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: i ideration in the national plang
1. Introduction - been given prime consideration in ]
10 AR, programmwul&?; l:J“fmsscienliﬁc dairy farming practices seems to have addeq

However, in the recent past the in : Hirel rs, who oommand. limited fang
new dimensions in Indian farming system particularly for ramn‘l)gcf)!as been refiected  in the creation

resources. Hence, the magnitude of dairy development prog rce of income through dairy enterprise .
of additional man 'days employment and remuneralive SoU® socio-personal, psychological ang
Besides, it has also been observed rtart::artolt-tzhi?l ”f;m;g;spﬁon of dairy innovations. But all these
icati lates play an impo 3 . with two
ngeT‘;gcaohfong"“cggeha"e pnol been studied thg;g(;t;er 'I?l:j;ff:fzrr]g,y itpv?rglsct;é?tnr):ecessafy tos:r?:IY:;
progressive and non-progressive daiy w"agerrlglates pof fhe farmers in the two sets of above stateg

the important role played by the different co _ . sl
villagesp.0 Keeping this in view the present study was planned with the following objecti

To study some selected socio-personal, psychological and communicational correlates of farmers

in a progressive and non-progressive dairy village. ' .
To sﬂu%% the adoption of dairy innovations of farmers in both the groups of wllagg,s. _ _
To determine relationship between the selected correlates and adoption of dairy innovations by

farmers.

2. Methodology .
The present study was conducted in ten villages serving as field laboratory for dairy development

programme of dairy extension division of National Dairy Research Institute, Kamal. OQut of ten _villages,
two village namely, Phusgarh and Nagla Farm were selected as progressive and non-progressive dairy
village respectively. The sample of the study consisted of 100 farmers, 50 from the non-progressive
and 50 from the progressive village. Thus, a total of 100 respondents were selected randomly from
these two villages. The data for dependent and independent variables were collected with the help of
the structured interview schedule by personally interviewing the respondents. The dependent variable
of the study was the adoption of dairy innovations by the farmers. The independent variables ie.
socio-personal characteristics were, age, education, caste, social participation, occupation, operational
land holding, herd size, family size, total milk production, milk consumption, milk marketing, total annual
income and the psychological variables were, extension contacts and exposure to mass media. The
dependent variable was measured with the help of adoption index developed by (Sharma, 1980). The
independent variables namely, age-chronological age of the respondent, education and social
participation sgale was developed Trivedi, (1963), caste and occupation Singh, (1978), land holding,
herd size, family size, total milk production, milk consumption, milk marketing and total annual income
\‘zarisab?;ias:cr;?e v;g:/;?oe he’Pb of sciles developed by the investigator. To measure tre psychological
(Subraméniam 1982) gt?i(tjudey eEllrler dresg a'fCht_as werg s et I reasuring knovgied_ge
{Ramdiad 1é80) The commumf’W?f SI airy innovations (Gupta, 1976) and level of aspiration
i weré measﬁred Wit o Ica lonal - variables viz. extension contact and exposure to mass
elp of the schedule developed by the investigator.

Hence, the data so collected : o ,
resband sctrealion ®re analyzed by computing mean, standarg deviation, percentages,
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3. Results and Discussion, ——  ——

ent and depend
a scores obta pendent variables. Th
results of the analysis have been discuzgt;‘inz(rj\: ;:ESented bel oges. T
ow:

Table 1 Comparison of the Mean Score

of the Progressive D airy Vil 8 in Respect of Socio-personal Correlates of the Farmers

- flages :
Variables N
Pm;sswe wllsa%e Non-progressive  Difference  Computed

Age o Mean SD in means ‘t' value
Education : 12.00 42.09 11.86 3.86 26.08*
2 i 3.56 1.28 1.76 1.76 1.80 2.96*
Got = 2.34 0.91 1.84 0.99 0.50 1.34
Ooc:l participation 284 101 080 090 204 5.34"

pation _ 4.08 0.48 2.40 1.48 1.68 4.28*
Operat.ional land holding 4.05 5.24 1.93 6.19 212 0.92
Herq SIZ(_‘# 11.12 5.97 3.82 229 7.84 474"
Family size 5.46 156 843 3.1 2.97 3T
Total milk production 20.28 9.36 6.54 411 13.74 5.10*
M‘!Ik consumption 246 099 - 3.09 1.56 0.63 1.24
Milk marketing 17.84 8.60 354 3.01 14,30 6.16*
Total annual income 3153068 0.03  6247.93 0.58 2528275 207235.65"

*Significant at 0.01 level of probability

Table 2 Comparison of the Mean Scores in Respect of Psychological Correlates of the Farmers
of the Progressive and Non-progressive Dairy Village

Variables Progressive village Non-progressive _ Difference Computed
Mean SD Mean SD in means 't value
Knowledge 11.00 1.94 7.82 2.80 3.18 3.3%5°
Attitude towards dairy ~ 18.86 2.85 16.46 312 240 201"
farming
Risk orientation 26.20 6.61 19.04 518 716 3.04
Economic motivation  28.80 0.52 20.16 5.12 8.64 766"
Empathy 11.48 210 6.40 1.35 5.08 7.36
Leve! of aspiration 3.60 0.64 3.86 0.35 0.26 1.3

*Significant at 0.01 level of probability
= Significant at 0.05 level of probability

A perusal of the results in Table 2, indicates that the variables viz. knowledge, attitude, risk orientation
economic motivation and empaty of the farmers of progressive village were significantly higher than
the farmers-of non-progressive village. This means higher the knowledge favourable attitude, higher
risk orientation leads to higher economic motivation and empathy which ultimately leads to prosperity
of the village as a whole. These results of the study are in agreement with regard to knowledge,
attitude, risk orientation, economic motivation and empathy that of Chouhand (1979), Gupta (1976),
Subramanian (1982) and Chandra (1979) respectively. However, the findings of the study with regard
{o risk orientation did not correspond with that of Schachidananda (1972) who reported negative and
significant comelation between fisk preference and adoption. The level of aspiration of progressive
village farmers was found higher as compared to the farmers of the non-progressive village though the
resultant ‘' value was found 10 be non-significant. This implied that the farmers of the progressive
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of the non-progressive village.

ical Correlates of the
Table 3 Comparison of the Mean Scores in Respect of Psycholog

-progressive Diary Villages _
Farmers of the Progressive and N;ﬁ'ap;_og_ﬂonﬂ@g@sswe Difference C'(;mprted
Variables Progressive sﬁgﬁ Mean _ SD _ inmeans value
Mean 473 7.86
Extension contacts 21.30 4;2 : gg 4.68 6.12
Exposure to mass media  19.96 4.

* Significant at 0.01 leve! of probability

i ignificant difference in extension contacts ang
i depicts that there was a signi tacts
;1][?03{:?:”?03 rr::s: Er]:zrig of thr:a farmers of the progressive as compalt'oed mt: stsh?n Zﬁ?a-p;?g::s:rl;gr:;[s?:
farmers. This implies that the extension contacts and the exposunih sk e
village farmers were significantly better than -that of the farmers of the non-prog .

- : ducted by Subramanian (1982) with
findings of the study are in line with the results of the - study con gsyof Malk (1878) and Simeh

: ; ies with the findin
tacts with extension agency and also tallies wi finc b ' oing
{?g?gc;sirﬁorgzgc?: so;M exposure togmass media. They reported significant and positive relationship

between exposure to mass media and adoption of dairy innovations.

i iry i ' f both villages i.e. progressive ang
The scores of adoption of dairy innovations of the respondenlg 0 gre
non-progressive viﬁages were analyzed separately . For which mean and standard deviation values

are given below.

Table 4 Comparison of the Mean Scores of the Adoption of Diary Innovations
of the Progressive and Non- progressive Village Farmers.

Village Mean SD Differencein . Computed
‘ means 't value
Progressive 43.96 8.29 10.26 3.63*
Non-progressive 33.70 5.85

* Significant at 0.01 level of probability

The results in Table 4 indicates that the mean adoption score of the respondents of the progressive
village was significantly more than that of the non —progressive village. This findings resembles with
the study conducted by Ramchandran (1969), who found that the progressive farmers were higher
adopters of farm practices as compared to non-progressive village.

To find out the rglationship between dependent van’ables;’z. Adoption of dairy innovations and the
ndent co

selected indepe rrelates, correlation coefficient values were computed for both the group of
villages which are given below,

The examination_of results in Table 5 indicates that the adoption of dairy innovations of farmers of both
e group  of villages were found 1o pe posilively and significantly correlated with  variabjes viz
operational land holding, herd size, family size,  total milk Production, milk consumption, milk marketing
and_ otal annual income, However, the variables caste ang social participation were found to be

adoption of dairy innovations of the progressive village

farmers, whereas, age was found to be positivel and significant| i i -
innovations among non Progressive village farr);ers. gnificantly correlated with the adoption of dalry‘
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Table § Correlation Between Ado
‘ Personal Correlates of
Socio-personal variables

Fr::tr:nneol Dalry Innovations and Selected Soclo
rs of Progressive and Non-progressive Village.

Correlation of dia
ry C

e innovations oefﬂcLedr:)l:u\gar:ues o
Education g:;lg

1 Caste : 3
Social participati S %32%
Occupation i 0'1003 ‘
Opergﬁonm S 0.4298 0.6689*
el holding 0.4773 0.5858*
Family sizo 0.8050* 0.6866"
ety _ 0.7374* 0.5568*
otal milk production 0.6357* 0.6392*
Milk consumption 0.5939* 0.5045*
Milk marketing - 0.6240* 0.6354"
Total annual income 0.6409* ’ 0'6368‘

= Sjgnjﬁcan! at 0.01 level of probability,
Significant at 0.05 level of probability

It can be ob_served from Table 6 that the adoption of dairy innovations of the progressive as well as
non-progressive farmers were found to be positively significantly associated with their knowledge,
_attitude, psk orientation, economic motivation and empathy. However, the level of aspiration in case of
progressive village was found to be positive and significant, whereas, it was found to be non-

- significant in case of non-progressive village farmers with their adoption of dairy innovations. This
means that the level of aspiration of non-progressive village farmers towards more number of milch
animal should be increased for higher adoption of dairy innovations which may ultimately lead to higher
progressiveness of the village towards scientific dairy farming.

Table 6 Correlation Between Adoption of Dairy Innovations and Selected
Psychological Independent Variables of Respondents of Progressive
and Non-progressive Village

Psychological variables Correlation coefficients values of adoption of
diary innovations
Progressive village Non-progressive village
Knowledge 8147* .8006"
Attitude towards daring farming .6007* 6757
Risk orientation .7494* 8101*
Economic motivation .8560" .5969"
Empathy 6978* .3883*
Level of aspiration 3937* .2675"

' * Significant at 0.01 level of probability

Table 7 Correlation Between Adoption of Diary Innovations and Selected Communication
Variables of Farmers of Progressive and Non-progressive Village.

Communication variables Carrelation of adoption of diary innovations \

. Progressive village Non-progressive village
Extension contacts 8502 197" \
Exposure to mass media 8362 .6807*

* Significant at 0.01 level of probability

The results in Table 7 shows thatin both the progressive and non-progressive village, the  correlation
coefficients of the extension contacts and exposure to mass media were found to be positively and



i ducation
90 Indian Research Journal of Extension E

== t in both the groups of
- This implies tha ia were
: ons. to mass media wer,
i the adopton of dairy innovalion. % TR 0 0
significantly oorrelqtet; m‘g;‘i:bles vizz extension contacts
villages, - communication g

i iry innovations.
important factors in determining the adoption of dairy i

e non-progressive village
g, Conclusion the study it can be concluded that the farmers of th
on the results of the s

: iry innovations which
. adoption of dairy
: . - ting due to their poor adof workers need 10 pay more
had poor milk production and mnlg '"?—hd:: geans that dairy ext.ens?r:llﬂar conditions so that it m ay
aﬁect_ed tthe;r c:‘otaj :ﬂnugjirl'n":’"; i dy area and else where :ml‘h: milk producers of progressive
aﬂe‘;bzﬂ tg ff?e le?.'el o?‘gadoption of improved diar){ PfaChcilS teg namely, knowledge, attitude, rig
\;.i(l:m e P Besides, mean score values of psychological cor ?‘the non-progressive village were also
od:ngtéﬁon economic motivation and empathy of the farmers o village. In ~ addition, the extension
found to be low as compare to the farmers of the progressive low in the non-progressive village,
contacts and exposure to mass media were also found to befa"wers it is suggested that morg
Keeping in view these comrelates of the AOM-Progressh Wiage: Jam vations. On the other hand it is
emphasis should be given in educating the farmers towards d;lfg;"":‘:med ou't more vigorously in the
gy oogested that the cay gt picmtad- s enhancing the milk production ang
Study area as wejl as in other areas vuf:th similar con | ulimately resut in higher dairy
increased annual  income of the dairy farmers, which may A
Progressiveness of the village.
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