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IMPACT OF MINIKIT DEMONSTRATION - AN
ANALYTICAL STUDY
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ABSTRACT

Minikit demonstrations acted as medium of enriching knowledge and enhance adoption
of practices though differential level of knowledge and adoption among small and marginal
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farmers. Inputs should be supplied in time for better adoption and successful conduct of

minikit demonstration.

Minikit program is an extension
technique which assumes greater impor-
tance in the transfer of new technology
to the farmers of different agro-climatic
regions. The programme started in 1971-
72 with an implementation of a few
hundred demonstrations and has been
enlarged. Hence, to assess the effective
diffusion and adoption of latest technol-
ogy through minikit demonstration, a
study was taken up with the following
specific objectives:

1. To know the knowledge level
and adoption behaviour of
minikit demonstration farmers;
and

2. To assess the extent of tech-
nological gap in relation to
different practices advocated
through minikit demonstration.

METHODOLOGY

The study was carried out in the
Thanjavur block of Thanjavur District.
Sixty marginal farmers and 60 small
farmers who laid minikit demonstration
werc selected randomly and intervicwed.

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

Knowledge is the pre-requisite for
the innovation adoption. Differcntial
knowledge levels among the individuals
do exist. The differentiation might be
due to their differential characteristics.
The same is evident from the Table 1.

Majority of farmers (53.33 per cent)
were having high level of awareness
knowledge. In addition the differential
awareness knowledge do not exist among
the farmers and it is substantiated by
non-significant relationship betweenmar-
ginal and small farmers obtained through
'z’ test.

From the Table 2, it may be inferred
that the better educated farmers exposed
to print media like newspaper, booklets
etc., when compared Lo illiterate farmers.
This contributed for the acquisition of
more knowledge. this finding is in
conformity with the findings of
Janakiramraju (1976) and Rajkumar
(1981),

Frequent contact of extension per-
sonnel helped marginal and small farmers
to acquire awareness knowledge.

Economic molivation, scientific
orientation and innovativeness had
relationship with the awareness
knowledge. This might be due to the
eamest efforts taken by change agency
system.

Table 3 could indicate that majority
of marginal farmers (76,77 per cent)
and small farmers (78.33 per cent) were
having medium level of principles -
knowledge. 1t is a sign to indicate that
extension workers have communicated
the messages to farmers effectively. This
Jeads 1o infer that the object of educating
farmers through minikit programme has
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TABLE 1. Awareness - knowledge of farmers

Marginal Small
S.N Awareness farmers farmers Tost
Knowledpe
Mo, % No, % No. - &
1. Low 15 25.00 14 23.33 29 24.17
2 Medium 19 31.67 8 1333 27 22.50
3. High 26 43.33 k1 63.34 B4 53.55
Total 60 100,00 60 100.00 120 100.00
Mean 26.25 26.03 26.14
‘z'value 1.004 NS

NS - Non-significant

TABLE 2. Correlation between characteristics of farmers and

awareness-knowledge

Correlation Marginal

Coefficient ‘v’ Small

Sbiai Chavarserisios farmers (n=60) farmers (n=60)
1. Education 0.335%* (.58 4%

2, Extension agency contael 0.351%* 0.368**

3 Economic motivation 0.356%* 0.352%%

4, Scientific orientation 0435+ 0.447%»

D Innovativeness 0.292* 0.288*

P

Significant at 0.05 level of probability

been achieved. As a result there is no
significant difference in the awarcness
and principle knowledge level between
marginal and small farmers.

From the Table 4 it may be inferred
that farmers with high education, frequent
contact with extension workers, and urge
lo eam more lhrough scientific way
might have influenced to gain more
principle knowledge.

Innovativeness had cxhibited
relationship with the only awarcness-
knowledge. This is because (hal the
change agent might be concentrating in
creating awareness-knowledge rather

** Significant at 0.01 level of probability

than instiluting principles-knowledge
among the farmers.

As obscrved [rom the Table 5,
majorily of farmer (85.64 per cent) were
medium in the level of adoption. Due
to the difficulties encountered in adopting
practices like DAP application to nursery,
age of seedling and water management.

Chemical weed control was not
adopled by 90.00 per cent of farmers
due to high cost. Top dressing neem
blended urca could not be followed by
many due to non-availability of neem
cake.

Table 6 revealed medium was the
technological gap existing among small
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TABLE 3. Their Principles - knowledge of farmers
Marginal Small
S.No Principles- farmers farmers Yot
"™ Knowledge (n = 60) (n = 60) (n =120
No. % No. % Nao. e
1. Low 6 10.00 2 333 8 6.67
2. Medium 46 76.67 47 78.33 93 77.50
3. High 8 13.33 11 18.34 19 15.83
Total 60 100.00 60 100.00 120 100.00
Mean 7.56 1.76 7.66
‘z'value 1302 NS

NS - Non-significant

TABLE 4. Characteristics of farmers vis-a-vis principles-knowledge

SN, Charactoristics Correlation Cocfficient *r’
Maurginal farmers (n=60)  Small farmers (n=60)

1 Education 03254 f.328*

2 Exiension agency contact 0.286* 0.289+

3.. Economic motivalion 0279+ 0.202*

4 Scientific orientation 0352+ 0.394%*

3. Innovativeness 0.040 NS (.162 NS

* Significant at 0,05 level of probability
NS Non-significant

and marginal farmers.Though these
farmers had become average farmers in
adopting farm practices, high gap was
found among marginal farmers. This
finding is in accordance with the findings
of Asaithambi (1977) who reported that
majority of the respondents had moderaie
technological gap.

** Significant at 0.01 level of probability

CONCLUSION

As suggested by farmers, supply of
paddy sceds is 10 be increased to 3 kgs
from 2 kgs so that the owe variety could
be compared with one, In addition inputs
necded for the conduct of demonstration
should be made available in the time to
facilitate the farmers to adopt the recom-
mended praclices.
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TABLE 5. Extent of adoption of farmers

Marginal

Small

; Total
$.No. Extent of farmers farmers (n = 120)
adoption (n = 60) (n = 60)
No. % No. % No. %
1. Low 5 833 2 333 7 583
2. Medium 47 7833 56 9334 103 85.85
3. High 8 1334 2 333 10 8.33
Total &0 100.00 60 100.00 120 100.00
Mean 16.78 17.37 17.07
‘z'value 2.445%*
* Significant at 0.05 level of probability
TABLE 6. Technological gap existed among farmers
T
S.No. techno (n = 60) (n = 60) in = 120)
logical gap
No. T No. Go No. %
1. Low 6 10.00 10 16.67 16 1332
P Medium 49 B1.67 48 £0.00 87 BO0.83
3. High 5 833 2 333 7 5.84
Total 60 100.00 60 100.00 120 100.00
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