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Effectiveness of Sources and Channels for the Adoption of
Package of Practices for Sugarcane
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ABSTRACT

The study was designed to find out the effectiveness of sources and channsls in

the adoption of

improved agricultural practices

with respect to sugarcane cultivation.

The study revealed that for the practices like seed treatment, intercropping with sunn-
hemp, foliar spray with urea and plant protection measures, most of the respondents uti-
and formal sources and personal experience.
Radio accounted very much to the adoption of almost all the practices for sugarcane crop.

lized the channels followed by

INTRODUCTION

The various research findings indi-
cate that farmers use different sources
of information and channels of commu-
nication in the adoption of innovations.
This study was taken up to find out
the effectiveness of the sources and
channels in the adoption of improved
agricultural practices with respect to
sugarcane cultivation.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The study was undertaken in Kara-
madai block of Coimbatore district.
Importance of the sources of information
are (1) formal source like Deputy Agri-
cultural officer (Extension), Deputy agri-
cultural officer (Sugarcane), viillage
level workers, (2) informal sources

informal

like friends ~and village leaders,
(3) channals of communication like
radio, demonstration, literature and

(4) personal expetrience, were taken to
assess their effectiveness for the adop-
tion of improved agricultural practices
with respect to sugarcane cultivation.
The respondents were selected by pro-
portionate sampling technique based on
the total number of sugarcane growers
in the selected villages. A total of 120
respondents  were selected from the
list of farmers who have cultivated
sugarcane in the year 1971-72 at
random. The percentage analysis was
used as statistical interpretations.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The percentage analysis in Table 1
reveals that for all the package of pra-
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ctices of Sugarcane crop except variety
and season, seed rate and spacing and
fertilizer application, most of the res-
pondents utilized the channels followed
by informal and formal sources and perso-
nal experience. In the case of selection
of variety and season, the farmers uti-
lised informal sources followed by chan-
nels and formal sources. In adopting the
<eed rate and spacing, channels ranked
first in the utilization followed by per-
sonal experience of the farmers and
informal and formal sources. With
regard to fertilizer application the far-
mers utilized the channels for gaining
information followed by personal expe-
rience, informal and formal sources.

Thus it is apparent that radio ac-
counted very much to the adoption
of almost all the practices namely seed
treatment, seed rate and spacing. ferti-
lizer application, intercropping with
sunnhemp, foliar spray with urea and
plant protection measures (Table 1). In
the case of practice, however, selection
of varieties and season, neighbours and
friends were found to be the most imp-
ortant sources for the adoption. Neighb-
ours and friends ranked second next to
the radio in the adoption of the practices
like seed treatment, inter-cropping with
sunnhemp, foliar spray with urea and
plant protection measures. But the

sources personal experience ranked
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second next to radio in the adoption of
practices like seed rate and spacing and

fertilizer application. Radio ranked

second next to neighbours and friends

in the adoption of the pactice, selection
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of variieties and season. This showed

that there was slight variation in utili-
zation of sources and channels from
practice to practice. These findings are
in agreement with findings of Hoffer
(1946) and Sharma (1966) who gene-
ralised that mass media are supporting

communication devices in the adoption
of improved practices.

Similarity was "also noticed in the
utilization of sources and channels for
the practices seed treatment and plant
protection measures. intercropping with
sunnhemp and foliar spray with urea
and seed rate and spacing and fertilizer
application. There was no similarity in
the utilization of sources and channels
for the practices, but there wes simila-
rity in utilization of Deputy agricultural
Officer (Extension) and Government lite-
rature for the practices variety and
season and seed rate and spacing. Simi-
larity was also noticed in the utilisation

of Government literature and training,
for the practices fertilizer application
and foliar spray with urea.
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