CONSTRAINTS,AND SUGGESTIONS |N DOp
WATERSHED TECHNOLOGY N TR|

Ind. Res. J

of Ext. Edu.-yp) 3, No. 3

AL b
OF MADHY pp Aﬁgq
| )
A. M. Rajput’, K. K. Saxena? & Q. R. MisN
l
_ Watershed Management implies the METHODOLOGY: i
fationg] Ulilizagjo, Ofland and wagey resources For the present Study 7 Villag
Or optimuy, I uctionwilliminimLun hazard - Kalapipal and Doompada of the Waeis’ Iy
O natuyrg| fesources. Te concept of 5. were selected PWposely 4 treershll
atershed 1y, agement ig cssentially adoption area. The other 2 Villages, Viz,, aatmlfl
Of'soil ang watey Conservatjop Practices ip and Fulgawdj of non-watershed ane "
1€ Watelshed. The alms ofthese Conservation ~selected randomly from the Jh aatwelt
pl‘agtlces are proper |ay, use Protecting Jand to act ag contro| noﬂ-treatme areehsl
aga.mst_all forms of dcgradation, building and respect of agro climatic conditjop tha'l
Maintaining gq;) fertility, conserving water for villages are more or lesg similay Wltliese’
Sustainab|e farm yge and inueasing overall other. i
pioductiwty fromall 13, uses. Itis important The 45 sample Cultivators Inclugeg
1at Watersheq Management jyyyg¢ include the small (upto 2 ha), 16 medium (3 " 4&
social CConomic gpq Institutiong] factors ha) and 05 large (4.1 haand above)leleclll
WYOIKINg within g g ouside the waterghe fandomly frop the list of totg] Cultivy
AR ll.Wal'el'.Sl]edS Coim}m arious typies of in the 2 villages of Watershed argy y
natura] 1esou:ce§. -Thc ey‘ IS to use tie_se similarly 45 ultivatoxsmcl uding?s i
Iesources a5 eflic1cmly S possible witl 20 ha), | mediu, 2114 0 ha)
Minimug, Watershed degradatiop, A : i
_— o : large (4.12 11 dabove) from, the listoftd
ater mdnagemeiil IS an ong'om s tivait the 2 v} fnon-wiled
continuous progegs Starting from, the highest “wtivators in the ) v ages otno e
and ending at )y, lowest pojn of the z;lea. l;he Ata was collected for :
topography. [t shoy|q also be “mphasized thgy 2001 -=00 tion |
the propositioy of watershe Manageme); Reasons for non-adop e
must not ajy EXClusively g beneﬁting the  Watersheq technology-The - zsha\l
People but the biosphere iy, 100. Moregye, technology adimproved farms p mcnfiuclion
the watershied 4PProachis o ger gy, agreable  beep evolved tq increase the pro
and sustainable relationship between man ap, eﬂ’iciency Of the areq. of
natweand itis always continuous apq flexible 1€ Watersheq technology f’j’latesdoses
approach. : : Moistyre soil testing, fertilizer y
Objective of (lye sludy~To\ Identify ﬂvailability of capital, suppl)’(’f]abooog\
constraints and sugpes Measures fo; furthey the availability ofcrop production tech?
Improvement under the Programme. etc.

1. Asst. Prof., D¢

PU Ol Agrl, fi¢q, &I
(UNKVV)

- College ol‘/\gricullurc\ Indore

2. p
(M.p,

rof.

).

OlllI
g
" Dk‘ptl. of Ext. Eduy, 3, Prof., Deptt. of A



Through the investigation, the problems
and constraints being faced by farmers in
adopting the new farm practices, have been
identified in watershed and non-watershed
areas.

Watershed area—The reasons for non-
adoption have been identificd tor the three
categories of [irms. by soliciting their views
on adoption of specific farm practices.

Small farms indicated lack of soil
moisture, lack of irrigation facilities, untimely
supply of inputs, shortage of capital and
inadequate rainfall as the main reasons for
non-adoption of the watershed technology.

Medium farmers expressed lack of soil
moisture, lack of irrigation facilities, untimely
supply of inputs. non-availability of soil testing
facilities, absence of approach roads and
unawareness about recommended doses of
fertilizer (NPK) as main reasons for non-
adoption. Large farmers were more worried

about the inadequate rainfall, lack of soil
moisture, lack of irkgation facilities and
approach road for transportation of their
agricultural produce. Overall, 71 per cent
sample farmers expressed lack of irrigation
facilities, 80 per cent about awareness of

NPK doses. 66 per cent untimely supply of

inputs, 58 per cent shortage of capital, and
53 per cent about approach roads as the
constraints to adoption. Only 13 per cent
farms expressed the labour problems as one
of the reason for non-adoption. It shows that
availability of labour is not a major problem
in the watershed area.

Non-watershed area—In the non-
watershed area, small farms indicated lack of
awareness about new technology, lack of
irrigation facilities. untimely supply of inputs,
non-availability ol hybrid sceds, shortage of
capital and unawareness about soil testing as
the main reasons of non-adoption of
watershed technology. Medium farmers
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expressed unawareness of NPK ‘doses,
untimely supply of inputs and absence of
approach road as main reasons for non-
adoption. Large farmers were generally
concemed about non-availability of hybrid

seeds, untimely supply of inputs and absence
of approach roads.

Overall, 82 per cent farmers expressed
untimely supply of inputs, 84 per cent
unawareness about soil testing, 78 per cent
unawareness of NPK doses, 66 per cent lack
of irrigation facilities, 64 per cent lack of
awareness about the technology and 64 per
cent farmers expressed costly nature of the
technology as main reason of non-adoption.
Only 8 per cent farmers expressed availability
of labour as a constraint. It can be concluded
that the farming community in the non-
watershed area was in general, not aware
about the new technology and economic

" cropping patterns. llliteracy, shortage of

capital, and non-awareness about the

improved technology were the important

reasons for poor farming practices in the non-
watershed area. :

Recommendation and suggestions—
The results and conclusions drawn from the
study leads to the following reco mmendation:
1. Fulfil the needs of sufficient capital to the
farmers by easy schemes through the
banks.

The soil testing facilities should be

available on easy way and lowest cost.

3. Approach road should be cppstructed
to improve the financial position of the
study area. .

4. Should provide the new irrigation
technology (drip irrigation) for
economical improvement of the area.

5. Watershed technology should be
transferred in the farmers fields
tluoug,hdemox1stxat§ox1s. ‘

6. Extension education s
compulsory for the progress ©

!\)

hould be made
f farmers.
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7. The inputs should be available timelyat ~ 10. Should extend the duration of watershed

T———— . programme for systematic development.

8. The social welfare work should bedone  11. Should create more and more income
by Government in the villages to get generating /gyoﬂg&gctlvxtles for the
ample opportunities of employment. sustainabilityof the programme.

9. Thenewtechnologyshould be ransferred ~ 12. A study of water harvesting treatments
on the farmers’ tield through scientists and dev.elop ed vegetative cover Iay be
and researchers. also assigned for further research in the

arca.
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