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1. IRTR0DUCTION

The success of agricultural development progromme
in developing countries largely depends upon the nature
and extent of use of mass media in mobilisaetion of people
for develcpment. The planners in these couatries have
realized that the development of agriculture could be
hestened with the effective use of mass media, as the
opiaion of Lerner (1958) "Mass Media initiate peychic
mobility in the people and triggzer off chenge in them,
they the general level 9: aspiration of the people
and motivete then for sction”.

(mmm&nmnMuHmum
nost ;mnly used mediuam. This is the most practical
mesns of dissemidating the localized and specislised
information to! the ycoyh.) kmphesising this @spect
Gajapethi gt al. (1977) made the following observations:

“To achieve high production, farmers will have
to master now skills and leara %o manage and
manipulate verious inputs. This is possible
only, 4{ there is a sound counmunicat 2t~
tegy whic: would effectively and quickly
disseminate the latest techaology to the
farning coununity end iafluence the indivi-
dual farmers in adopting it, and combination
of various conuunication chanuels is necessary
80 that the various egricultural innovetions
could reach all categories of farmers without
loss of time". .

The newspaper is primarily a means of disseminating
news and influencing the public as to the current events.
In addition it serves as an educational and entertainnment
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mediun. Hewspaper plays an important role in the field
of agricultural development.

(muultm being the bigrest sector of the
omtz}. mist be understood and appreciated Ly the farmers
in particuler ead by the publiic in general.

'ucmn to Fox (1352) she two important roles
of agricultural Journalism are:

1. It nust inform and educate the farmers about
aew mothods in agriculture.

2. 1t must explain end interpret agriculture
to the rest of the society. )

Thus newspaper csn play a meaningful and effective
role in trensfer of agricultural technology frou research
stations to the farme:rs fields. It helps to narrow the
gap between scientiriic discovery and its application,
This is the challenge the Indian Press hes to face.

The adventage of print media are: (1) they can be
read at the coavenience of the reader, (2) they can bve
preserved for the future refereace, (3) they can be
pasaed oa to others and (4) they also carry prestige for
the people who possess them.

In India @8 on 197y there were 17168 newspapers
including dailics and other periodicals. The country is



currently publishing 1087 daily neuspapers in 18
different langusges. This indicates the potentiali-
ties of Indian Press for furtheriang the overall develop-
meat of the country.

The importance of newspapers becomes still more
dominsn¢ in vicw of the incrcasing literacy standards
of the people.

The dailies in Kernataka began publishing agri~
cultural information that wes provided to them by the
University of Agricultural Sciences, Bengalore frou the
year 1968. Today all the important dailies in Karnataka
are devoting e cousiderable amouat of space for agricul-
tural Ainformation Ly many competent sources. This io
an encouraging trend. Theuse newspapers publish different
categories of agficultursl information, such as market
price, weathor, suggestica o farmers, success stories
of farmers, a@gricultural news, gquestions and answer,

Statoment of the problen

Inspite of publication of agricultural iaformation
in the dailicay no atiempt has been made to study and
critically snalyse the usefulness of various aspects of
it. Noting vhis deficiency Dube (1958) opined that in

underdeveloped ecountrice with respect to0 the mass medlas,
little 4s known about their persuasion and influence.



Other experiments in mass communicstion were largely
hit-and-run, trail-and-error veatures. Mass communica~
tion is yet a largely untried weapon in underdeveloped
societies,

Thus there is a necd to study the nature of sgri-
culcural information published in dailies.

Attempts made to find out the characteristics
o.f newspaper readers in Kernateka are oaly few. As
pointed out by Schramm (1954) the phenomenon of mass
media exposure may be cumulative i.0., the newspaper
subscribers may be also listening to radio, seeing
films, reading magazines. Their reading habits differ
according to their personal charecteristics like age,
education and socio-economic status. Hence it was consi-
dered as essential to investigate these sspects with
reference to newspaper reading farmers.

Newspapers do not operate in vacuum. They are
essentially meant {0 serve the needs and interests of the
readers. HNewspeper by virtue of being mass media receive
very Jl1ittle feed back from its sudience unlike inter-
personal channels of communication where the feed back
is spontaneous and abundant. In this context newspaper
publishere need to make special efforts in knowing the
needs and intercsts of the farmers. Majority of the
newspapers are published in the urban centers, they mrely
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cover the intercsts of the rurcl people. Ward (1959)
etated that "deily newspapers are ¢ity products end

that inevitsbly they have sharcd the urben philosophy,
prejudices and blind spots. In otherwerds, asrisulture
has ©o deal with the age loang chesa betwcen people in the
cities and people who wori the soil. A two way bridge
is necded over that chasue The urban press, with a few

" notable exceptions has contributed little to the building
of & briuzg~ and is still han<icapped enormously by its

osn background”.

Hence an atiempt bhes beea made Vo asscss the needs anc
preferences of the newspsper reading faruers about the agri-
cultural inforumation published ia dailies.

é‘he main objecoctive of this study was the:efore to
snalyse the asricultwel info.metics published in Kennada
dailies sand to study the newspaper reading habits of farmers,
their socio-economic characteristice and their preferences, -
opinion and sug;estions on the publication of agricultural
information ia dailies. Following are the specific
objsetives of the stuady.

1« 70 £ini out the guantum of agricultural in-
fo:mation in thioee selected LKannada dallies.
And o know the space proviuied for the
dilierent categories of agricultural infor-
maticn ia Chese dailles.



2o To study the characteristics of newspaper
reasdin; farmers.

3. To study the newspaper rs.ding habiss of
farmers.

4. To relate thc newspep r readins habivs to
the socio-economic characteristics of the
faruers.

5. To kaow the opinions preferences, utilisty and
Sugsestions maJle by the newspaper reading
farmers about the publicati .. of agriculstural
info.mation ia the dallies. )

Limivetionsof the otuay

Une of the most important criticisms that is made
on coulent analysis research is that the findings have no
clear significance for either theory or practice. For
instance, the {indings ootained about the guantum of
space Oan agricultural information cannot he compared
«Ath sny stan ards snd policiec of the newspapers cannot
also be gueationed. Similarly the resulis obtaincd by
content snalysis may not lesd to development of theories.

ilence, the findin:s of this inveatication are limitcd to
chis extent.

1@ jeraing the survey research some of the findings
which are locatiua specific cannot be generalized to all
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Ii. G.Viod O LIT:HATURE

The review of licerature is dealt ia the following
subheadings ia this chspter.

1. Bapirical studiecs on content snalysis of
newspaper.

2. Procedures in co:utent anslysis.

3« Role of agriculturel information through
print ncdis in extension edwcation.

&, Hewgpaper recading habite of farmers.
5. Characteristice of newspaper reading farmers.

6. Attituce of faruers towards the agricultural
information published in dailies and other
agricultural publications.

1. smeiricel studles oo content analyeds

Indian studies on content analysis of newspaper
are rare, very fow attempts have been made by the Indian
researchers to quantify and analyse the diflferent conteats
of deily newspapers. However many studies have deen con-
ducted elsewhere. It was found desirable to examine such
studics and hence the reviow of literature unier this
headin; covers botu foreign and Indian studies.

Foreign gtudles: idss (1924) studied seven types of
newasbusiness, sports, amusement, political, police,



foreign and art in papers represeating different geographi-
cal aress. The suthor has found  that how much the pro-
portions in which they appesred diliered in differeat locali-
ties.

Rowe (1927), in e comparison of the Boston eveaing
tronsoript and the Cheistisna Science Monitor, studied that
whether locsli news, national ness, sports news and foreign
news, came from the papers own azeney or fro: the outside
source. Willey (1929)' found that on the whole the papws
published in the smallest towns in the countics of United
Btaves of America uith the greatest per ceat of their popu~
lation liviag in the open couaty and with from 50 %o 75
per cent of their circulation 48 frou rural areas more
atiention to rurel luterests 4s given. In the larger towns
and larger countics city interests were predominant

dndigo svuddeg: Gopen (1962) snalysed three daily news-
pep-rs of Hagpu: to find out the guantum of agricultursl
information published. The auchor found that all the
three nowspapers csrricd hish proportion of nationsl o
internationunews, it wes also found that these newspapers
report more of national news rathor Than the local news.

A study coanuducted in India (1968) by the Indian
Institute of lass Communicatios ou content analysis of
Indisn dsilles for their coverage of elecotion neows iteams,



revealed that the langue;e and the medium circulated
dellies printed more electio: news than did the haglish
end the big circulated dailies. Ia thet scudy three
content classification categories were as: "egducative”,
"informative” and "oplinery”. The meassurement was made
ia column per iuch.

Gajapathi gt al. (1977) have studied the sources
and frequency of agricultural news published in "Dinsmani"
and "Melal marasu” which were deilies published from
Madras, Temilasdu.

Singh and Kumar (1977) found in their study of two
Indien newspapers that the total space provided by the
selected issues of "the Indisn Hation™ and "the Aryaverte”
were 8,320 end 12,554 coluun per om, respectively. There
was no significant dif.erence between these Lwo papers
in space provided for agricultural ianformation. The
authors in their coutent analysis categorized a ricultural
content @8 "ness items", "editorisls”, "fcature article”,
"letiers to the editor” and "advertisements”.

The space provided to different categories was as
follows by the two papers.

Sl.8e. dtems Solumn/on
1. “"Heus ivemas" see 20.37‘
2¢ "Adverticement” PP 4,198

3¢ "Feature article” ove 2,968
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&, "hditox‘iul.s" TR m?
5¢ "iBtiers Lo the aditor” eee 762

2. Erocodurve in coiton: emalysis

Coute.t _gnalysisg: Keplan aend Goldsen (1949) statcd thet
"eoatent nhnlyer. aims at a qmtiéactva clesosiiicati.on of
@ given body of knowledge in termes of a aystom 0f Catego=
rice devised to yilcld Jdata relevant to specifiic hypothesis
concerning the conteni”.

B;rolnon (1952) d-Lfincd content analycic as "a
resesscn bechaigue for the objective, systematic and quaan~-
titative, description of the manifest coantent of coununi-
catioa".

According to Hiley anu aéou (1968) content
analysis is a muléipurpose research method developed for
investi ating a wide varicty of proulems thet are encoun-
tered ic the stuuy ol coumunication.

sbops in convent gpelysis: Cartwrl bt (1906) identified
the f{ollowin; stups as eosaential for & satisfactory coatent
analysists

1. Specify nceded data: The inveastigators nced to have
a clesr ideam of type of Jata reguired for their study,
they should work out Lbeir ,lems in detail, so that they

can telli what for: thelsr final tables wil. take.
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2+ Map out plans for tabulatiocn: It is essential to
meke explicit plans for the tabulation of coded data.

5« Layout the selection of the ouvline: At this point,
it wili be useful to list the variables in tcrms of
whicna the coantent is to be coded.

4. Fill ia categorics for each variables : There sre many
systezs of categorics which may be employed for any givea
'nrublen. The 0..¢ chosen wil. depend upon the objectives
of the study and the type of measucement bLeing undertaken.

The systenm of categori:s should ve exhaustive
sad outually exclusive. It ic exhaustive that if there
is o category in which to pla:e every relevant item, that
may be found ia the costeat., I1ts categories are mutually
exclusive if there is one and oanly one place %o pat an
ivem within that uystem of categories.

5. Establish procedurcs fo:r utilising the material :
Specific working definitio.s, to ve used in the study,
should be established at this point of time in such a
fashion that vaerious coues can all utiiize the same
material in the same way.

Tho most inportent measuring uuits ia communication
rescarch are (1) a sinsle word, (2) a theme, (3) a character,



(4) a parsgraph or other naturel units of meaning end
(5) sn item such as an article, speech ete.

The unit of enumerstion that seems to be most
popular in communication research is that of physical
leasth (eg. columa inch) or temporal duration (eg., time
in minutes). If such units are meeninzful from & theoree
tical point of vicw, they should bLe used, Decause Ghey
have real advantages of relisbility snd susceptibility
to mathematical manipulations.

6. Try out the outiine : After the outline is developed,
i¢ must be applied to the content in & prelininary way
in order to ddscover what modiiications are needed.
Ordinarily, this tryin:; 0.t of the coding procedures is
alsc used es @ trainl. g period for the people who are to
do the final coding.

Hoffer (1942) reported that the readers of agricul-
turel bulletins adopted some practices based on iaformation
containcd ia those publications.

Smith's soudy (1951) revealed the same incidences
that 29 per cent of the newspaper resding farmers had
adoptcd inforwation in improving their practices.
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Ady-or (1958), emphasized that the medium of
print.d word is very favourite in asricultural documen~
tation and hes beea wiuely adopted since the beginning
of extemsion educatlion. And slso he states thot within
the limdts of illiteracy, however the space for priated
material is still feirly wide. And this method could
be made u.e of more and more since the ianformation pube-
lished regularly in the sppropriate Sseasons can sexve a
very useful purpoce as farmors are likely to read and
also retain and discuss with the aneighvours in the
‘village. |

Klapper (1561) staved that mass media scrve two
besic fuacticns; to provi.e information amd to provide
escape. The £first function 48 a medium for contributory
effectss to reinforce existing opinion or recent decisions,
to inercase kanowlecdge and informstion on & wide rsnge of
topics, or to provi.ce a tool for pe:rsonal srowth and
development. The second function is as escapist fase:
to provide mentsl an. phycicel relaxatioa, to stimulate
the imaginatiocu and o act as a means of vicarious
inteasion. The i{iret funetio: represents a scarch for
insctrumental informaticn, the second, a search for the
primarily expresaive experience. 7The author ia his study
fou:d that anews articles have influenced the faruers in
their adoption behaviour as reinforcement of the knowledge
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about the practic:s already they were adopting, snd also
4% helped thewm to correct the practices they were following
as recommended in the agricultural news articles.

Barts (1966) reportcd that the newspapers and
magaszines were lound to ve important sources of home
infornation,

Hatoh (1966) found that in the sdoption of new
ddess, mass media (including newspaper) ranks number one
at the "awareness" snd "interest" stage.

Oliver gt 8l. (1975) found that agricultural arti-
clcs infducnced more number of farmers (17.8%) at sware-
pecs stage. But at adoption stege, the articles influenced
only 6.6 per ceat of farmers.

Williamson (1938) found that out of 401 subserivers,
246 proed the farm page regularly, 96 seldom read 4t and 59
never read i, This suthor also observed that home economic
colunn was r.ad by 344, and out of them 326 used the material
and 226 clipped article for future use.

Johnston and Busche (1942) studied reading havits
of Indisns farmmers. They observed that faruers spent
about half an hour to three guarters of an hour per day
in newspaper resding.



Delberts (1955) ia his study smong Wiscousin farmers
revesled that Y2 per cent of the respoandeats received
atleast one form magasine and 51 per cent resd three or
nore regularly.

Schremm and Devid (1961) have found that the time
speat daily on reucding newspapers by the people in different
countrios 4s as follows:

(1) Ia Americe an average person speads 40
minutes.

(41) In Freace an average persoa spends 15-30
aiautes.

(1i1) In Hoangkong an average person speads 15-20
minubtes,

(iv) In United Kingdom an average person spends
25=30 migutes.

durpby (1962) reported that 19.5 per ceat of the
Wisconsin farmers devoted less than half an hour per day
in resding egficultural publicatious, 26 per cent spemt
balf an bour to one hours 19.5 per cent of the farmers
spent one hour & day and Q.14 per cent of farmers spent
one to three bours & day, while 5.5 per ceat speat more
than three hours while 1.5 per ceat of thew did not

mention.
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UNIVERSITY LIBRARY z’i\-\ 12 34
{

®KVK SANGALORE-5@0 086.




#ilson (1963) while reviewinz mass comuunication
research observed that farmers who read were inclined to
read more then one type of publication.

Marsh and Knox (1966) revealed through thedir study.
that more than 80 per ceat of the responients read news-
paper daily.

Mishra (1969) in his study of mass medis use
pattierns among Indians reported that 40 per cent of
respondents read one Or nOre newspaper, weekly.

Honnart (1970) observed that 57 per ceat of Belgian
farmers read regularly the agricultural news published
daily in the paper while 18 per cent resd less regularly
and others never read it.

Veerabhadraish and Sethu Rao (1970) bave found
that 57 per cent of farmers read the farm -4dnformation
regularly.

Siddarameiai g% gl. (1976) found that mostly the
subscribers read newspapers daily and 15.62 per cent
of the farmers reading agricultursl ianformetioa adopted
the information they read.

A study coaducted 8t Illinois State of U.S.A. (1958)
showed that farmers with belter edusation were the heavier

readers.
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Mariol (1959) also observed that education was
signifiicently associated with reading of farm publica-
tion.

Schramm and White (1960) reported that amouat of
reading increased with the education of the respondents.

Wilson (1963) observed that younger farmers
road more fornm publications then older farners.

Kidwal (1965) observed that the reading of publi-
cations inecreased with the level of educatiocn of farmers.
The suthor also fouad that young end ndddle aged farmers
were heavior readers of farm publications then the others.

A study conducted by Marsh and Knox (1966)
revealed a direct link with readership of publications
and the education levels of the respondemte. It was also
found that mese media (other than newspapers) were used
aore by women who did not participate in comuunity work.
These women spent significantly more hours per day view-
ing television then did community oriénted women. FPriant
medis were dominant for working women and who had high
conmunity participation.

Mishra (1969) observed in his study that thore wes
a direct relatioca between the readership of publicatiouns
and education levels of the respondeats.
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Veerabhadraiah and Sethu Rao (1970) revealed
that over 77 per cent of subscribers of newspapers were
in the young and middle age group.

Zalaki (1973) ia his study found lack of acsocia-
tion between the readershi, of agricultural publication
and their age. However, there was association between
the readershi; and the farmers education. The small
farn.rs were not diffecrent in readership habit than big
faruers whe: both were liverstes.

Cliver gt als (1975) found that farmers reading
agricultural articles were of oldage group followed by
young age and middle age. They also found that difierent
levels of education bhad not iafluenced the reading of
agricultural articles and aslso with the sise of holding.
#¥hereas only the socio-cconomic factor, occupation
difierences had sisnificantly influenced the reading
of agricultural articles,

\/&unp and Penning (1943) reported that simple
writing, lsrge print, end mere illuscrations were sugges-

ted by fermers as ways to luprove agricultural print.

Gallup and Frutchery (1943) in thedir study found
that in general, majority of the home makers read and
understood the message contained in the leaflets.
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Seaple and Swain (1954) found that farmers
wanted separate agricultural news section daily rether
than weekliy. They further wanted better market news.

Murphy (1960) fou:d that 23 per ceat of readers
felt that the article a real practical help for them.
Wnile 46 per cont found something new in publisation,
20.7 per cent expresced impracticability of the message
anJ other 10.3 per ceat made no coumnsnta,

Joseph (1973) observed that the guestion and
answer column issued in Kennada daliles was used very
widely by farmers snd farmers had expressed their
dissatisfaction when it wae discontinued for soume
period.

Oldver g% gl. (1974) studied about the suitability
of sgricultural news articles to the readers farmers of
Tanjavur district publiished in newspaper "Dinamani®.

The results are as follows:

(i) Timeliness of agricultural news articles 1 iiost of
the farmers coasidersd the agricultural articles to be
timely (93.5%).

(ii) Covera o of subject matter in egricultural news
articles ¢ Alnost all the farmers (9%.6%) indicated that
the /coverage 0f subject matter wes guitve sufficient o
their needs.
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(1i1) Precticebility of agriculturel articles : 66.2
per cont of the farmers rated agricultural articles as
"practicable™ and .87 per cent as "partly practicable™.

(iv) Accwracy of information 3 It was found that 64.4
per cent of the faruers reted the news articles published
a8 "sccurste™ and 32.6 per cent as "exagserated". The
farmers who rated the article as exaggerated stated the
yield givean for the different vaerieties in the articles
were not agreeing with the actual yields.

(v) Terminology used in the articles 1 It was felt by
most of the respoundents that asriculturel articles con-
tained mostly familiar and local words of Taenjavur delts.

(vi) Keadability of igncuumm articles : All the 92
respondents who needed agricultural articles found these
articles easy to read.

(vii) The preferences for type of narration : The res-
poanses showed that the farwers preferred "Harration"
type followed by "question and answer" type.

(viii) Prefecrences for type of materials : The farmers
were zgiven five alternatives and were asked to rank them
in order of preference. To know the type of materials
they would like to bave. The farmers ranked the
recomsended packae of practices of the vericties first
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followed by farmers' experiences. The third preference
was given o research findings and fourth to incidence
of pests and disecases and their control messures.

(ix) SBuggestions of farmers ¢ A few suggeetions from
respondents as recorded by them are as below.

(a) Farmers prefersed agricultural articles
oa the front page of a newspaper with
bold captions (n=16).

(b) Parmers stated that it would be better to
pablish agricultural articles at monthly
iantervals (lha1) »

(¢) They (farmers) found that only paddy, the
wajor erop, is given importance. They
observed that other crops like groundaut,
pulses and cotion should alav be given
preference (nsh2).

Siddarsmaiah g% 8l. (1976) in their study on mass
media consumption in few umsu of Karnataka state
obtained the following sugzestions of fermers to impreve
the quality of agricultural information in deily news-
pepers:

(a) "Give more informatiocn in bold letters”
25.88 per ceat.

(b) "lore news in relatioz to price fluctuations
and markot rate™ 20 per cent.



(¢) "lIaformation %o be given in lécal laanguage"
16.82 per cent.

(d) "More success stories sad experiences of
farmers" 15.29 per cent, and

(o) "Reading material on field verification
trials" 12.9% per ceat.

Since the studics in Indis on content analysis
of dailies are rave and limited the hypothesis pertaining
to coanvent snalysis were not formed. However some hypothesis
oa certain aspects of survey resesrch based on review of
research have been formed as below:

1. There is nu sssocliation between the resding
habive of farmers and their age.

2. There is no associetion between the recording
habits of fermers and their education.

3« There is no sssociation between the reading
havdives of fa:mers and their sigze of land
bolaing.

4., There is no association between the reeding
babits of farmers asnd their socisl participa~
tion.

5. There 18 no sssociatiocn between the resding havite
of farmers and their media participation.



MEATTERIAL AND MIETRIODS



111, HATERIAL AND METHODS

@ho prosent study was conducted in two parts,
vis., content anslysis of newspapers and survey research.

The content analysis of newspepers was concerned
with the first objective stated earlier i.e., to find
out the quantua of agricultural informstion published in
selected Ksnnada daiiles, and to know the space provided
for the publication of differeat categories of agricultursl
information in these dallies.

The survey research was conducted ia relation to
the other four objectives of this study, vis., to study
the characteristics of newspaper reading farmers, to study
the newspaper resding havits of farmers, to relate the
neawspaper reading havits of farmers with thoir socio-
econonic characterisvics amd to kanow the opialon, pre~
ference, utiiity and suggestions made by the newepaper
reading famers about the publication of agricultural
information in the seloctod dailies. )

(Gontent snalysis of mewspapers

he procedures followed in this part sre reported
under the following headings:

1. Selection of newspapers
2. Universe and sample
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3¢ Bubjoct matter

4, Variables included in the study

5« Enumeration

6« Tabulation and analysis of the date
7+ Statistical techniques used.

Selecgtion of newepapers

Anmong the six major Kannada daiides published
viz., Samyukta Earnataka, Prajavani, Kannada Prabha,
Janaveni, Havabharath end Udayevani. Only £irst three
newspapers wore selccted for the study, siace the other
three newapapers had rostricted omﬂluon) The firet
three newspapers had a wide circulation throughout
Karnataka. All these three newspapers publish agricule
turel info.umation under different headings. IV was
generally ovserved that these daiiies were publishing
agricultural information in one form or the other daily.

dasasses
ALl the icsues of the year 1978 4a the three selece
ted daeilies formed the uuiversc. The whole year i.e.,
fron January 1979 to December 1978 wee considored for the

nn!.vcru)wuh the inference that these dailies covered all
the three seasons of asriculture in Karnataks and, hence,
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&
published agricultural informatioan oo all aspects of
agriculture during this period.

(8smple

To maintain the ovjectivity in including the
universe in the sample the following procedure was
folliowed:

M 50 issues were selecied from each daily I-m:
the help of rendom table. The percentage of the sample
to the universe was 13.69. Hence a total of 150 issues
50 each from 3 daillec of the year 1978 were consi~
decred for the further enelysis. )

2. While rendorz number coincided with general
holidays on which day there was no publicatio. of the
particular issue, cither next rendon number was considered
or the next day issue was considered for the selection
while sampling..

(Subiecs mattex

ihe subject ~f the content analysis waes to study
the spuce provided for agricultural information on
different categories of agricultursl information on any
paege of the plpll'"d in sny part of the page. Aagricul=-
tural information also covered related photo raphs and
other figures printed in the newspepers. Information on



allied subjects relevent to farm people was also consi-
dored, example; informetion on forestry, animal husbandry,
rural development news in relation to agriculture. Hence,
asricultural information published in the dailies formed
the subject matter of the content andnh.)

Yerisbles included in the study
All the information published on agriculture was

categorised under different asspects of agriculture.
Totally the following ten categoriss were formeds

1. Agriculturel news

2+ Market price

3+ Advertisemcnt

4, Letters to the editor
S5« Feature article

6. Bdicorial

7. Buggestion to farmers
8. Weather

9¢ Question and ancwer
10. Buccess storics

These categories were formed to decide on the
iuportance given Ly easch of the newspaper coasidered.
The categoriecs were exhaustive so thet any relative items
regarding asriculture in the paper could be measured in
one or the other considered categories.



Irrespective of each paper publishing differeat
categorics and diflerent number of categorics in publish-
ing agriculvursl information, these 10 categorics were
formed after going through the difiereat issues of the
selected daliles. The definition of categories are given
belows

1. Agricultural news : Usually used for news information,
fresh event reported on agriculture.

2. Market price :¢ A report in a newspeper pertaining to
recognisod market rate, prevailing prices in recognised
murkets about various agricultural produce.

3¢ Advertisement : Advertiscment either in the form of
photographs or slogans appeared in the newspapers about
the different agro inputs like, pesticides, herbicides,
fertiiizers and egricultural eguipmentsa.

4, Letters to the editor ¢+ Views and comments perteining
to agriculture addressed to the editor by farmers.

5. Foature article s An article which ianvites attention
or prominence in the newspaper and it is an in depth anelysis
on a topic pertaining to agriculture.

6. Ldivordal ¢ Views and opinion on agricultural topics
of the newspapcr institution and as reflected by the editor.



7+ Sugzestion te farmers : Informatiocn givea by the
Btate Department of Agriculture as suggestion to farmers
;?e'wds.ns agricultural operations and other information
on agriculture,

8. Weather : 4 report in vhe newspaper giving infor-
mation pertaining to o report of atmospheric conditions
prevailing at a specified time or place pertaining to
heat or cold, guaatity of sunshine, presence or absence
of rain, or forecast of weather to be expected in an
ensuring period.

9« Question and answer : A gewspaper preseatation
answering querics of farmers on agricultural topie.
Both gquestion and answer are prianted.

10. Buccess stories ¢+ The report of farmers iavolved
in scientific agriculture and their progrees due to scien-
tific agriculture.

Anuuseration

(a) Column centimetre : All the categories considered for
agricultural informatiocn were messured in centimetres usiag
& scale. Thus obtaincd measurenent wes called columnceanti-
metre since the messu:ement wos taken along the column

in any of the three newspppers.

(b) Standard columncentimetre 3 1t is the total length of
any full published column of any of the paper measured in

centinetre.



Conversion of columncentimetre to standerd column-
centimetre was donc as follows:

centimetre ® T ubole 1e of the Standard
column the paper in oms

Tables were formed to get mesning out of the data
obtained by content analysis under different purposes
stated belows

1. To compare the total space provided by the
three papers in publishiag 10 considered
categories of agricultural iaformstion
(Table 1),

2. To know the space provided to publish different
categories of agricultursl information in tuese
selected daiiies (Table II, IIXI and 1IV).

5« To conpare among the papers in their prefereance
in providing spasce to pubiish different cate-
gorics of agricultural information (Zable V).
Hanks were given to difierent available catego~-
rics in coch of the selected paper to easy
interpretation. The ranks were nominal and
based on the percentazge to the total. azricule
tural information space, irrespective of the
aumber of categories.

4o To know the coantribution of each paper to the
total space published for each cate ory in the
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three papers selected (Table VI). Ranks were
given to all the thoee papers irrespective of
the numbers of categories they covered, while
pubiishing agricultural information, the raenks
were nominel and based on the perdentage to the
total space of each of the categories eoantribu-
ted by one or the more newspaper/newspapors
considered for the study.

The data on Ghe guantum of space provided to publish
agricultural ianformation end the different categorics of
azricultural information were analysed with the use of
simple percentage techaigue.

Survey research

ihe materialand methous employed in the second
part of the study are given below, under the following
heads:

1. Locale of the study

2. Population and sample

3+ Varisbles included in the estudy

4, Collection of data

5« Analysis of the data
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Locale of tche study

+be study waes conductud in Bangalore district of
Karnecvaka State during 1979-80. This district wes selec~
tcd based oa census date thet Sengalore district had more
number of literates.

Eopulstion and sample

3ince these dailies are having wide circulation in
the State of Karnataka the newspaper reading farmers of
the state who read newspaper/newspapers for agricultural
information eonstitute tvhe population of this study.

The study was dirccted to find out reading habits of
farmers. Their socio-economic characteristics and che
suggestions opinion and preferences including the utiiity
of agricultural informetion by the reader farmers. There-
fore, it was necessary to select villages which had more
liverate farmers. According to census data, it was
found that Anekal sad Deoddaballapur taluks had relatively
more nunber of literates compared to other taluks. There-
fore, these taluks were selected for this study.

it was also considered essenvial to selecte villages
having easy access to newspapers. Thus, all the villages
within the radius of 10 kilometerc¢s were listed in both these
taluks., Out of these villages - six villages in Anekal taluk
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and five villaes in Doddaballapur taluk - were randonmlp
selected. 4 Lliet of all the literate farmers reading
aewspaper who road agricultural information in these
selectoed dailies were listed, separately. From this
list 6 newspaper reading farmers were selected randomly
for the purpose of interview. Thus, the total number of
respondents farmers who resd agriculturel ififermation
in the selected dailies were 66. These farmers consti-
tuted the ssmple of this study.

socio=ccononic characterstics of the farmers
were studied in the following way.

(a) Age s Respondents were grouped into three categories
according to their age as shown belows

No.  Category Age
1. Young 18=30 years
2. Middle age M-A5 years
3e 0ld 46-60 years

e

(b) Lducstion : Respondents were grouped with respect
to their education eo follows:
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8l.

Noe Category Bducation level
1 Low - Prisary and middle school education
2 High High school and college education

Sl

(¢) Farm size : Respondents wcere grouped into thwee
categordes based on their land holding as small farmers,
medium farmers andi big farmers. The definition of small
farmers uscd here was as per the project report of the
small farmers' developuent agency, Bangalore district
(1971). Farmers who had more than 5 standiard acre¢s and
less than 10 standard acres were considered medium
farmers snd farmers with more than 10 standaxd acres

of land were categorised under big farmers,.

(d) Social participation : Respondents were categoriszed
as high, medium, low according to their degree of partici-
pation in local organizations like village panchayat on
the following basis.

g:; Category Social participation
1e Low No participation
Participation in one organigzatioa.
2. Hedlium Participation in more than one
organization.

e High Participation as an office bearer

e




(¢) Participation in mass media s The participation
in mass wedia other whan nesspapers was measured and
ceored as follows:

degle
1. Listening to radio (a) Yee No
1 0
(b) Daily Often OCccasionally
3 2 1
2. Listeniag to Agri- (a) Yes No
vy B
ticn in padio 1 0
(b) Daily Often Occasionally
3 2 1
Agriculbural mazegzincs
1. Bubscription to agricultural magesines
Yes No
2 ()

2. Reading agricultursl magesines
Yes No
1 0

3. lumber of asricultural magaszines read
One Two More than two
1 2 3

The total possible scor.s on this dimemsion was M.
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AfSer calculating the mean end standard deviation
for the farwers mass media parvicipation and based on
formula mean g 1 Standard deviation they were classified
dauto three groups, which are as follows:

e

gg: Group Scores
1. Low < Mean < 14 8.0,
2, Medium Mean ~ 1 8.0, to
Mean ¢ 1 8JD.
e High > llean ¢ 1 5.0,

.Rudtng habite of fermers i The concept of reading
habdits in genersl referes to various aciivities of the
readers in thelr eiforts to obtain relevani agriculsural
information. ~Fermers wostly refer agricultural iaformation
to scek ideas, informstion and reconuendation to solve
their ferming problems. The farmers' redding habvite of
asgricultural information, thus, includes meay aspects like
nature snd extent of readin; egricultural information,
amount of time spent iu reading it, subseriptioz to news-
papers and the like. The rcading haebits of farmers may
also be considered to incluue their post reading behsviour
like re-exposure to the old issues and the attempts nade
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to utilize this informstion im solving thelir day to day
fara problems. The reading hsbits index was, therefore,
developed to include the Ucllowins six dimensions in the
followiag lines:

1. Subseriptio. : Iuis -efers %o the farmers' subscrip-
tion Co any of the Kannada dailies selected, which publi-
shed informstion on asriculture.

2. Bxtent of readinz : This indicates the degree to which
farners read publisbed agricultural inforustion in the
selected dailies.

5. Regularity of readin; : This refers to the regularity
in reasulng any of the Lhree selected Kannada dailies.

&, Amount of tdme spent : This denotg¢s the time devoted
by the farmers ior reading agriculturs)l informatioc publi-
shed in the daildes.

5. Contents read ¢ It indicates number of different
categories of agriculturel information read by the farmers.

6. Hewoxpooure ¢ This phenomencn is the behaviour of
farmecs to rofer the old issues for recollecting agricul-
vural inlormatios they needed later.

These dimension of the newspaper readin; habvlis of
farmers were mcssured and scored as (ollows to develop a
newspaper rvading habit index for the present study.
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1. Subscription Yes do
2 0

2, Extent of reaedins; Coampletely  FPartially Specific items

3 2 1
3. Regularity of reading
newspaper
baily Once in Once @ #henever
2«3 days week they get it
4 3 2 1
‘._Alount of time epent
Above 40 2040 Less than
‘minutes mioutes 20 minutes
3 2 1

5¢ Coatenis read (cate-
: es of asricultural
ormation read)

Soven 6ix Five Four Three Two One

7 6 S 'S 3 2 1
6. iie-exposu:e to old issues Yes  lio
2 ]

Thue these newspaper reading hebit index had a
maxinuc total score of 21 end minfsun total of 4.

Aftver calculatin:; cthe mean and standard deviation
for the furuers' reading babits, and based ou formuls
Mean 3 1 Standard deviatioa they were classificd iato
three groupe, whici are as follows:



38

Sle

Ho. Group Scores
1. Low < lean - 1 S5.U.
2 Mediun ean -~ 1 5.0, to
Mean + 1 SJD,
© B High > Mean ¢+ 1 8.0,

Readers' preferences : T[he preferences of the resders
‘towards che following presentation was studied by ranking
me thod:

1. Feature article

2. SBugzestion to farmers

3« Question and answer

4. Buccess stories of farmers

Farmers were requested to rank these type of presen~
tatiou frou 1 to 4, based ou their iatercvsts. 4 score of
4 was given to first renk, similarly fourth rank 0t a

score of 1. The total scores ootained by each of the
categorics decided their respective rank position.

Collectioy of data

i‘he selccted newspaper reading farmers were inter-

viewed with che help of the structured questionnairc
(Appendix I).



ihe respoandents were contacted Ly the ianterviewer,
the purpose of the study was explained to them. The res-
pondeats were assurcd of their anonimity, thus motivating
them U0 give objective inilormatio..

Anslyeis of data

The dsta were scored, tabulated and analysed with
the help of suivable statistical techanigues.

Chi-sguare test was employed to find out the asso-
ciation between the farmers newspaper reading habits
and some of their charscteristics viz., age, education,
land holding social participation and msss medis parvici-
pation.

The data oa the preferences, opinions and sug;es—
tions of farmers wcre analysed with the use of simple
percentsge techniques.



RIESULITS



IV, RESULIS

‘he resulte of the present study are presented
under the followin; heedings:

1+ Content enalysis of agricultural informe-
tion published in selected dailles.

2. Personsl and socio=-economic characteri-
stics of newspaper reading farmers.

3¢ Hewspaper reading habits of farmers.

4, Association between newspeper reading
habice and personal characteristics of
farmers.

5. Newspaper reeding farmers' opinions, prefere-
nces and sugsestions.

Table 1 shows the data ou the average quantum of

space proviued to dilieremt categories of agricultural
information combincd in three selected Keonnada dasilies.

"sgricultural news" coastituted 31.17 per ceat of
publisbed agricultural information pooled in the three
Kannads dsilics. Second major amount (18.04%) of space
was provided to publish "msrket price”, "advertisement”
occupied third place (15.9:), whereas "sug;estion to
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farners” and "feature article" shared espproximately
equal average amount of space provided i.e., 8.78 per
cent and 8.60 per cent, rcspectively. About & per ceat
of space wus provided uo "editorial”, "weather" amd
"question and answer" categories of agriculturel infor-
nstion. The least space was covered by “&eéters to
the editor" and "success stories™ with 2,05 per ceat
and 2.38 per cent, respectively. |

#hea the space provided to agricultural informa-
tion was considered with the total available space of
the three selected dailies, it was 4,01 per cent.

Table 11 pervains to the average guantum of
space provided to publish agricultural information in
Senyukta Karnataka dsily newspaper. Majority of the
space (30.10%) was tekea by the "agricultural news",
second highest space (25.98%) waes provided to "market
price" and "advertisemont" could get third major space
(15.47%) out of the total space providied to publish
agricultural informetion. Other categorics viz.,
"feature article”, “edivorisl™, "suggestion to farmers",
"guestion and answer” and "success stories”™ gt about
6400 per cemt of the total space, while this paper had
provided least spece o publish "weather" and "letters
to the editor". This paper has covered all the ten
categories of agricultural information coasidered
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TABLE I

Average quantum of space E:ovidod to different categories of
agricultural information the three selected Kannada dailies.

Space in % to the % o

8l. Categories of agri- standard total agri- the
No. cultural information column, cultural in- total
. cm formation :f‘::,
Raper
1. Agricultural news 143.17 31.17 1.25
2, Market price 84.52 18.40 0.7
3. Advertisement 73.07 15.7 0.64
4. Letters to the editor 934 2.03 0.08
5. Feature article 39.48 8.60 0.34
6. Editorial 18.54 4.03 0.16
7. Sugzestion 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 11452 4,01

newspaper
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TABLE I
Aversge tum of space provided to different ca
of sgricultural information in Sanmyukta Karnataka .
Space in % to the % to the
81 Cate o8 amdaﬂ total total space
no. of cultural column tural of the
" ornation om formation paper
1. Agricultural news 58.09 3010 1.52
2. Market price 50.13 25.98 131
,0 Advertisenent 29.‘5 150‘7 00”
& alsems o bhe 1435 0470 0404
5« Feature article 502 2.60 013
6. Bdivorial 11.42 5.92 0.29
7« Buggestion to
e e 13.40 6.9 0435
8. Weather 1.85 0.96 0.05
9. Question and snswer 10.96 5.68 0.29
10, Success storics 10.92 5465 0.28
Total 192,99 100.00 S5.08
Total space of 3824 5,08

the newspaper
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earlier in the study. Total space provided to agricultural
inlormation was 5.04 per ceat by this newspaper.

Table 111 shows the aversge quantum of space provi-
ded to publish different categories of agricultural infore
mation in Prajsvani daily newspaper. This paper provided
najor space (35.5%) to publish "egricultural news", second
major space (19.21%) to "Advertisement™ and third mejor
space (13.94%) to "market price”, while 11.42 per cent
of space was provided ¢o "weather" and less than about
2400 per cecnt of space to publish other remaining cate-
gordes. This peper did oot publish uader category
"success storiecs" out of the total 10 categories consi-
dered 4in the study. lotal space provided to publish agri-
cultural informatiou was 4.1) per cent by this newspaper,

Tavle IV reveal:s the data oa the avergsge guaatunm
of space provided to publish different categories of agri-
cultural iaformaticn in EKsnnads Prabha daily newspaper.
The paper provided mejority of ite agricultural ianforma-
tion space (29.46% and 28.38%) to pudblisb "agricultursl
news" gnd "feature article". Second major space (14.24%)
was covered by "sugsestion to farmers" and third major
space (11.49% and 11.27%) was covered by "advertisement"
and "market price”. 3.4 per cent of the total agricultural
space was takea uy "letiver to the editor”, while it provided
lecat space (1.734) to "editorial”.
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TABLE IIX
Avorasge quaatum of space provided to different categories
of agrtcuuunf‘zatmttm in Prajaveni daily.

8l Categoriecs of - standard total agri-

Ho. oultesel infermstisn column, cultural ine ““m,:r“
‘ cnm formation paper
1. Awum neus 5“0“ ’5‘5“ 1.”
2. larket Pl'“. 22,81 1’0“ 0.58
3. Advertisement 311 19.21 079
4, Letter to the editor 4,47 2.7 0«
5. Feature article 5.30 324 0«13
6. Bditorisl D34 3.27 O ¥4
7. Buggestion o farmers 12.29 752 Q1
8. Weather 16.67 11.42 Q47
9 Question and answer 8443 5.16 0.29

Total 163.53 100.00 4.13
Total space of 3952 4,13

the newspaper




PALE IV
Aversge quantum of space provided to mtmat es of
agricul tural womuoa in Kennsda ly.

Spece in I to the % to the

81, Cat ou{::r:lt otondent ..,:f"" total space
Ho. formation ‘am. m of the '
formation paper

the newspaper

1« Agricultural news 30427 29446 O.82

2. Market price 11458 M.27 .32

3« Advertisement 1.81 149 0«32

4, Letters to the editor  3.52 3443 0.10

9« Feature article 27.16 28.38 0.79

6. Editorial 1.78 173 0.05

7. Buggestions to farmers 14,65 14 .24 039

T Them wems e 2p9
Total space of 3676 2.79
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The paper did not publisi "weather”, "gquestion and ans=-
wer" and "success stories" categories of sgriculturel in-
formation, hence it had published oaly seven categories
out of the 10 categories considered in the study. When
the total agricultural inforumatioan space was considered with
the total space of the paper, the spece provided to publiish
agricultural information was 2.79 per ceat.

Table V presents the data sbout the relative impor-
tance in quantum of space provided to difiecent categories
of agricultural information in the three diilerent dailies.
All the three papers gave the highest priority in provid-
ing space to "agricultural news". Second usjor space to
"market price" in Semyukta Karnataka daily, "advertisement”
in Prajavani and "feature article" in Ksnnads Prabhs daily.
While Samyukta Karnataka gave third importance in spece
to "advertisement", Frajavani ,"market pricd’ and Ksnnada
Prabha "sug estions (o farmers". "Buggestions to farmers"
category in Prajavani got fourth major space and "advertise-
ment" category get fou.th major space in Kannada Prabha.

Sanyukte Karnataka gave least spd:o to publish
"weather", Prajavani to "suggestion to farmers" and
Kannada Prabha to "editorial”.

It 15 noted that out of the total 10 categorics
of agricultural information coasidered in the study only
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Samyukta Karnateks daily hod published all. Prajevani did
not published “"success stories" category and Kannada
Prabba "weather", "question and answer™ and "success
stories”,

Table VI shows the average space provided by the three
difierent Kennada dailies in publishing each categories of
agricultural info:mation. Considering the "sgricultural
news", "market price", "editorial" and "question and answer"
Samyukta Karnataka daily gave relatively more space and it
was the only peper to publish "success stories" category of
azricultural information. And it provided relatively less
space to "letters to the cditor" and "feature article"
goupared to other two dailies.

Prajavani paper ranked 18t in providing space to
"advertisement” and "letters to the editeor" coumpared to
other two papers, while it gave relacvively more space to
"weather" than Samyukta Xarnataka daily, whereas Kannada
Prebha did not publish "weather". It gave relatively
less space to "sug:estion to farmers"™ category of agricule
tural information.

Kannada Prabha published only 7 out of 10 considered
categories of agricultural information. It had provided
relatively more space to "feature article” and "auggeunoq
to farmers" categories, and remaincd relatively less in
other five categoriecs.
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Table VII gives the infoimation about the selected
personal and socio-economic characteristice of the farmers.
As it could ve observed from the Table, 42,42 per cent
of the respoandents beloas to younger aje group, while
34.84 per ceat veloas to middle sge group. Thus, it
could be coancluded, that majority of the newspaper
reader-farmers were younger in asge.

With regards to education as high a8 43.9% per
cent belonged to hi L1 educatioan group with High School
and College education, whereas 57.88 per comt were in the
middle group with the educational level of uiddle sehool.
This leads to the couclusion that majority of the nows-
paper readers had education above middle school level.

Claseilication of newspaper readers accordiag
to their sise of land holding indicated thal nearly half
of the respondents (48.49%) operated larger size of the
land holdings, while the remaining respondents were
egqually distributed botween low and medium categorice
of land holding.

Considerin; the social participation of newspaper
reader-farmers, it wes noted that slightly over 50 per cent
of the respoandents had low social participation. The
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percentages of farmers in bigh and medium categories of
sogial participation were 30.30 and 18.18, mppcuvou.

In reapect of media participation of the respondents,
oo high as 56.06 per cent belonged to medium parvicipation,
while the percentezes of farmers belonging low and high
groups were 24.24 per cent and 19.10 per ceat respectively.

- Table Villa presents the information about the
subseripticn to the nowspaper. The date indicated that
majority of the farmers (78.79%) were non-subscribers
for the newspaper:.

Table VIiIlb showe the ianformetica about the reader-
ship of the farmers. .he date revealed that majority of
the farmers (54.54%) read two newspapers for agricultural
information. And 51.82 per cent of farmers resd only one
newspaper, while 15.64 per cent read three newspapers.

Table IX indicates the exteat of reading of news~
paper resdinge-farmers for agricultursl information. It may
be cbserved from the table that 57.58 per cent of respon-
dents read sll the items of agriculturel information, while
30430 per cent of thenm recad specific items. Oaly 12.12
per cent of the farmers read only some items in the
information.
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TABLE IX

Extent of rcading of newspapers for agricultural
ioformetion by farmers.

Extent of reading Ho. % o
Completely 38 57.58
Partially 8 12.12
Specific items - 20 30.30

T T S e PN




The amount of time spent on reading newspaper for
agricultural info:mation daily by the rospoandents is
shown in Table X. lajority of the respondents i.e.,
54.55 per ceat spens less than twenty minutcs while
51.82 per cent devotcd twenty to forty minutes in
reading newspap.r for agricultural iaformation. Only
avout 135463 per cent reported that they spent more than
40 minutes daily in reading newspaper for agricultural
iaformatioa.

Table XI precents the information about the
nature of reading difierevnt categori.s of agriculiural
information by the respondeamts., A perusal of this
table reveals that there is variation in reading
diflerent catesorice of asricultural information. As

‘hizh as 96.96 per cent of farmers read "sugzestions o
farmers™ followed Ly advertisement (90.90%), “market price”
and“weather” information (81.81%), "Agricultural news"
(74.24%), "feature articled’ end "success stories"

(51.51%) "letters to the editor" and "question and

answex” (50.00%) and "editorial” (46.96%).

In respect of regulerity of reading, it was
encouraging to note that spproximately two-thirds of
the farmcrs among the readers read these items
'regularly’t And about one-fifth of the farmers read
these items ‘often'.
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TABLE X

Awount of time spent in mading nows for agri~
auva&mnm by the SM

.- ot

Anount of time

in minutes : Bio. »
20 minutes 36 H4e55
20 to 40 minutes 21 .82
40 minutes 9 15.63
Total 66 400.00

-
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Table XII gives the information about the re-reading
havits of agricultural information by the respondents.
dajority of the respondents i.e., 68.18 per cent had not
re-road the previous issues for agricultural information
however 31.82 per cent of fammers used the previous ilssues
of newspapers for re-reading asricultural mmuon.

Taeble XIII inuicates the newspapcr reading habits
of respoudentis under three categories of age vige, young,
micdle and old. The chi~square test epplied on these
set of datvas showed non-signiiicant results. This w-
cates that there wes no association between aze of the
respoadents and their ocuspeper reading havivs,.

Hewspaper readinz habice in association with the
education levels of newspaper reader farmers is shown in
Table XIV. The chi-square test applied on these set of
data showed non-significant results. This indicetes that
there was no relation between the education levels of farmers
and their newspaper reading habits.

Table XV shows the newspaper reading habite of
farmers under three categorics of farmers vigz., 'small’,
'‘mediun' and 'large'. The chiesquare test applied on
these set of .uata indicated that there was noa-significant



TABLE XII
R of the previous iaformastion on agricul~
ture in old issues of the dailies by the farmers.
Re=peading Noe. 7
He=-pead 21 n.e=
Do not re-read 45 68.18

L R R R I I B R IEE U R R R IR

Total 65 100.00




TABLE XIIX

Assoclation between and newspaper read
habits ot‘gnon. ine

e - N M O e o o Qe

Hewspaper reading habit index

- o g

Low idedium High Total
Hoe % Hoe 3 o« 5% HNo. %
Toung 6 353.33 " 536,67 1M H1.11 28 s2.42

Form wsadle 7 38.89 12 40,00 4 22,22 23 34.85
age

0ld 5 27.78 7 23.33 3 16.67 15 22.73

W B s W R e R AR AR R Se SR SR G R SR G G A SR AR G TR B R W SR R W T W S -

Total 18 100.00 30 100,00 18 100.00 66 100.00

aind

£ » 3,58 dofe » & Not significant
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reoult. This confirms that there was no relation between
8ize of land holdins end farmers readins habits of newspapers
for agricultural inforuation.

Table XVI presents the newspaper reading havits of
farmers under low, medium and high categorics of soecial
participation. The chi-square t:st applicd to know the
relatioaship between the social participation of farmers
and thedr readinz havivs wes found non-significant. Thus
there was no associatioc: bulween the newspaper reading
habite and the soclial participation of farmer:.

Table XVII reveals the newspaper reading habite
of farmers in relation to their mass media participation.
The chi-square tost applied tov know the said relation was
found non-significsnt, hence it 48 inferrcd that there
wss no relationship bstween farmers' participation in
ness media and their newspaper resulny habius.

8gn 8 o 3 3
5. Hewspeper reading

guc cotions .

Table XVIII pertains to the opinion of farmers
avout the readability of agricultural information published
in dailies. Hajority of the farmers (53.03%) opined that
the azgricultural inforwation 4n dallies was ‘easy' to
read while 30,30 per cen: of farmers considered that the
presentation «as 'resdable' and 9.09 per cent 'very easy',
oaly 7.58 per cent of farmers opined that the preseatation
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TABL. XVIII

Upinion of farmers sbout the resdability of asgricultural
¢ information published in uui'u.

| Headabilitvy lo. %
Very easy 6 9.09
BBy 35 53.03
lieadable 20 30.30
Difficuls > | 758
Very aifficalt 0 0.00

W SR MR R I R Gk B W W N R G e N e e R R e R W e R e e e e G

Total , 66 100.00
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(op)
w

was 'difficult' to reed vut none of them felt it wes
‘very difficult'.

Table XIX reveals the data on the opinion of
farmers about the adequacy of agricultursl information
publishecd in deilies. iMajority of farmers (63.64%)
opined that the inlormation was “sufilcient", whercas
18.18 per cent of them considered it as "satisfectory”,
4455 per cent "more satisfactory"” wheress 12.12 per cent
expressed the infornation published was "unsatisfactory”
and only 1.51 per cent "more uusatisfactory”.

Table XX shows the opinion of farmers about the
agcu.acy of agricultural information published. The
highest majority (84.855%) of fermers opimed the informa-
tion publisa.d was "accurate” oanly 4,55 per ceat reported
that the information was "not¢ accurate™ and 10,60 per ceat
of farmers expressed that information was ‘Bxagserated’

Table XXI shows the opinion of farmers about the
clarity of agricultural information published. Majority
of farmaers (46.97%) opined that the information was "not
clear', considerable percentsge of farmers (37.88%)
that it was "elear" ani 15.15 per cent were of the view
that information given was "confusing”.

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



TABLE XIX /

Opinion of the farmers about the adeguac uwu—
tural information published in the n cium

—

| Adeguacy Ho. #»
noro‘ satisfaectory 3 .55
Satisfactory 12 18.18
Sutficient 42 63.64
Un-saticfactory 8 12.12
dore un-satisfactory 1 1.5

W M W er W RR W YR e G W SR AR G W AR W e T R R W e G R R A W W W e

Total 66 100.00




| TABLs XX
Opinion of farmers about the aeom o: Ul
sursl information published in the s.
Accuracy loe %
Accurate 6 84.85
Hot accurate 3 4.55
Exaggerated 7 10.60

W W W s W W A R as e R W B R R R G R R o R W e TR AR R W W e

Total 66 100.00

e -




TABLE XXX

inion of farmers about the clarity of sgricultursl
o information published ud

Clarity Hoe %

Clear 25 37.88
Hot clear " 26.97
Confusing 10 15.15

e A R R AR G R R R W SR SR WS R R R R W W R RGP e R D e A e e

Total o0 100400
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TARLE XXII

Opiniou of farmers about ‘m ticality of agricule
tursl iaformation published.

Px‘acﬁicll;w N :::"" —
m;scu ﬂ. 92.42
Semo are prectiscal | | 3.03
Bot prestisal | 8.55

T e @ ww
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iaformatioa. Majority of the farmers (91.42%) epinion
that the informstion was 'practical' and only 3.03 per
ent and 4,55 per cent of the farmers opinion that 'some
are prectical' and 'not practical' respecuively.

Table XXIII perteins to the data oa the utilise-
tion of asricultural informatios by the farmers. About
half of the respondents (51.52%) became "aware of
practices”, while 27.27 per cent of the respondents
had “adopted the prectices™, as a result of reading
the agricultural information in newspapers. It was
also observed that 21.21 per cent of the farmers did not
utilize the informaticn published on sgriculture in
dailies.

Table XiIV gives the opianion of the farmers
about the timeliness of egricultural iafornation publi-
shed in dailies. (All the farmers (100.00%) said that
the information publishcd in dailies was timely.

Table XXV preprisents the data on the preferences
of the farmers for the type of preseantation of agricultural
information. "Success stories" was preferred most by the
farmers followed by "sugsestion to farmers", "Qunuoa
and answer" and lastly “feature article”.

Table XXVI gives the data on the preference for
agricultursl informaticn on cultivation aspects ‘of erops.



Utilisy of agricultural information by the rosder farmers.

—
Aware of practices » 51.52
Adaptod the practices 9% - 27.27

" Net atdlized » 21.21

A S WD A W AS AR W an WP W WP A WS WD WD AR WD O T A AP AR T G ah ™ o W W W

Total 66 100.00

———— POt o — A




b
Opinion of farmers about timeliness of the agricul-
tural information published.
Tiueliness Ho. %
Tinely 66 100,00
Hot timely 0 0«00
Total 66 100.00

M T b L R S g ey
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TABLE XXV

Prefarenccs of the farmers for the type of pweses~
tation of agricultural 1ntem§:oa.

- e ———— PRI

a———

Type of preseatation .»m Sank
Success atories an S
Sug sstion o Lermews 208 n
Question snd answer "9 113
Feature artiole 8 v

e —



TABLE XXVX

Jarmers preference for agricultuml infermation on
sultivation eapocts of few oreps.

Grope

Regh '
Eelbewny

Vegetable orops such as
potato, cabbage and beans

Paddy

e

| He. A
» 21.21
21.21
n 48,48
" 16.66

The above Iesponses are

" 4

aot nutuslly exolusive
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\;' maLy a8 45.48 per cent of farmers preferred 1nriinlt10n
on cultivation aspects of vegetebls croyé«’ Apd 21.21 per
oent of farmexrs proferred information ragl, an egual per~
genta e 0f larmers o8 mulberry and 16.66 per cens on
paddy.

Table XXVII pertaines to the iste on suggessions

of farmers about the asricultursel information publication
in dailies,

(?nto than 80 per cent of farmers felt the following
two suggestions will help to impreve agricultural infor-
mation publication in dasilies.

(a) "Publicution of all the categorics of agri-
cultural information ia s psrticular page”.

(b) "Publiication of mors easily wnderstandsble
statistical riaurulia

Nearly two-thirds of the respondents gave the
follewing sugz estionss

(a) "Illustration with more aumber of
photographs”.

(b) "Publication of sgriculturel information
in front page, and

(c) "o uce lesss technical words™.
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Other suggestions were : (a)"to publish agricul-
tural ianformation daily” (59.09%) or weekly (37.87%).
(o) "to use big er size of letters” (23.33%) and
(c) "use of short sentences" (21.21%).



DISCUSSION



V. DISCussIon

The discusaioa of this study is precented below
in two parts. The ficrst part relaves to content analysis
and second part deals with the survey research.

The findings revealed that all the three Kannada
dailies, differed in proviiing space for the 10 differet
conaidered categories of asricultural informatio.. However,
in gencral, "agricultural news" occupicd the major quentun
of space in these dailies combined, whercas the least

- qusntun of space was provided to "editorial™. Thus it
4o concluded that the major space occupicd by the “agri-
cultural news" was due to the reason that events on
a;riculiure govered ia news occurred almost daily in one
or the other part of the siate ani also accumulated when
it wes ou all aspects of the agriculture. When papers
had provided least spece to "editorial” it is inferred
that the newspaper institutions had not much comments
ia the happenings regording agriculture in the state.
The total guantum of space provided by the three papers
was only 4.01 per cent when compared with the total
space of all these papers.
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The findinges of the study revealed that the
Samyukta Kernatska daily, apart from the "agricultural
news" category gave more space to "market price” cate~
gory which covered the market prices of agricultural
commoditics. 7The paper gave third mejor space to
"advertisement™. All the 10 categories coasidered in
this study were covered by this newspaper. It gave
least spece Go publisi "letters to the editor" and
"weather” honce it may be inferred that the farmers
have had not participated in feed back or they were
clear gbout the informetion published in this dedily.
Whereas the reason for providing less space to "weather”
mizht be due to the limitetioan of spece in the news~
paper on due to the lack of availebiiity of the parti-
cular inforuation. Of particular significance is
that this wes the only daily to publish "success
stories” category of asricultursl information. The
paper provided 5.04% per cent of itsspace in publishing
agricultural information.

£xsjeveni gpewspaper

The f£indin:s of the study revcaled that this
daily espart from the "agricultural news", relatively
more spaceé to "market price" and “"weather" compared to
the other categorics of asricultural information.



And it did not published under "success stories" one

of the 10 categories cousidered. Thus it nay be concluded
that the difference in providing spesce to differeat cate-
gordes of agricultural information might be due to the

lack of information availability in fow categories or it might
be the poiicy matter/of the concerned institution of the
deily. The newapaper had provided 4.13 per cent of its

space in publishing agriculture information.

Kegnads Prgbha gewspaper

The findings of the astudy showed that this daily
provided a total space of 2.79 per ceat to publish egri-
cultural information out of its total space. The paper
gave relstively larger space in publishing "agricultursl
news", "featurs article” and "suggzestion to farmers"
compared %o the other cotegorics it published. And the
paper published under only 7 eategories out of the 10
considered for the study. The exsct reason for not
publishing the remsining three categorics viz., "weather"
"question and answer” end "success stories" is not kaown,
whereas it provided lesst spsce to publish “editorial"™.
Hence it could be coucluded that the institution might
as such had no much comuents on the asricultural
happeninge in the state.



The rcsults of the study show that when all the
dailies couparcd for the spsce they provided to differeat
categories of agricultursl information, "agricultucal
news" category occupicd the major space in all these
dailies. It was natural that this category gained
more space since it had gppeared as news in agriculture
of cvhe state daily end had occurred in almost all the
categories of agricultural information as news,

The dailiecs differed in giving providing space
for the publication of differeant categories of agricul-
tural information. No proper reason could be attrie
buted to this behaviour of the concerned institutions
when all these were based at Bangalore, except for
their style of operation and policy decision.

The results of the study indicated that irres-
pective of the number of categories of agricultural
information published by these dailiies, Samyukta
Karnavaka proviied relatively more to most of the
categories.



Thus it could be coacluded that the reassoa for
this newspaper to pubiish more agricultural information
45 that it weo started at Hubli, which had to cover
prodominantly rural set up and heance started coveriag
more information on agriculture. And might have retained
its treditios in covering more agricultural iaformation
after At startcd its Bangalore based edition.

Whereas Kannada FPrabha had provided the least
space and Prajavani came in between these two dailies.
Thus epart fro: the reason that 41t might be due to
thedr style of operati a, it might also be because of
the lack of tecbanical personnel to cover the categories
or due to the difiiculty in availabiiity of the inforus-
tion.

The resulis of the study revealed that mejorith
of newspaper reading farmers were young in age. This
findinz 4s in line with the findings of Wilsoa (1963)
end Kidwel (1965).

The respondents had higher education. It is
supported by the findings of Mariol (1959). Marsh and
Knox (1966) and Mishra (1969).
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| The respondents had large size of farm land, low
‘social perticipetion and medium media participation.

It wes natural that lerge farmers had access to
newspapers either by subseribing or by visiting the nearby
towns daily. It is sald that the farmers had casy accessi-
bility to newspapers by visiting towns, with the general
observation that farmers read newspapers in hotels, cioth
shops and the like. And few might also visit library
situated in towns. The newspoper reuders were informed
about the heppeninge elsewhere through newspapers snd
hence they might aot have had participated in say of the
organizations and other social occasions. However, the
readers had exposed o other mass medis considerably with
the nature that they were already found orignted towards
newspepers as one of the mass media.

The rosults of the study indicated that there
was no significant association between the farmers' age
and their reading habiis of newspaper for agricgltural
igformation. The hypothesis that cthere is no sssociaetion
between reading havits of farmers and their age is
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accepted. Thus the reading bablits of farmers were not
influenced by their age. This finding is in conformity
with thet of Zalaki (1973), which revealed that there
was leck of assoclation between age and readership of
agricultural publication.

The findinzs of the study revealed that there
was no significsat associatiocn between the farmers' educa-
tion end their reading habits. Thus the hypothesis that
there is no association between reading habits, snd their
educstion is accepted. This finding is in conformity
with that of Oliver gt gl. (1975) which revealecd that
the education had not influenced the farmers in reading

agricultural articles in newspaper.

The results pertainiog to this sspect revealed
that there was no sigailicsnt association between farmers'
size of land holding and their reading habits. Thus the
hypothesis that there is no asssociation between the read-
ing havics of fermers, and their sise of land holding is
asccepted. And hence it is concluded that farmers irres-
pective of the sige of the land holding were similer in
resding bsbiis pertaining to agricultursl ianformation in
the dallies. This finding 18 in line with those of Zalski
(1973) end Oliver gt al. (1975) which revealed that farmers
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with differemnt sige of land holding were not influeuced
in readiang agricultursl publications or newspapers for
agricultural arvicles.

The Lindiings of the study revesled that there
was no significent relation betwoen the farmers' levels
of socisl participatiocn and their reading habite. Hence
the hypothesis that there is no association between the
resding habiis of ferme:s and their secial participation
ic accepted. Thus it is concluded that farmers being
aware of the world around them by reading newspapers
might had felt not im ortent in participating in any
of the orgenizations such as villsze panchaysth. This
finding may be compared with the findings of Oliver
8¢ al. (1975).

The finding s of the study showed that there was
no significant aseociatioa between the farmers' levels
of medis participation and cheir rcading havits. Hence
the by, othesis that there is uo association between the
reading havdcs ol farmers end cheif media participation
is accepted. Thus, it may be concluded that faraners
with eay level of participatiocn in other mess media
like radio and agriculiucal megezines had not influenced
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newspaper readia: habivs, which leads tu iufer that
porticipation by fermers in different types of mess
media was mutuslly exclusive or not interdependent.

The recults of the study revealed that majority
of the farmers (78.79%) were not subseribers. It could be
concluded that most of the farmers were either unable to
a:ford the cost of the newspapers or they had casy accessi~
bility to newspapers by viesiting nearby town. where they
get newspapers to read in tea shops, cleoth chops and the
like. Farmers might slso be having the habit of going
to public library in the town.

Readership

The revsulie of the study show that about half
the respondent farmers could resd two newspepers. This
shows the farmers interest in reading mmn foxr
agricultursl information. It might slso because the
farmers misht had lelt the iaformation published on
as;riculture in one newspaper wes not sufficient,

sxbent of reading
Ihe findings of the study ianulcated that majority

9. the fermers read the newspapers coupletely for agricultural
informstion. lience it was natural that the study invoived
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only those farmers who were reading dailies for agricul-
tural ianformation. It could be sald that most of thea
were comuitted o a hadbit of getvting agricultural informe-
tion from the dallies.

dmouat of time spent

The results of the study revealed that most of
the farmers had speat less then 20 minutes in reading
newspaper/newspapers for agricultural iaformation. The
reason should be that the dureation was sufficient to
read the agricultural information in the daily/deilies
they had read.

dature ang coatencs read

The results of the study indicated that majority
of the farmers resd "success stories” and "suggestion to
farmers™ ocategory followcd by "advertisement” and "market
price™ and "weather” and other categories in the oxrder
end the least number of farmers hed read “"editorial".
category. Heance, it could be concluded that majority
of fermers had orientatiou towards the suggestions to
farmers, The farmers mizht feel this categosy as more
reasonable snd slao they might have derived practical
ideas. Knowing market price for their produce and
deciding egricultural operations dependins on the weather
forecast and reports may be other reason for celoeeting
these items. Farmers might bave noticed the advertisements
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as they are prominently placed in the daildes. The
findings that more number of farmers had not read
“"editorial"” mizht be due to the reason that editorial
wes not attractive.

The findin:s of this study also revealed that
@ big majority of the resders who were reading the
above saild categorics were regular in resding. Thus
it may be concluded that farmers had more imterest in
reading these cate oriecs or else the ianformation in

theze categories was rogularly appearing.

Lg-expooure to old issues

The resulis of the study revealed that most of
the farmers had not read the old issues of the dailies
for the agricultural information. It may be thus
concluded that either the farmers could not get the
old isscues of che dallies as majority of then were not
subseribers, or else they had not felt the need of the
old issues for refering agricultural informstion publi-
shed in then.

Opinions, preforenges and sugsestions of newspsper
reading farmers

deadabdlivy
Results of the study indicated that most of the
farmers considered that the agricultural information wes
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easy to read. Thus iv was concluded thet information
published was sinple ia preseatation to be read by the
most of the farmors.

Adeguacy

The f£indinzs ol the study revealed that most of
the farmers opined that the ialformation was sufficiens.
This indicated that coverase of ggricultu:ssl ianformation
in the daeilies was sufficient as it was relevant to
their needs.

But farmors opinion about the adeguacy 4s not
based on what they have not felt as their nceds. BSo
8till there ic s scope for the newspapers to fulfil the
aeedful agricultural information which could be felt as
needed by the f{armers later, And also it can satisfy
the minority of the reader facrmers (12.12%) who bad
feit information published as unsatisfactory.

Ascuzacy

The findin;s showed that majority of the farners
sccepted that the agriculturel information published in
the dsilics as accwrate. Thus, it was concluded that
dailies hed provided sccurate informetion regarding the
agriculture to the farmers,
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The findings of the study indicated that most of
the farmers opined that the agricultursl informatioa
publishcd was not ¢lear. Thus it is an importent point
to be noted by the newspapers® instisutions to present
the information with more clarity to make their effort
in reaching farmers more effectively. The reason for
the newspapers to publish lese clear information might
be due to the posaibility of the paper institutions
not having special correspondemnts to deal agricultural
information publication.

Eracticalicy

The results of the study revealed that majority
of the farmers declared that tvhe information was practical.
Hence 4t is important that the papers had provided infor-
mation of practical help to farmers in solving their

day to day provlems.
Lxefexence for the type of iuformation

The findings revealed that most of the farmers
preferred the newspapers to cover more information on

vegetable crops such as potato; cabbage and beans. This
was due to the reason that most of the respondents were

vegetable zrowers.



The resulte of the study indicated that farmers
had given first rank as their preference to "success
stories” category of agricultural informetion. Thus
there wos a wide gap Letween what the farmers wanted
end what the newspapors covered. It was oaly ‘Samyukta
Eernateka' out of the three deilies that published
‘success storiecs' and that too it had given last but
one place in providing space to that particular category.
Bo the newspaperd ianstitutions may in future counsider o
provide more space to most liked category, “succeas
stories".

The respondents also had preferred “suggestion
to farmers” as they hed given second rank whereas the
"feature article” was least preferred. it is important
to note that Kaan.da Prabhe daily out of the only seven
categories it published had given most of ius space
apart frox the agricultural asews to publish "feature
article™y iHence that paper institutiocn to coasider the
tmu‘mzcnu« and could correct itself to reach
farmere with information in interesting manner to farmers.

Since the farmers ranked "question and answer"
- 4n third place it may be inferred that they did not like
to either write their agricultural preblems to newspapers
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or che juestion and answer” category was prebhn specific
and could not be generalised to their provlems.

Jsdiiey

The findings of the study revealed that moat of
the fermers were made aware of agricultural information
by dailies through their publieations. This finding is
in conformity with those of Hateh (1966), Hoffer (1942)
and Oliver g% gle. (1975).which had revealed that mass
medis had played importent rele in ianfluencing farmers
awareness in farmews about the infommation on agriculture
and slso in influencing few farmers to adopt.

Hence it could be concluded that newspapers as
one of the mass media has really helped the farmers in
beconing aware of rocent technélogies in agriculture and
persuading them to adopt by the virtue of their relia-
bility by the farmers,

Zimelyngss

The resulis of the study revealed that all of che
respoadente considered the published agricultural informe-
tion to be timely. Thus, 1t could be concludcd that the
agricultursl informatios published were communicating
the message to the farners almost in time.



publication of agricultural iaformation.
made by farmers are es followss

The findings of the study revealed that farmers
had many sug;estions regarding different acpects of the

1. Publication of agricultural information in
particular page (n = 60).

2. Publication of more informatio: in 'success
storics' category (n = 60).

3« Publication of more of «asy underetandable
statistical figurce (a = 595).

4, More information on vegotable crops (n = 55).

S« Illustrations with more number of photoe
graphs (n = 51).

6. Publication of agricultural ianformation in
front page (n = 435).

J7

The suggestions

7+ Use of more local and femiliar words (n = 40).

8. Publication of all categories of agricultural

information daily (n = 39).

9« Publication of agricultural information
‘woekly ( a = 25),

10.

11. Use of short seatences (a = 14),

Uoe of LAguer sige of the letters (n s 22).
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Thus except for the fourth, suggestions made by
farmers for the improvement of sgricultursl information
in the dailies, the ifstitutions may coasider favourably
in belping themselves in communicating agricultural
technology to the large number of farmers guieckly
end efiectively.



SUMMARY



Vi. SBUMARY

Hewspaper is one of the important mass media
employed in providing useful information to farmers.
1t serves as educational and entertainmeat medium,

- though 4t is primarily & wmeans of distributing news
and influencing vhe public as to the eveats of the day.

In view of rare attempts made to study various
aspects relating to publication of agriculturel infor-
mation in dailiecs and regerding its influence in
comuunicating agricultural information to farmers, it
will become essential to study the characteristics of
aewspaper reading farmers, to know their opinions,
preferences and suggestions., Hence the study was
carried out wich the following objectives:

1. To £find out the guantua of agricultursl
information in three selected Kannada
deilies and to know the space provided
for different categorics of agricultural
information.

2. To study the characteristics of newspaper
reading Lfarmers.

5« To study the newspaper reading hablis of
farners.

4, To relate the newspaper reading bavite to
the porsonal characteristics of the farmers.
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5. To know the opinions preferences, utility
and suguestions made by the newspaper read~
ing fermers about the publication of agri-
cultural information in the dailies.

The preseat study wes gonducted in two parts,
vis., content analysic of newspapers and survey research.

In the coantent analysis was included the investi-
gation Ancluded the first objective of this study. The
150 issues out of cae years publication from January 1979
to December 1970 of three selected major dailies formed
the sample of the umiverse. The data were snalysed
with the help of siusple percentage technique.

The survey resecarch was conducted with the other
four objectives of the study. The farmers selected
frou Anekal and Doddsballepur taluks of Bangalore
district formed the respondents of the study. The data
was collected with the help of a strustured guestionnaire
by persosal interview with the 66 respondent farmers.
The date was snalysed wich the help of X° method and
percentage technigue wherever they suited.

(m main findings of the study eve as follows:

- %e ALl the three selected newspapers cembined
provided 4,01 per cent of the total space to publish
agricultural information in them.
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2+ Only Samyukts Ksrnateks daily published all
the 10 coansidered categorics of agricultural information,
while Prejavani did not published one category vis.,
"success stories" and Kennada Pravhs three categories
viz., “weather”, "question and enswer" and “success
stories”,

.3+ ALl the three dailies differed in providing
space to the ten categories, irrespective of the aymber
of categories they published.

4. ‘Semyukta Karnataka' daily gave 5.04 per
cent, Prajavanl 4.1 per cent and Kannada Prabha 2.79
per ceat of space respectively to publish agricultucal
information.

5« Majordity ot the farmers were you:iger in age, had
higher education level, low socisl participation and medium
medie participation.

6+ Age, education, land holding, soeisl participation
and media participation were not associated with their
reading habits.

7+ Hajority of the farmers opined agricultural iafore
mation published as,essy to read, sufficient in guantum,
accurate, practical but not clear, while all the farmers
folt the iaformation was timely.
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B¢ Majority of farmers 51.52 per cent were aware
of agricultural information due to reading in newspapers
and 21.21 per cent of the farmers had adopted the practices
they were nade aware by the newspapers.

9« Najority of the farmers preferred "succeas
stories” as the type of presemtation in the dailies and
had least preferred "feature article”.

10, The farmors in majority preferved info:mation n
in cultivaticn aspecis of vegetable crope in dailies.

1. Paracrs bad givea eleven diflerent suggestions
to improve agricultursl informatica published in the dai~
lies. As high as 90.90 per cent of farmers suggested to
publish all the categories of agricultural infermation
in a particulsr page and the paper Co provide more space
to "success astories" category of agricultural ianformation.

-4+ When the spsce provided to agricultural infor-
mation was viewed with farm population it wes less. Amd
hence there is a need to incrcase space for publication
agriculbural infommation.

2. Since the socio-economic characteristics amd
other mass media pacticipation was not significantly
associated with reading hablits, it is scen that there is
4 wide scope for regching all types of reader farmers

effcctively through newspapers.
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3« All the categorics of farmers are capable
of essily reading and utilising the agricultural infor-
metion published. Thus it shown poteatialities of daily
newspapers in using thom 8s effective means of communica~
ting the agricultural sachnologies to the reader farmers.

4, Majority of farmers opined the agriculturel
information as not clear. When the newspapers had
published all other gualitics of information favourable
to farmers it 4a not difficult for the concerned insti~
tutions to improve clarity of the agricultural ianfoima-
tdon published.

Vusum majority of farmers preferred "success
stories” type of precsentation regarding sgriculture,
there is & need to ecatablish such a net work by the
newspaper institutions to get “success stories™ eof
fargers in Lecouming efiective in their attempt to
conmunicate effectively.

_ 6. Some of the practicable sugzestions of the
farmers may be taken seriously by the newspaper insti-
tutions in improving the sgricultural informaticn |
publication.
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AFPFEIDIX I

Bk s e el e
respondent.

1. Hame of the respondent :

2. Village 3

3¢ Age (]

4, Bducation s

S5« Land holding
(a) Dry land :
(b) Wet land .
(¢) Garden :

R

Total :

Yuiendzatd g

(a) Village panchayat

(b) Co=ops Bociety

(c¢) Youth elud

(d) Taluk Development Boaxd
(e) Land Development Beak
(£) Any other



7. Participation in mass media other than newspaper:

kadio:
(a) Listeaing to Radio : Yes/lio
(b) Regularity of listeaing
1. Dadly ' —
2. Often s —————
5. Oscasionally : ——
42 mum o:“ mmn Yes/lio

(4) Regularity of listeaing to Radio for agricule
&Mzmﬁm.

1« Daily | ' Crs——
2. Often E ——E—
5. Occasionally : —————

Agriculburel magszines

15 €

(a) Subseription to mum' "

b) Reading of agricultural

382 magagine ' Yes/lo

Humber of ultural
A1

1. liore than two :
2.“ H
5« Only one 3

i



Rart B: ideading babits of farmer.

1. Please name the daily news read for
agricultural ianformation. Prpes 295

(a) Samyukts EKarnataka : —e——
(b) ma"m $ o RS
(¢c) Kannada Prabba s

2. Are you & subscriber of any of these dailies? Yes/No

b & 4 please mention which is the dail

(a) Sanmyukta Karnataka '
(b) Prajavani '
(¢) Kannada Prabha :

L el

3« To what extent you read agricultural ianlormation
in dadly? 7

(a) Completely '

(b) Partially : —
(c) Bpecific items 3

4, How wuch time spend in recading agricultural
information m'&"-'sm

(a) More than 40 mianutes :
(b) 20«40 minutes :
(e¢) Upto 20 minutes :
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5« Plesse mention about the regularity of reading the below

presented categories:

Sategerigs ~Seading

Xes / He

(a) Agricultural news

(b) Feature articles
success

stories - - —

Market
©) i weabher < — —

(d) Advertisement

(e) Edicorial

(£) Letters to the
editor and

question and R e

P

(g) Suggestion o
farners

U AT WD RO S A

Ge Dommadolaumuutduuunumutth agri-

cal

al iaformation for your preseant use?

Yea/lo

Part C: Opinions, preferences and suggestions of farmers.

1. To what extent the agricultural informgtica published
in newspaper is readable for you?

(a) Very casy to read

(b) Lasy to read

(¢c) hLeadable

(d) Difficult to read

(e) Very diificult to read

i

i

|

|
'

!



e

ﬁg::. ::g:ipa:b m gm« &x uhq::g’ of the agricultural
(a) More satisfactory :

(b) Satisfactory  e——

(o) Sutfficient b e

(d) Unsatisfectory S ——

(@) Hore wcsatisfactory : |

Taral Aaforuaticn pAbLished in the SeespAper Fou reads
(8) Accurate :

(b) liot securate 3

(¢) ixag.erated ' —

&4, Is the agriculturel information you read in the newspeper
is clear to you?
(a) Clear ' -
(b) liot clear :
(¢) Confusing i S—
S i Do s Monaeess Tou Toots
(a) Practical
(b) Some are practical t
(c) Hot practical t -

6.

Coasidering your sgricultucel needs, do think the agri-
culiural iaformation published in .gnm':: you read

(a) Timely '
(b) Hot timely :




7 Dumnccomtom-Mucn;nmmum
practice by reading only newspaper - "

If yos what ave they?
(a)

(v)
(e)

!

|1

8+ Did you adopt in your farm of the tices
«a.’to mf‘w m’n.zt e i
Yes /o

iIf yes what are they?

(a)
(»)
(e)

9« Please renk the following types of preseatations eof

sgricultural info:mation in newspaper according to your
preference.

Zrpe of presentation

(a) Feature article

(b) Question and answer
(c) Sugzesticn to farmers
(4) Success stories

e

10. Do you feel that the newspapers should give ference
.tnoowcrugw“numuwdmmg; !

If yos, please memtion the crops. Yes/No
(a) |

(b)
(e)




vii

1. Do cu om&dcr of the following suggestions to
&M the ai;ucu information
muf-.“on 1{

Sagzestions Zes / Ko

1. Publication of agricultucal informa-
tion in particular page

2. Publication of more information
in "success storiee" category

5. Publication of more of easily undere
standable statistical figure

4. More informati.a on vegetable crops

5. Illustratiocsd with more number
of photographs

6+ Publication of agriculturel infore
mation in front page

7+ Use of more locel and familiar words

8« Publicatica of all categorics of
' agricultural information daily

Je Publication of a;ricultural infor-
mation woekly

10, Use of bigser sise of letters
11. Use of short sentences
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