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i. msaGDUcm#

^be success of agricultural developmeat programme 

in developing countries largely depends upon the nature 

aad extent of use of oase media in mobilisation of people 

for development. The please rs is tike jo oeua tries have 

realized tbat tbe development of agriculture could be 

hastened eitb tbe effective use of mesa media, as tbe 

opinion of Lerner (1938) "Hass ttodls in itia te  psychic 

mobility in the people cod trigger off change ia them, 

they reioo the jeaerel level of bepiratlaa of tbe people 

sad motivate then for aotion".

Amoas the several mao a media oewmpeper ia the 

most commonly uaod medium* i'bio is  the moat practical 

me ana of dowse mida ting the localised and apeoialiaed 

information to the people.^ kaphas la in ; this aspect 

datapath! ££ &jL. (197/) made the following obeervetioaei

"To achieve high product loo, fermers m ill have 
to master now sk ills  aad leers to meaae;e aad 
meaipulete various laputs. This is  ooeaibie 
oaly, i f  there le  e sound communication atra- 
t©sy whioa would effectively aad quickly 
diseemiaate the latest teobaology to the 
farming community aad influence tbe indivi­
dual farmers in adopting i t ,  aad eoablnatloa 
of various communication channels ia neceaaary 
eo that the various agricultural innovations 
could reach a ll  cateorios of formers without 
loea of time".

She neeepepor is  primarily a mesas of disseminating 

ne«e sad isflueucin^ the public ee to the current eveets. 

Ia aaditiun i t  eervee ee as educational ana entorteinment
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mediae. ilewspeper pleya aa important role 4n the field 

of agricultural development.

^Agriculture Lein^ the Oigeat awetor of tbe 

country, must to understood and appreciated by tbe farmera 

in particular aad by tbe public in general.

According to Sox  ( 1 tbe two important roles 

of agricultural jouroaliam are:

1. I t  uost inform and educate tbe farmera about 
nee methods in agriculture.

2. I t  must explain and interpret agriculture
to tbe root of tbe society. ' ")

\

Thus newspaper can play a meaningful aad affective 

role in transfer of agricultural technology fron reaearcn 

stations to tbe formoiu fie lds. I t  belpa to narrow tbe 

gap between scientific discovery and its  application.

This is tbe ohallenge tbe Indian Freea bae to face.

Tbe advantage of print media are: (1 ) tbey can be 

reed at tbe convenience of tbe readera (2 ) tbey can bo 

preserved for tbe future reference, (3 ) they can be 

paoaed on to others and (4 ) tbey aleo carry preatige for 

tbe people wbo poasess them.

In India os on 197? there were 171&& newspapers 
Including dailies ana other periodicals. A e  country ia
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currently publishing 1Qd? dally newspapers In 18 
difierent languages. Thia indicates tha potentiali­
ties of Indian i»ro«e for furthering tbs overall develop­
ment of tba country.

ihe lap or tan co of newspapers oe comes a till aore 
dominant la viuw of tbo increasing literacy standards 
of tba people.

Xbe dallies in uamataka began publishing agri- 
cult ui'a 1 information tbat sea provided to them by tbe 
University of Agricultural Sciencoe, Bangalore from tbe 
year 1988* today all tbe important dailies in Karnataka 
are devoting a considerable amount of space for agricul­
tural information by many competent sources. Ibis is 
an encouraging trend. These newspapers publish different 
categories of agricultural information, such aa aarkut 
price, weather, sugge^tiuii to farmers, success stories 
of faraers, agricultural news, questions and answer*

SMtimtiLSL 3urn. a a & a i

Insplte of publication of agricultural information 
in tbe dailiest no attempt has been mads to study ane 
critically analyse tbo ueeiulneaa of various aspects of 
it. Noting this deficiency Duue (1933) opined tbat in 
underdeveloped countries with reap-ct to the mass media, 
little is known about tbeir persuasion and influence*



4

Other experiments in maja comuunioation *®*e largely 
hit-and-run, trai1-and-error ventures. Haus coouunica- 
tion la yet a largely untriad weapon in underdeveloped 
eoeievies.

ihus there is a ne^d to study the nature of agri­
cultural information puoliabcd in dailies.

Attempts maae to find out the characteristics 
of newspaper readers in Karnataka are only fee. Aa 
pointed out by ftchramm (1964) the phenomenon of maea 
media exposure may be cumulative i.e., tbe neespeper 
subscribers oa/ be also lietening to radio, eeelng 
films, reading magazines. Their reading habits differ 
according to their personal cberecteristica like age, 
education and socio-economic atatua. Hence it was consi­
dered es essentiel to inveetlgete these aspects wltb 
reference to newspaper reading fame re.

Kewspepere do not operete in vecuum. They are 
essentially me&nx to serve tbe needs aad lntereata of the 
readers, newspaper by virtue of being mase media receive 
very little feed sack from its audience unlike inter- 
personel channels of comunlcatlon where the feed back 
is spontaneous end abundant. In this context newepaper 
publishers need to make special efiorts in knowing the 
neeos and internets of the farmers. Majority of the 
newspepere are published in the urban oentors, theyxareiy



oover the inter ats of tbe x-uri people, ford (1959) 
stat d that "daily neaapapi re aro city products and 
tbat inevifcobly they have aaar d tbe urban philosophy, 
prejudices and blind opo&s. In other*orda, a rioulture 
baa to deal with tbe ago long ohaan between people in the 

oitiea and people ebo wora. tbe ooil. A two way bridge 
ia needed over tbat obaaia* fhe urban press, with a few 

notable exceptions baa contributed little to tbe building 
of a oriufcr and ia a till handicapped enoraoualy b/ ite 
o<n bao^jrou^dn.

dance an at*eiapt n a a  been stade to eaauae tbe noode en- 
preferences oi -h e  newapaper reading ifcruere about tbe egri~ 
cultural inforijatiun publiahod in dailies.

(xhe a a i a  objective of tbis study «ae therefore to 
analyse tbe agricultural info oati> i published in wmnada 
dailies and co study tbe newapaper reading hahiua of farmera 
their socio-economic characteristics and tbeir preferencee, 
opinion end suggestions on tbe publication of agricultural 
iniormation i n  dailies, f̂ollowing are -be specific 
oaj ctives of she atody.

1. x'o iin. out tbe quantum of agricultural in- 
f enaction in tb.ee aelacted Kannada dailies.
And uo Jmow ube space proviucd fOr tbe 
dixierant categorise of agricultural inf or­
ma tien in chase dailies.
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2* To osauy ubo characteristics or newspaper 
readinj farmers.

3. To study Ubo newspaper riding bool us or 
farts era.

4. To relate the nowapap r reading haul us to 
tha socio-economic oharaotori .tics of tha 
farmers.

5. To know tho opinions preferences, utility and 
suggestions ua^a oy tho newspaper reading 
farmers about tho puollcatlvu of agricultural 
information io the dailies.^

kialtati^d. j,Jh >, ff ̂

wuo of uhe most important criticisms tbat is made 
on couwottt analysis research Is that tho flnuin^s have no 
clear ai, nlxicance for either theory or practice. For 
instance, uhe findings ootainod aoout the quantum of 
space on s^ricaltuxal informstion cannot he coopered 
«*itu any stan arus and policies of uhe newspapers cannot 
alao oe questioned, similarly the results obtain d by 
content analysis stay not load to development of theories, 
.leuce, tho findings of thia investigation axe Halted to 
*;hiu extent.

ie axain^ who survey rosearcn sous of the findings 
which are location specific cannot be generalised to ail 
area.



© IF



XX* ii-.Vix.a Ox’ XiiTidiAfUEib

The i'eview of literature la dealt la tbe f allow ia ; 
subbeauiae ia this chapter.

1. jwopirical atuaicc oa con.oat aaalyais of 
newspaper.

2# Proceduroo la coteat analysis*

3* Hole of agricultural lnroraatloa through 
print a dia la extenalsa ecuoetioa

4. tfewcpaper reading babita of lanaero.

5 Characteristics of newspaper readi ng farmers.

6. Attitude of faruera toearua tbe agricultural 
lnforoatloo publiahed la dallie& an- other 
agricultural puOllcationo.

1. m >  ir lc a i studies oa content analysis
Indian etuples oa content analysis of newspaper 

are rare, very few a tte s ts  bave beea oaue by tbe Indian 

reaearchers to quantify and analyae tbe different oontenta 

of oaily newspapers, however aaay atudies bave oeen con­

ducted elsewhere. I t  «as found dealreble to e*a«iac such 

otuaius and benje tbe review of literature un^er tbla 

beauia.; covers botu foreign and Indiaa studies.

H a k S  iiia« (1924) atuoied oeven tjrpea of
aewe«0u3iau3s, sports, aausemont, political, police,
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foruin ana art la papers representing different ^e Graphi­
cal areas* Tha author has fcmn.<± that ho* muon tha pro- 
port!Das is ahicu the/ appeared diixered ia different locali­
ties.

Howe (1127)» ia e comparison oi tha Boston evening 
transcript aad tha Christiana ocieaeo aooitor, stuuied that 
whether local ne^s, national no#s9 sports news and foreign 
news, caiae fro:, the papers own aoncy or fro the outslue 
source. Willey (1929) found that on the whole the papera 
published ia the smallest towns ia the oountius of United 
Peaces of America with the greatest par cant of their popu­
lation livin; ia the opea county and with froa 50 to 7> 
per cent of their circulation is froa rural areas aore 
attention to rural interests is given* Ia tha larger towns 
and larger counties city intereata were prudoainant

Inufau scudiest iiopen (1962) analysed throe dailj newa- 
pep re of ftagpu. to find out the .quantum of agricultural 
iniormation published, fhe author found that all the 
three newspapers carried hi fa proportion of national to 
iaternationamsws, it was also found that these newspapers 
report more of netloaal oeas rathor than the local ne«a.

A stuuy conducted in India (196&) hy the Indian 
Institute of Ma-ja Comauaication on content analysis of 
Indian dailies for their coverage of eleotion nawa items,
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revealed tbat &b© league e anu tbe aediuei ojuculated 
dailies printed uor* ilMtloa ae«s than did tbo *a_,li8b 
and tbe alg circulated dailies. Ia chat study threw 
content olasslilcetlsa categories were ast "educative", 
"informative" and "opiaery". Dhe aeeeufeasat «aa soda 
ia columa per Inelu

ia japetbi ££ a^. (1977) have stuuiod tha sources 
and frequency of e^ricultural sews published in "Dlnaaanl" 
aau "Mslel aarasu" wbica were daliiee published froa 
Madras, iaailn&du*

Singd aad iLunar (1977) fouad la their study of two 
Iadiaa newspapers that the total space provided by tha 
selected Issues of "the Indian nation" and "the Aryaverta" 
ware 8,320 ana 1 2 , colusa par oa, respectively* There 
was no alt;nixicant dii' erenoe setween these -wo papers 
in space provided for a^riuultural lai'oraatlon* 'Itoe 
authora in their content anal/sla oatetsorisad agricultural 
content as "ne-s iteos", "editorials", "foatttie article", 
"let*ura to the editor” and "advertiseaeata"*

ihe space provided to uifierenc catorjoriaa waa as 
follows by ehe two papera*

ol.^O Iteao Colman/ca

1* "Jess iboaa"
2* "Advertioemcnt"
3* "ieacure article"

20,8?*
4,1^8
2,968



4. "M ito riu la " . . .  7b'/

S>. "ijottaxa to tibe editor” ... 762

2. JfflaijOULl

SLaalliit onalyslo* jcuaplan und Goldsen (1^9> stated that; 
"content analyst ai&e et a quantitative cieusiiieati^n of 
a tlvea eody oi knDulod^e in tunas of a oyster oi case^o- 
ri.u devised co yi. id aata relevant to specific bypotbosia 
concerning she content”.

morels on (1£>2) defined content analysis aa Ma 
resea.oa cecuni^ue for the objective, ayacetaacic ana quan­
titative, deecriptiou of cbe manifest content of couauni- 
cation".

Aooordlng to Riley ana L>toll content
analysis ia a aultlpuipo^e roeearcn aetboa developed for 
inventionting a *iue variety of proeleos tbat axe encoun­
tered in tbe atuuy oi coaaunicatioi*.

k m a  Aft CPU yenv analygls < Cartwrijat iaentin^d
tne following atipo aa essential for a satisfactory concent 
analysisi

1. specify needee data* rbe investigators need to Uave 
a clear idea of type of data required for tbeir  study, 
they should work out tbeir * lane in detail, so tbat uhey 
can tell abat for-, tbeir final tasloa *ili ta&e.
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2* Map out piano for tabulations It la essential to 
mauc- explicit plans for the tabulation ox coded data*

3* Leyouc the selection of tbe outline t At thia point, 
it will be ttdtiui to llut tbo variables in t ras of 
whica the content is to t>e coded*

4. Fill la categories for each variables t There are m ay  
sy steins of cate^oriua whicn oa/ be employed for any given 
variables* rhe o e ohosen all depend upon tbe objectives 
or tbe study anu tbe type of neamuemont ooing undertaken*

-She systeta of oauejoxi a should oe exhaustive 
ao mutually exclusive. It ia exhaustive tbat if there 
is a category in whica to pla ;e every relevant itets, tbat 
m y  he found in the content* Its categories are mutually 
exclusive if there is one end only one place to put an 
item tfitbin tbat ~.ystea of categories*

5* *steolish procedures for utilising tbe material s 
iipeoific working definitions, to be used in the atudy, 
should be established at this point of tine in such a 
fashion tbat various co.ca can all utilize tbo eoae 
material in the came way.

She most important measuring u.-ito la communication 
research are (1) a ainjie word, (2) a theme, (3) s character,
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(4) « paragraph or other aatural uuita 01 moaning «nd 
U ) aa item suca a& aa article, apeecb «te.

The unit oi enumeration that; oeeme ta he moot 
popular ia coaaunication reaearoh is that; of physical 
lan̂ fcb (eg* colucu loch) or temporal duration (eg., time 
ia minutes). If cue a a ata ore meaningful from a theore­
tical point of viu«, they ehould be used, oecause they 
have real advantages o. reliability aad susceptibility 
to aa theme tile al maaipulatlona.

6* Try out cbe outline t After the outline le developed, 
is muet be applied to the ooatent ia a prelim.* aary way 
in oraer to dlacovar what modifications are aeedsd* 
Ordiaarlly, this try in g o t of the oodlag procedures is 
also used as a ti- ainl . g period for the people who aro to 
do the fiaal codin

} .  M U  oi a.jiculva-at lnfotnatlou tturou,4» print auala 
in ««f»8lui uOoootlaa

iiofier (19^2) reported that the readers of agricul­
tural bulletin* adopted some practices based on iaforaatlaa 
contain, d in tho^e publlcetioae.

Smith’s eoudy (19^1) revealed the same iacidenoea 
tbat 29 per oent of the newspaper reading farmers had 
adopted infomotion in improving their practices.
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Aljw>r (19^3) $ emphasised tbat the medium of 
print.d wore io vary favourite ia agricultural documen­
tation anu boo bean wlaely adopted eince tbo oeginning 
of extension education. And also be otatee tbot within 
tbe iimlsa of illiteracy, hoeever tbe space for printed 
material is still fairly aide. And tula methou could 
oe mane u e of more and mure since tbe information pub­
lished regularly in tho appropriate aeaeons can serve a 
very useful purpose as farmers are likely to read and 
also retain ana discuss with tbe neigboours in tbe 
village*

Alapper stated tbat aasa media e rv e  two
basic functions* to provide infornatloa and to provide 
•scape. i’be flr^t function la a medium for contributory 
afi'ectat to reinforce existing opinion or recent decisions, 
to increase knowledge and information oa a wide ran jo of 
toplosv or to provide a tool for paisonal growth and 
development* iho second function la aa •aoapiat rases 
to proviae munfcul ana physical relaxation, to atlmulate 
tbe imaginetiou and to act as a moans a£ vicarious 
intension. ibe llrst function represents a a.arcti for 
inotrumontal information, tbe second, a seared for tbe 
primarily expressive experience* rbe author in bis study 
fou d tbat ne*a articles bave influenced tbe farmers in 
tbeir adoption oebavlour as reinforcement of tbe Knowledge



•bout the practic e a  h o  a d /  th e y  warm adopting, aad also 
it helped them to oorreot tbe practices they aero following 
as rocomiaaaued ia the agricultural aaaa articles*

Barts (1966) reported tbat the neaspapera and 
nagasinea were lound to oo important sources oi’ boas 
inform tion*

Hotcb (i960) founa that ia tbe adoption of new 
iduus, oa as media (include,., aewspepr; ranfcs aaauer ooa 
at tbe "aaareness" aad "interest” stage*

Oliver (1975) found that atsrioulturol arti-
cl^e influenced aore nuiaoer of faraere (17*3») at asara- 
ness a taje. But at adoption stac;e, the art idea influenced 
oniy 6*6 per ccnt of farasrs.

*. u m m u .  f t t n m - a t - i m m

illliaaaon (193&) found that out of 401 sub~crioere,
246 r ad the farm page regularly, 96 seldom read it and >9 
nev r read it* i’bia author also observed that hoae econo&ic 
coluan was r ad b/ jj*w, anu out of thea 326 used the ante rial 
and 226 dipped article for future use*

Joanstoa and Busohe (19<*2) studied readily habits 
of Indiana farnars* i’buy observed that farssara spent 
about naif an hour to three quarters of an hour per da/ 
in newspap r reading*
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^eiberto (19>5) iu bis study amon& uiacoaain farmers 
revealed tbat 92 poc cuat oi' tbe respondents rceivud 
atieaot oa© farm oa.jasiae and >1 per cant read throe or 
more regularly.

^obratao aad David (1?61) bave found tbat tbe tiae 

spent daily oa reading newspapers by tbe people m  different 

countries is as followst

( i )  Ia Anerict on averaje person spends 40 
alnutes*

( i i )  In France an average person spends 15*30 
alautee*

( i l l )  In tton^koag ea average person speeds 1 H 0  
aiautes*

( iv )  la United lin^doa on svorsjo person spends 
25*50 oiotttes*

^urpby (1*>62> reported tbat 1>*> per oeat of tbe 

ilsconsin forcers devoted less tban balf an bou. per day 

in reading a^ftlcultaral publications* 26 per cent spent 

balf an bour to oae hour. 19*5 p .r  eent of tbe farmers 

spent one bour a day and 0*14 per oent of faraera spent 

one to tbree boors a day, wblle 5*5 per cent spent aore 

tbaa tbree bours wbilo 1 o  per cent of tbea did not 

aentloa*

U * i v € « S » T V  Of  A G R I C U L T U R A L  S C I E N C E S !

UN)VI«SITV UBRAnV l-̂V-\ 12 34
« V K  » A N G A L O « £ - * » 0  0 « 6 .
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rfilaon (1963) while reviewing Bass communication 
rooearca observed chat farmers who rood were inclined to 
read aore than one typo of publication*

Marsh and Kaos (1966) revealed through their study 

that aore than 80 per cent of the reaponoonta read news­

paper daily*

ttianra (1j & j ) in  his study of aaoa media uss 

patterns among Indians reported that 40 par oent of ,

respondents read one or aare newspaper» weekly•

aonnart (1970) observed chat 57 per cent of Belgian 

formers read regularly the agricultural nows published 

dally in the paper while 18 per oent read lees regularly 

and others never read it*

Veerabhadraiah aad aethu Uao (1970) have found 

that 57 per cont of faimers reed ths fam  informstlon 

regularly*

Slddaramalah j£t jgl. (1976) found that mostly the 

subscribers read nswspapera daily aad 1>*62 per oent 

of the farmers reading agricultural inf oras tion adopted 

the inf oraation they read*

A study conducted st Ill in o is  State of tf*8*A. (1958) 

showed that faraora with natter education were the heavier 

readers*
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Uariol (19jfy) also observed that education was 
signiiicoatly auseclated with reading of farta publica­
tion*

uohrorn and ihite (1960) reported that saount of 
reeding increased with tha education of the respondenta*

*ilaon (I96i) observed that younger farmers 
read aore form publications than older farmera*

&idwal (196» obaarved that tha reading of publi­
cations increased with the level of education of formers* 
The author alao found tbat young and middle aged farmers 
aere heavier readers of fana publications than ths others*

A atuoy conduct.d by Marah aau Kaox (1966) 
revealed a direct link with readership of publications 
and the education levels of the respondents* It was also 
found tbat mass madia (other than nesapapers) wars used 
aoro by women who did not participate in community work* 
These women spent oLnificuntly aore houi-s per day view­
ing television than did community orientcd womon* Print 
madia wore dominant for working woman and who bad high 
community participation•

Olshra (1969) ooservwd in his stuoy that there was 
a direct relation between the readership of publications 
and education levala of the reapondento*
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Vo raohadraiah and Sethu Kao (1^70) revealed 
that over 77 per coat of subscrlberc of ne.s papers were 
la the younj and nlddle age group*

£ala*l (1973) in his atuay found lock, of aeaocia- 
Cion between the readership of agricultural publication 
and their ago. However, there waa association between 
tha readership and the fanners education. £he saall 
fara.ro aere not different in readerahip haoit than big 
farmers aha., ootn aero literctea.

Oliver jM£ jgi. (1975) found that faawri reading 
agricultural articles were of olda&e group followed by 
young ago and middle age. ‘rhey olao found that difierent 
levels of education bad not Influenced the reading of 

agricultural artlclea and also aith tha also of holding, 
iboroaa only the soclo-eoocosic factor, occupation 
diflerencea had significantly influenced tha reading 
of agricultural articles*

6. A t t l t a . a  a t  lai-more U U O jt tbe . a r t o t t i t t t f l  M B m Maauau ty tu n  ssnss. aumm
 ̂ G.llup Fanning wportad that elnyle

writing, large print, and aore illuatratlons were augmen­
ted by faraere as ways to improve agricultural print.

Gallup and frutchery (19*3) in tholr ctuoy found 
that in general, oajorlty of the boas aakera read and 
unueratood tbe asaaage contained in tbe leaflets.
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aaapia end bwaiu (19>4) found chat faraera 
wanted separate agricultural nows section daily rather 
than weekly. The/ farther wasted hatter Market news.

Murphy (19&0) fou id that 23 par cent of readera 
felt that the article a real practical help for thorn, 
.ihilo 46 per cent found soaething new in publication*
20*7 per coat expressed impracticability of tha oaasaga 
ana other 10*3 par cent taada no coiamaata*

Joseph (1973) observed that tha question aad 
a newer coluua issuud in JLannada dailiaa was used very 
widely by iaroers and farmera had expressed their 
diasatisfaotlon when it was discontinued for aoioa 
period*

Oliver ££ ̂ 1. (1^7*) atudied about tha ouitahility 
of agricultural nowa articlea to the readera farmera of 
Tanjavur district puoiiatad in newspaper “Dinamani”.
The results are aa followst

(i) Xinalineaa of agricultural news articles t Moat of 
the faxmera considered the agricultural articles to ha 
timely (93*^).

(ii) Coverage af subject aatter in agricultural news 
articlea t Alaoat all tha farmer a (94.&S) indicated that 
the coverage of subject matter was quite sufficient to 
their needs.
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(Hi) P r a c t i c a b i l i t y  of agricultural articles s 66*2 
par coat of tha farmeis rated agricultural articleo aa 
"practicable" and 34.87 par cent aa "parti/ practicable”.

(iw) Accuracy of information i it aaa found that 64*4 
par oaat of the farraars rated tha news art idea published 
aa "accurate" aad 32*6 par cent aa "exaggerated". The 
farmers who rated the article aa exaggerated stated the 
yield given for the different varieties ia the articles 
were not agreeing with the actual yields.

(v) i'erminology used ia the articles « It was felt by 
most of the respondents that a Jriculturul articles con­
tained mostly familiar aad local words of ^aajavur delta*

(vi) Keadablilty of agricultural art idea i All the 92 
respondents who needed agricultural articles found these 
articles easy to read*

(vii) The preferences for type of narration s The res­
ponses showed that the lartaero preferred "Narration" 
type followed by "question and answer" type*

(vlii) Preferences for type of aatariala t rhe farmers 
were glvea five alternatives and were aaked to rank then 
in order of preference. To know the type of materials 
they woula like to have. The farmers ranked the 
recommended packs o of practices of tbe varieties firat
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Toll owed by farmers* experiences. The third preference 
was given to research findings ana fourth to incidence 
o i’ pests and diaeaaea and their control Measures.

(ix) Suggestions o£ farmers * A few suggestions from 
respondents as recorded hy them are as below.

(a) Farmers preforaed agricultural articles 
oa the front page of a newspaper with 
hold captions (n»16).

(b) Farmers stated that it would he better to 
publish agricultural articles at monthly 
intervals (no21).

(c) They (farmers) found that only paddy* the 
taajor crop* is given importance. Shay 
observed that other cropa like groundnut* 
pulses ana cotton should alaa he given 
preference (n«*t2)»

Slddaramalab £t &£.. (1976) in their study on maoa 
a-dia consumption ia few villages of Karnataka state 
obtained the following suggestions of formers to laprovs 
the quality of agricultural information in daily news- 
papersi

(a) "Give more information in bold letters**
25.8S per cent.

(b) "More news in relation to price fluctuations 
and market rate" 20 per cent*
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(e) *Information to Oo given in local language"
16.82 par coat.

(d) "Mora euccaas atorlee and experiences of 
farmara" 15.29 par coat, and

(a) "Heading material on field varlfloatloa 
trials" 12.94 par cent*

Since the stuuis in India on consent analysis 
01' dailies are rare ana limited tha hypothesis pertaining 
to consent analysis aero not xoraad* However some hypothesis 
on oartain aapeota of survey research based on review of 
research have oeen formed aa below»

1* Thera la a j association between tbe reading 
habits oi' xarmera and their aje.

2. inhere ia no association between tbe recording 
hablte 01 formers and their education*

3* There ia no association h«t#een tbe reading 
haoi&a of fa-mera and their alga of land 
holoing*

4* There ia no asaoclation between the reading 
habit a of fara»ra and their socle i participa­
tion.

5. Thera is no association between tbe leading haulta 
of xarmera and their media participation.





XIX* m ahkhtai. Attn 5SS,B3flB&

{a m  procent stud/ was couiiacted la two parts, 
via., oontent analysis at newspapers and survey reocarca.

Xhe concent analysis of newspapers woo concerned 
with tlie first abjective stated earlier i»e«, to find 
cut the quantum of agricultural Interaction publiahd in 
selected Kannada daixlae, aad to know the apace provided 
for the publication of difforeat categories of agricultural 
information in these daillea.

Ihe survey rescaich was conducted in relatioa to 
the othvr four objectives of thia stud/, vis., to study 
the characteristics of newopaper reading farmers, to stud/ 
the newspaper reading heolta of faroera, to relate the
aewapeper reaalag habits of fonaero with their soclo-

*

economic oharacteriatics aad to know the opinion, pre­
ference, utility aad suggestions node by tha novapaper 
reading farmers about the publication of agricultural 
information in the selected dailies.)

rhe procedures followed in this part are reported 

under the following headinget

1. Selection of newopapero 

2* Universe and aample



3# attract matter
4. Variables included la the atudy

5* Enumeration

6. Tabulation sou analysis of tbe data

?• Statistical technique used.

Aaong tha six major Kannada dairies publiahed 
via*, oaa/ukta Karnataka, Prajavaol, Kannada Prabha, 
Janavaoi, Havabbarath and Jda/avani. Onl/ firat tbraa 
newapapera aora selected for tha atuu/, ainaa tha other 
tbraa newapapera had restricted circulation <j) £be firat 
three newspapers uad a wl^e circulation throughout 
Karnataka. All those tbraa newapaper* publish agricul­
tural ini’o~uaticm under difierant headings, It aaa 
generally ooserved that tbaae dalilea ware publishing 
agricultural Information in one fora or tbe other daily.

Mil tbe I j s u o b  of the /ear 1978 in tbe three selec­
ted dallies formed the universe. i*be whola /ear i.e., 
from January 1978 to Deeeauer 1978 aaa considered for cbe 
universe)with the insurance that these dailloa covered all 
tbe three eeasons of agriculture In Kamstaka and, benoe,
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published agricultural information oa all aspects of 
agriculture during this period*

To oaiatai.i the oo^ectivity in including the 
universe la the sample the following procedure was 
followedi

Jh 50 issues were selec-ed iron each dally with 
the help Of random table The percentage of the seaple 
to tbe universe was 13*69* Hence e total of 150 issues 
50 each froa 3 dailies of the year 1978 were consi­
dered for the further aaalyals*^

2* While ranuo& number coincided with general 
holidays on which day there was no publioatlo - of the 
particular issue, either next random number waa considered 
or tbe next day issue aaa considered ior the selection 
while sampling*.

he subject ^f tbe content analysis was to study 
tbe spjce provided for agricultural information on 
different categories of a^loultural information on any 
page of the paper aad in any part of tha pa^e. .»uricul- 
tural information also covered related photo rnphs and 
other figures printed in tbe newspapers* Information on
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allied subjects rolevant to farm people waa also consi­
dered, example» informstlon on forestry, animal husbandry, 
rural development news in relaolun to agriculture. Uenco, 
agricultural information puolished in the dailies formed 
the suoject uastor of the content analysis.^)

Qt;udy'

All the information published on agriculture was 
categorised under different aspects of agriculture, 
rotally the following ten categories sere formedt

1. Agricultural news
2. Market price 

Advertisement
4* Letters to the editor
5* feature article
6. Editorial
7* iiugjestiju to farmers
8* leather
9* (iuastioa and anower 
U .  tiuocess stories

These categories were formed to decide o q  the 
i^ortance given oy eaoh of the newspaper considered.
The categories were exhaustive so that any relative items 
regarding agriculture in the paper could be measured in 
one or the other considered categories.
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Irrespective oi eaoh paper publishing difiereat 
c a t e ^ i s  god different nuuaoer of categories ia publish­
ing agricultural information, obese 10 categoriee were 
formed after csoing through the different issues of tha 
selected dairies, ibe definition of categories ore given 
belowi

1* Agricultural news t Usually used for aewo information, 
fresh event reported on agriculture*

2* Market price I A report in a neeepeper pertaining to 
recognised market rate, prevailing priceo in recognised 
BLirkets about various agricultural produce*

3* Advertisement * Advertisement either in the form of 
photographs or slogans appeared in the aewspspers sbout 
thu different egro in^to like, pesticides, herbicides, 
fertilisers and agricultural equipments.

4. Letters to the editor t Views and comments pertaining 
to agriculture addressed to the editor by farmers*

5* feature article s An article which invitee attention 
or prominence in the newopoper and it is an in depth analysis 
on a topic pertaini.40 to agriculture*

6* editorial s Views odd opinion on agricultural topics 
of the newspaper institution and as reflected by the editor*
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7# aogjMtioa to farmore t Inforaetian given ojr tbo 
Btavo Department of Agriculture oo aug..;;eetlon to feraerj 
regarding agricultural operations ana otber information 
on agriculture*

3* «oatber s * report In tbo newspaper giving lot cr­
eation pertaining to a report of atmospheric conditions 
prevailing at a specified time or place pertaining to 
beat or cola* quantity of aunsbino, presence or abaeace 
of rain* or forecast or weetber to be expected In an 
ensuring period*

9* Question aad answer < A aewepapor presentation 
answering queries of fartoere on agricultural topic.
&ofcb question and answer are printed*

1J. Success stories i rho report of feraera involved 
in scientific agriculture aad tbeir progress due to scien­
tific agriculture*

(a) Coluun centiostre * All tbe categories oonaidured for 
agricultural information were measured In eeatlaetrea using 
a aeale. fbus ootaind meaeureoeat waa celled coiuancenti- 
aetre since tbe meaau-eaent waa taken along tbe column
in any of tbe tbree newspapers*

(b) Standard colu&aoentiiaetre t It ia tbe total length of 
any fuii published column of any of tbe paper aeaeured in 
centimetre*
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Conversion of columncontimetre to atandard column- 
centlmetre waa don« os follows*

Standard column Column centimetre published
centimetre * o£ ^

column of tha paper ia oss

-8WU«Sia>«nd eoulyolo at ths O a f

Ishlcs were formed to ^ec meaning out of the data 
obtained bj oontent analysis under different purpoees 
stated belowt

1. To compare tha total apace provided by the 
three pepure in publishing 10 considered 
categories of agricultural information 
Uaole 1).

2* To know the apace provided to publish different 
categoriea of agricultural information in tueee 
oeleoted dallies (fable II*  I I I  and IV ).

3* To oompare oaona the paporo in their preference 
in providing apace to publieh different cata- 
Gori.s oi agricultural information (Table V)* 
xvanks sera given to different available catego­
rize in each of the eeleeted pepur to easy 
interpretation* The ranks were nominal and 
baaed oa the percentage to the total agricul­
tural information apace9 irrespective of the 
numoer of categories*

4* To &now the contribution oi eaoh paper to the 
total space puulishod fox* each category in the



throo papers selected (Table VI). Kooks aero 
;>Lveu to all tbe tb.ee papers irrespective of 
tbe auaoi-ru of categories the/ covered, while 
publishing agricultural information* the ranka 
were nominal and based oo tbe peraeataga to the 
total apace of each of the categories contribu­
ted by one or the more oowspapor/aawspaparo 
coneiderou for tbe study*

oiau»tl0«l_te<!aulwed t»r A m  H a l l
The aato oa tho quantum of space provided to publlab 

agricultural information sad  the different categories of 
a gricultural iafonaatloo were analysed with the uaa of 
aimple pe.oeota^e technique*

ihe oatorloland metbouo employed io the second 
part of che study are given below, under tho following 
headst

1* Locale of the study

2. Population and sample 

3* Variables included la the stud/

4* Collection of data 

Analysis of the data
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Local. a£ fla utudy

rhe study was couuuct d ia Bangalore district of 
Karna.oka tttato during 1979~8J* This district was selec­
ted based o.i census data tbat dongalore district had aore 
nunwcr of literates.

£wto ttsajttsLamsto.
Jlnce those dailies are having wioe circulation la 

the State of Karnataka the newspeper reeding farmers of 
the staoe who read ne^spaper/nesspepers for agriculture! 
iniormetion oonsticute the populotlen of this study.

Abe study was directed to find out reading habits of 
farmers. Their Qoolo-eooaomic characteristics and -he 
suggestions opinion end preferences including the utility 
of agricultural informatlea by the reader formers. There­
fore, it *83 necessary to seleot villages which had more 
literate formers. According to census dots* it wos 
found that Anekai and Doduabellapur taluks hod rolecively 
more number of literotes cenpared to other taluks. There­
fore, these toluks wore selected for this study.

It was also considered essential to selecte villages 
having easy access to newepapere. Thu®, all the villages 
wlthlQ the radius of 10 kil»ueter~e were listed in both these 
taluks. Out of these villo^eo - six villages in Anekol taluk
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ana live villa ea l a  JUouuahallapar taluk - were randooiji 
selected. a list of all the litexate fernert reeding 
newspaper who road ari cultural information in these 
selected dallies aere listed, separately* rroa this 
list 6 newspaper reading farmers were aelected randomly 
for the purposo of interview* Thus, tha total number of 
respondents farmers who read agricultural iMferraation 
in the selected dailies were 66* fheae farcers consti­
tuted the sample of thia stuuy.

doeio-eooaomlo characterstics of the farmers 
ware studied in the following way.

(a) Age t Ueapondants ware grouped into three categories 
according to thoir a^e as shown belowi

Si.HQ, Category Age

1. Young 18-30 years
2. Middle age 31-45 years
3. Old 46-60 years

(0) iaducctlon t Respondents were grouped with respect 
to their education as follows!
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Category j&ducatian level

1. Low Primary ana middle school education

2. High High cchool and college education

(c) Form alee t Beapondente e ra grouped Into three 
categories bas.-d on their load holding as email farmers, 
medium farmers ana oig formers* The definition of email 
farmers ueod here was aa per the project report of she 
small farmers' development agency, Bangalore die triot 
(197D* Formers who had i/tore than 5 stanaard ocr.a end 
lose than 10 atenderd oerea were considered medium 
formers end farmere with more than 10 etandord aeroa
of lend were eetegorlaed under big formero*

(d) Social participation i tteapondenta were categorized 
ae high# medium, low according to their degree of partici­
pation in  loca l organizations lik e  village ponoheyat on 
the following basis*

Si.
UiO* Category Social partlcipetion

2* Medium

Low No participation
Participation in one organization
Participation in more then one 
organization*
Participation ae on office oeorar
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(c) Participation in mass media i ilia participation
ia man uuaia otliw* unau ue-spapers was measured and 
-cored *8 followsi

aaolo

1« JuistsaiOo to radio

2* Listening to Agrl- cultural iuforma-- 
tijn in radio

(a) fas
1

(b) Dali/
3

(a) Tea 
1

(0) Laiiy 
3

HO
0

Often Occasionally
2 1

SO
0

Often occasionally
2 1

1* Subscription to agricultural nagaaloos
ros r*io
2 0

2* Heading agricultural magazines
fss iio

1 0

3* iiumoor of agricultural aagaainea read
Ono a'wo More than two
1 2 3

Tbe total possible scor a on this dimension waa 14.



After calculating tbe mean ana stooderd deviation 
for the farmars uaua media participation and oeaed oa 
lormala aeaa ±  1 Standard ueviatioa they were classified 
iuto three groups, abicn ara as folloeet

01*
Ho. Group IIOIH

1. Low < Mean - 1 S.L.
2. Medium Uooo * 1 S.D. to

ifeea ♦ 1 a.D.

3. Ulgh > tteea ♦ 1 B.D.

Headinj beolte of fanaere i Tha ooacept of reeaiag 
heolcs ia general referee to verioua ecuivlties of the 
reaxere ia tboir exforts to ootaia relevant agricultural 
information. Formers mootiy refer esrioulturel inforaetion 
to aoek idees, inferaatloo aad roceamondAtloa to oolve 
their forming problems, fhe foraero* ruOdia^ habits of 
ogricultural information, thus, inoludee many aapeota like 
notore end extent of rueoin j agricultural information, 
amount of time spent ia reading it, subscription to ne»a- 
papere and thu like, i'be reeding bebite of formere may 
also oo considered to iacluae their post reediog behaviour 
like re-expoeure to the old issuee end the attempt* made



36

to utlii.se tula informatioa In solving their day to da/ 
form probleaa. A o  reading; habits index was, therefore, 
developed to include tbe following six dimensions la tbe 
following linesi

1. Subscription : Tnia refers co the i’artaera* subacrip-
cion to any of the Kannaaa dailies selected, whioh publi­
shed inform tioa on agriculture*

2. extent of ruadin t Ibis iadicat-jo tbe decree to which 
farmers read published agricultural lnforusatio.i in the 
selected dailies*

3* regularity of reading ; Ihis refers to tbe regularity 
in roawdues any of the throe selected Aonoaua dallies*

4. Aaoanc of time spent s This denotes ehe time devoted 
by cbe t tmsrs for reading a;srlcultural informstla® publi­
shed in tbe dsliies.

5* Contents read t It indiostes number of different 
categories of agricultural inform tion read by tbe faraers*

b. Ke-expojure t 'i’his phenomenon la tbe bobavlour of 
fsroara to refer tbe old laauea for recollecting a^ricul- 
wural louoi'uatioj they needed later*

ihoee dioenolon of the newapaper reading uaeius of 
faruera were assured and scored aa lollops to develop n 
newspaper reading habit index for tbe present study.
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1. Subscription

2. iatten* oi ruCdiQi Coapletely
3

) • iio^larit/ of reading newspaper

Anally Onco la 
2-3 days

aMMBI

r«s
2

iiO
0

Partially Specific ltei
2 1

Oq c u  a *beaever 
week they gat it

4. Amount of time spent
At)01B 40 
aiautoe 20-40ulnutes Leae chan 

20 ninutee

5* Coatenua road (cate­
gories of ajrlcultural ini'oraatlon read)

Seven Six
7 6

6. iu-expoau.e to old laauee

Five four Three Twe One

Xqg

2
i*o
0

Ibua tbe^e newspaper reeoing hault index bad a 
aajdouu total score oi' 21 and talaluuu total ef 4.

After calculating vbo at) an ana stendara deviatiou 
fox' the farmers' reading naoita, and baawd oa formula 
Mean £ 1 Standard deviatiea they were claealfled into 
taree ^roupa* whle*i are aa folloaat
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81.
No. Group Scores

1. Low < Mean - 1 S»L.
2. Medium Mean - 1 B.D. to 

Meen ♦ 1 &•!>•

High > Mean ♦ 1 S.2.

Rearers' prefer©aces t The preferences of the reedere
cowards »he loUovin^ presentation was atuaied by ranking 
methodi

1. x'caeuro article*

2. So&jeotiaa to faruers

3* question and answer

4, Success stories of farmers

i.armere were requested to ran& the so type of preuen- 
t a t i j . i  fro., 1 to 4, based on tbeir later sts. A score of 
4 was given to first rank, similarly fourth rank ^ot e 
score of 1* The totel ocores obtained by eacb of the 
categories decidod tbeir respective rank position.

fcttUgg&gajg AaSi

Jbu selected aewapeper reauiog farmera aere later- 
viewed witb the help of the structured questlonnair 
(Appendix I).
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x‘hu respondents wer* contacted by the interviewer, 
tbe purpose ox' tbe stud/ was explained to them. £be res* 
pondents were assured or their anonioity, thus Qotivatinj
them to give objective in^oroatio.

tiMUzte M  J a n

The data were scored, tabulated and analysed witu 
the help of suiuable statistical techniques.

viii-aquare test was employed to find out the asao- 
ciatioa between the farmers newspaper reading habits 
and sooe of their charaoteristic* viz., age, education, 
lanu bolding social participation and nasa media paruici- 
patiaa.

i’hu data on the preferences, opinions and sugges­
tions of farmers w^re analysed with the use of aimple 
percentage techniques.





IV. RaSUL'iB

x‘he results of the present stuo/ are prosent ,4 
unaer uhe x'ollotfiaj headiags;

1. Cot]tent analysis of agricultural informs- 
tion published ia selected dailies.

2. Personal ana socio-economic characteri­
stics of newspaper reading farmers.

3* Newspaper reading heoits of farmers.

4. Association between newspaper reading 
babits and personal characteristics of 
fame re.

5. iiewspapcr reading farmers* opinions, prefere­
nces and suggestions.

i* lajttitilai fljUAst
Xaule I shows the data ou the average quantum of 

space provided to different oategoriea of agricultural 
lnforaatloa coaoiuuu in three selected Kannada dailies.

" brie ultux al news" coostituted 31.1? per oent of 
published agricultural information pooled in tbe three 
Kannada dailies, second major amount (18*04») of space 
was provided to pubiiah "market price*, "advertisement" 
occupied third place (15.^)» whereas "suggestion to
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faruers" and "feature article" shared approximate!./ 
equal average eaeunt of space provided i*e*, 8*73 per 
coat and 6.60 per cent, respectively. Aoout 4 per cent 
of space wee provided co "euitoriel", "weather" and
"question aad answer" categories of sgrieultural infer*

i

nation* The leant spaee was covered sy "letters to 
the editor" anti "auccess stories" with 2*03 per eent 
and 2.38 per cent, respectively*

.iheo the space provided to agrieulturel informa­
tion was considered with the total available epeee of 
the three selected dailies* it wee 4*01 per eent*

£eble II per veins co che average quantum ef 
space provided to publish agricultural information in 
oaoyukto Karnataka daily newepaper. Majority ef the 
spsce (30*10%) wsa teken by the "agricultural news", 
second highest apace (25»96£l) wss proviaed to "market 
price" end "advertisement" could get third major space 
(15*4?^) out of the total space proviaed to publish 
agricultural information* Other categories via*, 
"feature article", "edicorial"» "suggestion to faxKers", 
"question and answer" and "succeas scaries" got about
6,00 per cent of the tocal space, while this psper had 
proviaed least space to publisu "westher" sad "letters 
to the editor"* 'fhie peper bee covered all the ten 
categories of sgrlculcursl information considered



TABLE I

Average quantum of space provided to different categories ofagricultural information in tbe three selected Kannada dallies.

SI. Categories of agri- 
No. cultural Information

Space in 
standard 
column, 
cm

% to the % to total agri- the 
cultural in- total formation space of the oaoer

1. Agricultural nows 145.17 31.17 1.25
2. Market price 84.52 18.40 0.7*
3. Advertisement 73.07 15.91 0.64
4. Letters to the editor 9.34 2.03 0.08
5. Feature article 39.48 8.60 0.34
6. Editorial 18.54 4.03 0.16
7. Suggestion to farmers 40.32 8.78 0.35
8* Weather 20.52 4.48 0.18
9. question and answer 19.39 4.22 0.17
10. Success stories 10.92 2.38 0.10

Total 459.27 100.00 4.01
Total space of the 
nevspaper 11452 4.01
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TASLS II

Average quancub of space provided 60 different categoriesof agricultural information in fcaayukta Karnataka daily.

fil Categories t t *  of agricultural a o * information

Specs in standard column 
ca

% to ths % to the 
totsl agrtculr total spec* tural in- of the foraatlon paper

1* Agricultural news 58.09 30,10 1.52
2* idarket price 50.13 25.98 1*31
). Advertisement 29*85 15.47 0*78
4, Letters to the 

editor 1.35 0*70 0*04

5. feature article 5*02 2*60 0*13
6* ivditorlai 11*42 5.92 0*29
7. Suggestion to 

farmers 13*40 6.94 0*35
6* lestber 1.85 0*96 0*05
9* question and answer 10*96 5.68 0.29
10* Success stories 10.92 5.65 0*28

Total 192.99 100,00 5.0*
Totsl apses of the newspaper 3824 5.04



oarlier in the study. local apace proviaed to Agricultural 
lnfortoatioa waa 5*04 per coat by tuia newspaper.

i'aole 1X1 show a the average quantum of apace provi­
ded to publiah different categories of agricultural infoxv 
aatiou in Prajsvani daily newspaper. This paper provided 
major apace (33*5%) to publlab "agricultural na«a", aecond 
aa jar apace (19*21,i) to "Advertisement" and third major 
space (13*9%*) to "market price", while 11,42 per cant 
of apace was provided t o  " w w a t tw r "  and less than about
i.OO per oant of apace to puaiiaa other remaining cate­
gories. 'ihia pap or did uot pubiiaU uudar category 
"aucceae stories" out: of the total 10 categories consi­
dered ia t;be stuay. iotel space provided to publlab agri- 
cultural lofoi'matiou was 4,1J per cent by this nawapaper.

i’aole XV reveals the data oa the average quantun 
of speoa provided to pualiah different oategoriea of at̂ ri- 
cultural information in daanado Prabba daily nawapaper.
The paper proviaed majority of its agricultural informa­
tion apace (29*4$S and 2d.3&«) to puoliab ’’agricultural 
nawa" and "feature article". Second aajo? apaca (14.24*) 
was covered oy "augjeatlon to farmera" and third major 
space (11.49* and 11.27-*) «aa covered by "advertisement" 
and "market price”. 3.45 per cent of the total agricultural 
space «a8 takeu jy "let&er to the editor", while it provided 
leaat space (1.73**) to "editorial".
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III
Avorsgs quantum of opaoo provided to different categoriesof agricultural information la Prajavanl daily.

81*
So,

Categories of agri­
cultural information

space in atsndsrd column, 
ca

% to the total ttKjriL** 
cultural in- 
formation

% to the 
total space 
of the psper

1. Agricultural ness 54,81 33.51 1.39
2. Market pries 22,81 13.94 0,58
3. Advertisement 31.41 19.21 0.79
4. Letter to the editor 4.47 2.73 0,11
5. feature article 5.30 3.24 0,13
6* Editorial 5.34 3.27 0.14
7. Suggeetloa to farosrs 12,29 7.52 0,31
a. Weather 13.67 11,42 0.47
9* question and answer 3.43 5.16 0.21

Total 163.53 100,00 4.13
Total apace of the newapaper 3952 4,13
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S A W  IV
Average quautum of space provided to different categories of 

agricultural informatio * ia Kaaaida Prabha daily.

Si. a o.
Categories of 
agricultural iaformotioa

Space ia % to the % to the 
standard total agri- total space 
column, cultural in- of the 
on fonaation paper

1. Agricultural news 30.27 29.46 0.82

2. Market price 11.58 11.27 0.32
3* Advertisement 11.81 11.49 0.32
4. Letters to the editor 5.52 3.*3 0.10

5* Feature article 2*.16 28.38 0.79
6. Editorial 1.78 1.73 0.03
7« Suggestions to faraers 14.63 14.24 0 <3$

iofcal
fotal apace of tha newspaper

102.75
3676

10u.0u 2.79

2.79



The paper did not publiso "weather", ”question and ans­
wer1* and ”0ucoe08 stories” categorlee a£ agricultural in­
formation, hence it had published only ueven categories 
out of the 10 categories considered in the stuay. when 
tbe totsl sericulture! information space wss considered with 
the total space of the paper, the spsce provided to publish 
agricultural information was 2*79 per coot,

Table V presents the uaCa aoout the relative impor­
tance in quantum of spece provided to dif-e_ent categories 
of sgrieultursi information in tbe chree di.xorent dailies. 
All the three papers gave tbe highest priority in provid­
ing space to "agricultural news". Second major space to 
"aarke t price" in sengrukta Karnstsks daily, "advertisement" 
in Prajavani and '’feature article” in Jtannada Prabha daily, 
while oamyukta Karnataka gave third importance in spsce 
to "advertisement", rrajavani ,"aarkwt price’and Kannada 
Prabha "sug ustlons to fanners". "Suggestions to fsraers" 
category in Prsjsvsni got fourth major apace sad "advertise­
ment" category got fou.th major space in Kannada Prabha.

Sarnyukta Karnataka gave least space to publish 
"westhar", Prajavani to "suggaatioa to formers” and 
Kaanaua Prsbbs to "editorial”.

It is noted that out of tbe total 10 categories 
of agricultural information considered In tbe study onl>
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oaajrukta tfarna&aka daily had publiahed ail. Prajuvani did 
not: published "success stories" ostegory and gfnn^rtii 
Prabha "weather", "question and anawer" and "auocess 
stories”.

Table VZ shews the average spaoe provided by the three 
different Kannada dailies in publishing eaoh categories of 
sgrieultursi inro.mation. Considering the "agricultural 
nows", "market price", "editorial" and "question and answer" 
oamyukta Karnataka daily gave relatively acre space and it 
wss ths only paper to publish "success stories" category of 
agricultural information. And it provided relatively less 
space to "lettex's to the editor" and "feature article" 
compared to other two dailies.

Prajuvoni paper ranked 1st in providing space to 
"advertisement" and "letters to the editor" cornered to 
other two papers, while I t  gave relatively more spaoe to 
"weather" than ^asgrukta Karnataka daily, whereas Kannsds 
Prabha did not publish "wosther". It gave relatively 
leas spaoe to "sug^estlan to faimers" category of agricul­
tural information.

Kannada Prabha published only 7 out of 10 considered 
categories of agricultural information. It had provlued 
relatively more space to "feature article" and "sugjestlon 
to farmers" categories, and remained relatively less in 
othor five categories.
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2 . aeclo-aoo.)«do o l> a i» e t» r l8 C la a  a* M SU U M t 
reading ftmoga

1'able VII gives the infoiostioa about the selected 
personsl and socio-economic characteristics of the fsrosrs. 
As it could oo Observed fro;:« the Sable, 42*42 per cent 
of the respondents belong to younger afJe group, while 
34.84 per oent oolong to olndle age sroup* Thus, it 
could be ooncluiedt that smjorlty of the newspaper 
reader»f armors were younger in age*

With regards to education as hijb as 43*9** per 
cent belonged to hi jti education group with liLjn uthool 
ana College education, whereas 37*33 per cent sere in the 
alddle group with the educational level oi‘ middle school* 
This lesds to the conclusion that majority of the news- 
psper readers had eduoatlon shove middle school level.

Claaaiilcatlon of newapaper readers according 
to their e lse  of land holding Indicated that nearly half 
of the respondents (43*49%) operated larger size of the 
land holdings, while tbe remaining respondents wore 
equally distributed between low and radium categories 
of land holding*

Considering tho social participation of newapaper 
reader«farmors, it waa noted that slijhtly over >□ per oent 
of the respondents had low aooiai participation. i!lie
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percenters of farmers in high and medium categories of 
aoolal participation were 30*30 and 16.10, respectively.

In reapoet of media participation of the respondent, 
aa hi jh ao 56*06 per cent belonged to medium partioipatlon, 
while the percentages of forme ra belonging low and bigb 
groups were 2 4 ,2 4 per cent and 19*10 par oent respectively.

3 . .iw ia a a r  faadln.: aa.il i-e o i  flam
J*

1*0010 Villa pveaonta tbe information about tbe 
auoacrlption to tbe newapaper* .be data indicated tbat 
oajority of the farcers (7&*7W wars noa-aubseribere 
for tbs nowapaparu.

ratio VIXlo ohowo tbe information aoout tbe reauer- 
abip of tbe farmers* xbe data revealed tbat majority of 
tbs fsrmere C54*5*#) read two nowapapara far agricultural 
inforaatloQ. And 31.<32 par cent of feraera road only one 
newspaper, while 13*64 per cent read three newspapers.

Table IX lavlioates tbe extent of reading of newa­
paper readlng-fermera for agricultural information* It may 
bs observed from tbe table tbat 57*56 per cent of reapon- 
denua road all tbe lteaa of agricultural inforuatlon, while 
30*30 per cent of thorn read speciric items. Only 12*12 
per cent of tbe farmers read only some items in tbe 
Information.
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IA B I* IX

extent of reading of aewspapero for agricultural 
information 0/ farmers.

j&xtont of reading Ho. %

Coupletel/ 3S 57*58

Partially 8 12.12

specific items 20 30.30

Total 66 100.00



Tbe amount: of time spent oa reedlnj nowspspcr lo r 

8$picultaiSi inXo^iastijn dally by tbe respondents Is 

shown In fable X* Jsjorlty of ths respondents i .e . ,

54*55 psr cent spent less than twenty minutes while 

31.82 per cant devoid twenty to forty minutes In 

-eediaj newspap ,r for a p ica ltu ra l information. Only 

spoilt 13*63 per cant reported that they spoilt sore then 

40 minutes daily iu reacting newspaper for agricultural 

information*

Isole XI presents the informstion shout ths 

nature of reading different categories of stjricultursl 

informstlon by the respondsmts. A perusal of this 

table reveals thst thsro is variation ia reading 

different categories of sgrieultursi informstlon* As 

h i 5b as 96*96 per cent of farnsrs read "suggestions to 

formers" followed by advertisement (90*90$ ), "asricet pries" 

and'sssther" information (81*81%), "Agricultural ns«s" 

(74*24*), "festure articled* ana "success stories"

01*51*0 "letters to -he editor" snd "question sad 

answer" (50.00*) and "editorial” (46.9ft*)*

In respect of regulsrlty of rssdin^, it wa8 
encours^ing to nous that approximately two—thirds of 

the farmers among the readers read these i*ems 
*r ocularly*. And about one-fifth of the farmers read 
these items *often'.



lABLa. X

Amount of tine spent in reading newspaper for agri­
cultural information by tha faraara.

Aaount of tine in ainutas Ho. %

20 minutes >6 54.55

20 to 40 oiautes 21 31.82

40 minutes 9 13.63

Total 66 100*00
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a s ole XII givos the information about the re-reading 
healto of agricultural information by tha respondenta* 
majority of the respondents I.e., 68.18 per cast had not 
re-road the previous issuea for agricultural Information 
however 31*82 per coot of farmers u^cd the previous laauea 
of newspapers for xe-reading agricultural information.

4 .  A a 8 . c m l o a  ttadvua « B M B I  b a b lta  and
farso Ml o u a r g o c o r ia t lc a  oi H a g

i'auie XIII Indicates the newspep.r reading hahlta 
of reapoudeata unaer throe categories of age via*# young, 
mlodle ana old. The ohi-aquare toot applied on these 
aet of oata showed non-olgnlfleant results. This indi­
cates that there «as no association between a,;e of the 
respondents and their- u&wspaper ruaolng haolus*

Newapaper reading hablae In association with the 
education levels of newapaper reader farmers la shown in 
fable XIV* The ohi-aquare coat applied on these set of 
data showed non-si jnlficunt ro suits. frhls indicates that 
there was no relation between the education levele of farmers 
and their newspaper reading haolte.

Table XV shows the newspaper reading habits of 
farmers under three categories of farmers vis*, 'small', 
'medium' and * large'* fhe chl-aquare teat applied on 
theoe aet of ^ata indicated that there waa noo-eignlflcsnt
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TABLE m  J

ito-ro*diag el the previous luforaation on agricul­
ture la old issuoe of the dallies h/ the farmers.

ko-roaoiag HO. %

ke-reed 21 31.82

Do aot re-road 45 68.18

i'otal 66 100.00



nkm. m i

Association bet*oen s^o sad nswspapar reading habits of farmers.

a m 66

Hosspspsr reading habit index

LOW itodiun High Total
Ho. % Ho. % Ho. $ HO. %

Xouag 6 53.33 11 36.67 11 61.11 28 42.42

Fan*"
ors Middle 7 38.89 12 40.00 4 22.22 23 34.85
ago

Old 5 27.78 7 23.33 3 16.67 15 22.73

Total 18 100.00 30 100.00 18 100.00 66 100.00

X2 m 3.58 d.f. a 4 Hot significant
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result. This confirms that there was oo relation between 
also of land holding and farmere reading habits of newspapers 
for a jriouioural information.

Table XVI presenta tbs newapaper reading haoite of 
farmers under Ion, medium and high categories of uooial 
participation. The chi-equare teat applied to know tha 
relationship between tha aooiai participation of faraara 
and tbeir reading baoics was found non-si, >niii cant. Thus 
there was no sesociatlon between uhe newspaper reading 
habits aad tha soaial participation of fsrtaar >

fable XVII reveals tha newspaper reading baoits 
of farmers in relation to their mass media participation.
The cbi-square test applied to know the said relation waa 
found noa-sl{£iifloant» henee it is inferred that there 
was no relationship between farmers* participation in 
aaos media and tbeir newspaper reacting baolua*

5 . r - X i l a .  f a r c e r s  o p la lo n e .  a a fa C U M M  «■»*

Table XVIII pertains to the opinion of farmers 
aoouc the readability of agricultural information published 
in dailies. Majority of the farmers (>5*0$i) opined that 
cbe ajricultu^sl info-nation in dailies was feasy* to 
read while 3Q.2G per oenc of farmere considered tbst the
presentation »*as *readablef and 9.09 per cent *very easy*,

\

only 7*58 per cent of farnera opined that the presentation
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XAiSL XV XIX

Opiatoa of farcers aoouc tha readability of agricultural information pubiiahod ia dailioa.

Headabiiity £o» %

Vary aaay 6 9.09

ibaay 35 53.03

Readable 20 30.30

Difficult 5 7*5®

Very difficult 0 0.00

Total 6b 10J.00



was 'difficult' to ruao out none of them felt it waa 
•very difficult*«

Xablo XIX reveals the data oa the opinion of 
farmers about the adequacy of agricultural information 
published in dailies. Majority of faraara (65.64,*) 
opined that th« lnlormatlea waa "sufficient”v whereas 
18*18 per cent of them considered it aa "satisfactory", 
4.S# per cent "more satisfactory" whereas 12*12 per cent 
expressed the information published was "unsatisfactory” 
and only 1.Jj>1 per cent "more unsatisfactory”*

fable XX shows the opinloa of farmers about tha 
aocu-ucy of agricultural information published. x«he 
highest majority (84.0^») of iarm rs opined tha infers*- 
tion puoiitou d was "accurate” only 4**>2> P«r cant reported 
that the information was ”not acuurate" and 10.60 par cant 
of farmers expressed tbat information waa 'toxagjeretetf*.

fable XXI shovvs the opinion of farmers about the 
clarity of agricultural Informstlon published. Majority 
of farmers (46*97%) opined that the Information waa 'not 
clear*, conslaersble percentage of farmers 07.88*) 
tbat it was ”clear” ana 1>*15 per cent were of the view 
that information given waa ”oonfusiog”*

Table XXII proseats the data on the opinion of 
reader farmers about tbe practicability of agricultural



mu*, m y

Opinion of the faraera aoouc the adequacy o£ agriool~ 
tural iniormati^n puOliabed in the dailies.

Adequacy lo. %

nor* aatisfaotorjr 3 4.53

Satisfactory 12 18.18

Sufficient 42 63.64

Un-eatiofactory 8 12.12

lloro itn-aatief ac Cory 1 1.51

Total 66 1OJ.O0
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tASLsu XX
Opinion o£ fanuara about the accuracy of s ^ric u i- 

tural lafoitaation published la the dallies.

Accuracy So* %

Accurate 56 84.85

Hot sccurste I 4.55

i&aggsrated 7 10.60

Tot si 66 100.00



lAtfLft XXX

Opinion of faraera about tbe clarity of agricultural 
lnfomatl^n puoltuhud

Clarity Ho* *

Clear 25 37.80

Hot clear 31 <K»«97

Confusing 10 15.15

Total 66 lOJ.OO
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mtmx mryy

Opinloa of 2m m  abeti* tto practicality of acrlcd-tural iaJfor»ati9a published.

Practicality !»• f
*

practical •* 92.4a

Bam arc practical a *.0*

Mot practical f ♦*55

fetal «s 100.00
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lnioruatio.i. (ilajority of the iarmera (91.42£) opinion 
chat t h a  information < « aa  'practical*'and only 3 * 0 3  per 
cent end per coot of the iarmors opinion that 'soao 
ere practical• aad 'not practical* reapeo&ively

Table XXIII pertains to che data on the utilisa­
tion ef agricultural information by the farmers. About 
half of the respondents (51*52%) oecaae "aware of 
practices", while 27*2? per cent of the respondents 
had "sdopted the practices"f ss s result of reading 
the agricultural imoraatian in newapapera. It was 
also observed that 21.21 par oent of the farcers did not 
utilise the laioraotian published on ajrlouluure in 
dallies.

Table Xa.IV tjlvos the opinion of the farmers 
about the timeliness of agricultural information publi­
shed in dallies. All the iaroars (100.00*) aald that 
the information puulished in da ilia a was timely. ■)

Table XXV represents the dsts on the preferences 
of the fsnaere for the type of presentation of agricultural 
inionsetion. "Success stories" was preferred coat by tha 
farmers followed by "suggestion to faxaera", "question 
snu answer" ana lastly "feature artlole".

N

Table X X V I g i v e s  tha data on the preference for 
agricultural information on cultivation aspects of crops.
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«l>Aar,t£ YYTTT

Utility of agricultural lnlowatioa by the raadar («cim.

utility ll» *

Avara of praotioee 51.5*

A4apto<l tb# practice® *• 27*27

lot utilised 1* 21.21

Total 66 10Q.00



f i
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«BUBa8 XXIV

Opinion oT farmers about tin*liness of the agricul­
tural inioraatlon published.

Tloallnaaa Bo* %

Timely 66 100*00

i*Qt tlaely 0 0*00

Total 66 100.
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ay.se XXf

Krofarancos of tha larmara for llu tyrpo of tatiaa of agricultural information*

ffpa of pMMtotioa aJSSS* JU55OnfllW oratf

Soooaoa atorioa 2ft

btt^aotiou to f i w  209 XX

^ueatioa and gnawer 1*9 XXX

Yaatoro ortlolo ii Xf



K XXfX

Itoaaara groferoooo for agriouitttsai information on 
ouitlvatioo oopeota of fo» crops.

Crops Ho* %

Bfutl 14 21.21

ttfeiUMNNQT 1% 2 1 .2 1

fogetablo erops auob as 
potato, cabbage aad boons It 48.48

Paddy H 1 6 .6 6

fHo above roapoosoa aro not uiutuall/ axoluaivo



79

Aa aonjr ao 40.48 par cent of faraera preferred information 
on cultivotion aspecta of vegetable crops* Aad 21*21 par 
oent of farmers preferred information ragi, an equal per­
centage of laraere oa aulberry and 16*66 par oaat oa 
paddy.

Table XXYXX pertains to tlia data oa •aggestioas 
of faxaora about tbe agricultural iafomatioo publication 
in dalllco*

(Mora than 80 par cent of faraara fait tha following 
two auggeetiona will help to improve agricultural infer- 
aation publication in dailies*

(a) "Publication of all tha categories of agri­
cultural information in a particular page".

(b) "Publication of aora easily anrtOTstaHahle 
atatlatical figures"^)

Maori/ two-thirds of the respoodeata gave the 
following suggestionss

(a) "Illustration with aora aaabar of 
photcgrapha”*

(b) "Publication of agricultural information 
in front page, aad

(c) "To use lasa technical words"*
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Other uu&cotioos ear© t (a)”to publish agricul­
tural Information doily** (>9*0991) or weakly (37.8^)* 
(e) "to use bigger size of letters** (23.33^) sod
(c) "uaa of short oantcacaa" (21•21%).





v.  » i s c \ m i w

lbs discussion oi’ tuis study is presented oelow 
ia two parts, ihe first; part rela&es to content analysis 
and saeood part deals «itb tha survey research.

sm tia m  pfOTl^d ta dltfwroa* c«fc.nwl<mtzjteauU U lu
The findings revealed that all the three Kannada 

dallies, differed in provialng apace for the 10 different 
considered categories of agricultural infomatio... However, 
ia general, "agricultural nswa" occupied the major quantum 
of space in these dailies combined, whereas the least 
quantum of apace eaa provided to "editorial**• Thus it 
is concluded tbat tha major apace occupied by the "agri­
cultural news" was due to the reason that events on 
agriculture covered is ne*s occurred almost daily in one 
or the other part of the siaca an* also accumulated whan 
it «aa oa all aspects of ths agriculture. When papers 
had provided least specs to "editorlsl" it is inferred 
that the newapaper lnetltutioaa had not much oonscnta 
la the happenings regarding agriculture in ths state, 
rbe total quantum of space provided by the three papera 
«as only 4.01 per cent when compared #ltu the total 
space of all these papers.
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aaaauag
Hie findings of the stuey revealed that she 

oamyukta karaauaka daily, apart front the "agricultural 
news" category gave more apace to "market price*' cate­
gory which covered the market .rices of ajrloultural 
cocuaoditiaa* rhe **aper g f t f c  third major apace to 
"advertisement"* Ail the 10 categcrlea cooaidared in 
this study were covered by this oewapaper* It gave 
least apace to publiau "lottore to the editor** aad 
"weather” hence it taay oe inferred that the farmers 
have bad not participated in feed back or they acre 
clear about the infonaati^n published in thia daily* 
whereas the reason for providing leas apace to "weather" 
ml^ht be due to the limi&atioa of space in ohe ocwa- 
pep«r on due to the lack of availability of the parti­
cular inioroatloa. Of particular algaii’laanee is 
that this v»as the only daily to publish "auccess 
storis" category of agricultural Information. The 
pap^r proviaed £.0^ per coat of itaq^aee la publishing 
agricultural information*

ESM&XMLJMU&JBim

The fIndia ,8 of the study revealed that thia 
daily apart from the "agricultural aews"f relatively 
more space to "market price" aad "weather" compared to 
che other categories of agricultural information*
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And it did not publish, d under "suecess stories" one 
sf wbe 10 categories co;iSldereu. 2hus it lasy oe concluded 
chat tbe difference ia providing space to different cate­
gories of agricultural infonastion night Oo due to the 
lack of information svailaolllty in few categories ar it aijhfc 
Oe tbe policy matter/ of tbe oonoerned institution of tbe 
dally* Tbe newspaper bod provided 4*13 per cent of its 
space la publishing agriculture inf eras tion*

teW &J&M&M, MBMSWS&

Tbe findings of tbe atuay shoved tbat this doily 
provided a total spsce of 2*79 per cant to publish agri­
cultural information out of its total spsce. The psper 
gsve relatively larger specs in publishing "agricultural 
ns«s"# "feature article" ana "suggestion to fsmers" 
compared to the other cotegori s it published. And the 
paper published under only 7 pstegorles out of ths 10 
considered for the study. The exact reason for not 
puollsblng the remaining three categories via.# "weather" 
"question and answer" and "auocess stories" is not known# 
whereas it provided least space to publish "sdltorlsl"*
Hence it could be concluded tbst the institution al^bt 
ss sueb bad no much consents on the sjrioultursl 
hsppenlnjs in the state.



providing odocc to oiKewnt caC«,;orl« oi aulcul- 

tur«l laforMtlou

The r~suits of the stuay show that whoa oil the 
dailies ooioparud lor tha space tho/ proviaed to different 
categories of a^riculcural infornatioa, "ajricultual 
neea" category occupied the major space in oil these 
dairies. It was natural that this category sained 
sore space since it hah appeared as nows in agriculture 
Of the state daily and haa occurred ia aluoat all the 
categories of agricultural lnloroatioa as naua*

Tha dailios differed la giving providiag space 
for the publication of different categories of agaricul- 
tursl inforiaation* No proper reason could ho attri­
buted to this behaviour of the concerned lnstitutlona 
when all these ware based at Bangalore, except for 
their atyle of operation ana policy decision*

Aver* * lioago w o vlu -d  i>y ttw threa d alU ee M  tto  
SaSaeaSkzM  »* a . j l ju lt u ^ a l  lm a m a tlo a

The results of the study Indicated that irres­
pective of the number of categories of agricultural 
ioiomatlua puolishud by these dallies, ^aoyukta 
Karoai/aka proviaed relatively more to aost of tha 
categories*
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Thus It oould oe concluded tbat tbe reaaou for 
this newspaper to publish aore agricultural information 
ia tbat it was started at Uubli» wbion bod to cover 
predominantly rural set up ana beaus started covering 
mors information on agriculture. And might have retained 
its tradition in covering mors agricultural information 
after it start,a its Bangalore based edition*

iboreas Kannada Prabha bad provided tbe least 
space and frajavanr coma in between tbeae two dailies, 
ibus spsrt froa tbe reason tbst it ai^it bs uue to 
tbeir style of operati n» it might also be because of 
tbe lack of technical personnel to cover tbe cstsgoriea 
or due to tbe difficulty in availability of tbe informa­
tion •

m m  w n  wen 

&Mto«aaMte a a a m a  *  s u m t
Tbe results of Cbe study revealed tbat majority 

si nesapsper reading farmers ware young in ago* This 
finding is in line with tbe findings of ailsoa (19&3) 
and hidmai (1

fbe respondents bad bigbsr education* It is 
supported by cbe findings of Marioi (19^9)* Warsh ana 
&nox (19ug) and idishrs (1969).
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The respondents had large si&e at tom  la ad, I ow 

social participation and medium media participation.

It was natural that large farmers bad access to 
newspapers either by subscribing or by visiting the nearby 
towns daily* it is oaid that the farmers bad easy accessi­
bility to newspapers by visiting towns, with tha general 
observation that farmers road newspapers in hotels, cloth 
shops and the Ilka* And few mijht also visit library 
situated in towns* The newspupor readers were informed 
about the happenings elsewhere through newspapers and 
honce they mi^ht not have had participated in any of the 
organisations and other social occasions. However, the 
readers had exposed to other masa media considerably with 
the nature that they were already found critnted towarua 
ne^apap ro as one of the mass mu die*

Association botweun m w a w r  r»adi«g tattle* Bad 
soelo-«co.ioni.e characteristics oX f a

jgt «a«» wainr. iwtflta

The results of the study indicated that there 
was no significant association between the farmers* age 
and their reading habits of newspaper for agricultural 
information* The hypothesis that there is no association 
between reading haalts of farmers and their a^e ia
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accepted. Thua tha reading haoits of farmera ware not 
influenced by choir sje. This findla; la in conformity 
with chat; of £als&i (1973)« whioh revealed chafe Chart 
ana lack of association between a^e ana readership of 
agricultural publication.

aflmetiuu ana w i t ^ t e > l »

She findings of tbe study revealed that Chore 
«ss no significant association bo tween the tamers' educa­
tion and their raiding habica, Thus the hypothesis thst 
there is no asaociation between rending baoiCs# and their 
education is accepted. This finding is in conformity 
with that of Oliver £& g±* (1975) which revealed that 
the education had not influenced the farmers in reading 
agriculciiral articles in nowspsper.

8 1 a .  a t  U n 4  tw U lB f, anvi r« n 4 1 o «  h .n l- ,8

The results pertaining to this aspect revosled 
thst thsrs wsa no signiilcsnt asaooiaticn between farmers1 
size of land holding and chair reading habits. Thus the 
hypothesis thst chore is no acsociaciun between the read­
ing hades of farmors# and chair else of land holding Is 
accepted. Aad bonce it is concluded chat formers irres­
pective of tbs size of che land holding were similar in 
reading hsbica pertaining cc agricultural information in 
the dailies. This Hading is in line with those of 2slski 
(1973) and Oliver jg£ a£. (1975) which revealed thst fsrasrs
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with different also of land bolding wort not Influeseed 
In reading agricultural publications or neaapapere for 
agricultural articles*

smtak jwStotoMteajuA jwHmMStlim

Ihe ilndiOoC oi tbe study revealed tbat tbara 
aaa nj significant relation between tha fanera* lavela 
of social participation and tbalr reading haoite* Hence 
tbe hypothesis tbat tbara Is no association between tha 
reading baulks oi’ farae.a and tbalr social participation 
is accepted. *huo it is concluded tbat faroars being 
a#are of Ma world around them by reading newspapers 
ai^jt bad felt not ia, ortant in participating in any 
of the organisations sucb aa village pancba/atu. ibis 
finding may oe e-spared altb the findings of Oliver 
l£&k. (1975).

ifedU »,■ tlclBotloa ana m a g l m  haalce

Xbs findings of the study ahowed tbat tharo aaa 
no significant association between the faroere* levels 
of media participation and their reading habita. lienee 
tbe hypothesis tbat there is no association between tbe 
reading baulks o* iarnars ana whuir aedia participation 
is accepted* ibos, it oay be concluded tbat faraera 
witu any level of participation in other taaas media 
like radio and agricultural aagaainea bad. not influenced



aewepaper resdluj Uaui,sp which loaas tu iif er that 
participation by farmer© ia difioreat types o£ oaua 
media waa lautually exclusive or not latoruepenuont.

a««8MPugjmto> I»t)l08 ox i.«rauK

fa¥*>q«a>Mton

ibo results of shu atuay revealed that majority 
of the farmers (73*79$) **re not auoscrigors. It could he 
ccnoluued thst most oi the xaners sere either tushie to 
a-lord the cost oi the oewspepers or they had assy accessi­
bility to aewspspers hy vieitiag nesrhy town. -here they 
get aewspspers ta read in tea shops, clotn chops sad the 
like. w'sxBcrs ai^ht alao he having the hshit of going  
to public library in the town.

The r.ault,s of tbe etuoy shoe thst soout half 
who reapoaieat farmers coula read two aewspspers. This 
shows the iarmere latoiest ia readia^ aewspspers far 
agricultural information. It sight also because the 
feraers oijht bad felt the iafoxmatiea published ca 
ajpiculture in one newapaper wss not aufficieat.

-xteat of rwdlnn

Hfee findings ox the study iauiosted thst asperity 
ex the fsxasrs road whe aewspspers completely far sgrieultursi 
Information. iieace it was oatural that the study involved



91

only those farmers wbo were reading dailies for a;rioul- 
tural informtion. It could Oo said tbat aost of tbea 
wore committed to a habit of getting agricultural laforaa- 
tioa froo the oaillee.

uws& MJtim ami

The reaulta of tbe atuay revalad that moat of 
the farmers had spent leas tbon 20 minutes iu reading 
newspaper/newspapers for agricultural information. Tha 
reason should be tbat the duration was sufficient to 
read the aijrleultttral information in the daily/dailies 
they had road*

2ht results of the atndy indicated that majority 
of the famere read "success stories" and "suggestion to 
farmers" category followed by "advertisement" and "market 
price" aad "weather" ana other categories in the order 
and the least number of farmera had read "editorial"* 
category. Hence, it could be concluded that majority 
of faraers had orlentatioa towards the auggeatione to 
farmers* The farmers mi^ht feel this cetejo^y as more 
reasonable and also they tnight have derived practical 
ideas. Knowing market price for their produce and 
deciding agricultural operasIona depending on the weather 
forecast and reporta may be other reason for selecting 
these Items* farmers oi^bt have noticed the advertlaementa
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•a they are prominently placed in the dailies. ilia 
findloga that aore number of farmera had not read 
"editorial" mijht he duo to the reason that editorial 
waa not attractive.

Ibe iindia s of till a stud/ alao revealed tbat 
a big majority of the readers who were reading the 
above aaid categories were regular in reading* 2bua 
it may be concluded that farmera had wore interest ia 
reading these categories or else the information in 
the^a categories waa regularly appearing*

au-«XB«»ettra to old j— j

She results of the atuuy revealed that moat of 
tbe farmers had not read tha old issues of the dal Ilea 
far the agricultural ini'or oa tion. It may ba thus 
concluded that either tha f a n  era could not get the 
old isuues of the dailies as majority of thaw were not 
subscribers, or else they had not felt the need of the 
old i8suea far refering agricultural information publi­
shed in the a.

Sti&AWMjua&mmuL a M j m t m & s m j A Lm— m k  
m & M J b u u a .

Results of the atuuy indicated that moat of the 
farmers considered that the agricultural information waa



•cub/ co rood. JOkm ic #00 concluded cnet iniornation 
published woo siuple in presentation co bo rood by tbe 
Boat of the iarmors.

A&flMjlZ

The findings o£ the study revealed that meat of 
the farmers opined that the Information wao sufficient. 
Thia Indicated that coverage of agricultural inforBatiaa 
in the dailies wan aafflolent os it «oe relevant to 
their aeeda.

Bat farmure Opinion about the adequacy is not 
baaed on what they have net felt aa their neeua. So 
still tbere in a acopo for tbe newspapers to fulfil the 
needful agricultural information which could bo felt aa 
needed by the farmers later. And alao it can satisfy 
the minority of the reader farasr* (12.12*0 who had 
felt information published aa uosatlsfsotory.

Accuracy

Tha findings showed tbat majority of tile faraers 
accepted that the agricultural inioxmatlon publiahed in 
tbe dallies as accurate. Thus, it vaa concluded that 
daillea had provided occursto inforastion regarding the 
agriculture to tbs farmers.
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Tbe t i m i n g  of the stuuy indicated that aost of 
the farmers opined tbat tbe agricultural inXornatlou 
publish a wsa not clear, rhua it ia aa iaportsnt point 
to ba nosed by uha aewspspers* laatitutions to preeent 
tbe infCroatian with more clarity to sake thuir effort 
ia reaching farmers aora affectively* i'he rsasoa for 
the ne#apspers to publlah leae clear inf©rantion Bight 
be due to tbe poaaioiiity of the paper institutions 
not bavins special correspondents to deal agricultural 
inforastioa puoiicatiou

SsmMteMUL&Z
Xhe r suits of the study reveeled thst majority 

of th« faraers declared that the inf Oras tion was pr actio si. 
Bancs it is important thst the pspsra had provided infer- 
nation of practiosi help to fsrae^s in solving their 
day to day prooleas.

i B t e M t t i l U l t  J U t  JtfJUflHMSUft

£be findings revesled thst most of the fsraure 
preferred ths nswapspers to cover aore information on 
vegetable crops such ss potstoy osbbsgs sou beans* This 
ess aue to the reseoa thst asst of the respondents were 
vegetable growers*



95

t'r«i<Uiact)« f t t J t  i l l i t BT3»«BC»tilsa

The resulto of tbe atuuy indicated that farmers 
baa given firat rank an thoir preference to "success 
stories" cote^ory of agricultural information. Thus 
there was a wide gap between what the farmers wonted 
and what the nowopapera covered. It woo only 'Sauyukta 
Karnataka* out of the three deliiee that putliahod 
•success stories' and that too it had given laat oat 
one place In providing apace to that particular category. 
B o  tha nowapoper^f instltutiono no/ in future consider to 
provide more apace to moat liked category* "success 
steriee".

Tbe respondents alao had preferred "au&seotlon 
to farmera" oo they had ^iven eeeond rank whereaa the 
"feature article** waa least preferred. It la important 
to note that Kann^da Prabba daily out of the only eeven 
oetegariea it published bad given moat of lta space 
apart frô j tha a^iculturel oowo to ^ublieh "feature 
article"* lieaco tbat paper institution to coaalder the 
fame re preference and could correct itself to reech 
farmera with information in interesting manner to farmera.

Since the farmera ranked "queetion and answer" 
in third place it may be inferred that they did not like 
to either write thoir agricultural proolema to newspeporo
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or *he Question ana answer" category waa problem specific 
and could not be generalised to their prouloms.

U tility

ifcte iiadinjs oi' tha study revealed that moat of 
the fsrmers eere oaae aware or agricultural ioioroati-a 
by dailies tbrou^i their publieatiooa« This finding ia 
ia coafo*mity with those of Hatch (196b), Holier (1^42 j 
aad Oliver &t £i* (19?»}wbich bad revealed that masa 
media had played important role ia influencing farmers 
awareness ia farmere about the information ca agriculture 
and else ia influencing fee farmers to adept*

Hence it could be concluded that newspapers aa 
one of the mesa media baa really helped thu farmere ia 
becoming aware of recent tuchniloglee in agriculture aad 
persuading them to adopt by the virtue of their relii- 
bility by the farmers*

xln«lyn«»g

The results of the stuuy revealed tbat all of the 
respondents coasidered tbe publiabed agricultural informa­
tive to be timely* r‘hua, it oould be concluded that the 
agricultural informatloa published mere communicating 
tbe message to the farmers almost in time*
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a t t A .80t l B M  O f  t h a  I n  l o w i n g  t f c l  . X l C u l t u r l

t o t M U j B j a t u a m a  l a j t o m u

fhc findln 9  of the etudy revttaled that ferae re 
bed aany eug cations regarding different acpocto ef tbe 
publication of agricultural inforaetlon. Sfee auggeatlona 
aaae ay feraera ere es followet

1. ruuiicatiou of agricultural inforaetlon in 
particular page (n « 60).

2* Publication of ocre inforaatio > in 'success 
atorio* category (a * 60)*

3» Publication of aore of ~aoy andereteadeble 
etetletlcal figuree (n • 55).

4* More infcroetlOQ oa vegetable cropa (a • 55)*

5* Illust*etione with aore auaber of photo­
graphs (a * 51)#

6. Publication of agricultural Inforaetlon in 
front page (n ■ 45).

7. Uae of aore local and feaiiiar eorue (n * 40)*
8. Publication of a ll  categoriae of agrlculturel 

inf creation dally (n * 39)•

9. Publication of agrlculturel ioforaatlon 
weakly ( n a 25)*

10* Uac of bigger also of tbe letters (n * 22;.
11. Use of ebort aentanaua (a * 14ji.
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Thus •accept for the fourth, suggestioaa n o *  by 
ia rm ra for tbe itaproveuoac of agricultural inf eras tion 
ia tike lolliest ths institutions aay coasidor favourably 
ia fcalpiag thsasolvea ia coacauaicstiag agricultural 
tochaolo&y to the largo aunber of faraara quickly 
and effectively.





vi. auismi

Uewapaper Is one of the important ossa nedla 
employed la providing useful inform#cion to fazmerB.
It aorvoe os educational and entertainment aodiua, 
though it ia . riaarily a taeans of distributing omm 
and influencing -he puollo as to the events of the da/.

Ia view of rare attempt.a made to stud/ various 
aapects relating to publication of agricultural lnfor- 
sstion in dalliea aad regarding its Influence in 
cofisaunlcating agricultural information to famare, it 
will heooae essential to study the characteristics of 
newspaper reading famors, to know their opinions, 
preferences and august ions, iience the study «aa 
carried out with the foHosing objectives t

1. To find out the <$iantu& of agricultural 
Information in three selected Kannada 
dailiea and to know the apace provided 
for different oategorlea of agricultural 
isforaatloa*

2* To atudy the charaoteristics of newspaper 
reading farmers*

*5* To atudj the newspaper reading ha bias of 
faruuro.

4« To relate ehe newspaper reading baoita to 
the poraoaal characteristics of tha farmers.
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5* To know tbe opinions preferences, utility 
sad suggestions aadc by she noespeper read- 
ins farmers about tbe public sti an of agri­
cultural information in the dailies*

Tbe present study was conducted in two parts# 
vis*, oontent analysis of newspapers and survey research*

In tbe content analysis eas included tbe investi­
gation included tbe first objective of tbis study* Tbe 
150 issues out of one years publication from January 1979 
to December 1979 of three selected isâ or daiiiea famed 
tbe aaaple of the universe* Tbe data were analysed 
with tbe help of siuple percentage technique.

The survey research ass conducted with tbe other 
four oojeotives of tbe study* Tbs faraars selected 
froa Aneks1 and Doddaballapur taluks of Bangalore 
district f o m  d the respondents of tbe study. Tbe data 
was collected with the help of a strustured questionnaire 
by personal interview with tbe 66 respondent farasrs*
Tbe data was analysed with tbs help of a? aethod and 
percentage technique wherever they suited.

The main findings of tbe etudy are as followsi

„ 1* ill the three selected nswspspere osoblasd
provided 4*01 per cent of tbe total apace to publiah 
agricultural inforaation in then*
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2« Only Saayukta JCaroataka daily published all 
the 10 aouald^rod categariea at agricultural ioformatloa, 
while Frajavani did not published ana eate,;ory via** 
"aucceaa atorio" and J&annada Prasha threa oategarlea 
via* i n»eatber"# "question and anawer" and "success 
atorles"*

3* H i  the three dal Ilea differed la providing 
apace to the tea oategorlea, irrespective of the auiaâ r 
of aategarlea they published*

<►* *i*aoyukta itasnataka* dally gave £.0* per 
cent, I'rejaveni 4*13 par cent and Sannada irabha 2*79 
per cent of apace respectively to publish agricultural 
information*

5* Majority of cbe farmers aere you ,jer in age# had 
higher education level, loa sooial participation aad aadlua 
Media participation*

6* Age, education, land holding, social participation 
aad aedla participation aere not associated with their 
reeding habits*

7« Majority of the faraara Opined agricultural infor­
ms ti n publiahd as9easy to read, aufflcleot ia quaatua, 
accurate, practical oat not clear, ahlle all tha farmers 
felt the i;xforaatl ja aaa tinely*
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it Majority of farmers 51*52 per cent were awaro 
of auriculctu«l information due to reading la newapaperw 
aad 21*21 par cent of tbe femora bad adopted the practices 
they w r© aad a awaro by tbe newspapere*

9* Majority of the farmers preferred "success 
ouorico" aa die type of presentation In the dalilea and 
bad ieaat preferred "feature article".

10. Tbe farmera In majority preferred ia£o-nation 
in cultivation aspects of vegetable crope In dalllaa*

11* tfarmora bod ^Iven eleven difParent suggestions 
to Improve agricultural Information published In the uaV» 
lisa* As blji sa 90*90 per oent of farmers auggeeted to 
poollab all tbe oategorlea of a^rlcaltttral Information 
In a particular pe^e aad tbe paper to provide more space 
to **8ucceas atorlea" category of agricultural information*

iif tm u ia fl1 q Uv« d - ^ r

1* tfhen tbe apeoe provided to agricultural Infor­
mation waa viewed witib farm population It waa leas* And 

bonce there la a need to increase apace for publication 
agricultural Information*

2* Since the eoclo-eoeaoaio characteristics and 
other masa aedia participation waa not alsnlfioaatly 
associated with reading baolta, it is seen that there la 
a wide acope for reaching ell types of reader farmerw 
effectively through newapapers*
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3. All the cawejoariUa of renters art capable 
Of easily resdlng aad utilising the agricultural infor­
mation published. '.Thus it shown potentialities of dally 
newapapera in using then aa effective mesna at ooaouaica- 
ting the agricultural technologies to the roadar farmers.

4. Majority of i'araers opined the agricultural 
information aa not cl*ar» «hea the newapayers huA 
published all other quailti^a of information favourable 
to faxmera it 1s not difficult far the concerned insti­
tutions to improve clarity of the agricultural infcrma- 
ti m published*

5# Sln^e majority of farmara ^referred "auccass 
atorloaM type of presentation regarding agriculture, 
there ia a need to eacabllah such a net work by the 
neaapapor institution to gat "success stories" of 
farosre in becoming effective in thslr attempt to 
eo&mu&leate affectively.

v 6. anas of the i~rao tic able au&juatlona of tbs 
faxsura oay be taken osrlously by tha newspaper insti­
tution in Improving the agricultural information 
publication.
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AFF3UDIX I

WJWnQeLiAlHX

ta rt A i General indorsation, else of land holding* social 
participation aad media partlelpatina of tha 
respondent.

1* Hamo of tha respondent

2. Village 

3* Age
4. education

5. Land holding 

(a ) Dry land

(h ) *et land 

Co) warden

<
9
t
«

I
t

t

acree

acres

Stotal

6. Social participation

(a ) Village paaohayat 

(0 ) Co-op* Society

(c) Youth club

(d ) Taluk Development Beard 

(a ) Lead Development Bamk 

(X ) Any other
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7. Participation ia boss oedia ocber thao aowapaper;

Sadlo*
(a) i.iafcoai*;̂  to tfadio » lea/iio 
(0) Regularity of listening i

1. Doily i
2 . 0£too *
3. Occasionally * ...

(o) Liatening to agricultural 
iofo-ootlon ia radio t tm/M*

(d) Regularity of listening to Hadio for agricul­tural information*
1* Daily 
2. Oftoo 
3* Occasionally

(a) SuDecrlptloa to agricultural 
magamlnee

(o) Reading of agricultural 
aagasine

(c) iiumoer of agricultural 
aa aziaoa road
1. tiore than two
2. Two
3* Only one

Tea/So

Xea/Bo
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Part sli iicadiOt; habits of farmer

1* Plaaaa name the uaiXy nevepaper you read for
agricultural information.
(a) ^auyukta Karnataka i . ,
(0) Prajavani * _.....  _
(c) Kanna^a Prabha t .

2. Ara yon a subscriber of any of tbaaa dailioa? Yea/Ho

If, yea plaaaa sention auich la tbe dally 
you aubacxlbe.
(a) Sanyukta Karnataka i
(b) Prajovani i
(o) Kanneda Prabha t

3* To what extant you read agricultural incarnation 
iu dully?
(a) Completely
(b) Partially 
(o) Specific it<

4, How utiou tine you spend in reading agricultural 
imoraatioa in daily?
(a) More than 40 ainutes i
(b) 20-40 alauteB s
(o) Upto 20 aintttes t
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5* Plesue oentiou about the regularity of reading the below proaeatud categories:

Yea / SMSlMmZ. flCUB Oooeaio-

(a) Agricultural ae#a
(b) Feature articles 

and success 
stories

(c) Market price aad eeether

(d) Advertisement

(e) editorial

(f) Letters to the 
editor sod 
question aad anever

(s) Suggestion to feroera

6* Do you read old issues of ually to knee about the agri­
cultural information for your present use?

Yee/Uo

Part Gi Opinions, preferences sad augjeetions of farasra*

1* To east exteat the agricultural Information published 
in newspaper is readable for you?
(a) Very eesy to reed t
(o) ~aay to read *
(c) jLieadeble t
(d) Difficult to road i
(e) Very difficult to reed i



2* Please as at ion the de<jroe of adequacy of the agricultural 
inioraatiea publish d la the newapaper.
(a) Mere oatiafootory i
(b) Satisfactory >
(e) Sufficient *
(d) Unsatisfactory i
(e) More uaatisfactory t

3* Please give your opinion about ths accuracy of a^ricul- 
turai information publishod in the newepeper you read*
(e) Accurate i
(b) Hot accurate t
(e) jdKag ârateu i

4* la the agricultural infor&atl^n you rsad in the newapaper 
Is clear to you?
(a) Clear
(b) Not clear
(o) Confusing

5* Please glvet your Ofiaion about ths practicality of agricultural information in the newapaper you read*
(a) Practical « _ _ _
(b) Setae are practical t
(c) Not practical t

6* Considering your agriculturel needs* do you think the agri­cultural information published in newapaper you read ia timely
Ca) £izasly
(b) Mot tioely



Vi

7* Did you over couie to know about any of the agricultural 
practice by reading only newspaper?

Yes/No
If yes what are they?

(a)_______________
< b ) _______________________

( o ) _______________________

8* Did you adopt in your farm eny of the practicca you 
ooae to know through newspaper?

Yes/Ie

If yes what are they?

(a ) __________
( b  ) ________________

( c ) __________________

9* Fleaae rank the folio*in*; types of presentations of s^riculturel iafoxnstion in aeeepaper accord log to your preference*
S m - a L

(e) Foeture article 
(b> question sad answer
(c) SugodStiwa to farmers ■«— —
(d) itaooesa storlee ________

10* Do you feel that tha neeapapere should jive preference, 
while covering inioraatioa on any of the ore pa?
If yae, please nantian the cx*ope« XooAio
(e)  
<b) _______________
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11* Do you coaoiuer any of the following auggoations to 
be helpful la icprovlnj the a ricultural Infonaatioa publication 1 a  the newapaper?

flflg .ueclooa m  /

I. Publication of a^rioulteual informa- tloa in particular page
2« Publication of aore information 

in "success storlua" category
3* Publication of aore of easily under- atanaabie atatlatloal figure
4. More inforaati m . oa vegetable cropa
5* Illustration altb acre number of yhoto&rapha
6* Publication of a^rioultural infer- 

aation in front page
7* Use of mire local and familiar words
3* Publication of all categorize of 

agricultural information daily
y. Publication of agricultural infor­

mation weekly
10* Use of hig^r aiae of lettera
II. Use of shoxt sentences
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