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Abstract
This study investigates effectiveness of nrultilingual radio progmnme as a strateg)/ 1or clisscurjl1r tirr t
agricultural inlormation in Kwara State. Nigeda. Purposive samplirtg teclrnique u'as used itr sclecting littnr,:rs

listening to multilingual radio programme. Intewiew schedule was usecl to elicit inl'ottrratiorr llolrr 111

respondents. Farmers' knou,ledge about radio proganrn're was tested as follorvs: t4tether fatt'ttets listen to r:rrlro

proglanme or ot, tlpe of radio programme- Agbeloba, Enunuchi ard Teho. rinre of mclio ptotrrttnre ancl

constraints farmers faced with listening to agricultural radio progranune. Data was analysed usiug peLccn{agcs

and correlation. The result showed that majority of the respondents were male (60.6%), marricd (87.9%) arrd ol'

middle age range (31-50 years) group (80.2%). Majority of the famrers did not havc adecltialc linorvlcdge aborrt

tlre radio programme (82.60/o) and the tine of the prograrnme (94.7%). About 5'7.6To of the lnnners listclr to

radio because of News while 51.5% of the farnrer s listen to radio because of agriculturai ptogmnrme. Tlte

farmers that listen to radio programne agbeloba put the klou,ledge acquired tluough tlre proglamnlu irtlo

practice such as tlpes of potatoes (70.5%). plartiug on ridges (90.9%) and harvest (97.8?i,). Ilorvcvct. sonre

farmem that listened to ladio plogramme Tebo adopted the llrowledge acqttirccl ft-otrt thc l)rogralltnle suclr as

TMS30572 (59.5%), TMS 1425 (.42j%) while mauy have discontinued adopting the kno\r4edgc. Thc rcsull ol'

the analysis of va ance across the thrce djfferent ethnic groups in Kq,ata State shor.r,ccl tltat thcrc is rro

significant difference in tlre effect of multilingual radio programne aoross tlle three ethlic gloups. Tht'rr:l'ore

sovenunent should employ more experts in the field of agriculture to disscninate the needed inlormation to ihc

famrers.

Kelnrords: Multilingual. radio programme, Agricultural infomratiol. Ethnic groups, Pat tners.

Introduction

The dissemination of agricultural
information is very cmcial to agricultur-al
production because it enables farmem to leam
ilaovations which can improve thejr
productivity.Farmers use a wide range of
channels for receiving agricultural
information; while n.rass media and face-to-
face channels are very in,podant, onln.re

methods arc increasingly gaining acceptance
(Tucker and Napier, 2002).Available
infonnation and the sorrrces of such

inlonnation have been one of tl.re critical
factors affecting adoption rates of innovatiors
among farrners (IFOAM, 2003).

hr Nigeria, various communication media
are being used to transmit agricultural
ilfomation to fanners in line with national
policy on agriculture.The comrnunication
media include fanl magazine, leaflets,

newspapers, pamphlets, r'adio ancl television
among others (Dare, 1990). Autong thctu raclio

is the most prefert-ed tool o1' nrass

communication in Nigeria ( llkumanl<a nra.

2000).Radio is a por.vcrful comtliutication lool
(Clrapmar et o..2003) that has aiso plovcrl to
he llre nros( r'llcctivc rrrcrli,r irr I,ror]rol:rrl
agriculture antl del,elopnrent in ruta] at-cas

lNakabugLr- 200lr.The rcasort Iot lltc rrr. ol'
radio as source of inlomration rnay be becnuse

of the capability to drarv tlre atte111ior1 ol ils
diverse audieuce to nerv icleas. tcchniqucs anrl

latest info nation rcquir ir.rg ur:gent attelrliorl
and wide coverage. Agricultural plogranrncs
are ran on the r:aclio using bolh English ancl

native languages so that falnrcts can gc1 lhc
best information they nccc1. Raclios ate

available in thc ulban and rulal centres ancl

they are equally available in c]ifferent sizcs
that can be afforulable to farmers. Famrels lhat
do not }rave acccss. to elecltic polr,er suplrly
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c:rLl still usc the battery-oileraLed transistor
ra(ll0s.

'I hcr-efbls, llte iidvlntxges rlrake the radio a

porvcr'lil source of inlbt-uration among lhe

1:rrircrs. Nrvrcltltkrvu (2010) aud Agwucl a/.

(1003) nrltecl th 1 the rfl(lio 1)rt'trter agricultural
proltruulllte erltanced the extellt of adoption of

rr.jL'icu h LLt rl technologies.

food crops produced include cereals, tubers,

cocoa" kola-nut and livestock.The state has a

Iand area of 36, 825sc1 kilometer, with the

population of 2.37 rnillion which made up of
four rnail ethric groups namely: Yoruba,

Nupe, Fulani and Baruba (NPC,

2006).Agricultule is the main source of the

econony and the principal cash crops are

cotton, cocoa, coffee, Kola nut, Tobacco and

palm produce. Lime stone, feldspar, clay,

taotin and granite rocks are the main mineral

resources available in the state.Sorne of the

impofiant tourist attraction in Kwara state

includes: Esie museum, Owu-falls, lmoleboja

rock shelter, Ogunjokoro and Agbona-Hill'
Presertly, the state complises of 16 local

govenrments and Ilorin is the capital which is

ilso the principal sttldy area. The University of
Ilorin (1975) and Kwara State Polltechnic
(7972) are situated in Ilorin.
Popul:rtion and sampling procedure

The poPulation of the studY are

fhnners in n:ral colmunities of kwara state,

Nigeria. Tlie sampling technique involves

selection ol three local go\erruinerll areas in

Kwam state, Nigeria which ale Barlrteen,

Patigi and Offa L.G.A. The choice of these

local goven.tment areas was based ot the

dominince ofagticultural practice and

Ianguage used in the dissemination of the

programne.Simple random sampling method

was used to select tbrty-five respondents each

tiom Baflrteen and Patigi L.G.A while fbr1y-

two respondents were selected from Offa

L.G.Ato give a total sample size of one

hundred ancl thi y-two respondents for the

study.
For the PurPose of this researih,

effectiveness of multilingual lann radio

plogramme on technology usage by farmers

was based on the premise that farmers obtain

asricultural informatiqn through radio

plograrrme o.ing their local languages'

Data collection
lnterview schedule \4'as used to elicit

infonnation fiom the respondents using a

structuled questionnaire.The respondents'

klowledge on radio program was tested, radio

listening pattemed was measured, constraints

the faniers tacecl with listening to agricultural

radio programmeswere identified and the

extent of use of the kr.rowledge acquired

though the radio proglamme was determiled'

Data analYsis

Ll flt lu)tc
IiL,, Lhcr-molc, L)laleyeel a/,(2009) in their

lirr.lings on thc ct'lccliveness of radio ir.r the

tliss.'miuution of agricultLrral infbmration

slrorvccl thiLt r-rtLio is a uselul source ol
ruliuultural irtlbrmalion bLlt it needs

i,r:rll ove tn"nt in the areas o1'scrvice delivery

witli l vicrv o['ovet-cotliug lauguage barrier,

porir' 1:rr-cseutlttioir o1'liey points and improper

intcrllrcLiltioll of scicntific tcnns / units of
r r reirsur-cntcrtts.'lhe cii sseltr ination of
inlbflualion lo thl'mers in the Iuml
corrrrtttrtilies o1'Kw:rr-a state is dor.ie in three

clil'ltrent languages rvhich itrclucle YonLba,

Bltul)u ur(l Nr:pe.The popLrlar agricultural

l)ro{iil[ll'l]cs lltrt nre beitrg airecl in ladio

i(u,ir" ,,,. ",\C llE LOBA". "TEBo" and

"l-NUNUClil" in YolLrba, BatuutL and Nupe

lur ryritltgcs rcspuetivcly.The spccilic objectives

o1' lliis plpet- lt c to
(i) Iirantine listencrship by fhrmels'

( ii) Dclcl'rnine lirt'tle-rs listerung

pxltern.
(iri) Detert}iirte the dxtcLlt ol use o[ the

hrowledge accluireiL

(iv) ltlcntily problems thc thlmers f'ace

rvith the agricultural r-adio

pIoqt-:tlllIIleS

I ::, ii0thcscs
llr: Thcle is no siglificant relationship

Lut,r..tt tlte seleetcd iotio- ccouotltic

uhllucteristics and the efiect of aglicultulal

r-lrtlio progratntne ou technology usage'

ll:: Tieri is lo signilicaut clit'ference in the

eLle'ct of liirrtt tatlio progftItn]nes across the

lhreu ethl]ic groLLlls ilr kwara stlle'
h t rthotlologY
StiiilS'lrea

'l'hc stLrtly rvas cat'ried out i Kwara

sLlle N ilei-iii. 'fhe state has trvo tlaiu climatic

sllisolls; the tlry al]cl u'et season- The llatural

vuuct:ttiLru cotlprises of r'voodecl and rainibrest

,,,',:.,,,,,,, l ith atluual laiulhll ranging

bcrrvccll000 to I500rmn lvhilc the average

t.,,,p".ntrr" Iics bctrveen 300C lncl 350C Over

9rl per cerit ol'thc rurll poptrlace is involved in

liunirg. Agriculiure is the nlxinstay of the

"..,,ro,i1, 
ilkl'l,ra State . Valicties of cash and
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Measurement of knowledge farm radio

prograrnme: Based on the content analysis of
the threefarm radio programmes broadcast

during the study period, a knowledge test

consisting of 19, 6 and 13 items were

constructed and content validated for the three

pro grammes resPectivelY.

Radio listening pattem: This was measured by

asking the respondent some questions oD

ownership of functional radio, Access to

listening to radio, rnedia used for information

seeking, Appropriate time to listen and also the

frequency oIradio ]istenershjp. Conslraints lhe

larmers laced with ''listening to Ag icultural

radio programmes: This was measured by

asking fanners to put a tick against the severity

of problems such as cost of radio, cost of
electricity, the maintenance , and language

barrier to radio listenershiP.
The extent of use of thee knowledge

acquired through the radio programme: This

was measure based on the various topics that

were disseminated through the agriculture

radio programmes. Their positions on the

colrtinuum of awateness to adoption were

measured.

Table 1: Personal character!q!4!9[!E Mp!419!ts-
Frcg!!!!lcl!L

Data was analysecl using pelcentagcs alltl

correlation.
Results and Discussion
Socio- economic characteristics of thc

respondents
Table 1 shorvs the socio-ecotto nl ic

charactelistics of the respondents.lvlaj ority o1'

the respondents n'ele male ((r0.(:l%) This resttlt

agrees with fir:Ldings of Nrl'ankocl a/'(i009)
that showed that male gendel still tlomitralcd

falmingi activities in Nigeria. Majoritl' of tlre
respondents belong to midclle age grorrp ol
31-50 years (50.2%). marriecl (87.9%).

practice Muslinr religion (72.4%). havc snrall

farm holdings (94 6%) and l.tousehold sizc

(76.4%). A rrutlbei of authots reporlecl lltat

majorily of sub-sahara populatiol livin-u in

rural areas catt be considerecl as smallholtlcr-s

mainly because of their limited rcsoLtrcc

elclowr.nents relative to other fhrners iti t hc

same sector (Dixon, cr r/.,2004).About 55 79ro

of the farmers have spent more than 10 ycars

in farming business. This inrylics that rrrosl of
the farmers have la.rowledge about farnling.

Charactcristics
Pcrcc tagc

Scx
Malc
Fernalc
Total
-{gc ( ycrrs)
Young( < 30)
Middle (31-50)

old (> 5l)
Total
Marital strhrs
Single
Married

Seperaicd
Total
Housclrold siz-e

Small2-5
Mediurr 5-7

Inrge >7
Total
Edrcational level attained
Non fonnal
Primaly
Sccordary

Teftiary
Degree/ Mastq/ PhD
Total
Religion
Christian
Islaln
Total
Farm size in hcctares
Small 1 l5
Large > I5
Total

I9
I0r)
7

132

i 9..1

t00 0

301
5.4
r00.0

t.5
117.9

().8

r00.0

16.4
lt.l
2.3
t00.0

l5.r)
49.2
17.4
r6.7
0.8
t00.0

72.1
100 0

5.4
100.0

EO

52
r32

2
t16
tl
I

132

100

3

t32

21

65
23
22
l
132

30
9',7

t2'7

125
'/
132

Years of farming cxP€riencc
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0 l1
li-l +

:,1+
-li,lrLl

'73

4t
t'7

t3t

55.',7

3t.4
12.9
r00 0

Suurtci I iclll slllYcy: .JLrnc 2Ul3

lilnners' l<norvletlge nbout the radio
I)l'oglnrnmc

Tabie 2 shor.r,s that quite a lumber of
the firmler-s tlid not have the klowledge of
aglieLrltnral llrograrrmes that have been

clisscrnilated by re radio station. Majority of
llrc thrnrers (82.6920)have low knowledge about
thc prograrnancl clo not have a comprehensive
krrorvletlge about the lime of the prografl1, the
dr;, the progr-ltrr holcls and the name of the

program (94.60k).Olaleye er a/.(2009) in their
findings on the eff'ectiveness of radio in the
dissemination of agicultural information
showed that radio is a useful source of
agricultural information but it needs

improvement in the areas of service delivery
with a view to overcoming language barrier,
poor presentation of key poilts and improper
intelpretation of scientific temrs / units of
measurements.

'I nblr 2: DistrDistributiotI of responde|rts by loro\vledge on the radio progratnme
lirequcncics Perccntagc!.:q+:s

lirto\l lcJgc Sc{r'cs
t-utt'(0-3)
Nl ().lcrllc(-1-7)
ll i!h (---3)
'l{,LrLl

t09
1.1

ll2

82.6
10.6

6.8
100.0

4c).2

20.5
6.t

100.0

43.2
s6.8
t00.0

94;t
4.5
0.8
r00.0

Otlre a lrgr'icultrtl xl rudio progt artrttrc
Ni)na
Agtrr Lrba

l:r LrrLLrchi

Lrlli cr r
'l oirl
1-is1cllillg to lilrlll r'r(lio pl'ogrrlrtDrc
No

I otlrl
h o\\'['rlgr' of Pr'ogIllrrDre titrrc
l.('\\'(0-j)
Alcluge (4-7)

I li,r r (>li)
l L,tll
S,,Lrr'..: I'i.l.l sLLrvry: lLr,rc 20li

65

21
8

t2
ll2

5'7
'75

132

I25
6
I

t32

l,'rr'nr ltrdio listelership to :rgricultural
pl'(,gr1Imrues

Tablt' 3 shows lesult o1l tlte
riir. n.r'.lri1l rl.rjlrblc orr Irttn rt.lio PrograIIIlne.
Nlujority of the respondents owl a persoual

lirlctioning llrtiio (62.1%) access to radio
(76.3%), ancl listeLr to radio progmmme

1S7.29i,). Ilorvever, aboul 57.69lr, o1'the fanners
lislen to raclio be-causc ofnews rvhile those that

listcn to AgricLrltlLral plogramrt'te was 51.5%
irrrd 6.l% lor rnusic a:nd 4.6ya of the famers
lisrcl tbr- oilicl leasons. On the hcqulncy of
lisLcnership, trbout 42.4fo olthe thnlers listen
rtr .\glicultut'll programmes occasionally. The
(inrc rrrost preii:rred by thc fiu'ruers to listen to

iillicLrhLrral progralnme is ti-orn 6prn to

midnight (67 .4%) . 34 .l% of the farrners like to
spend 5 -20 minutes to listen, while 25.80/" of
tlie fannem prefer 21- 40minutes, 23 -5yo of rhe
farmers prefer 41-60 minutes, and 16.7%of the

farmers prefer more than one hour to
listen.The majodty of the famer s listened to
agricultural programmes 'in the evening hours

of the day; this might be:due to the fact that
almost al1 the fanners were engaged with
either farm or domestic activities in the

moming hours ol the day. This statemenl is in
accordance with Yahaya (2001) that farmers

own functional radio sets and prefer listening
to agicultural programs at the morning and

night hours ofthe day.
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to farnt ratlio rlolc
Table 3: Distribution of
Variables
OlYned Functioral Radio
Yes
No
Total
Acccss to listening to radio

No
Total
Media used lor informltion seeking.

Radio
Newspapcr
Television
None
Re,rson for mcdia listenershiP
Ag1 iculflual prcC.m me

Others
FrequencY of radio listcrershiP
Regularly
Of_ten

Occasionally
Appropriat€ time for listcning
7-Noon
l2!6pm
6pm-midnigtrt
Time spert listening(Duraf ion)

5-20 l11inules

21 -40 mioutes
4l -60 lirutes
Mo1€ tha, 60 nnmttes

s.3
l-1.5
61.1

t.l.l
l5r
tt.-s
161

82
50
132

86
44
]]2

16
l3
54
1l

68
'76

8

6

48
25
56

ll
3l
89

45
34
31

2L

P

6:.1
_r 7.q
t00.0

76.S

2i.l
t00.0

s7l
9.lr
40.9
t.4

5t5

4.6

3rr.1
ls.i)
"ll ,+

Problems encountered by farmers with the

agricultural radio Programmes
Tible 4 shows the level of severity of the

problems the farmers face in listening to
Agricultural radio prograrnmes. It was

diicovered that the cost of radio (57.6%) and

electricity (53.8%)were the most severe

problems limiting the fa|me|s listerlership ol'

agricultural progral]xlles. Most of tltc l'artlrcl s

di not 1.rave problem with the luaintdnatlce ol

the radio, the rveathel conclilion ancl langrratc

barier. This implics that iuconsistct.tt port'er

supply is a hiudtance to el'fcctive lat]io

progra1nme.

Table 4: Constraints of farmers coucerning radio programmes

PROBLEM

Cost ofRadio
Cost of Electr:city

\laintenance
\\ieathet condition

Language barrier
Any other

VERY SEVERE SEVERE NOT SE\/ERE

Frcq % Freq Frcq

45
4l

t4
l8

l3
4

3.1
ll.6

10.7
13.7

9.9
3.1

28
21

51 .6

51.8

21 .4

18.3

t1.6

34.1

12.6

70
61,9

1).6
93.1

39
89

95
t22

'16

11

23
5

survcy: Jme 2013

Adoption level of radio Programme
Table 5 shows that a large nulber of

people listening to Enunuchiagricultural
p.ogrr-ro" are not using the knowledge

acquired from the programme.Although they

have hearcl and tried some of these methods

but only few of these methods were adopted

b-v the respondents.

The methods ir.rcluclc type of krcal

breeds (64.4%), housilg (68.9%)' inocttlaliorr

(55.6%), vaccine (53.37") ancl best time 1o

i.""a (io.aZ1. This itlplies that thd farmers

ale selective in there acloption since the)' dicl

not adopt the r'vhole itrnovation iutrodltcccl to

them. Moreover. it sltows tilat thc radio stalion

clid not obtain leedback ftom the fhrmels 'fhis



i-ir( r :i a\L-' ai \lt Lrlll\ct \L R\Dlo Pt{ocR$I-\IE r,rr,roJ J -Js^. ir; Iarl_i \o_.. lu1-;

- . --. --. -:i l,:r; * ith the lepofi of Oladele

- i I r'' h,.r identitlecl tactors for
.:-: riilt inuancc b.-'havioul to include attitude,
i'.:. Siun iisit. lic..lbircli provision.
nl:i rlietrbility iul(L input avai labrlity.

'lable 5 lirrlhel reveals that most ofthe
lirlrrrcr.: ihrt listen to Agbelobaagricultural
prrrsftIrnrc put rhe knorvledte acquired frorn
tire pro!,rilrlrnrc into practice. A larger
prlccrllilge o1' the lirlmers liave aclopted the
innor.ltions got throLrgh the riidio aglicultural
p:-oll.mmllle . 'f hese ilnovations include type of
l)oLirroes (70.5%), Plalrting on r-iclges (90.9%),
l[.t'\(il 197..'0,1. llsil)g tlrc l|proPliate
Lnlr csling tool (93.29l,) antlplanLing with the
sLrrll< (100%). 'I'his inplies tll:lt the farmels
:rd()Plcd the irDovation obtailied tlx-,ough
'l ublc 5: Ltvtl ol rdoptior ofr':r(lio ilrlbr'Irratiou

agbeloba. This shows that their adoption is
sustainable; probably the innovation must have
impacted into their fhrm enterprise.

Table 5 also shows that many of the
famrers that listened to Tebo agricultural
programme tried the innovation but only very
few of then.r adopted it. The inlovations that
has been tded by most of the farmers aresoil
t)?e: Ioamy (63.2%), time of maturity hybrid
var iety(63.2%),time of maturity local variety
(63.2%) and TMS4 (2) (47. 4%).However, the
variety that is mostly adopted by the fhrmers is
TMS30572 (59.5%). This f,rndings show tl.rat

famers partially adopted the Tebo agricultural
program since they only adopted one variety
of the hybrid. It may be others were not
favourable to the ir environment.

tl llI Is HEAIID t't' I'IUED r1' ADOPTF]I) TOTAI-

l r,lrrs o1'loerl
.,\11ie IIy brid Broilul
AgL ie I ll biid Llycr
i\3rir llybrid Cothrrcl
ll,,using

lrrt.L
[.crl lirl l]roil,:r'
Fcc,.l iirl Laycls
l'uuil lirl uockrcl
Ir1,. LrluLiorr

Vuiiinc
Btst tlrLrc r,.r br'ecrl

l.irr irrg tinre 2.lit ks
Lir] ir!t lirnc l9\\,lis
[-LL\ inr] rinle i3\\.lis
Nlit,rlit), ol cockcr'cl
1\ lr,rLLIity ol BloilcI
l\ l.rr!rit) ol Laycrs

'11pis ol l)utiLLo
'l_r' rrs ol soil
l'lurrL L;u riclgcs
Ilrr!ust
llxr\ csling tools
l'lui L itirll(

\, urictics:TlllS-l0i 7l
'l \ rs.] (2 )

t\is I l])
'l \ ls 99/l l2i
'I I t5 9S,10iS

[tlLilizcl T5'1rc: N Pli
Li:li:li
i',)L,1rr), (lr0t,pirtgs

r,,,, JIng
f(r'Liiirrr llcquiLcrr rulrt: 4-
ij l)iL!thr

Inuttuchi
l (2.2)
l (2.2)
.l Gl.9)
2 (4..1)

1(2.2)
2 (:t.1.)

2 (1.4)
.l (8.e)
5(lr.l)
7 ( li.6i
l4 (31. r)
l] (23.9)
S ( lri.2)
l3 (40.0)
2.r (51.1)
l2 (4s.9)
2l (51. r)
2U (:14.4)

20 (rr4.4)

Agbelobx
l(2.2)
o / ){) i)r

'l'cbo

i(lJ.l)
s(Lr)
7( ls.4)

l0(26.r)
l.+(16.ll )

l6(4r.1 )

6( li.s)
l lJ(47.4)

t5 (33.3)
i7 (82.2)
l7 (82.2)
i6 (80.0)
r3 (2rj.9)
3,t (75.6)
l2 (7 r.1)
3l (73.1)
33 (73.3)
3r(6s.9)
6 (13.3)
8 (r7.8)
lr (25.0)
6 (r3.1)
9 (20.0)
8 ( r7.8)
7 (15.6)
7 (15.6)
5(1r.1)

l2 (27.i)
r7 (39.5)
1 (9.1)
r (2.2)
3 (6.8)

2e (64.4)
7 ( 15.('
4 (3.9)
7 ( 15.6)
3l (68.e)
9 (20.0)
ll (24.4)
I (r7.8)
7 (15.6)
7 ( 15.6)
25 (ss.6)
24 (53.3)
25 (56.8)
2t (46.7)
12 \26.7)
r5 (31.3)
15 (33.i)
i8 (40.0)
20 (44.4)

3l (70.s)
17 (39.5)
40 (90.9)
4l (97.8)
,11 (93.2)
43 (100)

22(59.5)
r2(3 r.6)
16(42.l)
16(42.1)
l6(42. r)
9123.'7)

4( 10.5)
16(42. r)
7(r8.4)

45 (100)
4s (r00)
4s (100)
45 (100)
45 (r00)
4s (100)
45 ( 100)
45 (100)
45 (100)
45 (100)
,rs (100)
4s (100)
4s (r00)
4s (r00)
4s (100)
45 (100)
4s (100)
45 ( r00)
45 (100)

44 (100)
43 (r 00)
44 ( 100)
44 (100)
44 (r 00)
43 (100)

37 (100)
38 (100)
38 (100)
38 (r 00)
38 ( 100)

. 38 (100)

38 (r00)
38 (r00)
38 (100)

r 2(32.4)
ls(47.4)
l5(39.s)
12(31.6)
12(31.6)
l5(39.5)

18(47.4)
16(.12.1)

1l(34.2)

S,,ilTroc: l-ornrv soil 5( ll.l) 2'1(6i.2) t)(23.'7) 38 (100)
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Tinlc of maturity Hybrid
va ety.
Local variety

4(10.5)
8(21.1)

24(63.2)
24(63.2)

i0(26.1)
6( 15.8)

-1N ( I00)
lN ( r00)

$irce: Field survcY: June 2011

Correlation analYsis
There was no significant relationship

between the selecled socio-econom ic

characteristics of the farmels and the effect of
the famr radio programme on level of
knowledge used by the fanners( Table 6) This

Tabl€ 6: Correlation between qocio-econo$-ic characte{s.!i-crs-lld le\ el ot krro"'ledBe tr}cd

Socio econotnic Scx nge- - Muri"l-Hnt""holcl -1d*t'i- R"lig;"t \'(''rr ('1"'r'')r:rli

charactelistics starus size attainmcnt cxltct icntt

implies that the socio ecotlotrric stalus do

irrfllr"n"e the level of adoplion ol thc

innovation. It shows tl.rat tirerc are otlter factot's

that farners rlay likely cousidet' belblc

adopting a particrrlar irl llo\ alioll

P=0.829 P=0.375 P:0.095 P=0.069 P:-0.069 P=0.201 P:0.1[0
Level of
knowledge used

r:0.033 r=0.1-15 r:0.252 ---0274 t=-O '214 r:0 19'l F0 20-l

Analysis of Variance
Table 7 shows that there was a

significant difference in the effect of farm

.f,lio ptogru**e across the three etlnic
srouos'in k*ur, atrt" The result across lhe

ihlee etlrnic groups shows thal agricultffal

program by Agbeloba was well adopted by the

farmers than the other two ethnic gloups'

Table 7: Alalysis of variance across the tlrree diffelent ethnic groups

,A.NOVA
Sig.Langucgcs

)'7 .541 .000
ENUNUCHI

Agbeloba

Tebo

Botween Gloups

withirl Groups

Tota!

Bctween Groups

within Croups

Total

Between Groups

Within Groups

fotal

i

44

45

1

44

45

I

44

45

l5.613

4 5t4 019

.000

Conclusion and Recommendation
The results of the study revealed that

farmers listened to radio agricultural

orosrarrlme and some of tllem ha\e used llre

ino\rl"dg. acquired lrom the proglam Io

improve their agricultural productivity'

Therefore, efforts should be intensified by
govemment, change agents and radio stations

io improre on the transmission of agr iculhrral

progr;mmes. Specialist in the different fields

of agricultr.rre should

disseminate agricultural
thete should be ProPer
languages for the

maximally.

be emploYecl ltr

infortration. Besiclcs,

nastery of the local
farmets to bcne llt
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