The Socio-Economic factors Affecting Farmers Access to Agricultural Information

ABSTRACT

The aim of study was to examine the factors of socio-economic characteristics which effects the
farmers of Lakhimpur-kheri on their access to agricultural information. The role of information in
agricultural development is very important. It is an essential component for increasing agricultural
production and improving marketing and distribution strategies. 200 participants were selected from
the farmers of Lakhimpur-Kheri, Uttar Pradesh. Data were collected with the help of a pre-tested and
validated questionnaire and analyzed using descriptive statistics such as simple frequencies,
percentages, mean etc. were used. Results showed that print media, mobile phones and fellow farmers
were the main sources of information for farmers. The results further indicated that education and
landholding size had a significant positive association with access to agricultural information while

age and agricultural experience had a non-significant association.
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INTRODUCTION

Agriculture in India is the means of livelihood of almost two-thirds of the workforce in the country it
has always been India's most important economic sector. India ranks second worldwide in farm output
and as per the Indian economic survey 2021-22, agriculture employed more than 50% of the Indian
workforce and contributed 20.2% to the country’s GDP Agriculture is the predominant occupation in
rural India accounting for about 52% of employment is still the largest economic sector and plays a
significant role in overall social economic development of India. In shaping of the modern agriculture
technology role of information has been a vital component of it. Quality inputs such as seeds,
chemicals, irrigation measures, fertilizers, pesticides and genetic engineering have played a major role
in raising yields. Farmers now have a better asses and wide range of these inputs these steps include
problem recognition information search alternative evaluation purchase decision and post purchase
evaluation.

The role of information in agricultural development is very important, it is essential for increasing
agricultural production and improving marketing and distribution strategies. The dissemination of
information turns into a whole lot simpler though greater complicated, this is because of information
messages need to be disseminated to the farmers in the manners and methods, which is appropriate,

and satisfactory aid its recipient.



Socio-economic characteristics is a way of describing people based on their education, income, age
and type of job. It also analyses how the community progress stagnate or regress because of their
regional economy. Socioeconomic status is usually described as low, medium, and high. Farmer with
a lower socioeconomic status usually have less access to financial, educational, social, health
resources and farm related information than those with a higher socioeconomic status. As a result,
they have less information related to new techniques of agriculture and new marketing options
available in the market.

The study was specially focused on the some aspects of the socio-economic characteristics i.e., Age,
Education, Land Holding and Framing Experience of lakhimpur-kheri farmers along with their

relationship associated with the factors which influence their agricultural information.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Saravan R. et al (2008) carried the study on information pattern and information need of the tribal
farmers in Arunachal Pradesh indicate that most of the farmers need information on various topics

such as pest management, disease management.

Tologbonse D, et al. (2008) carried the study of information need of rice farmers community in Niger

state disclosed that majority of farmers (89.9%) need information about the crop production

Meitei & Devi (2009) conducted the study of farmer’s community in Manipur (India) to find the
information need of the rural farmer’s community in Manipur state. This study shows that majority of
farmers did not access to information for their activities. Further they emphasis that ICT based

agricultural information support systems should be develop.

Achugbue& Anie (2011) carried the study in Delta State, Nigeria on Rural Female farmer’s

information need and importance of ICT in delivering information needs of female farmers.

Babu et al. (2011) carried the study on farmers’ information needs and search behaviors in Tamil
Nadu found that the major constraints to information access for the farmers is poor availability, poor
reliability, lack of awareness of information sources available among farmers and untimely provision

of information.

Akanda &Roknuzzaman Md (2012) surveyed agricultural information literacy of 160 farmers in the
northern region of Bangladesh. The survey shows that farmers need information for various purposes

of agricultural activities, and they use different sources and media for access to such information



METHODOLGY

The descriptive research method was chosen with an objective to gather maximum possible
information that would be helpful in analysing the farmers socio-economic condition and its influence
on their agricultural Information. Primary data were collected from the farmers of Lakhimpur-kheri
district of Uttar Pradesh by telephonic conversation with the help of authenticated and specialist
assessed questionnaire and informal interviews was thoroughly organized and tabulated using simple
statistical method, tables and percentage. Secondary data were collected from websites general
periodicals and internet. Total of 200 farmers socio-economic characteristics were observed through
proper set of questionnaires. The farmers for the study were selected by using convenience sampling
technique.

RESULT & INTERPRTATION:

Table 1: Socio-economic characters of Farmers of Lakhimpur-Kheri, Uttar Pradesh

Age of Farmers No of Farmers Percentage
Young Age (Below 30 years) 45 22.5%
Lower Middle Age (30-45 years) 90 45%
Upper Middle Age (45-60 years) 40 20%
Old Age (60 years above) 25 12.5%
Educational Status of Farmers

Up to High School 72 36%
High School 43 21.5%
Intermediate 60 30%
Graduation & above 25 12.5%
Land Holding

Marginal (less than 01 ha) 19 9.5%
Small ( 1-2 ha) 20 10%
Small Medium (2-4 ha) 45 22.5%
Medium (4-10 ha) 106 53%
Large (More than 10 ha) 10 5%
Farming Experience

1-10 years 66 33%
11-20 years 58 29%
More than 20 years 76 38%

Table 1 indicates that maximum farmers belong to the middle age category and only one fifth of the
farmers belongs to the old age category. While barely more than one fifth of the respondents belonged
to young age group of the farmers. Table 1 also suggests that majority of the farmers had education
above primary class and more than half of the farmers are educated to high school or more than that.
Also, it appears from the table that about fifty eight percent of the respondents had farm land holding

more than 5 ha and 67% of farmers are having experience of more than 10 years in farming .




Farmer’s reach to the agricultural/farm information is an important aspect, which can be influenced by
socio economic characteristics like age, educational qualification, land holding, experience of
farming. In this study farmers access to agricultural information was analyzed on the basis of there
access to mobile phone, radio, print media, television, other farmers or relatives from low to high on
different parameters of farmer’s socio economic characteristics and it can be shown in the below

Table 2-5

Table 2. Relationship Between age of farmers and their access to agricultural information

Age of Farmers Access to Agricultural Information Total
Low Medium High

Young Age (Below 30 years) 15 24 6 45
Lower Middle Age (30-45 years) 28 49 13 90
Upper Middle Age (45-60 years) 20 15 5 40
Old Age (60 years above) 19 4 2 25
TOTAL 82 92 26 200
Percentage 41% 46% 13% 100%

Data in Table 2 show that the age of the farmers had non-significant relationship with their access to
agricultural information. The relationship reveals that access to agricultural information was unlikely

to be influenced by farmer’s age.

Table 3. Relationship Between education of farmers and their access to agricultural information

Educational Status of Farmers Access to Agricultural Information Total
Low Medium High

Up to High School 76 34 5 115

Intermediate 12 44 4 60

Graduation & above 3 17 5 25

TOTAL 91 95 14 200

Percentage 45.5% 47.5% 7% 100%

The data in Table 3 shows that as the education farmers increases the growth in the access of
information si very mild as we can see that when the farmers are educated up to the intermediate the
percentage of having medium access of information is approx. 73% whereas when it increases there is

not as much growth in the access of the information as expected .

Table 4. Relationship Between land holding of farmers and their access to agricultural
information

Land Holding Access to Agricultural Information Total
Low Medium High
Marginal (less than 01 ha) 12 5 2 19




Small (1-2 ha) 11 5 4 20
Small Medium (2-4 ha) 26 14 5 45
Medium (4-10 ha) 27 66 13 106
Large (More than 10 ha) 2 6 2 10
TOTAL 78 96 26 200
Percentage 39% 48% 13% 100%

The data in Table 4 reveals that there is a significant relationship between size of the land holding of
the farmers and their access to agricultural information. The values in the table indicates a positive
association between the variables; which shows that with an increase in the size of land holding of the

farmers, there was an increase in their access to agricultural information.

Table 5. Relationship Between farming experience of farmers and their access to agricultural
information

Farming Experience Access to Agricultural Information Total
Low Medium High

1-10 years 25 33 8 66

11-20 years 17 31 10 58

More than 20 years 26 38 12 76

TOTAL 68 102 30 200

Percentage of farmers 34% 51% 15% 100%

The data in Table 5 explains that there is a non-significant relationship between the farming
experience of the farmers and their access to agricultural information. The table shows that when the
farming experience of the farmers are up to the 20 years the percentage of having medium access to
information is approx. 51% whereas when it increases there is not as much growth to access to the

information is observed and remains approximately constant throughout the table.

CONCLUSION

From this study it can be concluded that most of farmers are of middle age, are having educational
qualification above intermediate, farming experience more than ten years and most of the farmers
belongs to medium category on the basis of land holding. In current situation print media and mobile

phones had been the major sources of agricultural information and the other sources of information



are Kisan melas, Government/NGOs organized programs, other fellow farmers, television etc.
Farmer’s educational qualifications as well as size of land holding had been discovered to persuade
their access to agricultural information, while age and farming experience have non-significant
influence on their access to information related to agriculture techniques, crops or any other
information related to agriculture.
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