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ABSTRACT

Information about various aspects of planning of kit demonstration programme
included in the study was obtained through specially structured interview schedule.
Randomly selected village level workers who organised demonstrations. with the help
of demonstration kit working in various districts of Baroda division of Gujarat State
were interviewed in a group situation. The study revealed that target fixed in meeting
of VLWs was adequate. Demonstration kit was received in time, one demonstration was
One half of the villages were in the neigh-
bourhood of head-quarter village. Road side village and, availability of. irrigation
facilities were two important criteria in selection of village, farmer and demonstration

organised in most of the selected villages.

plot.

INTRODUCTION

It is very well realised by all
that the adoption of latest scientific

methods of agriculture is a must for
raising per hectare vyield of food

grains in our country. This can be
attained onmly if scientific methods and

latest know-how are taken to the door-
steps of the farmers. Among vari-

ous extcnsion methods employed to
provide learning experiences to our

farmers majority of whom are illite-
rate, result demonstration has heen

proved as one of the important and
powerful tool. Even in other countries

result demonstration has been found
effective in convincing farmers to

adopt  improved agricultural practi-
ces, Seaman A. Knapp used this me-

thod for convincing the

—

farmers of

(Received on Nov. 30, 1979)

U.S.A. to take plant protection mea-
sures against cotton boll worm. He
found this method very effective in
his work.

The main objective of result de-
monstration is to educate the farmers
so that all the improved practices fol-
lowed in demonstration are adopted
by the farmers. Just like any other
educational programme, planning is
very important to make result demon-
stration successful. Planning includes
selection of villages, demonstrator far-
mers and fields, making arrangements
to supply required inputs and techni-
cal guidance etc. Among these, time-
ly supply of inputs occupies an im-
portant place. Keeping this in view,
the programme of supplying demonstra-
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tion kits containing requisite  inpuls
namely improved sced, chemical for-
tiliser and inscetiside oy, required
for laying down demonstration, to the
village level workers has been intro-
duced all over the state since the
kharif scason of the year 1971. Con-
:\‘idvring the importance of planning,
- was thought essential by the Agri-
culture  Department of the Gujarat
State to evaluate planning made for
implementing kit demonstration pro-
gramme in order to know the appro-
priateness and the of the

action taken at Jevels and
stages.

timeliness
various

The objectives of this study were:

1. To study the mode of fixing tar-

‘gets for organisation of demon-
strations through  demonstration
kits. ‘

‘To study the source and time of

receipt and mode of transpera-
tion of demonstration kits.

To study the number of demon-
strations organised in a village
and distance of the village selec-
ted from the head-quarter of the
“village level worker.

4. To study the criteria considered
by workers in selecting the vil-
lage, the demonstrator farmers and

the .plot for laying out demonstra-
tion.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The village level workers, who
. organised result demonstration with
the help of the demonstration kit sup-
plied to them in the various districts
of Baroda division of Gujarat State
excepting  Banaskantha, Baroda,
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Broach, Dangs and Mchsana distﬁc‘?s
congtituted total p()])lllé.l.t].().l’l. for this
study. Keeping th(:‘ob]cfjtlvcs ;Jlfdt}{e
study in vicw, an interview sc e ufl
wag preparcd Lo (;n'llc-.c;t; ‘I‘quilﬁl;;f:‘ an

pertinent information from the r.es-
pondent V. L. Ws. The rf:Sp'Ondc.nts
were interviewed in group gituation
during monthly meeting hf:l'd at ta],l.lka,
head-quarter. The information S0 co}l-
ected was analysed and tabqlat(}d suit-
ably in the light of the objectives of
the study.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The village level workers, from
whom information pertinent to the
study was collected, had been group-
ed according to the district 1n which

they were working at the time of
study (Table 1).
TABLE 1

Districtwise distribution of respondent
V.L.Ws.

Name of the Districts Respondent V. L. W,

Number Percentage
Ahmedabad 27 7.46
Gandhinagar 11 3.04
Kaira 73 20.16
Panchmahals | 38 18.72
Sabarkantha 39 10.77
Surat 46 12.71
Vadodra . 38 10.50
Valsad 60 16.58

362 100.00

Examination of Table 1 reveals
that there were 362 village level wor-
kers from whom information was col-
lected for the study.
ber (20.169,) of
Ws.

Maximum num-
respondent V. L.
were serving in Kaira district.
The second place was secured by
Panchmahal district (18.78 p.c.).
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lh(“ }}ﬂbrnmti(m rvgn.r(l,in;r ihe
mode of fixing the target  and ('t‘?wil]'
lity of allotted target according h‘\” VZI-
lage level workers ig pr(‘svnu‘l .

(Tabl(‘ 2).

TABLE 2
Distribution of V.L.Ws.

d below

: according to mode
of fixing target and feasibility of alloted

target of organising packet demonst
traﬁon.

Ttem k

Respondent V.L.Ws.

Number:  Percentage

KIT DEMOSTRATION PROGRAMME:
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”.I('.HI, for trangporting demonstrat
kfl‘s. Their responses in thig rr:gla'r(([ll,m'.
given below (Table 3), B
TABLE 3

Distribution of V.L.Ws, according to
source, time and mode of transportation of
demonstration packets to V.L.Ws. head
quarter and farmers village.

Item Respondent V. L‘VE

Number : Percent-

(1) Mode of Fixing Target
(I) Fixed by superior officers 120

33.15
(2) Willingly Accepted by self 23  6.35
(8) Fixed in Meeting 219 60.49
(2) Feasibility of Allotted Target
(1) Very High Target - 40 12.42
(2) Adequate Target 239 74.22
(3) Low Target . | 43 13.35

In nearly two-third cases, target
was fixed in the meeting whereas in
one-third it was fixed by superior
officers. A few (6.35 p.c.) respondents
willingly accepted to organise kit
demonstrations. |

Three out of every four V.L.Ws.
expressed that the allotted target was
adequate. This might be due to the
fact that in majority of cases it was
fixed in the meeting with due consent
of the concerned V.LWs. A ffaw
(12.42 and 13.33 p.c.) V.L.Ws. o;lnm—
ed that it was VEry high and }(l)w
respectively. This leads to say toz;cl
fixing of targets Py mutual dl'S(;usil.on
assists to avoid  any dissatis acd}n
among village level workers rtegar ing
target fixation and allotment. it

They were also asked to 10 i e
the source from whom kits we)I;Ct of
ceived by them, time and reccipP

+ used b
TR of transport used by

age
(1) Source from which received.
(a) Taluka Panchayat 331 95.11
(b) Co-operative society 9 2.59
(¢) Own prepared 8 230
(2) Time of Receipt
(a) June 27T 59.19
(b) July 12 4.12
(c) August. 2 0.69
(3) Mode of Transportation
(i) Gramsevak H.Q.
(a) Cart 27 8.55
(b) Jeep 67 21.20
(c) S.T. Bus 59 18.67
(d) Personally 114 36.08
(e) Other means 49 15.50
(ii) Farmer’s village.
(1) Cart 18 4.97
(2) Jeep 6 1.66
(3) S.T. Bus 20 5.52
(4) Personally 296 81.77

(5) Other means 22 6.08

e oW
majority of

from Taluka

ten

It is revealed that
V.L.Ws. received kits
Panchayat. Nine out of every &
V.L.Ws. received demonstration kits
in the month of June. I.t appears
that administrative machinery took
due care to supply the kit to the con-
cerned extension worker well in tme.
One out of every three V.L.Ws. car-
demonstration kits personally
one in every five V.L.Ws.
nd S.T.Bus for transport-

ried
whereas
used Jeep @
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taluka  panchayats (o
tnrn,

theme-

ing kits {rom
their head-quarter village.,  In
majority of respondent V.L.Ws,

selves  transported  kits  to  sclected
village. Other  means  of  trans-
port were used to a  very little
extent,

The information such as number

of kit  demonstrations organised in
cach of the sclected village, distance
of the selected village from V.L.Ws.
head-quarters and cxistence of trans-
portation facilities was also collected.
The same has been presented in

(Table 4).
TABLE ¢

Distribution of V.L.Ws. according to number
of demonstrations in a village, a istance
from headquarter and existance of trans-
portation facilities.

Item Re;pondéﬁt V.L.Ws.
Number : Percent-
age
(1) Number of Demonstrations
organised in a village
(a) One 447 62.69
(b) Two 167 23.42
(c) More than two 99 13.89
(2) Distance of selected village
from Headquarter
(a) Upto 3 kms. 223 42.39
(b) 4-6 kms. 153 29.09
(¢) More than 6 kms. 150 ' 28.52
(3) Existence of transportation
facilities.
(a) Existing 296 53.14
261 46.86

(b) Not existing

The facts presented indicate that
only one kit demonstration was laid
out in most of the selected villages.
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Two kit demonstrations Were laid out
in one out of cvery four selectefi vil-
lages whercas more tha‘n two kit de-
monstrations were laid in one out. of
every ten (13.89 p.c.) sclected villa-

It appears from the above that

ges. ;
concentration of

there is very little
result demonstrations in the selected
villages. It can also be c'onclu'ded
that V.L.Ws. might be rotating v1'11a-
ges in sclection for laying.down diffe-
rent types of demonstration on far-

mers’ fields.

Nearly one-half (42.39 p.c.) of
the selected villages were  located
within the radius of three kilometers
from V.L.Ws. head-quarters. One
village out of every four selected vil-
lages was located at a distance of 4-6
and more than six kilometers distance.
Selection of villages located at a shor-
ter distance might have been due to
geographical situation of their juris-
diction or due to non-existence of
road and transport facilities. — Thus,
there was a tendency on the part of
V.LWs. to lay out demonstrations
in nearby village.

" The facility of transport was found
to be existing in every one out of
two selected villages. It can be said
that non-existence of transport facility
does not have any effect on chance

of village being selected for laying
down demonstration.

The respondent V.L.Ws. were
asked to indicate different criterias

which were taken into consideration
by them in selecting village, demon-

strator farmer and plot for laying
down kit demonstration. The infor-
mation in this regard is as

8¢ P lllldﬁr
(Table 5).
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TABLE 5
Distribution of V.L.Ws. according to cri-

teria considered in selection of village,
demonstrator and plot for layout of Demo-

pstraton.
T ltem Respondent V.L.Ws.
Number ;' Percent-
age.
(N-362)
(1) Selection of Village :
(a) Road side village 119 32.87
(b) Transportation facili- |
ties . 71 19.61
(c) Existence of irrigation : '
facilities 86 23.75
(d) Interest and coopera- ‘
tion of people 103 128.45
() Crops raised in the =
village e 31 8.56
(2) Selection of Demonstrator = ‘
(a) Progressive in nature 310 :185.63 -
(b) Possess irrigation faci-. |
lities. ‘ 196 54.14
(c) Road side field 193 ,53.31
(d) Nearer to village site = 120 33.15
(e) Small farmer 86  23.64
(3) Selection of plot for lay out: -
(a) Road side plot - . ... 305 84.25
(b) Nearer to village site 137 37.84
(c) = Possibility of irriga-
ting : _ 257 '-70:99
(d) Fertile and levelled Sy A
~ plot 166 45.85

One out of three 'V.L;Ws'. said
that they took into consideration cri-
terion of ‘“‘road side village”

demonstration. One out of every four
V.L.Ws. considered criteria of “‘existence

of irrigation facilities” and interest -

and co-operation of village people.
The criteria of ‘‘area under crop in
the village” was taken into consideration

by a few (8.56 p.c.) V.L.Ws.

The criterion ‘““Progressive nature
of demonstrator farmer” was taken
into consideration by majority (85.63
p.c.) of V.L.Ws. in sclection of the
demonstrator farmer. The criteria of
“possession of irrigation facilitics” and
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“road side field” were considered by
onc out of cvery two V.L.Ws. some
(23.64 p.c.) of the V.L.Ws. also con-
sidercd the arca of land owned by
the farmers.

Majority  of  the
V.L.Ws. (84.25 and 70.99 p.c.)
considered the criteria of road-side
plot and possession of irrigation faci-
lity respectively in the selection of
field plot for laying down demonstra-

respondent

‘tion. Nearly one-half of the V.L.Ws.

(45.86 and 37.84 p.c.) considered the

criteria of ‘“Fertile and levelled plot”
~and
- site’” respectively.

“Nearness of field to village
- The number of criteria considered
by respondent V.L.Ws. in selection
of village, demonstrator farmer and
demonstration plot was also studied.
The relevant information is presented
in (Table 6).
TABLE 6
DiStribution of V.L.Ws. according to
number of criteria considered in selection
of village, demonstrator and plot for

layout of demonstration.

Number of criteria considered in Respondent V.L.W.
Number : Percent-

in se-
lecting villages for laying down kit

age
(N-362)
(1) Selection of village.
(a) One 124 34.25
(b) Two 108 29.83
(c) Three 81 22.36
(d) Four 21 5.80
(e) Five 4 110
(2) Selection of Demonstrator.
(a) One 65 17.96
(b) Two 137 37.85
(c) Three 93 25.69
(d) Four 39 10.77
(e) Five 13 3.59
(3) Selection of plot.
(a) One 44 12.15
(b) Two 128 35.36
(¢) Three 61 16.85
Four 61 16.85

(d)




One out of every three V.L.Ws.
considered one and two criteria in
sclecting the village. One out of every

four V.L.Ws. considered three crite-
ria. A few considered four criteria.
In selection of the demonstrator

farmer nearly one out of every four
V.L.Ws. considered three criteria. One
out of every three respondents consi-
dered two criteria. One out of every
five respondent considered only one
criterion. A few considered four cri-
teria.

One out of every three V.L.Ws.
considered three and two criteria in
selecting plot for laying down demon-
stration. Omne out of seven respon-
dents took into consideration four cri-
teria. A few considered only one
criteria. Thus, village level workers did
not consider all criteria which are im-
portant for selecting - village, demon-
strator farmers and field plot.

The kit demonstration programme
was introduced in the kharif season of
the year 1971. The department of
Agriculture, Gujarat State thought it
essential to undertake an evaluative
study with a view to knowing mode
of fixing target, feasibility of target,
time of receipt of kits and their trans-
portation, number of demonstrationsin
each of the selected village, criteria
considered in selection of village, demo-
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and demonstration
of the study are:

fixed in the meeting.
found to be

nstrator ~ [armer
plot. The findings
1. Targets were
9. Allotted target was
adequate.
3. Source of kits was
panchayat. |
4 Kits were supplied well in Time.
5. One demonstration was laid out
in most of the sclected villages.

6. Half of kit demonstrations -Wwere
laid down in villages located
within three kilometer radius of
head quarter village.

7. Transport facilities were existing
in half of the selected villages.

8. Criteria considered in selection of
village, demonstrator farmer and
demonstration plot were:

(i) road-side village and field,
(ii) existence of irrigation facili-
ties.
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