



Perceptions of Maize Farmer’s Towards Agricultural Extension Agents’

Abstract— The objective of this study was to determine perception of the maize farmers towards agricultural extension agents. Result indicate that the majority 90.0% of the respondents had high favorable perception towards extension agents by providing agricultural information, while 8.9% of them had medium favourable perception and only 1.1 % of them had low favourable perception towards agricultural extension agents. Majority of the respondents they don't feel a problem about getting in accessing modern agricultural information. Five Out of ten selected characteristics of respondents such as family size, annual family income, training received, aspiration, and extension. media contact, had significant positive relationship with their perception in this regard.  The other selected characteristics of the farmers. Namely, age, education qualification, farm size, maize farming experience, agricultural. knowledge, did not show any significant relationship with the farmer's perception. Different question item and scales interviews were developed to measure perception and other key issues for the study. The Focus Issue was measured by using a five-point Likert scale.
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I. INTRODUCTION
Agriculture contributes around 14% to Bangladesh's GDP and employs approximately 47% of the workforce (World Bank, 2023).

 The country has an approximate population of 153.6 million, placed it as the highly populated country among the least developing countries. “About three-fourth of the total population lives in rural areas, virtually all of them making their living exclusively or substantially from agriculture. Bangladesh's gross domestic product (GDP) growth reached 7.24 percent this fiscal year” (BBS, 2017).  Agricultural information interacts with and influences agricultural productivity in a variety of ways. This helps inform land, labor, livestock, and capital and management decisions. “Agricultural productivity can certainly be enhanced with relevant, reliable and useful information and knowledge. Thus, the creation of agricultural information (through dissemination services, research, educational programs, etc.) is by agricultural organizations that create information systems to disseminate information to farmers so that they can make better decisions to take advantage of market opportunities. Often managed. Manage ongoing changes in your production system. Therefore, in order to manage and improve a particular agricultural information system, it is necessary to understand its function and use” (Limenih, B. 2018). The role of agricultural extension workers are for farmers to make the right decisions by having logical opinions, communicating and giving them with information, they need. Bangladesh is an agro-based country. “Most of the people of Bangladesh are depending on agriculture. But it is a matter of great regret that majority of the peasants of Bangladesh are Illiterate and they are collecting agricultural information from the personnel of Department of Agricultural Extension (DAE).The main extension service providers working under the Ministry of Agriculture (MoA). DAE has been practicing conventional methods of transfer of Technology (ToT) which is found incapable to provide demand-led information to the farmers. So, they are running their farming activities with deficit of necessary information. This means that farmers are particularly vulnerable to changing demand for improved agricultural practices” (Moon, S. J. 2013).

Farmers can increase agricultural production if they use the right technology through the adoption of better agricultural practices. An effective communication system is needed to properly disseminate knowledge about modern agriculture among rural residents. In addition, inefficiency and effectiveness are valuable aspects of information. Farmers should Receive agricultural information as soon as possible and understand, interpret, receive and use that information to get the desired benefits.

Maize is one of the oldest and most important cereal crops in the world, valued for its high yield and diverse uses in food, feed, and industry. According to the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), in 2022 the global average yield of maize was approximately 6.0 tons per hectare, compared to 3.5 tons per hectare for wheat and 4.8 tons per hectare for rice (paddy) (FAO, 2023).Maize is a versatile crop with genetic variability that can be grown in almost all types of agro-climatic conditions. It has been introduced as a relatively new crop in the rice based cropping patterns of Bangladesh, especially in the northern region. Now it has become an important cereal crop to its growers as well as in the country. The area under maize cultivation is increasing day by day due to its higher demand that has been created from its multipurpose uses. Maize is playing important role in the agrarian economy of Bangladesh. Maize has diversified uses in home and abroad. It has high potentiality to provide feed for poultry and fish and fodder for livestock. Therefore, increase in the production of maize could enhance poultry and fish farming which will later create employment opportunities for the people of Bangladesh. Dry maize plant is a good fuel for rural households.
Review of Literature

Md Din Il Islam1 et al (2021) Rice growers in Bangladesh face different natural, climatic and market cost related hazards. Choices of different operational strategies utilized for growers the executives are generally impacted by grower’s danger insight and disposition.

Shoaib Akhtar et al (2018) Hybrid maize ranchers need to confront assorted sorts of climate, natural, cost and monetary threats. Ranchers' danger discernments and hazard perspectives are fundamental components affecting homestead tasks and the Management choices. In any case, this significant issue has been disregarded in the contemporary investigations and thusly there is a lack of writing on this significant issue.  The current investigation is consequently, an endeavor to fill this gap.

Jacobs, A. J  et al(2018) The benefit of yield creation in South Africa is feeling the squeeze because of inconsistent precipitation related with environmental change and serious rivalry in an exceptionally subsidized worldwide food market. Such imperatives lead to food weakness and could be managed by receiving inter alia exactness farming. 

Oyakhilomen Oyinbo et al (2020) certain the stamped various conditions in small-scale Agriculture in Sub-Saharan Africa, there is a developing strategy premium in site-explicit extension counsel and the utilization of advanced extension apparatuses to give site-explicit data.

Listiana, I., et al (2019) the capacity of people to use information and technology (IT) is required, it likewise occurs in the farming field. Extension specialists are needed to can utilize IT to help their exhibition. The capacity to use IT can empower the presence of expert, progressive and high-limit extension agents. The high aptitude of agents will work with them to complete its demonstration. Truth be told, the issue in the field is the low exhibition of Agricultural extension agents (AEAs).




Figure 1 Conceptual Framework


Indicating the parameters taken under investigation.


Indicating the parameters not taken under investigation.

AI. METHODOLOGY
2.1
The study Area

Sadar upazila of Dinajpur district of northern Bangladesh was the locale of the study. This research aimed at the population of the maize farmers under chehelgazi union.  Dinajpur Sadar upazila consists of ten unions, in which chehelgazi union had been selected randomly. The map of Dinajpur district under Bangladesh has been presented in Figure 2 and the map of Sadar upazila under Dinajpur distict has been presented in Figure 2
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Figure 2. Maps of Bangladesh showing Dinajpur district, Chelegazi upazila
2.2
Population, Sample Size and Sampling Techniques
The researcher himself with the help of Sub Assistant Agriculture officer (SAAO) and Upizila Agricultural Extension Officer (UAO) prepared a list of maize growers of the study area. The list comprised a total 904 maize growers in the study area. These farmers constituted the population of this study. To make a representative sample about 10.0 percent of the population was selected using Simple random sampling technique. Thus, 90 maize growers were selected as the sample of the study. 

Besides this, 10.0 percent of the samples were selected randomly as reserves who were supposed to be interviewed only when a respondent in the original sample list was unavailable during data collection

2.3
Data collection
Primary data were collected using structured questionnaires, and focus group discussion .Maize Farmers. Secondary data, which relate to the objectives of the study, were collected from the Department Agricultural Extension (DAE).
2.4
Data analysis
The data collected were analyzed using descriptive statistics such as frequency count and percentages. In case of qualitative data, appropriate scoring technique was followed to convert the data into quantitative form. SPSS20.0 computer package were used for data processing and analysis. The statistical measures such as range, mean, standard deviation, and percentage were used for describing both the independent and dependent variables.
2.5 Measurement of Selected Characteristics and Focus Issue 
Study area Scales and scores were developed to measure the selected characteristics of the respondents which are presented in Table 1 which is self-explanatory. Perception of the maize farmers towards agricultural extension agents were selected as the focus issues of the study. Perception of the maize farmers towards extension agents score was computed for each respondent on the basis of his/her extent of factors with 10 selected social characteristics. 
as ascertained from his/her responses to question in the interview schedule. The respondents gave their opinion against 5-point rating scale as strongly agree, agree, Undecided, disagree and strongly disagree. The scores were assigned as 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1, respectively for a statement. Thus, therefore, perception score of the respondents could range from 15 to 75.Farmers’ Perception Index (FPI) was computed taking 15 selected farmers’ perception of the maize farmers towards agricultural extension agents which were computed using the following formula

Farmers’ Perception Index (FPI) = Nsa x 5 + Na x 4 + Nu x 3 + Nd x 2 + Nsd x 1

Where,

Nsa = Total number of responses indicating perception as strongly agree

Na = Total number of responses indicating perception as agree

Nu = Total number of responses indicating perception of undecided

Nd = Total number of responses indicating perception as disagree

Nsd= Total number of responses indicating perception as strongly disagree

BI. RESULT AND DISCUSSION
3.1
Social characteristics of the maize farmers in the study area

The results of social characteristics of the respondents were presented in Table 1. The variables investigated in the study included: age, educational qualification, family size, annual family income, farm size, maize farming experience, training received, agricultural knowledge, aspiration, and extension media contact. The age of the respondent farmers was ranged from 20 to 75 years. 37.8% of them fell within the middle age of 36-50 years in maize growers. This suggests that the majority of the respondents were within their economic active age and this enhances their productivity in order to be food secure (Table 1). The old age group (above 50) had the lowest impact in farm with 28.9% contributing to active farming among the sampled population. The young aged was ranged (Up to 35) were found the respondents 33.3%.  However, “it is generally assumed that Middle people tend to be more productive than their older counterparts” (Sennuga, 2019). Also they might have valuable opinion in regard to the extent of perception towards extension agents.
Educational Qualification, 10% of the respondents had acquired primary education, whereas 32.2% had secondary education. While 18.9% of the respondents above secondary and only 7.8% of the respondents were illiterate. The findings of the study indicate that majority of the respondents (32.2 Percent) are secondary education, who are supposed to prefer in receiving information on maize from extension agents (Table 1). In addition, it is generally thought that the level of education enhances the ability to comprehend and adopt relevant agricultural information. Indeed, according to Kalungu and Filho (2016), and Sennuga (2019) “highly educated farmers tend to adopt relevant agricultural technologies better than illiterate ones”. 
Annual family income score of the respondents ranged from Tk. 32.70-950.0 with the average of Tk. 253.80 and the standard deviation was Tk. 189.17. on the basis of the annual family income, the respondents were classified into three categories namely ‘low income’, ‘medium income’, and ‘high income’

(Table 1), indicate that the highest proportion (78.0%) of the respondents had medium annual income, while 12.2% had high income and 8.9% of the respondents has low income. As a result, the most (90.0 percent) of the respondents in the study area were medium to high-income earners.

“The average income of the respondents in the study area was higher than the average per capita income of the Bangladesh 1.32,66 Taka”, Bureau of Statistics (BBS 2017). However, higher annual income of the respondents allow them to invest more in farming operations which ultimately leads them to come in contact with media. 
Family size, ranged from 2 to 12 with the average of 5.31 and the standard deviation was 1.88. Based on the family size score the respondents were classified ‘small’ (≤ 3), ‘medium’ (4-7) ‘large’ (>8).shown in Table 2. Indicate that majority (75.6 percent) of the respondents fell into medium family size category, while 13.3 and 11.1 percent had small and large family size respectively. However, 88.9 percent of the respondents had large to medium family size.

The data of this study also indicate that the average family size (5.31 persons) in the study area was higher than the national average of 4.85 persons (BBS, 2015). This may be due to the prevalence of joint family system in the study area. The study showed that the study area was in a remote village where family bonding was very common and they wanted to live together.
The Farm Size of the farmers in the study area varied from 0.22-9.0 ha. The average farm size was 1.32 ha and the standard deviation was 1.34. Based on the farm size, the respondents were classified into three categories namely ‘small farm size’, ‘medium farm size’ and ‘high farm size’ as shown in Table 2. 

The Table 1 shows that the highest proportion (57.8 percent) of the respondents belonged to small farm size, while 34.4 percent belonged to medium farm size and only 7.8 percent belonged to large farm size. Thus most (96.0 percent) of the farmers were in the categories of small to medium farm size.  The study revealed that most of the farmers of the study area were poor and they had little land for crop production. Islam, (2014), has found near similar this. This farm size average was higher than the national average of 0.91 hectare (BBS, 2013).

The maize farming experience of the farmers in the study area varied from 3-25 years. The average maize farming experience was 10.89 and the standard deviation was 3.33. Based on the farming experience, the respondents were classified into three categories, namely ‘Low’ (≤8), ‘Medium’ (9-14), ‘High’ (≥15) as shown in Table 2.

The highest proportion (62.2%) of the respondents belonged to medium of maize farming experience of the farmers, while 18.9% of the respondents belonged to low maize farming experience of the farmers and 18.9% belonged to high maize farming experience of the farmers. This study was revealed medium (9-14) of the respondents had experience regarding on maize farming. When the farmers experience are high then their perception towards extension agents will be good. 
Training received scores of the respondents were found to be varying from 0 to 15 days with the average of 1.00 and the standard deviation was 2.23. The farmers on the basis of their training received score were classified into four categories namely ‘No’ (0), ‘Short’ (≤5), ‘Medium’ (6-10)” as shown in Table 1 .

The Majority (67.8%) of the respondents belonged to no training received, while 27.8% belonged to short training received and 3.3% belonged to medium training received a negligible proportions and only (1.1)% to long training received category. The study revealed that most of the farmers of that locality remained busy in different activities of earning and they didn’t take proper training for maize practices. However, training received helps the respondents in different farming activities. Thus, training received can be considered as important factors in increasing the extent of farmers’ perception on the extension agents of maize.
The agricultural knowledge scores of the respondents ranged from observed 10-26 against the possible range of 0 to 30. The mean 19.77 and standard deviation was 3.73 respectively. On the basis of their agricultural knowledge the respondents were classified into three categories ‘Fair’ (≤10), ‘good’ (11-20), ‘Excellent’ (≥21) as shown in Table 2.

Data shows that more than half (51.1%) of the farmers had good knowledge while 46.7% had excellent knowledge followed by 2.2% had fair knowledge on agriculture. Thus agricultural knowledge of the farmers are good. 

The aspiration scores of the respondents ranged from 7 to28 against the possible range 8-40 with a mean and standard deviation 16.23 and 3.30 respectively. Based on their aspiration scores, the respondent were classified as ‘low aspiration’ (up to 13); ‘medium aspiration’ (14-27) and ‘high aspiration’ (>28) which is presented in the Table.1.

The greater proportion (84.4%) of the respondents had medium aspiration, 13.3 % of the respondents had low aspiration and 2.2 % of the respondents had high aspiration respectively. Findings showed that majority of the farmers possessed their aspiration which was the effect of low educational status of the respondents.  

The extension contact scores of the maize growers ranged from 1-31 against 0-42 with an average of 10.38 and standard deviation 5.16. Based on their aspiration scores, the respondent were classified as Low (≤14), Medium (15-28), High ( ≥29) which is presented in the Table 1.Data presented in Table 1 indicate that about four-fifths (84.4 percent) of the respondents had low extension contact while 14.4 percent had medium a negligible proportion and (1.1 percent) had high extension contact respectively. 

Findings indicate that the respondents under the study area had generally extension contact with the different information sources. Extension contact helps the farmers for better understanding and to get recent information regarding improved technologies. Sarkar (1997) and Podder (1999) found the similar results. However, Pal (2009) observed that the highest proportion of the growers had low extension contact in their respective studies

Table 1: Salient features of the selected characteristics of the farmers (N=90)
	Characteristics
	Scoring method
	Range
	Categories
	Respondents
	Mean
	SD

	
	
	Observed

(Possible)
	
	No.
	Percent
	
	

	Age
	No. of year
	20-72

(Unknown)
	Young aged ( ≤35)
	30
	33.3
	44.40
	13.86

	
	
	
	Middle aged (36-50)
	34
	37.8
	
	

	
	
	
	Old aged (>50)
	26
	28.9
	
	

	Education
	Year of schooling
	0.0-16

(Unknown)
	Illiterate (0)
	7
	7.8
	5.82
	5.02

	
	
	
	Can sign only (0.5)
	28
	31.1
	
	

	
	
	
	Primary level (1-5)
	9
	10.0
	
	

	
	
	
	Secondary level ( 6-10)
	29
	32.2
	
	

	
	
	
	Above secondary level (>10)
	17
	18.9
	
	

	Family size
	No. of

members
	2-12

(Unknown)
	Small (≤ 3)
	10
	11.1
	5.31
	1.88

	
	
	
	Medium ( 4-7)
	68
	75.6
	
	

	
	
	
	Large (>7)
	12
	13.3
	
	

	Annual family  income
	(‘000’ Tk.)
	32.70-950.0

(Unknown)
	Low income (≤65) 
	8
	8.9
	253.80
	189.17

	
	
	
	Medium income (65.01-443)
	71
	78.9
	
	

	
	
	
	High income (>443)
	11
	12.2
	
	

	Farm size
	Hectare
	0.22-9.0

(Unknown)
	Small (0.21-1.0)
	52
	57.8
	1.32
	1.34

	
	
	
	Medium (1.01-3.0)
	31
	34.4
	
	

	
	
	
	Large (>3.0)
	7
	7.8
	
	

	Maize farming experience
	Year
	3-25 (Unknown)
	Low (≤8)
	17
	18.9
	10.89
	3.33

	
	
	
	Medium (9-14)
	56
	62.2
	
	

	
	
	
	High (≥15)
	17
	18.9
	
	

	Training received
	No. of days
	0-15

(unknown)
	No (0)
	61
	67.8
	1.00
	2.23

	
	
	
	Short (≤5 )
	25
	27.8
	
	

	
	
	
	Medium (6-10)
	3
	3.3
	
	

	
	
	
	Long (>11)
	1
	1.1
	
	

	Agricultural knowledge
	Score
	10-26

(0-30)
	Fair (≤10)
	2
	2.2
	19.77
	3.73

	
	
	
	Good (11-20)
	46
	51.1
	
	

	
	
	
	Excellent (≥21)
	42
	46.7
	
	

	Aspiration
	Score
	7-28

(8-40)
	Low (≤13)
	12
	13.3
	16.23
	3.30

	
	
	
	Medium (14-27 )
	76
	84.4
	
	

	
	
	
	High (≥28)
	2
	2.2
	
	

	Extension media contact
	Score
	1-31

(0-42)
	Low ( ≤14)
	76
	84.4
	10.38
	5.16

	
	
	
	Medium (15-28)
	13
	14.4
	
	

	
	
	
	High ( ≥29)
	1
	1.1
	
	



On the basis Farmers Perception Index (PFI) it was observed that "Agricultural extension agents’ increases farm income of maize farmers” ranked first, this means that farmers received information from AEAs, which are mostly modern system, by adopting modern technology information the farmers can earn more money.
AEAs advice on land preparation was the second ranked statements (FPI=388), this means that the farmers are concern in preparing maize field, because it was observed that most of farmers in the study area are cultivate hybrid maize variety and thus the farmers and various in their regard.
Table 2 Distribution of the farmers according to their extent of perception and rank order of the perception statements of the maize farmers
	Sl. No.
	 Statements based perception of the farmers 
	Extent of Perception
	*FPI
	Rank 0rder

	
	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	
	

	1.
	Provides advice on land preparation
	42
	40
	3
	4
	1
	388
	2nd

	2.
	Give advice about new variety of maize
	29
	52
	6
	3
	0
	377
	4th

	3.
	Inform proper time for planting
	26
	50
	11
	2
	0
	367
	10th

	4.
	Inform about seed treatment seed treatment
	14
	56
	17
	2
	1
	350
	13th

	5.
	Suggest about insect control methods
	29
	50
	7
	4
	0
	374
	5th

	6.
	Advice on disease control methods
	30
	47
	13
	0
	0
	377
	3rd

	7.
	Inform about irrigation practices
	27
	49
	12
	2
	0
	371
	6th

	8.
	Recommend about fertilizer application
	24
	52
	13
	1
	0
	369
	7th

	9.
	Suggest about harvesting practices
	19
	49
	19
	2
	1
	353
	12th

	10.
	Disseminate information through result demonstration meeting
	21
	52
	9
	6
	2
	354
	11th

	11.
	Give knowledge of farmers on maize production 
	23
	56
	8
	2
	1
	368
	8th

	12.
	Helps in changing attitude of maize growers 
	25
	52
	8
	5
	0
	367
	9th

	13.
	Assist to increases farm-income of maize farmers 
	37
	47
	5
	1
	0
	390
	1st

	14.
	Inform the farmers about marketing  
	23
	33
	28
	5
	1
	342
	14th

	15.
	Provide information regarding storage
	15
	52
	15
	4
	4
	340
	15th


                     *PI= Perception Index 5= strongly agree, 4= Agree, 3= Undecided, 2= Disagree and 1= strongly disagree

Table 3: Distribution of the respondents according to perception towards extension agents.
	Range
	Categories
	Respondents 
	Mean
	Standard Deviation

	Possible
	Observed
	
	Frequency
	Percent
	
	

	15-75
	25-72
	Low ( ≤25 )
	1
	1.1
	60.78
	7.42

	
	
	Medium (26-50)
	8
	8.9
	
	

	
	
	High ( >50)
	81
	90.0
	
	

	
	
	Total=
	90
	100.0
	
	


Farmers’ perception towards extension agents was measured by computing a perception score which could range from 15 to 75. However, the observed scores ranged from 25 to 72 with an average of 60.78 and the standard deviation of 7.42. Based on their observed perception score the respondents are classified into three categories namely “low perception”, “medium perception” and “high perception” 

Data contained in the Table 3 indicate that the majority (90.0%) of the respondents had high favourable perception while 8.9% of them had medium favourable perception and only 1.1 %of them had low favourable perception towards extension agents in disseminating agricultural information. Since 42.2 % of the farmers of the study area had secondary level education and above secondary level education. So their observation and experience gave them such type of perception of the topic.
Table 4: Relationships between the focus issue and selected characteristics of the respondents
The computed co-efficient of correlation (r) between the focus issue and selected characteristics of the respondents (Table 3). According to the computed correlation coefficients (r) among the 10 selected characteristics of the farmer’s, five out of ten respondents such as Family size, Annual family income, Training received, Aspiration, Extension Media Contact, had significant positive relationship with their perception of maize farmers on extension agents .The remaining selected characteristics, Namely, age, education qualification, farm size, maize farming experience, agricultural knowledge, did not show any significant relationship with their perception.

	Focus Issue
	Selected Characteristics
	Computed values of ‘r’ with 88 d.f.

	Perception of the Maize Farmers
	Age
	-0.062

	
	Education
	0.191

	
	Family size
	0.225*

	
	Annual family  income
	0.311**

	
	Farm size
	0.202

	
	Maize farming experience
	0.007

	
	Training received
	0.220*

	
	Agricultural knowledge
	0.133

	
	Aspiration
	0.265*

	
	Extension media contact
	0.250*


**, Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (r = 0.270), 
*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level   (r= 0.208)

Problem means some difficulties that create obstacles to achieve specific goal. In this study, problems faced in accessing modern agricultural information were the objective. For going through maize cultivation, farmers face a lot of significant challenging circumstances. To overcome these situations, reflective thinking is very essential. Therefore, indicates the extent to which individual faced difficult situations about which something needs to be done. 

Table 5 Distribution of the respondents according to the overall problem faced by the maize farmers
	Problem
	No
	Percentage
	Ranking

	Low literacy level for understanding modern agricultural information
	39
	43.3
	1st

	Inadequate training staff
	18
	20.0
	2nd

	Not invitation from concerned authority
	17
	18.9
	3rd

	Limited knowledge about training opportunities
	12
	13.3
	4th

	No time to participate in modern agricultural information orientation program due to busy schedule
	10
	11.1
	5th

	Distance to training facilities
	8
	8.9
	6th



Data presented in Table 5 indicate the first rank of the respondents faced in accessing agricultural information was “Low literacy level for understanding modern agricultural information” and the last one was “Distance to training facilities”. Therefore the data revealed that the majority of the respondents don’t feel a problem in receiving modern agricultural information.
IV.
CONCLUSION

The result of the study revealed that the majority (90.0%) of the respondents had high favourable perception towards agricultural extension agent in the area. Maize farmers were get advice about all agricultural practices from extension agents and their income was increased. So that the main perception of maize farmers towards on extension agents was satisfactory. The average of annual family income from maize was 253.80 thousand Tk. So many farmers were found making considerable profit from maize cultivation. Again the annual family income and perception on extension agents by providing agricultural information had positively significant relationship. Thus it may be concluded that farmers will continue maize cultivation if economic profitability is insurance. Most of (67.8 percent) of respondents had no training received which had significant relationship with the perception of maize farmers towards extension agents. Thus, training received was very important to determine their perception of maize farmers towards extension agents. The extension media contact showed a positive relationship with their perception of maize farmers towards extension agents. It can be concluded that maize cultivation will sustainable among those farmers who maintain contact with information source. The data indicate the first rank of the respondents faced in accessing agricultural information was “Low literacy level for understanding modern agricultural information” and the last one was “Distance to training facilities”. Therefore the data revealed that the majority of the respondents don’t feel a problem in receiving modern agricultural information
RECOMMENDATIONS

In view of the findings, the paper recommends that DAE, NGOs should organize training programs for the maize growers. In order to increase maize cultivation, the farmers should have more perception towards extension agents. Therefore, by creating functional relationship of action partnership, co-operation, and interdependence among the concerned GOs, SAAO, and other private sectors, would be very helpful to develop overall perception of maize farmers towards extension agents. Education and knowledge are the key points of perception of the farmers towards on extension agents. So there should be providing for non-formal education and knowledge increasing perception in the study area. Farmers are facing problems in getting modern agricultural information. So that, the researcher recommended that concerned authorities (GOs and NGOs) should give due consideration to the solution of the problems as soon as possible
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