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HAPTER THREE 

TEN ION IN ETHIOPIA: AN OVERVIEW: 
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roof was increasing including in the interi r th 

houses were reported. The relativel r 

for human dwellings in whose comer th 

grass roof houses for storage and live to k. 

hll 

rn 

Prior to the current extension programm tr diti n I ul'n II h 

replaced in many households b gla pia ti nd 111 ' I II I ul"n II " J h . 

r 

ir rl r 

" I i I" I Ih 'Ir 



rat d th pa r pi 

in th urv 

limit d it a n rth I pint d ut 

hou h ld lectronic item radi nd t P -r 

programme. 

chool Intake 

One of the most significant indicator f th p itiv 1m 

participants was the increased ability t nd hildr n t 

are two, elementary and a junior high ch I . 

which students attended class for only half ada 

records, the student intake in the elementary h 

in the junior high school the intake ha g n up 

in student population coincided with the ar 

result of extension activity to which the c mmunit 

tudents. More parents were able to end lh ir 

the increase was not confined to childr n 

xtension programme. As will be e plain d I ! 'r in lh' 

Ih 

n 



II part of th pr gr mm 
r InCQlrnc 

th lr wn th mno ati n 

h number of children at 

igni ficant. Children worked D r th ir h 

10 s of labour consequent on ndin hildr n 

additional costs of schooling) . 

increased, many pupils would be call d b th ir mill; 

season. 

Leisure Time 

The participants claimed that compared t r1 i r p ri d , th· h \ . III 
. 
1111 • r 

leisure and breaks for different purpo e ent rt inm nt , tr' \ ·1 . \ ii, 

etc.). 

In addition to breaks taken personall and ffi i I h lid . th . mm ni 

to make 12 more days of each month to b \\ hi hr ' h 

the Ethiopian Orthodox. If contrary to th rule (n n 

punished by paying 100 birr. On uch da 

drinking or travelling to visit and relax ut id th ir 

o 



Th Magnification of Benefits 

Th VI w of the beneficiari fr m th 

have t be as e sed with cauti in r I tl\ 

di mi ed, they should be recogni 

poverty is the order of the day. 

The increase in production and produ ti 

peasants in Boru Lencha. But it hould b 

famine before. The extension package avail d 

enabled the participants to make some m r 

materials. However the accounts on impro m nt in lh , hI hI 

exaggerated when compared to what wa actu II I rv d in 

I 

The contentions regarding "snacks" betwe n main m int T • 

new snacks consisted of roasted grain (K% f hi k 

but blown up as a "big" new habit of impr 

textiles were praised as good type cloth that th I h 

Boru Lencha peasants these minor thing m all Il im 

access before. To that extent the report f 

explaining the keenness of all peasant in th k 



[n ntra t to the po iIi 

f the impact of 

In rea d income they b 

p rti 

r ource in the kebele . They pi in d thut 

input, the benefits were di pr p 

re ources for rituals. The awarene 

, h· , 

demands for the introduction of further inn (Ii n In 

exposure of peasants to an innovative wa 

to the elite, such exposure would su tain th r ult 

THE SOCIAL CONTEXT OF TH XTE 

When the implementation of the current e t n i n pr r mlTl 

small group of peasants benefited from it. M rc p 

the time this study was carried out in 1997 

programme. They compnse three group nl 

inclusion in the programme. In all encoun! r \ ith mmunil 

expressed their wish to benefit from the pa k n th 

programme were quite critical of their I lu i n \\ hi 

corruption and discretion by the Devel pm nt nl. 

Inl 



Participation in the Package 

The charge of corruption and di reti n in I lin 

attent ion to the social context in whi h th 

never boldly stated in the pre ence f 

often glossed over in research into agri ultur I 

concerns the credibility of the assertion of nthu i 

by all peasants indiscriminately and with ut x pl i 

defies many widely held views in the literature 

r' i 

the characteristics of adopting peasant . R lati w Ith 

commonly cited as two characteristics of arl pt r , \\ hd ' 

conceived as a constraint to adoption. 

Another question which the charge again t th 

social characteristics of those peasant wh \ r In lu 

circumstances of their inclusion. The h u 

characteristics of peasants in the three group in th pr 

of some findings serve to shed more light on th i u . 

r llH11 • tln 



Wealth and Adoption of Innovation 

Boru L ncha community mea ur th \ Ith 

holding. According to the DA th minimum I n r 

(with 5.6 persons) to achieve self-r lian . I I . 

DA characterises households owing m r 

between l.75 and 2 hectares as re ource m dium 

as resource poor peasants . The finding f the 

with the DA calculations. In the urv th 

Accordingly the analysis of the data define 

poor, those holding between 1.96 and 2.50 he t r 

than 2.50 hectares as wealthy peasants. 

h I In 

The comparison of the characteristic of wealth in m m 

adopter suggest striking conclusions. It corr brat the t th ri h In I 

not show exceptional enthusiasm in rushing t \! rd d pt i n 

the poor show the tendency of being fri ght n d 

completely. Though individuals of similar ht rn in I th' 

group, representatives of all categorie f p 
I 'n h 

innovation and are found intermingled in ea h 

in the literature concerning an establi h d P tt rn 

developing countries (ala Cancian and Hunt r 
mt 

'n h' Ii 

r " , it 



f Boru Lencha. In our case om p r n m 

tay d behind. Members of the thre 

other stayed away together. Thi 

adoption in Boru Lencha. 

Perform ance and Adoption 

Another characteristic emphasised in early adopter i p r rm n . I 

1996 the highe~t quintals of wheat produced on the I t n i n I II • 

the lowest was 19 quintals. The difference in produ ti it 

di fficult to explain in unequivocal terms due to the 

and personal factors. But in so far as Boru L n ha i 

experiences not crop failure due to variation m ram II , 

performance of the three groups of adopter rna n t un und I h m 

, 
the holdings and productivity in the three group ind d r n In r' lin i 

The performance of the first group is the war t f 

. 
group (Table 2b) is better than the first (Table I b II 

performance (Table-3b. One eschewed explanati n i 

time because of lessons learned from the arl 

explanation seems untenable precisely becau 
Ih 

benefit should be evident in those who unde[\! ent th 

7 



explanation, which will be SOon be di u 
di n m r 

wa not a specific characteristic of th 

at its inception in Bom Lencha. 

Age and Education 

Variations in age and educational attainment ar 
n 

the adoption of innovation. The results of the urv I 

three groups of age and educational attainment h r t 

categorical conclusions. The age of respondent in all thr 

70 years. Educational attainment also varied in all gr up 

Active participation in the extension programme in B ru 

differences in the personal and social characteristic am n p 

The Recruitment of Participants 

The three groups that joined the extension programm In 

from different economic strata and educational b 

however, is that the first group (Table, I b) includ 

some kind of influence in their communit . Th 

. d wI'th it. Am n th 111 r ' administration or closely associate 

76 
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representative council, executive COun il I I rniliti 

Boru Lencha. They are the resource rich \ ith I n h 

have more livestock and means to additi n I In rn 

including remittance from children living and w rk in 

abroad. 

The core in the first group belongs to what w m 

structure. By virtue of their standing in the local 

extension programme at its inception. The inten it 

this local elite and the Development Agent is comm 

many important decisions regarding the programme ar mad 

with the kebele administrators. The symbiotic relati n 

elite are commonly noted by the peasants in Boru L n ha. n 

this symbiosis repeatedly pointed out by the pea ant i lh iii t ' 

plot of land allocated to him by the kebele admini Ir Ii n. h' 

peasants, was the selection by the DA of kebele adm ini Ire t en 

the local elite in the first group. 

T h Consi t nl he fi rst group does not, owever, mm II 

structure. Some of the peasants in the group er 

Again, the role of the Development Agent v a mph IIlIll III 11 

7 



xplaining the inclusion of these poor ilJiter I p 

of "clients", proteges either of per on in th I 

Agent himself. The clients of the DA ar 

services of various types. Some help th 

in his allocated plot. The personal farm of th 

the magnitude of the proceeds from the wheat and ni 

of debate among peasants in their private c n 

however, provide more personal services some 

and unethical by the peasants. Conclusive corr b rali n 

diffi cult in the course of the research. The observ d willin 

to become regular messengers for the DA, particularl in 

other items testify that the DA did establish a ~ rm " tr n· It '(1 .. r ·11 i n \ i h 

some peasants. 

The close relations between members of the fir t T up nd th 

seem to explain the favourable responses thi gr up 

merits of the extension package and the performan 

presence of the DA as well as in his absence m m 

positive views. 

8 
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The composition of the second group 
bl ~ , 

including members of the local elite and the Ii nl 

ord inary community members who were app rent! ' t 

them. These latter are not formally part f th I 

known to be wise men, honest and articulat t \ h 

advice or settlement of disputes. The communit Ii t n 
In 

because of their criticism of the performance and di 

they were selected in the second group. 

Though the third group seems to show the same interm in lin 

characteristics, its core was found to be ordinary p a ant un 

power structure. It was thus only in the third year f th 

benefits of the programme started to reach the intended 

third group consists of committed peasants, who ie f; rmin th ir m 

source of live!ihood. Their commitment and dedi ati n , I In h 

performance they achieved in their first year of parti ipati n in (11 

The partial observations made in the course of the r ar 11 in 

suggest prevalence of some peculiar dynamic und rI in th r 

. . e The i nifi ant the agrIcultural extensIOn programm . 

d t inno ati n. It w willingness of the peasants to a op 

79 
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p a ant would say the corruption 

peasants were eager to join the pr gramm th 

coordinated the interception of the ben fit 

The role of the Development Agent i n I 

peasants to the extension programme. It i al 

relevance and effectiveness of the package b 

community. Before dealing with the issue f th 

highlight first aspects of the position of the De el pm nt 

The Development Agent 

nt 

The Development Agent is a salaried govemm nt mpl I 

agricultural branch office of MOA in Hitosa woreda. Hi 

1fT 

h 

\\ 'r, it i 

unt I I· 

solve problems related to their agricultural acti iti . II i th 

communication pertaining to agricultural matter b" 

community he serves. He is the official to over e th 

of the extension package and any other directi 

policy. His activities include granting credit t p 

purchase of grain from local peasants on behal f f 

80 
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In carrying out his duties, the De elopm nt 

decision-making in the course of hi int r ti 

When some of the participants in the ext n i n pr r 

loan, he is mandated to assess their rea on 

Many community members in Boru 

professional qualifications and competen e th 

disclosed to me that he underwent training for ab ut 

than the Diploma which persons in his po iti n ar hi 

background which seem to explain the di fficultie h 

agricultural problems. This has been often been a iat d with in III 

to answer some questions raised by peasants. 

The question of the relations between the DA and the I I P w r tru ur' \\ I t1r' I 

noted. The acquisition of a plot of land is one irregular a t n th rt th 

act of the DA causing dissatisfaction concerns arran 

on behalf of the government. During the period of r 

such arrangement. 

The background to the purchase of local wheat wa th \ 'rnm 'nt t 

peasants from exploitation by traders. Go ernm nt ann un . , In 

orders DAs in the country to buy from local pr du 

. I) h'ghrthn whtth'l announced price (200 birr per qumta wa I 

81 



the peasants of Born Lencha, Instead of fal'rl d' t 'b . I n utln th 

to all , or many peasants, the DA collected the \ h at r In th 

of local elite and clients, 

The dissatisfaction of the peasants in Boru Lencha \ ith th I 

not limited to issues of morality and corruption. Man n t d th t h 

visited farms along the main road of the kebele and n 

community, To this effect they pointed out that the DA 

members of the local elite and those in his service. Th ttitud 

peasants in the community was generally of superi rit . /I di 

willingness to listen to them irrespective of the content of what th In 

This complaint was even raised by some of the ben fi i ri 

programme who emphasised the rigidity of the DA deli erin th xt n i n 1 

According to them, that rigidity constituted a serious con trai nt. 

The Interaction with the Community 

The participants in the extension package were requir d t 
\ irtu I mili 

, . bOde by pre ripti n dISCIpline and obedience, They have to a I 

of seed bed use of disease-resistant improved variet , 
timum ., 10 

82 



sowing technique, proper fertilisation rate m th d 

pesticide and herbicide, timing for weeding and h 

issued by the DA. All participants in the 

comply with these instructions, including tho 

hectare. To some participants, rigid complianc 

tin 

Agent were irrelevant and at times counterprodu ti . 

inevitably ensued, with consequent conflicts bet we n p a nt 

Agent. Conflict over use of chemical fertiliser is a ca in pint. 

The use of chemical fertilisers is part of the extension pa ka 

lifted subsidies, the price of fertilisers rose steadily 0 er th 

Lencha peasants knew and used fertilisers before the laun hin 

programme. With the launching of the package fertili r \ 

below market prices and that constituted one benefit from th pr 

As the DA delivered the fertilisers in the package the p a 

on the basis of prior knowledge and experience concemin th 

on the growth of wheat. From past experience the ti und 

ith Ii . t1 i 

r 111 

r 111 111 • 

~ I t \\ h 11 and more dap than what the DA prescribed wa mor u u 

h . . . I d urea result d in unn t e mdigenous techmcal know e ge was . 

weak stalk which could not stand hail, rain and wind. Th 

83 



supply of dap and less of urea. Instead of an· . mplm l 

claims of peasants regarding the chemical th 

request of the participants and continued to uppl ' nd 

material. The peasants had no option but to recei 

to use them according to their adapted way. 

The community is almost unanimous in presenting the pr I m . \l h . 

time and supply factors related to innovation input . 

long time for iaputs though they finished preparing the I nd 

supply is not solely the responsibility of the DA, no expl n Ii n 

offered to peasants. Again, when supplies arrived, often th 

peasants were waiting for. Lack of explanation served t 

and peasants, who tended to ascribe the supply problem rrupli n. 

The Mitigation of Benefit 

From the foregoing discussion, the role of the De el pm nl 

process is clea~ly pivotal. The performance of the De 

seems to compromise the purpose of his post. In thi 

to recapitulate and discuss aspects of the wa 
10 \ hi h th ' 

mitigated the benefits of the extension package. 
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At a first and general level, there is the que ti n 

Development Agent. The discretion exercised in 

programme, discriminate purchase of wheat acqui iti n 

elements of the local elite were instances pointed out by th 

Instead of ben~fiting the poor peasants, the Developm nt 

intercept the benefits of the extension programme. Thi r ic 

accountability, to which the community is not entitl d in it 

Development Agent. Consolidation of the extension programm 

whereby the community holds the agent accountable. m th 

recommended to that effect. But one realistic measure i t r d In th' n 

employee of the local community not of government. The c mmunit , in 

would have to pay the salary of the agent. Alternatively th a ent 

the local community, nominated by the community for trainin 

responsibilities. 

Equally important with the regard to the role of the De el pm nt 

of attitude towards peasants. Though the DA was clearl und r­

deal with superiority and arrogance with the peasant . Hi 

. . . I tI rtilisers not onl the commumty concernmg chemica e 

d t ted bad publi learn something new, but also emons ra 
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relevance and effectiveness of the extension packa 

pursued to higher levels, could have served to r 

package, at least in Boru Lencha, in such a way a t 

Chapter Two, however, the basic shortcoming of xt n i 

the disregard of peasant knowledge. The Ethiopian pr mm 

exception, demonstrating a heavy top-down approach . A . am, 

programme seems to call for a more flexible appro a h 

listening to the peasants. 

As far as the peasant response is concerned, it was obviou th t th I 

was very keen to join the programme. The myth that pea ant 

was clearly def.ed. But very few peasants were actual! enr II d in th 

most of them were not the most needy. What is at issue doe n t 

peasants. It is rather the response of planners and implement r 

to respond, and positively, to the enthusiasm of pea ant t 
d l 

innovation. 
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Table I a: Table showing economic status b 
- roo ram of the first group of adopters. 
p "' -

*H.H Age of Literacy No ofH.H 

H.H.H 
IL 
LCRW 
SG 
RR 
RP 
RM 
CIR 
GR 
Both 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 

8 
9 
10 
II 

> 2 hect. - RR 

H.H.H 
70 IL* 
54 LCRW 
42 3sG* 
41 SSG 
41 LCRW 
36 8SG 
30 IL 
31 LCRW 
32 9SG 
27 12SG 
45 SCRW 

Household (head) 
(Illiterate Literacy campaign) 
Read and Write 
School Grad 
Resource Rich 
Resource Poor 
Resource Medium 
Corrugated Iron Roof 
Grass Roof 
Both CIR and GR 

1.75 - 2 hect - RM 
< 1.75 hect. - RP 

Membe~ 
9 
II 
6 
7 
5 
5 
3 
4 

6 
3 
9 
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Land h Idln &.: Y CAl' or jomr.; 
. Eeo~mle Status u.lnldt'''P~IL-n 
5 heel~· ~I 
4 heel~ -
3.5 heel ~ -
3 heet RR -
2.5 hecl ~ -
2 hect.RM · .. 
2 hecl. RM .. 
2 hecl.RM .. 
1.75 hecl~ .. 
1.50 h~I . RP · '" 

I hecl. Rp .. 



Table Ib: Production of wheat on 0.5 heel. and th 
holding of the first group of adopter . 

H.H House fanning Inn Mixed Crop 
Type Equip. Produced Produced All 

Type Wheat on Holding 
0.5 heel. 

Both Traditional 21 129 
& Modem 

2 ClR 26 117 
3 CrR 27 105 
4 Both 24 94 
5 CIR 19 75 
6 26 65 
7 24 69 
8 26 74 
9 GR* Traditional 21 58 
10 31 59 
11 25 37 
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:@ble 2a: Table economic Status based on Land hold in 
programmed of the second group of adopters. 

H.H Age of Literacy No. of Land 
House House holding 
Hold Hold Econom ic 
Head Members Status 

45 2 SG 7 2.50 
hect.RR 

2 60 IL 6 2.50 RR 
3 27 LCRW 7 2RM 
4 25 10LG 2 2RM 
5 32 LCRW 4 2RM 
6 35 LCRW 3 2RM 
7 35 IISG 5 2RM 
8 37 7SG 4 1.75 RM 
9 41 4SG 4 1.75 RM 
10 43 LCRW 6 1.75RM 
11 32 6SG 5 1.50 RP " 
12 35 IL 6 IRP 
13 45 IL 5 O.5 . RP 

Table 2b: Production of wheat on 0.5 hect. and the total annual production 
crops on whole holding of the second group of adopter . 

H.H House Farming Inn. Prod. Mixed crops Employme 

Type Equip. What on Produced on Income 

Type 0.5 hect. All 
Holdings 

Both Tradition 27 71 None 

al& 
modern 

2 Clr 28 \02 

3 CIR Tradition 38 11 2 

al 
4 Both 23 99 

5 CIR " 23 93 300 Birr 

6 Both 24 89 None 

7 CIR 23 82 

7 GR " 20 77 

9 Both 21 75 

10 GR 23 83 

11 CIR 25 87 300 Birr 

12 20 77 one 
Both 200 Birr 

13 R 26 56 
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Dble 3a: Table showing economic status based on landh I 
. . . 0 In 

H.H 

1 
2 
" ,) 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 

Table 3b: 

JOining extension program of the th ird gr up 

Age of Literacy No. of Land hold ing 
H.H.H H.H 

YeJr II' 
& con mi J In! 

Members t tu c -

18 LCRW 3 
Prot 

2.5 heel. RR 19'16-
23 4SG 12 2 heel.RM .. 
18 LCRW 5 2 heel. RM .. 
21 IL 6 1.75 heel. RM .. 
16 IL 5 1.75 heel.RM .. 
18 IL 7 1.50 heel.RP .. 
17 LCRW 3 1.50 heel.Rp .. 
24 IL 10 1.50 heel.RP .. 
23 IL 9 1 heel. RP .. 
24 IL II I hecl.RP .. 
22 LCRW 7 1.50 hecl. RP 

,. 

Production of wheat on 0.5 hec5ts. and the total annu I pr 
holding of the third group of adopters. 

H.H House Farming Inn. Mixed No of Au ' III I') 

bu in 
Type Type Produce crops Live toe 

d wheat produce kin H.H 

on 0.5 d on All 
hect Holding 

CIR Traditional 24 170 5 -None 
.. 

2 GR " 30 73 7 

76 2 
.. 

" CIR " 35 
,) 

4 " 31 50 9 
" 

5 " " 33 61 8 .. 
6 " " 26 53 3 

" 
7 GIR " 27 57 4 

" 
8 GIR " 22 52 3 .. 
9 GR " 22 34 5 .. 

20 29 4 
10 " " .. 
I I " 26 26 3 
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CHAPTER IX 

SUMMARY AND CONCL 

In Ethiopia, as in many developing countries ue h 

extension programmes to modernise the peasant agri ultur up n \\ hI h I 

the population depends. The current programme aim I 

varieties, improved farming techniques and impro ed Ii 

sought to contribute to the investigation and anal i 

extension process in the particular case of Boru Leneha k b I . 

State. 

The peasants of Boru Lencha experienced extension pr gramm 

in Ethiopia with CADU. That experience induced pea ant I 

programme. When this study was carried out onl p 

benefited from the current programme. Though the parti ip nt 

positive impact of the programme, it was not in doubt lh I r I li\' 

achieved with respect to food and clothing h u in nd 

perhaps most significant, increased school intake f hildr n. 
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The criticism raised by the peasant community of th 

were selected eventually defined the focus and r 

m nn r I 

criticism drew attention to an important issue to 

diffusion paid little attention, especially in Ethiopia: 

which the extension programme is implemented and the \ 

and performance of the Development Agent, th fi it I r 

implementation 

The study is based on a survey of 35 of the 57 peasant parti ip tin in th' . 

programme. The survey was carried out to investigate and an I 

social characteristics, including age, literacy and edu ati n I 

household and land holdings, number of livestock and h u 

supplemented by partial observations, informal intervie 

covered both participating and non-participating peasant a \II II < 
m rTI 

kebele administration. 

. h Ie was cia ified int 
In analysmg the survey data, t e survey samp 

by the date in which they respectively started parti ip ti n. 

characteristics of the three groupS revealed a heterog
en 

u 
III 

. ' . I and social har 
mcluded peasants of varymg persona 

I h' I 
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reality seemed to defy widely held views I' th I' n e Iteratur 

the rich and reluctance of the poor to J' oin agr' I I ' ICU tura Inn 

In each group, however, a core of peasants with similar h r 

The core in the first two groups consisted of element fr m th I 

the third group the core consisted of ordinary peasant un nn t 

power structure, 

Research into the determinants of recruitment of pea ant int lh 

programme indicated the magnitude of influence exercised b 

in the process , The selection of beneficiaries was carried ut b th 

Agent. In that selection, as in many other instances when ignifi nl 

made, the DA exercised the wide discretion granted to him, Th 

of the local elite with whom he enjoyed symbiotic and/or trat 

granted privileges to peasants with whom he established patr n- Ii nl r I 

close relations between the DA and members of the first two gr up 

positive views expressed by the latter on the role and perform an 

virtually the case that defending the DA amounted to defendin 

w r Lin 
Though the third group achieved higher performance th 

criticism of the DA despite their recognition of the ben fit 

programme, 
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NumerouS complaints were raised by peasant . s regarding rruP! n 

on the part of the DA including access to a'" . larmlng pi t In th 

complaints were corroborated by observations in the cour 

discretion in favouring his close associated in the purcha wh 

Lack of accountability to the local community apparently made 

who was supposed to serve. It also compromised the bj 

programme: benefiting poor peasants. The interception of the 

power structure points to the significance to be accorded t 

development planning. 

The interaction between the Development Agent and the local mmunl ) \ ' I 

conducive to the furthering of programme participatory bjc tiv . I h' 

demonstrated an attitude of arrogance and superiority vis-a-vi th P 

The top-down approach adopted in planning and implementing th 

mitigated the relevance and effectiveness of the programme b rulin 

peasants. Though the government strategy emphasized the parti ip ! 

mpli n \\1 h h' 
P ADETES, participation in Boru Lencha tended to mean 

. . . r d ant peri n • \\ i h h 'mi " 
mstruction of the package. The DA thus triVIa Ise pea f 

.. " . ful d' logue between plann 
lertlhsers, thereby obstructing a frUlt la 

d 
.' programme objective . M r 

an, once again compromlsmg 

I nl 
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frameworks sensitive to local needs, problem nd 

recommendable. 
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Interview til 

1. 'Vhat is your age? The number of your hou hold m mb r . 
2. what is the status of your literacy? 
3. When did you become participant member of the rIm 

4. How and why did become participant memb r? 
5. What is the amount of your land holding? 
6. What is the number of your live tock? 
7. What benefits did you draw from participantin in th 
8. What problems did you face as a participant memb r. 
9. Did you get the inputs you wanted when tartin th t n i 0 pr 
10. How do solve whenever you face e tension related pr hi m ? 
11. Would you compare the quality and quantity of food 0 our b u 

and after participant in the programme? 
12. Would you compare the quality and quantity of cloth of 

before and after joining the programme? 
13. Woul you compare the quality and quantity o · our h u 

before and after extension programme? 
14. Did the type of your home change related to b nefit t fr m 
15. What instruments do you use to plough? 
16. D you receive inputs in time and appropriat amount? 
17. What do you think about the cost of the inpu u 
18. Did your income increase as a resul of ext n i 
19. What is your relation with the D ? 
20. Is the DA impartial in treatment of member of th mmunll. f 

participants? 
21. Is the DA helpful in solving your problems? 

22. Does the DA listen to you? 
23. Is he effortful? 
24. How do you rate the DA in his general perf rman 
25. Did you ever serve as a com ittee OJ robe or n 

1.lr Iltlll. 
r 

kebele? 
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