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Das (1995) pointed out that the feedback received in the past was not adequate
enough to test the research and transfer of technology agenda. The process
of technology assessment and refinement will bring out adequate feedback
on concurrent basis in addressing the issue in a more comprehensive manner.
With this in view the present investigation was carried out with the following
objectives:

1) to find out the agricultural information management behaviour of farmers

ii) to analyse the factors influencing the agricultural information
management behaviour of farmers and

i11)  to bring out the constraints in the process of agricultural information
management by the farmers and to elicit suggestions to overcome them

Methodology

An ex-post-facto research design was used and the study was conducted
in the State of Andhra Pradesh since all the major agricultural research
centers of the country are located in the State, that too in the Southern
Telangana agro-climatic zone of the state. The maximum number of
research projects/schemes of the State agricultural University are in
operation in this zone. Hence, the State and the zone were selected
purposively. On quota sampling basis, 12 farmers from each of the five
selected villages of the five districts were taken as sample. Thus the total
sample of farmers was 60.

The Agricultural information management was operationalised as the process
of identifying and collection information on agricultural technologies of
origin, storing, updating and retrieving it whenever necessary to process it.
manipulate it and the disseminate the processed information to various users
of the time they can most efficiently use it and obtain. Measurements for
its feedback were determined to measure the independent and dependent
variables selected for the study. The responses were obtained by

administering the pre-tested interview schedule.
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The results also revealed thatregarding processing the received technologies.
majority of the farmer respondents (66.67%) were observed in medium
category followed by low (18.33%) and high (15.0%) category, whereas
majority (60.00%) were in medium category in utilizing the received
information followed by low (26.66%) and high (13.34%) category. With
respect to dissemination of information, 41.67% of them fell under medium
category, while 30 per cent were found in high and low categories
respectively.

It was further evident that more than three fourth of them were observed in
medium (76.67%) category and remaining 23.33 per cent in high category
regarding experiencing consequences of the received agricultural technologies
information. It was also vivid that more than half of them (55.00%) were in
medium feedback category followed by high (28.33%) and low (16.67%) categories.

Ranking of phase wise information management behaviour by the farmers
is given in Table 3.

Table 3: Ranking of phase wise agricultural information management
behaviour of the farmers

S.  Fnase rercentage Kank
No. performance

1. Identifying needed information 89.39 I
2. Getting information 52.12 VI
3. Processing 58.42 v
4. Utilization 60.98 IHI
5. Dissemination 73.33 II
6. Consequence 60.00 v
7. Feedbarlk 41.87 VII

It is observed that identifying the needed information phase was performed
better by the farmers followed by dissemination, utilization, consequence,
processing, getting information and feedback.

As revealed from the results presented above, majority of the farmers were
observed under medium category of agricultural information management
behaviour. The same trend was observed on all phases of information management
behaviour. Only in two phases of information management viz., identifying
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Education and innovativeness were significantly correlated with information
dissemination. The variables, namely farm size and farmers extensionist
interaction were significantly correlated with consequences whereas innovativeness
was negatively and significantly correlated with their feedback.

C) Constraints and Suggestions

As seen from the Table 5 it is evident that farmers had encountered the
constraints in getting information of agricultural technologies were lack of
plant advisory service at field level, lack of awareness and information about
latest technologies, inadequate credit facilities, lack of awareness of pests and
diseases and other field problems, non-availability of needed inputs and
facilities, lack of irrigation facilities, limited contacts with scientists, low
statutory price of farm produce and poor marketing facilities, lack of training,
lack of detailed information of skills oriented technologies, irregularity of field
visits by the concerned authorities, lack of proper utility of the message/
information, lack of support and motivation from government agencies, complexity
of the messages, lack of participation in different extension activities, location
and research stations far away from research, lack of compatibility for the
message, unsatisfactory experience with earlier technologies.

Similarly, farmers had experienced various constraints in utilizing information
like lack of plant doctoral advisory service at field level, lack of awareness
and information about latest technologies, non-availability of needed inputs
and facilities, inadequate credit/facilities, irregularity of field visits by the
concerned authority, lack of motivation and support from government agencies,
lack of detailed information of skill oriented technologies, lack of awareness
of pest and diseases and other field problems, complexity of message, lack
of participation in different extension activities, lack of training, limited contact
with scientists, location of research stations far away from research, low
statutory price of farm produce and poor marketing facilities, lack of irrigation
facilities, lack of proper utility of the message/information, lack of
compatibility of message, unsatisfactory experience with earlier technologies.

It is revealed from the results that lack of plant doctoral advisory service at field
level, lack of awareness about technologies, lack of awareness of pest and
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successful technologies, more and timely information abut the technologies,
timely availability of critical inputs, complete information (source, place,
time and person to be contacted) about any new technology, any technologies
skill components should be taught clearly with specific care taken at each
stage, Demonstration of technologies in many places of the village, field
trips to research stations/and farms where technologies were implemented
successfully were the suggestions given by the farmers to overcome the
constraints in agricultural information management.

Conclusions

Results reveal that unless the information is communicated clearly which
is significant economically, socially or aesthetically to the needs, interests
and values of the farmers they cannot utilize the information. The
technologies are to be demonstrated in many places of villages with special
emphasis on skill components. Farmers should be taken round the nearby
progressive farmers’ fields, and research stations, so that they can accept
and utilize the generated technologies.
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