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Abstract 

 The present study was conducted in selected villages of Bharatpur 

district, Rajasthan.  Findings reveal that most credible sources of information 

for improved mustard growers were progressive farmers, village extension 

workers, Radio and Kisan Upaj Mandi.  Hence, it is recommended that these 

sources of information should be used on priority basis by the extension 

workers for speedy diffusion of latest technology of mustard crop among the 

farmers. 

Introduction: 

The rural economy of India is undergoing a rapid change on the 

introduction of science and technology in farming.  Training is considered to be 

important intervening variable for updating the skill of farmers for doing their 

jobs in an effective manner.  It also serves as a source of information with 

regards to improved technology to the farmers.  Other than the training there 

are many more sources of information utilized by the farmers for obtaining 

technical know-how in relation to improved practices of mustard cultivation.  

The use of sources vary from farmer to farmer as well as in groups of the 

farmers.  Some of the information sources are personal localite, personal 

cosmopolite, and others are impersonal cosmopolite or mass media and 

commercial agencies and non-government organisations (NGO's). 

To know the pattern of use of different sources of information by trained 

and untrained categories of farmers, the present study was undertaken with 

following objective: 
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1. To explore the categories of sources of information utilized by the 
farmers for seeking knowledge about improved mustard cultivation. 

Methodology: 

The present study was conducted in two panchayat samities of 

Bharatpur district namely Rupwas and Kumher.  One crop of the district i.e. 

mustard was selected for the study.  Total 12 villages were selected randomly 

for gathering relevant information.  Two types of respondents were selected 

viz., trained and untrained farmers.  Trained farmers were divided into three 

strata i.e., big, small and marginal.  An equal size of sample of 20 respondents 

each from these strata was drawn randomly to make the total size of 60 

respondents.  Similarly, same size of untrained farmers from each village was 

selected randomly.  Thus, total size of sample consisted of 120 respondents (60 

trained and 60 untrained).  For collection of data, the interview was held 

personally at homes or the farms of the respondents in local dialect.  For 

measuring the sources of information utilized by the farmers, tool developed by 

Nekela (1989) was used with a slight modification.   The sources were placed 

into four groups i.e., personal localite, personal cosmopolite, impersonal 

cosmopolite or mass media and commercial agencies & non-government 

organisations. Each group was sub-divided into individual sources.  To 

measure the extent of use of information sources, four point scale was used as 

'most frequently', 'frequently', 'less frequently' and 'not at all' utilized by the 

farmers.  The weightage given to these points were 3, 2, 1 and 0, respectively.  

Then, total score was computed for each category and similarly, for individual 

sources within the respective category.   Then mean scores were worked out 

and ranks were assigned as per the preferences expressed by the respondents. 

Results and Discussion: 
Table 1 reveals that for obtaining technical know-how about improved 

practices of mustard cultivation, trained farmers followed the pattern of use of 

information sources in order of preference i.e., Personal localite, Personal 

cosmopolite,  Impersonal cosmopolite or mass media  and commercial agencies 



Table 1 : Rank order of different categories of sources of information   
       utilized by trained and untrained respondents 

Trained (n=60) Untrained (n=60) Overall S.No. Categories of 
information sources Mean 

score 
Rank Mean 

score 
Rank Mean 

score 
Rank 

A. Personal localite 11.11 I 11.68 I 11.40 I 
B. Personal cosmopolite 9.11 II 7.93 II 8.52 II 
C. Impersonal 

cosmopolite or mass 
media 

6.7 III 4.33 IV 5.51 III 

D. Commercial agencies 
& non-government 
organisations 

4.41 IV 4.86 III 4.72 IV 

Spearman's rank correlation (rs) = 0.8 
Non-significant at 0.05 level of significance 
 
and NGOs, ranked as I, II, III and IV along with their respective mean score 

11.11, 9.11. 6.7 and 4.41, respectively.  Whereas, untrained farmers expressed 

a slightly different pattern in the use of information sources as they ranked I, II, 

IV and III to personal localite, personal cosmopolite, impersonal cosmopolite 

or mass media and commercial agencies and NGOs, with their mean score 

11.68, 7.93, 4.33 and 4.86, respectively. 

Table also states that altogether, all the farmers of both the categories 

preferred sources of information in order of sequence of I, II, III and IV for 

personal localite, personal cosmopolite, impersonal cosmopolite or mass media 

and commercial agencies and NGOs with their mean score 11.40, 8.52, 5.51 

and 4.72, respectively. 

The table expresses that personal localite and personal cosmopolite 

sources of information were common in both the categories of farmers.  It was 

also thought proper to judge the relative effectiveness of individual sources of 

information results of which are depicted in Table 2. 

2.Groupwise individual sources of information used by the farmers: 

a)Personal localite: 

It is clear from the Table 2 that 'Progressive farmers' as a source of 

information proved to be the most important as it has been ranked I by both the 

categories of  (trained and untrained) respondents,  with the mean score of  2.13  



Table 2 : Groupwise individual sources of information utilized by trained and 
       untrained farmers about improved practices of mustard cultivation 

Trained (n=60) Untrained (n=60) Overall S.N. Categories of information 
sources Mean 

score 
Rank Mean 

score 
Rank Mean 

score 
Rank 

A Personal localite       
 1.  Neighbours 2.03 III 2.15 III 2.09 III 
 2.  Friends 1.97 IV 2.23 II 2.10 II 
 3.  Relatives 1.31 V 1.4 V 1.35 V 
 4.  Progressive farmers 2.13 I 2.26 I 2.19 I 
 5.  Local leaders 0.83 VI 1.30 VI 1.06 VI 
 6.  Panchayat members 0.75 VII 0.50 VII 0.62 VII 
 7.  Agriculture students 2.10 II 1.83 IV 1.96 IV 
B. Personal cosmopolite       
 1.  Village extension    

workers 
2.0 II 2.06 I 2.03 I 

 2. Agriculture Extension 
officers 

1.40 III 1.46 II 1.43 II 

 3. Training through 
Directorate of Ex.Edu. 

2.10 I 0.6 VI 1.35 III 

 4. Group meetings 1.21 V 1.31 III 1.26 IV 
 5. Demonstrations 1.23 IV 1.26 IV 1.24 V 
 6. Farmers fair 1.16 VI 1.21 V 1.18 VI 
C Impersonal cosmopolite 

or mass media 
      

 1. Radio 1.73 I 1.48 I 1.60 I 
 2. Television 1.53 II 0.86 II 1.19 II 
 3. News paper 1.20 IV 0.68 IV 0.94 III 
 4. Film shows 0.98 V 0.70 III 0.84 V 
 5. Farm literature 1.25 III 0.60 V 0.92 IV 
D. Commercial agencies & 

non-government 
organisations 

      

 1. Krishi Upaj Mandi 1.13 I 1.15 II 1.14 I 
 2. Fertilizers & 

Chemical dealer 
1.05 III 1.35 I 1.20 II 

 3. Co-operative society  0.73 IV 0.93 IV 0.83 IV 
 4. Seed merchants 1.10 II 1.13 III 1.11 III 
 5. Lupin (as NGO) 0.41 V 0.3 V 0.35 V 



and 2.26, respectively.  Similarly, III, V, VI and VII ranks were assigned to 

neighbours, relatives, local leaders and panchayat members by both the 

categories of the farmers under personal localite sources of information. 

Obviously, it can be said that serially ordered personal localite sources 

1st, 3rd, 4th, 5th and 6th were equally important for acquiring technical 

information in both the groups of farmers.  Therefore, it is suggested that these 

information sources should be made use of by the extension agents in effective 

diffusion of technical know-how among the farmers.  In addition, attempts 

should also be made to keep in view the preference expressed by the 

respondents for use of different sources while making use of these sources for 

dissemination of the knowledge among the farmers 

These findings are in close conformity with the findings of 

Somasundaram and Singh (1978).  They reported that progressive farmers, 

neighbours and relatives were the first three most utilized personal localities by 

both adopter and non-adopter small farmers. 

b) Personal cosmopolite: 

Table 2 shows that 5th numbered (demonstrations) were commonly 

utilized source of information by both the categories of farmers as they 

assigned IV rank to it.  With regards to use of other personal cosmopolite 

sources, there was a great variation between both the categories.  Trained 

farmers were found having credibility in different other sources of information 

which can sequentially be arranged as, I: training through Directorate of 

Extension Education, II VEWs, III AEOs, V group meetings and VI farmers 

fair, whereas, in the group of untrained farmers a quite different order of 

preference was found as they placed, VEWs, AEOs, group meetings, farmers 

fair and training through Directorate of Extension Education at I, II, III, V and 

VI positions, respectively. 

At the same time it was observed that the whole group of trained and 

untrained farmers, in all, ranked I, II, III, IV, V and VI to VEWs, AEOs, 



training through Directorate of Extension Education, group meetings, 

demonstrations and farmers fair, respectively. 

c) Impersonal cosmopolite or mass media: 

It was found that radio, television and newspapers were common 

sources of information in both the types of respondents as they ranked them I, 

II and IV, respectively.  Film shows were least preferred by the trained farmers 

as it was placed at Vth place.  On the other hand, farm literature (Apna Patra, 

Bulletin) was least preferred by the untrained farmers and was placed at Vth 

rank, whereas it was placed at III position in case of trained farmers. 

d) Commercial agencies and non-government organisations: 

First three information sources i.e., Krishi Upaj Mandi, seed merchants 

and fertilizers and chemical dealers were ranked as I, II and III by the group of 

trained farmers.  Cooperative societies and Lupin (as NGO) were preferred at 

IV and V place, respectively by the trained farmers, whereas, I, II and III ranks, 

respectively go to fertilizers and chemical dealers, Krishi Upaj Mandi and seed 

merchants in case of untrained farmers.  It was observed that Lupin was 

relatively ineffective in dissemination of improved package of practices of 

mustard crop to the farmers of both the categories as they assigned it the same 

rank i.e., V. 

Conclusion and Recommendations: 

Based on the findings of the study it is concluded that by and large the 

variation in the pattern of utilization of different sources of information with 

regards to improved technology of mustard cultivation does exist between 

trained and untrained farmers of the area. 

It is recommended that Progressive farmers, training through Directorate 

of Extension Education, Radio and Krishi Upaj Mandi should be preferred at 

first priority by the Extension agents for diffusion of technical know-how of 

mustard crop among trained farmers.  Similarly, progressive farmers, VEWs, 

Radio and Fertilizers and chemical dealers should be used on priority basis by 



the Extension Workers for the effective transmission of useful knowledge 

about the crop amongst untrained farmers. 
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