


MANAGE Extension Research Review

placed on the fostering of less sophisticated media like informal,
interpersonal channels of communication to reach the isolated tribal farmers.

The main thrust of all the tribal agricultural development programme
is to spread farm technology in tribal areas through different
communication sources. Extension workers use various channels to send
the developmental messages. Hence the pattern of source utilization is
likely to be different from tribal farmers to non-tribal farmers because
of their culture and personality. Keeping this in the view the present
study is taken with the following objectives.

Objectives

[.  Tounderstand the personal sources of information utilized by the tribal
farmers.

2. To know the extent of utilization of extension staff and mass media
as a source of information by tribal farmers.

Methodology

Three villages in R.C.Varam agency area i.e Cheruvupalem, D.N.Palem
and Madicherla were selected purposively to represent 3 major tribal groups
i.e Konda reddy, Konda kammara and Konda kapu. 10 % of the village
- population was selected as a sample respondents. Thus the size of the
sample is 150 which covers 30 respondents from Cheruvupalem, 60 re-
spondents from D.N.Palem and 60 respondents from Madicherla. Utilisation
of information sources is measured by taking into consideration all thel8
sources available to the tribal farmers which are listed and classified into
three categories viz., personal localite, personal cosmopolite and mass
media on the lines followed by Sadamate (1978), Sangle and Kulkarni
(1980), Kulkarni (1985) and Pandey (1989). Each respondent will be asked
to indicate how often he will utilise farm information from each of the
listed sources. Based on the responses the wutilization
percentages of each source was calculated.
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Personal Localite Category

Among all the 6 sources of information available to the farmers the priority
of the sources which were used ‘most often’ are friends/neighbors (84 %),
other farmers (84 %) followed by local leaders (83.33%), tribal farmer leaders
(71.33%), family members(18.6%) and religious leaders (9.33%). The sample
farmers had expressed their first priority to friends/neighbors, other farmers
and local leaders as their main source of information because of their social
values in the tribal setting. The other reason may be they have less or no
social awareness of different sources of information. Only 18.66 % of the
respondents are utilizing the family members as a source of information
follewed by religious leaders (9.33%). Keeping this in view, the ITDA
(Integrated Tribal Development Agency) has to take up their extension
activities through these identified sources.

It can be observed from the above table that 66% of the respondents are
‘often’ utilizing family members as their source of information followed by
religious leaders (20.67%), other farmers (14.67%), local leaders, friends/
neighbors (13.33%) and tribal farmer leaders (8.67%). In tribal habitats,
before the onset of monsoon family members used to discuss about the
activities to be carried out in the field. Due to this reason more than half
of the respondents (66%) were ‘often’ used family members as a source of
information. The extension personnel in agency area has to involve all the
family members in all the extension activities.

The respondents were also ‘some times’ using the information sources like
religious leaders (36.67%) followed by tribal farmer leaders (12.67%), family
members (8.67%), friends/neighbors; local leaders (2.0) and other farmers
(0.67%). In Rampachodavaram agency area few religious institutions are
working for upliftment of the tribals. Along with the religion they are
organizing some awareness programmes on health, education, agriculture
etc. Because of this reason sometimes 36.67 % of the farmers are utilising
the religious leaders as their source of information.

From the above table it can be clearly seen that the farmers had never used the
information sources like religious leaders (33.33%), tribal farmer leaders ( 7.33%),
family members (6.67%), local leaders (1.33%) and other farmers (0.67%).
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