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ABSTRACT: The study examined farmers’ perception of 

extension agent’s activities in Ibadan North Local 

Government Area of Oyo State, Nigeria. Descriptive 

statistics such as frequency distribution tables and 

percentages were used in analyzing the study data while 

chi-square statistical tool was used in testing the 

hypotheses.  Results obtained revealed that majority 

(47.6%) of the respondents were between 31-40 years of 

age.  Most of them (70.2%) were male. The results revealed 

that majority (71.8%) of the respondents were married. 

Majority (50.8%) of the respondents have household size 

between 4-6 members. Some (47.6%) of the respondents 

had secondary education. About half (52.4%) of the 

respondents were Muslims while 47.6% were Christians. 

The study revealed that farmers in the study area were 

involved in the following extension activities improve 

seed/seedling supply (94.4%, mean-value = 1.94), tractor 

services (53.2%, mean-value=0.53) skill development 

(89.5%, mean-value = 0.89) and adult literacy programme 

(62.9%, mean-value = 0.63) in that order.  Results further 

revealed that respondents had favourable perception 

towards extension activities in the study area.  There 

existed significant positive relationships between the 

selected socio-economic characteristics of the respondents 

and their perception of extension agents’ activities. Also a 

positive significant relationship exist between extent of 

adoption and farmers perception of extension agents 

activities. The study recommended that extension agents 

should organize training and retraining programmes for 

farmers in the study area on the adoption of improved 

agricultural innovations. Government should also assist 

farmers in making available these improved agricultural 

inputs at a very subsidized cost for farmers.   
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Three out of four poor people in developing countries 
lived in rural areas, with the majority of them relying, 
either directly or indirectly, on agriculture for their 
livelihoods (World Bank, 2007). Agriculture plays an 
important role in both poverty reduction and economic 
growth. Agriculture remains the main source of income 
for about 2.5 billion people in the developing world (FAO, 
2003). The impact of the agricultural sector is wide-
ranging and extends to economic growth, food security, 
poverty reduction, livelihoods, rural development and the 
environment (Green et al., 2005). Moreover,  the  poorest  

 
 
 
 
half of the population benefits significantly more from 
agricultural growth than growth in other sectors of the 
economy (UN, 2008; World Bank, 2007). Nevertheless, 
despite evidence that investment in agriculture has 
beneficial impacts on agricultural growth and poverty 
reduction (Fan and Rao, 2003), since 1980 there has 
been a decline or stagnation in public expenditure on 
agriculture in most developing countries (Akroyd and 
Smith, 2007). Likewise, the proportion of Overseas 
Development Agency (ODA 2006) going to agriculture 
has also declined from around 18% in  1979 to   3.5%   in 
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2004 (World Bank, 2007). 

Agricultural extension and advisory services play an 
important role in agricultural development and can 
contribute to improving the welfare of farmers and other 
people living in rural areas. Anderson (2007) defines the 
terms agricultural extension and advisory services as “the 
entire set of organizations that support and facilitate 
people engaged in agricultural production to solve 
problems and to obtain information, skills and 
technologies to improve their livelihoods. Extension 
services can be organized and delivered but their 
ultimate aim is to increase farmers’ productivity and 
income. 

According to Anderson and Feder (2003) productivity 
improvements are only possible when there is a gap 
between actual and potential productivity. Extension can 
contribute to the reduction of the productivity differential 
by increasing the speed of technology transfer and by 
increasing farmers’ knowledge and assisting them in 
improving farm management practices (Birkhaeuser et 
al., 1991; Feder et al., 2004). 

The effectiveness of the extension system in fostering 
capacity building, technological adoption and ultimately 
improved agricultural outcomes depends on key factors 
relating to the advisory methods used, the governance, 
capacity and management structures of the extension 
system, as well as underlying contextual factors such as 
the policy environment, market access, characteristics of 
beneficiary communities and weather conditions. As 
noted in Birner et al. (2006), the reasons for effective 
service delivery will be diverse, including the 
appropriateness of the advisory methods, the capacity 
and numbers of extensionists, and the management and 
governance structures of the organizations delivering the 
services. And as highlighted by participatory models in 
particular, effectiveness may be also influenced by the 
degree of feedback and the mechanisms of delivery of 
information from farmers to the research and extension 
system, and thus the role of farmers in formulating 
demand and their ability to exercise voice. This may 
depend in turn on the degree of decentralization, the ratio 
of extensionists to farmers, a responsive management 
approach, and indeed the use of participatory advisory 
methods.  The policy environment determines the overall 
orientation of the advisory service, the degree of 
resources devoted to it and the types of farmers targeted. 
Characteristics of local communities, such as 
heterogeneity in terms of land and asset-holdings, 
ethnicity, education, gender roles and the degree of 
social exclusion, will determine the ability of the extension 
services to penetrate communities and reach the 
disadvantaged, and the degree of farmer-to-farmer 
diffusion. Finally, all of these factors, together with market 
access and weather conditions will determine the degree 
of adoption of techniques and final outcomes such as 
yields (for example, production per unit of land), income 
and empowerment.  

 
 
 
 
According to the World Bank (2007), majority of the 

rural population in developing countries rely on 
agriculture for their livelihood. Anderson (2007) points out 
that agricultural extension and advisory services support 
and facilitate people engaged in agricultural production to 
solve problems and to obtain information, skills and 
technologies to improve their livelihoods.  

There is growing concern for provision of effective and 
sustainable agricultural extension services to majority of 
the resource poor farmers in whose hands the bulk of 
agricultural production is left. Resource poor farmers 
belong to a complex, diverse and risk prone (CDR) 
agriculture, which supports several million of people in 
Africa (Rivera and Alex, 2003)  The importance of 
agricultural extension system therefore, remains that of a 
service to enhance the ability of farm families to respond 
to old problems and meet new opportunities.  

Agricultural extension programmes are therefore under 
pressure to change, because of growing fiscal pressures 
and questions about effectiveness and efficiency of their 
service (Rivera and Alex, 2000). To remedy this problem 
of bureaucratic management, the public sector has been 
shifting its services to private sector, sometimes totally as 
in Netherlands, New Zealand, Peru and in U.K or partially 
through contractual, outsourcing arrangement adopting 
private sector practice such as cost-recovery schemes or 
fee-based activities for services that were once freely 
provided.  

In view of the numerous and diverse challenge facing 
farmers today, the structural transformation of agricultural 
extension system is unavoidable, more so, that many 
countries are faced with significant fiscal constraints.  

They observe that from their analysis, extension can 
have significant relationships with these outcomes 
however; little information is available on the 
effectiveness of agricultural extension agent’s activities in 
the study area. The study will identify the type of 
agricultural extension activities provided to farmers 
Furthermore; this study will also raveled the strategies 
used to educate the farmers in the scheme. In addition 
the study will reveal the extent to which agricultural 
extension activities provided has impact on farming. The 
findings will provide information on the activities of the 
selected extension organizations needed in the 
improvement of the perception of rural small scale 
farmers’ productivity.  

It will also create an avenue for comparing the 
effectiveness of extension organizations in the 
development programmes of the study area. 
Furthermore, the results will show the extent to which the 
goals of the selected organizations and the beneficiaries 
in the community are interrelated and how the 
achievement of one might affect the achievement of 
others. The study will also reveal possible areas where 
government can create an enabling atmosphere for a 
greater spread and more effective perception of the 
private provider   of   extension   services    and   findings  
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emanating from this study will serve as basis for policy 
formulation for all the major stakeholders in agricultural 
extension and also in the development process of the 
entire agricultural sector.  

Lastly, it will bring into light how the activities of the 
selected organizations can be enhanced and suggest 
possibility of merger between public and private 
extension provider in order to improve the Extension 
system effectiveness.  

This study therefore attempts to assess the farmer’s 
perception of extension agents’ activities in Ibadan North 
Local Government Area of Ogun State. 

The general objective is farmer’s perception of 
extension agent’s activities in Ibadan North Local 
Government of Ogun State. The specific objectives are 
to:  
 
(i) Describe the socio-economic characteristics of the 
respondents. 
(ii) Examine type of agricultural extension activities 
disseminated to farmers in the study area. 
(iii) Investigate the media that are used to disseminate 
agricultural information to farmers in the study area. 
(iv) Evaluate extent of farmers’ acceptance of agricultural 
extension activities. 
                               
 
METHODOLOGY 
 
Area study 
 
The study was conducted in Ibadan North Local 
government Area of Oyo State. The choice of this distinct 
study area was due to the existence of inhabitants 
comprising people with a fair representation of different 
tribes existing in Nigeria, varying in categories of income 
levels (low, medium and high) and diverse occupations. 
Ibadan, a historic Yoruba town founded in 1820, is 
located in the tropical rain forest zone of Nigeria with a 
hot humid climate and an annual rainfall of 1.2 meters. Its 
geographical location makes it accessible. The nation’s 
main sea-port and commercial centre, Lagos, is 131Km 
to the south while Abeokuta, an ancient major city in 
Nigeria is 77Km to the west of Ibadan. The city has an 
urban population of over 2 million people predominantly 
of Yoruba tribe with a sizeable proportion of major tribes 
of Hausa and Ibo and other minor tribes and ethnic 
groups in Nigeria. The main occupations of the indigenes 
are farming of food crops such as cassava, maize and 
vegetables; craft, trading, civil service and cottage 
industry. Major markets in the area include Beere, Gate, 
Bodija and Agbowo, which provide avenues for sale and 
purchase of fish, other meat and meat products and 
foodstuffs. Ibadan North Local government Area is urban 
in all respects because it has a lot of modern social 
amenities, Federal and State government institutions, 
parastatals and non-governmental establishments.  
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Sampling technique and sample size 
 
Multi-stage sampling techniques were used to select the 
sample. A total of 124 respondents were sampled for this 
research work. 
 
 
Instrument for data collection 
 
Structured interview schedule was the primary tool that 
was used to obtain information from the respondents.  
The interview schedule was carefully designed taking into 
consideration the research questions, specific objectives 
 
 
Method of data collection  
 
Method of collecting the primary data involved the 
administration of interview schedule to respondents in the 
villages. The interview was done in the evenings when 
the respondents had come back from their daily work and 
are resting in their huts.  The question item was 
interpreted to them in Yoruba language with the options 
too.  Their responses were subsequently recorded on the 
questionnaire for them. An interview was used to elicit 
information from the farmers. This was carried out by 
distributing questionnaire to extension agents and 
interpreting the questions contained in the interview 
schedule to the farmers and responses were recorded.  
 
 
Data analysis and statistical methods 
 
Both descriptive and inferential statistical tools were used 
to analyze data collected from this research.  The 
descriptive statistics included frequency counts tables 
and percentages, bar and column charts as well as 
measures of central tendency.   
 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
Socio-economic characteristics of arable crop 
farmers in the study area 
 
Age 
 
The results revealed that majority (47.6%) of the 
respondents were between 31-40 years of age. This 
implies that respondents are still very strong, innovative, 
and energetic to be able to engage in productive 
activities. The result also shows that about 33.9% were 
within 41-50 age groups while only 18.5 per cent were 
60years and above.  This result is in line with the findings 
of Obeta and Nwagbo (1999) who noted that young 
farmers are always ready to accept new ideas and take 
risk of accepting innovation.     



Official Publication of Direct Research Journal of Agriculture and Food Science: Vol. 7, 2019, ISSN 2354-4147 

Oluwalana and Akinbosoye        431 
 
 
 
Sex 
 
As shown in (Table 1) majority (70.2%) of the 
respondents were male. The result signifies more male 
sampled respondents were into farm production 
compared to their female counterparts. This implies that 
farming activities in the study area were mainly the duty 
of the male folks.  This will be so because most of the 
rural households were male headed who whether they 
like it or not must take care of the family.  However, 
despite the huge responsibility of women at home in 
taking care of the home and processing some farm 
produces, 29.8% of them still engaged in farming 
activities.   
 
 
Marital status 
 
The results revealed that majority (71.8%) of the 
respondents were married. This indicates importance 
attached to marital affairs. It suggests that respondents 
had sense of responsibility and were at liberty to 
determine perception of agricultural extension activities.  
 
Family size 
 
Results also revealed that majority (50.8%) of the 
respondents have household size between4-6 members. 
The result signifies the likelihood of employing family 
labour for most of the farming activities. Production of 
arable crop is mostly done manually rather than 
mechanical activities simply because most of the farmers 
are still very conservative, not easily adopting the new 
modern technology. 
 
 
Educational attainment 
 
Educational attainment of the sampled respondents is as 
shown in Table 1. Results revealed that majority (47.6%) 
of the respondents had secondary educational 
qualification. This result is in agreement with Bekele and 
Mekonnen (2010), which revealed that an increase in 
level of education of the respondents increased the 
intensity of adoption of innovation which invariably 
increases production level. The more a farmer is 
educated, the more he observed the benefits of new 
technologies and this attract increase in hectares of land 
been in use for more cultivation which translates into 
improved production. Ingye (2005) also reported that 
education has a positive effect on the users of farming 
techniques because it allows a farmer to implement skills 
acquired from the extension agents. Educated elites are 
creative, innovative and this invariably affects their 
production. Ingye (2005) reported that education has a 
positive effect on the users of farming techniques 
because it allows a farmer to implement   skills   acquired 

 
 
 
 
from the extension agents 
 
Religion 
 
Distribution of sampled respondents based on religion is 
as shown in (Table 1). Results show that 52.4 per cent of 
the respondents were Muslims, 47.6 were Christians 
while none of the sampled respondents were 
traditionalists. 
 
Main occupation 
 
Distribution of sampled respondents based on main 
occupation is as revealed in (Table 1). Results show that 
majority (70.2%) of the respondents have chosen farming 
activities as main occupation. Farmers’ perception of 
farming as primary source of livelihood facilitates 
increased yam production for exportation.  
 
 
Farming experience 
 
Distribution of sampled respondents based on years of   
experience is as shown in (Table 2). The table reveals 
that respondents had mean experience of 19.75 years.  It 
shows that, 18.5 percent were below 5 years experience 
categories while majorities (62.9%) were within 
experience group of 5-10 years. Years of experience in 
farming activities remains an important factor determining 
farmers’ perception of yam production for exportation. 
Well informed and experienced farmers will make 
efficient and effective use of the available resources; 
devise possible means to raise their production level. The 
study is in tandem with Etim et al. (2013) that farmers’ 
education, family labour, extension contact and 
experience of farmers have a positive effect on the farm 
production level. 
 
 
Other occupation 
 
The results as shown in (Table 2) revealed that majority 
(70.8%) of the respondents were into trading as 
secondary source of livelihood. This indicates that 
respondents were into other income generating activities 
aside farming which serves as primary source of income. 
Income generation from different sources improves the 
wellbeing of the respondents, brightens investment in 
production activities which was the primary source of 
income and invariably enhances perception of farm 
production. 
 
 
Farm land acquisition 
 
The results revealed that majority (82.3%) of the 
respondents inherited the land used for farm production.  



Official Publication of Direct Research Journal of Agriculture and Food Science: Vol. 7, 2019, ISSN 2354-4147 

Direct Res. J. Agric. Food Sci.         432 
 
 
 

Table 1: Distribution of respondents according to their socio-
economic characteristics of the respondents. 
 
Socio-economic characteristics Frequency Percentage 

Age   

31-40 years 59 47.6 
41-50 years 42 33.9 
Above 60 years 23 18.5 

Sex   

Female 87 70.2 
Male 37 29.8 

Marital status   

Single 21 16.9 
Married 89 71.8 
Divorced 6 4.8 
Widowed 8 6.5 

Family Size   

1-3 22 17.7 
4-6 63 50.8 
7-9 37 29.8 
10-12 2 1.6 

Educational background   

No formal education 11 8.9 
Primary Education 54 43.5 
Secondary Education 59 47.6 

Religion   

Christian 59 47.6 
Islam 65 52.4 
Total 124 100.0 

Source: Field survey, 2019  
Distribution of respondents by agronomic practices 

 
Table 2: Distribution of respondent according to their 
agronomic practice. 
  

Farm Related  characteristics Frequency Percentage 
Main occupation   

Trading 37 29.8 
Farming 87 70.2 
Numbers of year of farming   

Less than 5 years 23 18.5 
5-10 years 78 62.9 
11-15 years 4 3.2 
Over 15 years 19 15.3 
Other Occupation   

Trading 87 70.2 
Driving 37 29.8 
Farm size    

1-3 94 75.8 
3-4 acres 24 19.4 
5-6 acres 6 4.8 
Mode of land acquisition   

Purchased 6 4.8 
Inherited 102 82.3 
Gift 16 12.9 
Total 124 100.0 

Source: Field survey, 2019  
 
 

Land tenure by inheritance gives freedom on the land. By 
implication farmers’ inherited land could be channeled 
towards increased farming activities.  

Farm size 
 
The result of the farm size reveals that the size of farm 
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Table 3: Type of agricultural extension activities among farmers in the study area. 
 
Extension agents activities No Yes   

 Freq % Freq % Mean Rank 

Fertilize Sourcing/Supply 92 74.2 32 25.8 0.26 12
th
 

Agro Chemical Sourcing/Supply 76 61.3 48 38.7 0.39 8
th
 

Improve seed/Seeding Supply 7 5.6 117 94.4 0.96 1
st
 

Handing of farm produce storage  103 83.1 21 16.9 0.17 14
th
 

Tractor Services  58 46.8 66 53.2 0.53 4
th
 

Post have vest crop fertilization/marketing 119 96.0 5 4.0 0.04 6
th
 

Agro innovation Souring/Dissemination 68 54.8 56 45.2 0.45 6
th
 

Training and Education on Agro-technology 88 71.0 36 29.0 0.29 10
th
 

Supervision and Advisory Service for farmers  97 78.2 27 21.8 0.22 13
th
 

Farm Record Keeping 65 52.4 59 47.6 0.48 5
th
 

Management of water project and forestation 85 68.5 39 31.5 0.31 9
th
 

Skill development 13 10.5 111 89.5 0.89 2
nd

 
Health Improvement/Home Economics 120 96.8 4 3.2 0.03  
Income Generating Activities  117 94.4 7 5.6 0.06 15

th
 

Adult literacy programme 46 37.1 78 62.9 0.63 3
rd

 
Facility on of improvement of community owed facility and management of natural 
resources  

73 58.9 51 41.1 0.41 
7

th
 

Cash Loan 90 72.6 34 27.4 0.27 11
th
 

Grand mean     0.38  

Source: Field survey, 2019 
 
has a positive influence on the use of agricultural 
innovation and utilization.  In addition, farm size has 
bearing on the capacity of farmers to utilize agricultural 
innovation and new farm practices (Table 2).  Farmers 
with new large farm sizes can afford to devote part of 
their farms to try innovations they received without 
significantly affecting their total land area.  In this study, it 
is revealed that majority (75.8%) of the respondents had 
between 1-3 hectares of farm land.  This finding is in 
agreement with the findings of Onu (2006), Bamire and 
Manyong (2003) and Surri (2005) who reported that farm 
size significantly influence farmer’s adoption of 
innovation.  Because a bulk of the farm labour force is 
provided by family members in the study area, large 
family sizes remain an asset to the farmer.  
 
Agricultural extension activities to farmers 
 
Distribution of farmers by different extension activities in 
the study area is as shown in (Table 3). The table reveals 
that farmers in the study area involved in the following 
extension activities, agro-chemical sourcing/supply 
(mean=0.39), improve seed/seedling supply (mean-value 
= 0.96), tractor services (mean-value=0.53), agro 
innovation sourcing/dissemination (mean value=0.45), 
farm record keeping (mean value=0.48)  skill 
development (mean-value = 0.89) and adult literacy 
programme (mean-value = 0.63) and facility on of 
improvement of community owed facility and 
management of natural resources (mean value=0.41). 
 
Farmer’s extent of involvement in agricultural 
extension activities 
 
Distribution of farmers by their level   of   involvement   in 

different extension activities in the study area is as shown 
in (Table 4). The table reveals that farmers in the study 
area frequently involved in the following extension 
activities agro chemical sourcing/ supply (81.5%, mean-
value = 2.81), skill development (81.5%, mean-
value=2.80) and adult literacy programme (80.6%, mean-
value = 2.79). 
 
Summary of major findings  
 
The study examined farmer’s perception of extension 
agent’s activities Ibadan North Local Government Area of 
Ogun State, Nigeria. A total of one hundred and twenty 
four (124) respondents were randomly selected for the 
study and interviewed through structured interview 
schedule.  
 Results obtained revealed that:  
 
(i) Majority (47.6%) of the respondents were between 31-
40 years of age.  
(ii) Majority (70.2%) of the respondents were male.  
(iii) The results revealed that majority (71.8%) of the 
respondents were married. 
(iv) Results also revealed that majority (50.8%) of the 
respondents have household size between4-6 members.  
(v) Majority (47.6%) of the respondents had secondary 
educational qualification.  
(vi) Results show that 52.4% of the respondents were 
muslims, 47.6% were christians while none of the 
sampled respondents were traditionalists. 
(vii) The result shows that (47.6%) were members of 
Farmers Association.  
(viii) Results show that majority (70.2%) of the 
respondents have chosen farming activities as main 
occupation.  
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Table 4. Extent of farmers’ involvement in agricultural extension activities. 
 
Statements Frequently Seldomly Never   

 Freq % Freq % Freq % Mean Rank 

Cash Loan  3 2.4 21 16.9 100 80.6 2.78  
Fertilize Sourcing/Supply  1 .8 21 16.9 102 82.3 2.81  
Training and Education on Agro-technology  2 1.6 21 16.9 101 81.5 2.79  
Tractor Services  2 1.6 22 17.7 100 80.6 2.79  
Agro Chemical Sourcing/Supply  101 81.5 22 17.7 1 0.8 2.81  
Health Improvement/Home Economics  1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Improve seed/Seeding Supply  1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Agro innovation Souring/Dissemination  1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Supervision and Advisory Service for farmers  1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Handing of farm produce storage  1 0.8 21 16.9 102 82.3 2.81  
Post have vest crop fertilization/marketing  1 0.8 22 17.7 101 81.5 2.80  
Skill development  101 81.5 22 17.7 1 0.8 2.80  
Income Generating Activities/Farm Record Keeping  1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Facility on of improvement of community owed facility and management of natural resources  1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Management of water project and forestation  1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Adult literacy programme  100 80.6 23 18.5 1 0.8 2.79  
Fertilize Sourcing/Supply  1 0.8 22 17.7 101 81.5 2.80 3

rd
 

Training and Education on Agro-technology  1 0.8 22 17.7 101 81.5 2.80 3
rd

 
Agricultural Production technology 1 0.8 22 17.7 101 81.5 2.81 1

st
 

Workshop/seminar 1 0.8 22 17.7 101 81.5 2.80  
Advisory services/directive in farmer 1 0.8 22 17.7 101 81.5 2.81 1

st
 

Agricultural produce processing and management technology 1 0.8 23 18.5 100 80.6 2.79  
Grand mean       2.64  

Source: Field survey, 2019 
 
 

 
 
(ix) Majorities (62.9%) were within experience group of 5-
10 years.  
(x) Majority (70.8%) of the respondents were into trading 
as secondary source of livelihood.  
(xi) Majority (82.3%) of the respondents inherited the land 
used for farm production. 
(xii) It is revealed that majority (75.8%) of the 
respondents had between 1-3 hectares of farm land.   
(xiii) The study revealed that farmers in the study area 
were involved in the following extension activities improve 
seed/seedling supply (94.4%, mean-value = 1.94), tractor 
services (53.2%, mean-value=0.53) skill development 
(89.5%, mean-value = 0.89) and adult literacy 
programme (62.9%, mean-value = 0.63) in that order. 
(xiv) Farmers source for information on agricultural 
extension activities from radio (92.7% mean-value = 
0.93), magazines (50.0% mean-value = 0.50), 
handbill/flyers (85.5%, mean-value = 0.85), posters 
(89.5%, mean-value = 0.89) in and fellow farmers 
(91.9%, mean-value = 0.92).  
(xv) Farmers in the study area frequently involved in the 
following extension activities agro chemical sourcing/ 
supply (81.5%, mean-value = 2.81), skill development 
(81.5%, mean-value=2.80) and adult literacy programme 
(80.6%, mean-value = 2.79).  
(xvi) Results further revealed that respondents had 
favourable perception towards extension activities in the 
study area.  Chi-square analysis computed showed that 
there exist significant positive relationships between the 
selected socio-economic characteristics of the 
respondents and perception of extension agents also 
shows a positive significant relationship between extent 
of adoption and perception of extension agents. 

Conclusion 
 
Based on the study findings, it can be concluded that 
age, marital status and educational qualification were all 
seen to establish significant relationship with perception 
of extension agents in the study area.  The result also 
concluded that the perception of extension agents in the 
study area will go a long way in determining the extent to 
which farmers will adopt improved agricultural 
technology.   
 
 
Recommendations 
 
Based on the findings of this study, it is recommended 
that: 
 
(i) Extension agents should organize training and 
retraining programmes for farmers in the study area on 
the adoption of improved agricultural innovations. 
(ii) Government should also assist farmers in making 
available these improved agricultural inputs at a very 
subsidized cost for farmers. 
(iii) The farmers should be properly enlightened and 
educated about the innovations and improved crop 
practices in farming so as to boost their production level.  
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