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Introduction
Intensi-,'e care and use of improved agricuitural technologies by the farmers are the kc1, issr-res
for increasing and maximizing production. But most of the tamers have not yet adopted
improved agricultural technologies thoLrgh suitable technologies are available. One may quite
logically asstlme that the messages of improved technologies have not yet been pioperiy
conveyed to the farmers. It may atrso happen that thc technologies that have b.en d.ueiop.d do
not reach to the end users effectir.ely lbr tireir application. The farmers usually are exposeci to
variotts forms ol communication media to collect inlomration (Hossain et ni, 2Oy ). Ii is an
established fact that contmunication is the backbone of the development of the socicty. Up to a
few ycars ago the diffusion of innovation rcsearch established the impotance of comrlunication
in the modernizatiou process at the local level. In the dominant pu.udig* cornmunication. \\,as
visr-ralized the important iink through which exogenous ideas entered into the iocai cornmunities
(Rogers1983; Melkote1991). With the acivancement of infon.r.ration technology common peopie
are having easy access to a nurnber o1- inlormation channels and sourccs. Thc cattle lanlers ot'
Batticaloa are also having access to different sources and channels of information due to this
explosion of inforriration. The present study was carried out to explore the communication
beha-,'iour of the farmers in receiving iniormation in improved cattle technologies.

N'Iethodology
A Questionnaire study r,r,as designed lor this study to assess how cattic larmers' cormnunication
behaviour varies in receiving information on impror,ed techr.rologies in Batticaloa clistrict. Thc
population ol this study consistecl of cattle falmers from t$.o veterinary ranges
(Kaiuu'anchikudy and Chenkalady) in Batticaloa district. A totaj of 120 camle farmer, *.r.
randomly selected for this study. Secondary data necessarv for the stucly u,ere also collcctecl.

Discussion and Conclusion
Soc'io- economic ch cu'a ctet.i.sti c.s of r:o ttl e f ct nn et..s

The study has sholl'n that rlost of the people involr.,ed in cattle realing in Batticaloa district rvere
males, betrveen 36 to,50 years. Most of the thrn,ers (72.59.;) itad held size r.anging fi-om t tc 10
afld had the farming experience fi'om 6 years to 10 years. Around 849,i of tire cattle larmers
rcared cattle for milk attd mcat pulpose. and rnajcrity of them reared local breeds.

Utilizatiott o/' individuol ond group commtoic:otiou satu.(e,\
Commttnication sources wlrich can be indir,idual. group or mass play a cnrcial role in the
adoption of new tecirnologies. Utilization of thcse communication sources sisniflcantlv
contr-ibute towards tite adoption of ncrv technologies.

Table 1 erplains the utilization of individual and group commurication sources by the cattle
farmers in the district. When considering the individual communication sources. cattle farmers
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fi-equeittly -eot lntbrmation liorn tl'ic Livestock Developn-rent Officers (mean score 1.95)

followed by Vctcrir.rary Surgeons (mean score 0.958). And in the group cotmnunicatioll sorlrccs,
cattle famrcrs gained information frorl meetings (mean scorc 1.96) fbllowed by group

discussions (mean score l.0B). Based on the total score obtained indil.iduai and group

coilmunication sources u,ere categorizcd into 1ou,. mediul and high usage. Tablc 2 explains
the use of individual cotnmunication soLrrces by the cattle t-anners in the Batticaloa district;
8-5.89/u of the farmers werc lou,users of individual comnrunication sources and 7.5% werc vcry
lorv users of indir.idual comrnrLnication sources. And rest of the fanr-rers V/ere medinm uscrs of
individual communication soLirces. Table 3 explain-s the use of group communication sources by
the cattlc lanners in the Batticaloa district; l7oi ol the lamrers r.vere low rtscrs of group

communication soLlrces and 40% u,ere medium users of group communication sources. And rest

of the f-anlers werc high users of gror.rp communication sortrces.

Table 1: Utilization of individual and group communication sources

Communication Sources Frequency

Always Sometimes Never

Total

Score

Mean

Score

Individual communication
source

Veterinary Surgeon

LDOs

LJniversity stafl

Neighbour/relatives/friends

Village leaders

Progrcssir"e farmers

Group Communication Source

Field day

Group discr.rssion

Meeting

Dcmonstration

Training

06

00

tt2

112

113

ll4

111

06

06

08

01

06

03

t14

02

00

00

00

05115

00

00

103

108

05

111

05

06

08

00

09

115

11

05

ttl
234

10

08

01

06

0.98

r.95

0.08

0.01

0.06

0.05

0.04

1.08

r.96

0.23

0.15

129

235

28

i8

i:,,:*iil_*q{$ 73 ffi$ii:i;



Table 2: Overall use of individual communication sources

Category Frequency Percent

VeryLow(0 2.3)

Lorv (2.,1 4.6)

Medium (4.7 9.2)

High (e.3 - 14.0)

09

103

08

00

7.5

8s.8

6.7

0.0

Total t20 100.0

Table 3: Overall use of group communication sources

Category Frequency Percent

Low ( 0 2.3)

Mediur, (.2.4 - 1.6)

High (a.7 10.0)

40

03

64.2

3 3.7

2.5

Total t20 100.0

Table 4: Utilization of mass communication sources

Communication Source Frequency Percent

Television

Radio

Leaflets

Newspaper

Fair exhibition

Poster

Tape recorder

Film

Fanl magazines

l9

l8

16

16

13

05

0t)

00

00

15.8

i 5.0

1 3.3

r3.3

10.8

+./

0.0

0.0

0.0



Tablc ,1 gives the details about thc utilization of mass commllnication sources by the cattle

t-anners in the gatticaloa ciistrict. Low usage of mass communication sollrces r'vas recorded in

the district. Around 15% ol the cattle farmers werc getting cattle related iniormation from

tclevision ancl radio fbllor.ved by ner,vspapers and fair exhibitions. These results ale in
accordance rvith thc tinclings of Shih anci Evans (199 l) and Dinpana and Lashgarara (2011)

uhere thcy reported about the lovn, usage of nuss commrutication sources by the larmers in

receir ing lantt inlortnation.

The study has shotvn that most olthe people involved in cattle rearing in Batticaloa district rvere

rr.rales. betr,veen 36 to 50 years. Most of the famers (12.5%) had held size ranging from 1 to 10

anclhadthefarmingexperiencefr.om6yearstol0l.ears.Around84%ofthecattlefarmers
reared cattle for milk ancl meat purpose! and n'iajority of then.r reared local breeds. From the

indiviclual communication 5,o.,r..r. cattle farmers frequently got inlormation from Livestock

Deyelopment Of-ficers lollowed by Veterinary Surgeons. In the group corrtuttnication soutces.

the-v gaine<l inforuation fi-om meeting followed by group discussions. Ncarly half of the

popr-rlation was never using mass communicatiol.l Sources to get information.
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