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The present study was conducted in the district of SPSR Nellore. To study the profile of groundnut farmers in coastal sandy 
soils, a total of 90 respondents were randomly selected and interviewed. The respondents were in middle age group, educated up 
to middle school (27.79%) and high school (24.44%), had small farm size (50.00%), medium experience in farming (58.90%), 
had medium extension contact (44.45%), medium mass media exposure (58.90%), medium level of innovativeness (74.44%), 
medium level social participation (83.33%), medium level scientific orientation (77.79%), medium level economic orientation 
(81.11%) and medium level risk orientation (78.90%).
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INTRODUCTION
Coastal sandy soils are primarily present along the 

coastal length and are characterized by light texture with 
poor nutrient status, high leaching losses, low status of soil 
organic matter and with low microbial activity, deficit in 
Zinc, Iron and Boron (Singravel et al., 2011). In addition 
to these, coastal sandy soils have low water holding 
capacity, low fertility and non-suitability for majority 
of crops, thus creating complex management problems 
for farmers to cultivate crops (Caldwell et al., 2005). 
Inspite of poor soil conditions, farmers were cultivating 
groundnut crop with uncommon local practices for 
sustaining their livelihood in the coastal sandy soils. This 
study would thoroughly insight into the existing scenario 
of cultivation practices in groundnut crop and by taking 
into account the profile of the farmers. SPSR Nellore is 
one of the coastal districts having 167 km coastal length 
(Kannan, 2016). Groundnut is the major irrigated dry 
crop in SPSR Nellore district after rice and sugarcane 
and is cultivated in about 3354 hectares (Rabi, 2021-
2022). 

This study was taken as the cultivation is happening 
in uncommon farming situation and the farmers were 
following their own package of practices in coastal 
sandy soils. This study was proposed to understand the 
cultivation practices adopted by the farmers in coastal 
sandy soils and go through the issues related to intensive 
cultivation of groundnut crop in that ecosystem. In the 
light of above facts, it is felt necessary to assess the 

profile of groundnut farmers.

MATERIAL AND METHODS
In the present study, Exploratory and Ex-post-facto 

research designs were followed. The research was carried 
out in the SPSR Nellore district of Andhra Pradesh. It 
was selected purposively as it is having unique area of 
groundnut cultivation under coastal sandy soils. Three 
mandals of the district viz., Vidavaluru, Kavali and 
Muthukur were selected purposively for the study based 
on the highest area of groundnut cultivation under coastal 
sandy soils. From each of the selected three mandals, 
two villages were chosen at random and from each of 
the selected villages, 15 respondents were selected on 
simple random sampling basis thus making a total of 
90 respondents. The data was collected by personal 
interview method through a structured interview schedule 
and statistical techniques like arithmetic mean, standard 
deviation, frequencies and percentage were used.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The data gathered during the study were analyzed 

and the results were presented in Table 1.
Age

Table 1 clearly depicted that more than half (62.23%) 
of the groundnut farmers were middle aged followed by 
young (23.33%) and old age (14.44%) respectively. The 
probable reason for the above trend might be that, middle 
age farmers occupy large section of the society and were 
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Table 1. Profile characteristics of Groundnut farmers
(n = 90)

S. No. Category Class Interval Frequency (f) Percentage (%) Mean S.D 
I. Age 
1. Young age (<35 years) 21 23.33 

- - 2. Middle age (36-55 years) 56 62.23 
3. Old age (56 years and above) 13 14.44 
II. Education 
1. Illiterate 1 1.11 

- - 

2. Functionally literate 1 1.11 
3. Primary school 20 22.22 
4. Middle school 25 27.79 
5. High school 22 24.44 
6. College level 21 23.33 

III. Farm size 
1. Marginal (<2.5 acres) 21 23.34 

- - 2. Small (2.5 to 5.0 acres) 45 50.00 
3. Medium (5.0 to 10.00 acres) 18 20.00 
4. Big (> 10 acres) 6 6.66 

IV. Farming experience 
1. Low farming experience 20 22.22 

16.94 10.49 2. Medium farming experience 53 58.90 
3. High farming experience 17 18.88 
V. Extension contact 
1. Low extension contact 23 25.55 

26.44 8.73 2. Medium extension contact 40 44.44 
3. High extension contact 27 30.00 

VI. Mass media exposure 
1. Low mass media exposure 16 17.77 

12.74 5.74 2. Medium mass media exposure 53 58.90 
3. High mass media exposure 21 23.33 

VII.. Innovativeness 
1. Low innovativeness 17 18.88 

31.17 4.34 2. Medium innovativeness 67 74.44 
3. High innovativeness 6 6.68 

VIII. Social participation 
1. Low social participation 13 14.44 

2.23 0.77 2. Medium social participation 75 83.33 
3. High social participation 2 2.23 

IX. Scientific orientation 
1. Low scientific orientation 15 16.66 

22.84 3.48 2. Medium scientific orientation 70 77.79 
3. High scientific orientation 5 5.55 
X. Economic orientation 
1. Low economic orientation 15 16.66 

22.17 3.86 2. Medium economic orientation 73 81.11 
3. High economic orientation 2 2.23 

XI. Risk orientation 
1. Low risk orientation 16 17.77 

22.75 3.27 2. Medium risk orientation 71 78.90 
3. High risk orientation 3 3.33 
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more likely to be enthusiastic towards new ideas and 
comparatively matured and responsible than the young 
age group because of their already gained experiences. 
On the other side, the young age farmers showed less 
interest in farming as they were more interested in non-
agricultural occupations and self-employment. While 
older farmers are gradually moving away from farming 
and preferred to stay at their homes and take care of 
the allied activities such as animal husbandry to avoid 
heavy drudgery and hard work involved in groundnut 
cultivation and were also giving their land either for 
lease or to other farmers. These findings are in line with 
the findings of Ramapadmaja and Umamaheswararao 
(2019).
Education

It could be seen from the Table 1 that 27.79 per cent 
of the groundnut farmers were educated up to middle 
school followed by high school (24.44%), college level 
(23.33%), primary school (22.22%), illiterate (1.11%) 
and functionally literate (1.11%) respectively. More 
than half (52.23%) of the groundnut farmers had middle 
school and high school level education followed by 
college level. It is clear that the availability of basic 
educational infrastructure in rural areas had increased, 
and that respondents had a better understanding of the 
necessity of education for their overall development. This 
trend was followed by primary school level, illiterate and 
functionally literate. These findings are in line with the 
findings of Rathod (2013).

Farm size

It is apparent from Table 1 that 50 per cent of the 
groundnut farmers were small followed by marginal 
farmers (23.34%), medium farmers (20.00%) and 
big farmers (6.66%). Increasing urbanisation and 
transformation in land use pattern to non-farm activities 
in the countryside could also be attributed as potential 
reasons for decrease in farm size. The result was matched 
with Muthukumar (2016) and Venuprasad et al. (2018).

Farming experience

Table 1 clearly depicted that 58.90 per cent of 
the groundnut farmers had medium followed by low 
(22.22%) and high (18.88%) farming experience. The 
probable reason might be that, majority of the farmers 
were of middle age and young age group as per the above 
findings. The above finding has resembled the findings 
of Deshmukh et al. (2018).

Extension contact

It is apparent from Table 1 that 44.45 per cent of 
the respondents were having medium extension contact 
followed by high (30.00%) and low (25.55%) extension 
contact. Majority (74.45%) of the farmers were included 
under medium to high extension contact. The probable 
reason for this trend might be the increase in frequency 
of contact between the farmers and Village Agricultural 
Assistants (VAAs) working in Rythu Bharosa Kendras 
(RBKs). The farmers with more inclination towards 
latest cultivation practices might have been approaching 
the agricultural officers and other higher cadre extension 
officers for getting latest developments in agriculture. The 
result is in conformity with the findings of Yashashwini 
(2013).

Mass media exposure

From Table 1 it could be seen that, 58.90 per cent 
of the respondents were having medium mass media 
exposure followed by high (23.33%) and low (17.77%) 
levels of mass media exposure. This clearly signifies 
the effective utilization of different mass media sources 
such as newspaper, television and other media by the 
farmers, which are now more accessible even in rural 
areas. On the other side, Illiterate farmers might have 
been grouped under low mass media exposure category. 
The above result is in conformity with Begum (2008) 
and Kalyan (2011).

Innovativeness

It is obvious from the Table 1 that 74.44 per cent of the 
Groundnut farmers had medium level of innovativeness 
followed by low (18.88%) and high (6.68%) levels of 
innovativeness. About 81.12 per cent of farmers had 
medium to high innovativeness and it could be attributed 
to good educational qualifications, knowledge and high 
extension contact of farmers enabling them to take 
up all practices with high precision. This might have 
developed self-confidence which in turn had impact on 
innovativeness from medium to low. This result was in 
agreement with Gudadur and Jahanara (2018).

Social participation

It could be seen from the Table 1 that 83.33 per 
cent of the respondents had medium level of social 
participation followed by low (14.44%) and high 
(2.23%) levels. The probable reason for the above trend 
might be that, being a member of the society everybody 
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needs to work together cooperatively to achieve higher 
returns. The need of being a member or office bearer 
in such societies which directly involve in farming is 
essential for taking up appropriate and timely operations 
in farm production. Hence the above trend was observed. 
These findings were in conformity with the findings of 
Khodifad (2010) and Patoliya (2013).

Scientific orientation

It is evident from the Table 1 that more than half 
(77.79%) of the respondents had medium scientific 
orientation followed by low (16.66%) and high (5.55%) 
of scientific orientation. Lack of proper awareness, 
knowledge and skills on latest recommended agricultural 
cultivation practices were due to scanty guidance by the 
extension personnel. On the other side the lower education 
also might have resulted in more than 90 per cent of 
the farmers with low to medium scientific orientation. 
Higher education might have helped the remaining 10 
per cent of the farmers for high scientific orientation. The 
finding is in conformity with Thiyagarajan (2011).

Economic orientation

It is evident from the Table 1 that more than half 
(81.11%) of the respondents had medium economic 
orientation followed by low (16.66%) and high (2.23%) 
level of economic orientation. There was always an 
urge to earn money in the minds of people to increase 
the socio-economic status and improve their standard of 
living. The respondents of the present study were not an 
exception to this kind of urge. This desire to compete with 
each other in improving their standard of living to clear 
old debts and to fulfill family commitments resulted in 
medium economic motivation. The finding was similar 
to the results of Ghintala (2013).

Risk orientation

It is evident from the Table 1that more than half 
(78.90%) of the respondents had medium risk orientation 
followed by low (17.77%) and high (3.33%) of risk 
orientation. Failure of monsoon in the preceding crop 
seasons and lack of assured irrigation supply were might 
be the prime factors for placing majority of the respondents 
under medium level category of risk orientation. At the 
same time this result might be due to the fact that the 
young, educated and interested respondents with medium 
levels of scientific orientation were ready to face the risk 
while adopting the groundnut cultivation practices. The 
farmers with low risk orientation (17.77%) might be due 

to high investment per acre for the groundnut crop. The 
big farmers with higher education might have fell under 
high risk orientation category (3.33 %). The finding was 
similar to the results of Kumar (2012).

The profile of the groundnut farmers affects their 
level of success and failure in the cultivation of groundnut 
crop in the coastal sandy soils. The findings of the study 
clearly revealed that majority of groundnut farmers 
were middle aged, educated up to middle school with 
small farm size, medium farming experience, extension 
contact, mass media exposure, innovativeness, social 
participation, scientific orientation, economic orientation 
and risk orientation. These profile characteristics must be 
taken into account while formulating and implementing 
new cultivation practices and technologies which suits 
to the coastal sandy soils as it needs prudence attention.
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