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ABSTRACT.

Paddy famers, in geireral perceive pesticides as in4ortaDt ioputs in rice production.

Indiscriminate use of pesticides resulted in the environmental, economic and health

probleos. This is the rational for IPM technology. IPM is based on the premise that

better agronornic praotices, oaintenance of agro ecosystem and integration ofvarious

pest contuol methods iDto cohesive strategies. IPM emphasizes the use of natural

control mechanisos and reduction in the use of chemical pesticides. CARE

htemational corducted training on the aqpdcts of IPM via FARMER FIELD

SCHOOLS (IFS), a non formal educatioral method ofFAO, in order to inrpart IPM

howledge to paddy farmers itr Porathie\,! Pattu Divisional Secretadat Divisiol.

lle studi atteryted to asses ihe impact of IPM trainiog io temrs of trahed i1fmers

awareness arid adoption of IPM practices and the Dfirsion of IPM techniques ftom

hained &rmers to untmined firmers and consequsrt adoptiol of PM practices.

The data was collected by interviewing a stratified random sample of60 paddy larmos

fiom the progamme inrplemented localities of Batticaloa distict ,nd fiom various
!

secondarj sources.

The farmer training m€tbod (FFS) used in the progranrme has contributed substarlially

to knowledge acquisition of IPM The concept ofIPM has not reached suficiortly to

mtained farmtets. R.ole of other etetrsion sources ia the dis-semination of IPM was



ii

ofthe tlahed ftImers have adopted IPM teclniques. The adoption ofIPM

the cost ofpest control sub$antially and increased the yield lwel

are identified in the adoption ofIPM such as restrictions in the availability

lraidy water atrd fertilizq and non adoption ofIPM by neighboring firmers.

hrmers reoognized tie economic aad errironmental benefits of IPM. This will

to the susainabilitv ofIPM

study recomends Ilow up programnes lave to be conducted to reinforce the

ofIPM and to achieve better uderslanding. Farmer organizatioN have to be

or rcactivated as IPM can etrectively be progressed via tie oollective action

fiImels. Ijmitalioru in the accessibilily ofiDiasfiuctures such as input $ppv and

narketing have to be elimirated Further research should be carried out to assess the

iryact of taining on tle awarenesq adoption and diftrsionqof IPM and on tle

dwelopment of technologies for IPM.
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