T e OB AN qu P WP AF SR G W Ga NN g W W e W W W wF AR

5., As you coma to kaou about the multiple cropping, yvou
night tava cansulted soms body to lnow about the datails
of croppiny catterns, cultivation proctices ete., in
addition to what yonu know about thas muoltiple eropping
proviously.
ves/no
6. 17 yus, pleasa 7 ntion the sourcse yau have consulted?
8) VeDeOey D) AcE.Dey ©) Salesmen and Cominrcial Dealars,

d} Othor Parnars, @) Any othera {spacify):

7. If othar F~—- 3, sleaag state the nanas and also indicate
Your ralil ip uit: them 4in order of refaranca.
SeiiDe Hama Friend Relative Hsst ieighbour Any
Farmar Uthar

a.
b.
Co
de

W wr wr mh Sa N W G W am AR W W Am 4 GB We O MD M WD ge VP AR en Wwe @ AN BE Ay ea

84 Baetorc starting the multipyle cropping as trial you might
hayag thounht absut ths pros and cons of the multiple
clgpLingy

YES/NG
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9. If yas, lét 28 knou uhich source has chang:»d your attitude
for adopting multiple cropping is., vhather any source io
instrumaental in coreating favourable attitude in your mind

about nmulti le cropping?
ves/ne
10. Plgase mantion the sources you hiav3 consultad,
a) VeD.0.p B) AE.0.y ¢) Salosasn and Commorcial dealers,

d) Other farmsrs, e) Any others (specify):

11. 1f others farmera, plasse stats ths nanes and also indic:te
your ralationship with them in order of prefsrenc:.

- e map G ep B A 5 S o @ A T APV W P W T o W s Ar W T G e A W e W

S.Mo. Nane Friend Relative Best  HNeighbour Any
Far»er Gther

a,

b.

Co .

de

12. iire you adoptin; multiple cropping? YES/NO

14. 0id anybody influence your decision to take up this
Pragraa: ?

YES/NO

14, If yes, uhich source influencad you snd also indicate ths
nature of influence.

S.HNo. Sourcs Naturo of influsnce

a. U.D.O.

b‘ A.E.D.

c. Salasmen and Commercial Dsalars,
de fFersonal sxpsrience.

8. Jdther farmars,

7. Any ot ers (specify)

@ e W e ek AR G Gr S G W ey S g W G AR G EF R DR en NP R e® S A WE e mp e

15. If other farmers, ploase state the names and also indicate
your relationship uwith them i.: or er of prafaresncas
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- e SR as A W an e B W WP 6 WR R AP AR M S w ap R TR W% W o "% @ W e R

S.No. Naneg Friend Relative Rost Neightour Any
Toomer MThgre

W WS Mh mm wa WS s OB WA YR WP R W ER wm e apr BA cw B G oy W W ow W v e e W e

-

do

G R WP ap W Er A SR MR a4 M G BN YN W g am R WR WS RS O YR W W Sm W e W W W

a

16, Since how long you ara adopt:ng wlh 18 croppzn .

17. Plzmse indicete which source is instrume+-1 *~ nuka you
v adopt the samae?
- e e @ ey W G 6 an W W ek W A S B B MG EE Y eR R D S Gy R W e ae W

S.llo. Sourca Nature af influsnce

a, Velels

be AcEoeDs

c. J3lesian end Commerclial [palors.
d. Othar faraerc.

A, Porvonal axXoeriencs.

. Asy athors (spocify).

-y R Ly o W @ W @ e S mw W Wy B oy W G N e TR SR g W B e Ve am R W G
18, I ou:i.ar farmers, plaass state tiig namas and slso indicate
your relitionship witli them in order of praferance,

- WS W R o W R s W Ay W T WD e O T AR v Bs s W o we BB R G W S a, am WR

Ge.NO. Nang friend Ralative Bsst Neiqahbour Any
farmar Gihazxs

8.

b.

Ce

d.

WP s mr s WS WP S S W A G B W an A W W ae TR Wb ae em TP S aa A <8 em me W

18. You have meniionad seve:al sources su  <r, wilun arz
instrumental ininflusnchg you in adapting nuliile
crosping.  Pleasa liat ma know uaich aource do you
parcaive as cradibla snurcae.
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S.Na,. VDO AED.Salesmen Other Personal Any
and cone fare axpari- others
ercial a8rs  @nce {spacify)

- dealers

oy SR WE OB g o TR S e wp W B e Gh PR oy G we SR YR WP s G AP W R W an W W W

1. Trust uworthyneas

2. Expsrinoss
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ITY1. OLE CXPECTATIONS ND (iU LE PCOFGRMCHCE 07 KEY-COMEIUUIC .GO0S

1. In avery villige, you will come across some fopmass uho are
instrunental in cr iz ting the latast information to other
faragrs. To the o..c.... one dos; this he is regar:ed as coma~
unicators, ksy-communicators. They in turn ars expacted to
parform certain rolos in viaw of the complexity of ths ne:
agricultural stratogy. MNow ploase lot =me knou the roles they
ara expeactoed to paerform in viau of nau stratsqy of sgricul-
tur-l production,

a,
be
Ce
de
B
f.
Qs
h.
38
Jeo
Ke

W ea W g e AM ur e M PR AW aE se gt W e G @F em e v s we ween@P W

2. In guery villago, you will come across soma farmers uho are
instrumental in communicating the lataest information to
oohar farmers, To the sxtont ons does this work ha is
ragardad as kay~-communicator, Thaey in turn paerform certaln
rolas in visu of the comjlexity of the now agricultural
stratsgy. Now plsusa say uhat are th: rolass the kay-
coonunicator perforaing in your village.
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S.8o. Role expactaed to be Roles Roascne for nofm
pasrforned peri'crinad fulfilment of
expected roles
1. Doaiwocnstratine improvad

2.
3.

5.

8.
9.
10.

11.

practices. ’

Providing information
on N9y precticas.

Supplying or helping in
s3curing saads,

Fraoviding technical
qguidance,.

Uinning prizes far
mgpricorigua faraing.

rarsuading follow
farmers (o adopt new
practicos.

Srganising agriculturel
Pro;ranmsas.

Providing monetary halp
to fellow farmers.

Provl ing continuous
gul janca and intarast
in others?® faraning.

Spaakcing official quartaer
on haohulfP of falloy farairse

ANy oThars.

W WS e e W W e G WE Gp MR B e W GRS e e W R SR e O R A MR S oe s A WA

Se

30 far you have coiaultad diffarant farmers in your villa.g
at different gtages of adopticn. MNow lat =g know uhsther
any farmar in the village consulted you also for knawing
the detuils of agriculcural innovations and taking tha
docisions to ajapt/usa of the HYV of paddy, Fertilizers,
Pasticld 'es and Multisle Croppinge.
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S.No. Stage. . HYY of Padly Faerti- Pagti- flultiple
" lizars cides Cropping

.--owv-n-u‘.-q-n‘w-’”“u‘l“---n‘---ﬂ--

ii
118

b. Parsuasion £§

a. Knouladgs ii

- 13
ili

Ce Dociaion i)
ii
11i

d. ConfirnuiLion ) 3
11
111

VP Sa e AW MmN e TR HE e G W AN e W W I wm VW s @R me ak W g o e W e aw W

PERG HAL OBSECVATIONG OF THE INTERVICUER

—

1. Usra nther parsons present within sar shot,

Y33, throughbut { )
Yea, at times ( )
No ( )

2. Intarviewsr's astimata of frankness/
sincarity of respondant's raplies.

Very frank {
Frank (
Not very frank (
VYary avaaiva {

Yt Yt Nl

3. Intarviouer's ostimate of gonsrsl cooporativensss of
raspondent throughout the 1ntaruieu.

Vary Looperativa { )
Caopzrative ( )
Not very cooperativa ( )
Vary un=goopsrative { ’

4, Interviesuwer's general impressions of the raspondontst
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LY APPINDIX - II

JUDAEMENT SHEET

DR, 3. VENKU RCDDY Extension Education Instituts
M.S5c.,(Ay. ). Ph.D., College of Agriculture
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR A.P.Agricultural Univaeraity
; Rajendranagar : Hyderabad-500030
D.0.Mn.  [IE1/8u, datad 7th Gctobaz, 1930
Dear Sir,

This is to invite your kind attention to a resesarch
projoct on B STUDY OF THE COMMUNIC .TION PATTERNS, NET=LORKS
AHD KEY=COMBUNICATOAS IN THE SEQUENTIAL AGUGPVION OF 3008E
AGRICULTURAL IRYQYLTVIONSY., In thia project we are also
trving to dovalop an indax to neasurs the Intorpessonsl
communication bahasviour of thg Parmeray taklin- Mto considacas
tion tha numbor of communicacion messages. All thaesa nesge
eges may not carcy egqual welyht. Gome messages can b3 comaue=
nicated gasily wiila others prove dirfficult Iin comwnicntion,
Ths main considarastion in this rogard, tharefors, is the
ralative sase or difficulty of tho messagea in pecson to
parsun cowmunica.ion.

Since, you have adeqguate axpsrience &l lnaight into
the problenas of communic tion, your expocrt judgemant in
gotting a comparativa wai htagse o diffarant messoqas will
srova vary usaful Tor this study. Your active cooparation
and quick respon:a would snable us to comolate the study soon.

I shall ha grateful if you kindly return the attached
Judgaemant shoets duly filled in litest by the 15th November, 1980.

Uith warm psjgards,

Encl: As statad. Yours sincerely,

To S.Ve [ECDY
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UHAT You ARE RE4UIR-D TO DO?

Kindly consider sach practice listod belou and determine
vhathar the practicae {message) in your opinion liss to the
laft or rinht of the mid=point, or in the mid=-pcint itself,
The mid point suggasts "no opinion® or "nsither difficult nor
@asy position¥, Than, you decids ths ex#ct josition and jive

a 'Tick mark® ( ) in the appropriate column. As sxplained
earlicer this is to bs dona ke2ping in vieu the ralative eass or
difficulty o f vach massage in parson~io=posrson communication,

MR = BWr e MR W v Gp s S WP wr R M YE NS A W@ A ks W AR a W W o e s W W ARAs W

Easy to communi- Mid Difficult tu

cate PBolnt comnunicats REMARKS
fx= LJuits Rather Fataer Wito EXe
tro~ tro-
maly naly

AP e a WGP WP M ME s G Gy SR Wy G AR SR G W AR W Ay TP WP s GF W W G W A W SEE

Gannral Massages

*+. HYY of Paidy

2. Tartilizors
3« Festicldes

4. flultih le
Cropping

W A B Gy S P an @ @ an S ew A MR o Gy A W A we W W e W W o R WS AR SB W WS e

Nanaag

Dasignution Signature
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APPENDIX - III
CPINION SHETT

DR. 5. VENKU REOCDY Extansion Efducation Institute
Me3C., (Age)s,PhaDe, Colle;a of Alriculture
ASSUCIATE PROFESSOR A,P.Agricultur:l Univaersity
. fajondranagar $ Hydarahad=500030
DeOelrs [E21/80, dated 7th Octobor, 1360
Dear Sir,

This is to invita your kind actention to a rasearch
project on ® A STUDY BF THE COMMUNICATION NET-1/ORKS, PATTERNKS
AND KEY-~COPMUNICATORS IN THE SEQUENTIAL ADOPTION OF 30ME
AGRICULTURAL INNOVATIUNS ., 1In this projoct wa arc also
trying to develop a Role sxpsctation instrument to nmeasura
the rala parformance of tha key-comaunicators, '

S5ince you have adequat:s exparience and insight in
tha role of key=-conaunicatars, your expsrt gpinion will be
graatly appraciatsd.

Ain opinion shast to svaluate the axpscted rolss of
key=comaunicztors from your view point is snclosed hareuith,
Kindly go through the statement and write down your cpinion
(in the space provided) reoardiny the rolaes that tha key-
comnunicators should play in the context of ths demands of
tihe new atr-tegy of fgricultursl production.

I shail be ghteful if you kindly return tho attached
opinion shaost latust by the 15th November, 1980,

Lith werm regards,

Encls s stated, Yours slncarsly,

To - S.V. DEDDY
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KEY~COHIUNICATORS AND THE INTEGPETSONAL COMMUNICATION PRUJECT

The complaxity of the now stratagy in Agricultural
production don:nds additional rolss to be perforied by the
kay-comnunicatcrs®™ in bringing about e repid techmnlogical
chanye in agriculture, Kimdly cention, ths rolas that ths
key=conmunicators should play in visw of tniss

1.
2,
3.
&,
S.
G.
?c
8.
Se
10,
1.
12.

S e WS e N MNE GE um S W N P MR WR WS W WE TR wm e S ms W ek YR sm R e wm  wm B

Nomee

basignations S$ignsture

* Koy=-communicators heras rafere ko the formers in the villege
Wild scoraes above the mean numbsr of proforsncsea or cumaunie
cation acts in 2 rerticuler situztize {l.s., Pormars threugh
uhom tna faellow fermers saeks inform cion on Jdiffaosrant agrie
cultural inngv.tions),
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4. Extont of apea under assured irrigation {20)

i) upto 25% RO

1i) Upto SO% :
111) upto 70% )

iv; upto 85%

vf Upto cent per cent

5. Extant of ths uss of plant protsction
chemicals (20)

Percentage of f.rm familiss using
the plant protesction chemicals.

i) upte 10%

ii) Upte 25%

iii) upto 50%

iv) Upto 75%
v) Upto cent per cent

6. Extent of tha use of improved agricultural
implements (zn‘f

Number of improved farm and implemants per
farm family,

i) uUpte 2

i1i) upto 3

1ii) upto 4

iv) upto S
v) fiore than 5

7. Contact with the extesnsion agency (20)

Degree freaquency of contact with such
categoriss of extension parsenngl as
B-D-B.. Pusa Lhrkars,ﬂ. E.D. sVl alds

i) Naver
1i) Rarely
1ii) often
iv) Most often

8, Extent of the smell farmars as adoptors
of improved practices (20)

i) upte 10%
ii) uUpto 25%
iii) upto 50%
iv; Upte 75%
uf Upta cent par cent

Bonas

Boanmm

15
20

oM@ e






13, Marketing facilities (10)

Degres of commarciallization i.a.,
percentage of total produca of
the primary crops.

i) upto 40%

1i) upto S50%

1ii) upto 6GO%

iv) Upto 708
v) Upto and more than 70%

14, Extsnt of farmera' participation (10)

1) upto S%
1i) upto 10%
iii) Upto 1 5%/
iv) uUptoc 20%
v) More than 20%

15. Paercenta s of farmers cultivating
their oun land (10)

i) upto S0%
ii) uUpte 758
1ii) upto cent per cant

16, Consolidation of land holdings (10)
i) Lands consolidated

ii) Lands partially consolédated

iii) Lands not consolidated

17. Means of mass communication (10)

No., of radlo sat ., nauspapersm farm majazinas,

Journals atc., per farm femily.

i) uUpto 0.10
u Uthn B.ﬁ
1ii) uUpto 0.50
iv) Upto 0.75
v) More than G.75

WL A

oQdNn

OCooadN

OeoesN



L15T_OF THE CIMAUNICATORS IDENTIFIE:

« APPENDIX - VI

xxxx<i

AND_THEIR CODE RUMBER IN

A

A PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE
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S.No,

Naqas of the Conmunicator

Code NoO.

- An e W e TS s G e W S SR W e WP W ar SR TE 4y W G e AR S W ay e v W W

1.
2.

3.
4.

Se
6.

- e en W S m

SRI
SR}
SRI
SR1

SRI

He
Pa
N.

KEY=COMiIUNICATORS

30VINDA REDDY

CHENCHULAKSHHAIAHN SETTY

NADAMUNI REDDY
Me SRECNIVASULY STCTTY

, SRINIVASULY REDDY

VENKATARAMI REDDY

COMAUNICATORS

YERRA REDDY
CHENGA REDDY
N RAYAMASUAMY REDDY

KANDATI MURIRATNAM SETTY

Ne

MuNI REDLY

76

15

oS
16
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" APPENDIX - VII

ST OF THE COMMUNICATORS IDENTIFIED AND THEIR CODE NUMBE: IN

A_LE33 PROGRESSIVE VILLAGE

S.Na, Mame of t@e Communicstor Cods flo,

KEY~COMMUNICATORS

1. SRI KONORMPATI ManHn rATAN A
2. 341 Ko VEMKTADHE : 60
3. ARl K. SUABARARATIAY B2
4, SR1 VELIGAXNGLA PULLAR RAJY 12

SOTARUNIC A TART

Se 3RT Ke SUB3ATAA 33
Ge 3R1 VELIGALLE GURAVARAJU 100
7e SRI K, YARADARAJULU &
8. SRI KQNDAMEATI CHENGALARAYUDU 2
9, SRI P DI VENKATARGTNAR » 40
10, SRI T. APPAYYA 22
1. 3RY €. 5UBBR .YADU 13
12. SRI CHITTUBR KATAIAH 1
13. SRI GANDHAR SUBRAHFANYAR 10
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