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ABSTRACT

This study focused on the perception of vegetable farmers on the use of local language for
extension service delivery in Kwara State, Nigeria. The objectives were to: describe the
socioeconomic characteristics of the farmers, identify extension activities on vegelable
production, and examine the vegetable farmers' perceived benefits of extension agents' use of
local language in message delivery. Data were collected from 120 randomly selected farmers
using well-structured interview schedule and analyzed using descriptive statistics such as
frequency counts, percentages, and means. Pearson Product Moment Correlation was used (o
test the hypothesis of the study. The study revealed that, the mean age of the respondents was 46
years, mostly females and were married with an average household size of 7 persons with 24
years of farming experience. Seed Production and certification (88.3%), marketing (87.5%). and
safe use of agro-chemicals (86.7%), were the major extension activities enjoyed by farmers in
the study area. The farmers identified ‘improvement in farming activities " as the major benefits
derivable from extension agents’ use of local language in message delivery with a weighted
mean score of 3.42. PPMC analysis at 0.05 level of significance shows that marital status
(r=0.231, p=0.011), household size (r=-0.253, p=0.005 and educational status (r=0.223,
p=0.014) had significant relationship with respondents’ perception on use of local language.
The study recommended that extension agents who pass instruction to farmers should be
encouraged to improve on the use of local languages in (ransmitting extension innovations (o the
farmers to enhance their efficiency.
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INTRODUCTION

All over the world, extension services are required to help rural people advance their agricultural
productivity and improve their living standard (Wambura. Acker, & Mwasyete, 2012), whilst
agricultural extension is responsible for serving over a billion small-scale farmers in the world
Davis., Nkonya., Kato., Mekonnen., Odendo., Miiro., & Nkuba, J. (2010). Extension agents are
primarily committed to transferring results from research stations to farmers and vice versa. The
role of extension is to enhance the capacity of farmers to be able to identify and analyze their
own agricultural problems so that they could take appropriate decisions (Kimaro, Mukandiwa, &
Mario, 2010). Suvedi and Ghimire (2015) noted that the role of extension today goes beyond
technology transfer to facilitation; beyond training to learning and includes assisting farmers to
form groups, dealing with marketing issues, and addressing public interest issues in rural areas.
ln order to do these, effective communication is required between extension agents, and farmers
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to extension contacts. A notable proportion of the resy
education. This may be due to [ow premium given

conforms with what was reported by Aderinoye-Ab
rural farmers had low formal education. In addition,

was 7 persons and the average years of farming e pene
Abdulwahab and Salami (2017) found that vegeta fa
such farmcrs would have mastered the nitty gritty of

Extension Services Received on Vegetable Prdd’nc'fiqn

Table 2 shows the distribution of vegetable farmers based on the |
from the extension agents in their area. y

Table 2: Distribution of the vegetable farmers according to the extensi
study area.

Extension Services
Mark_eting Assistance

Safe Use of agro-chemicals Y5 s
Capacity building . S A i
Data gathermg

{ ) el o A5 -\.T{"t‘nm“i{ w ‘J .
Seed production and ccrnf'icatlan_ ot R e i e _

Crop improvement

Irrigation management iR 8
Storage techniques g et o
Package of commodities ot ot A N SO
Pest and diseases management o e g
Pre-season training . e

. S_g'urcﬁf'i?_'F'ie_ld:sfurvey,; (2019)

The results on Table 2 showing extension
seed groduntton and certification (88.3%),
chemg cals (86 7%) and 1rngatmn



Agricultural Economics and Extension N

Ta_blé@: Farmers’

le 3 perceived evaluation of exranc: ..
delivery on extensi ation of extensi,

on activities | e
Extension service nFT::elslt::g}’ -arvﬁa‘_ —
: very
T : s : Good
mprq\Igefl farm INg practices 71(59.2) 37
Market Information B8 e
Motivation for farmers® 66 (55.0)
participation R
] 56 (46.7)
Leadersl?sp and group dynamics S
Preparation of feasibility study 58 (48.3)
Storage 37.(30.8) 9075 5
Processing 9(7.5) 3(2.5) S
Data collection 10 (8.3) 31 — 8(6.7)

Source: Field Survey, (2019); Excellent=4; Very Good=3; Good=2; Fair=1

According to Table 3, the vegetable farmers rated extension agents’ use
dissemination of farming practice, market information and motivation f
in extension activities 1%, 2" and 3" respectively. However, p
comr_'rfodi_ties and data collection were poorly ra'te-i:l as they ranke :
poor ability of the extension agent to communicate effectively i

processing based innovation is capable of impacting negatively on farme
to their farm produce. This situation conflicts withi‘the position of Born ¢
study where they asserted that value addition in agriculture predominan
to receive a bigger share of the consumers’ spending in the market. Fu
of extension agents’ ability on the use of local language in data

on the quality, characteristics and skills of planners and implement

the success in any extension programme (Coutts, Robert, Frost

Testing of Hypothesis
Table-4: Relationship between selected socio-economic
farmers on Benefits of Extension Agents' Use of Local La

Variable r-vall g s
Age . 0.177
Marital Status

Educational Level |
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CONCLUSION

The study conclud ‘ :
uise of local langiigtzati;hfhze%?izisifartmers in the study favourably rated extension agents’
motivating farmers’ Wprs LE na ion of fa.rqnng practices, market lnfom}atlon an-d
extension agents could usc? A Inextension activities. The farmlers are of the view that if
g0 a long way in i Se e ang_uage in dlssenﬂ:1|1at1ng information to their clients, it would
& Way In Increasing or boosting their effectiveness, However, processing of agricultural
commodities and data collection were, on the other hand, poorly rated as farmers feel that
regardless of

| the language used, extension agents would effectively perform the specified tasks.
The perception of the farmers on extension agents” use of local language for service delivery is

highly influenced by the level of farmers’ educational attainment as the educated farmers are the
ones who hold this view.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The study therefore recommends that government and non-governmental based extension
agencies should inculcate training on efficient use of local language in their in-house training so
as to allow for improved extension service delivery and increased productivity for farmers.
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