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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to examine the factors leading to the low adoption of the new
agricultural technologies among small holder farmers in Kasodo sub-County Pallisa district. The
study was based on the following objectives; to determine how extension services influence the
low adoption of the new agricultural technology in Kasodo sub-county, to establish how credit
facilities influence the low adoption of new agricultural technologies in Kasodo sub-County, to
examine the influence of market facilities on the low adoption of new agricultural technologies in
Kasodo sub-county. The study adopted a descriptive research design which included both
qualitative and quantitative research approaches. The target population consisted of 30 small
holder farmers from 6 villages. Interviews and questionnaires were used during data collection,
data was analysed by use of descriptive and inferential statistics and presented in graphs and
tables. Results of the study were; credit facilities do not influence adoption of the technologies
among smallholder farmers, extension services influence the adoption of new agricultural
technologies, market for the products influence the adoption of new agricultural technologies.
The study had the following conclusions; Capital and credit facilities had no significant
association on the adoption of agricultural technology. This implies that an increase in capital
and credit facilities does not result to higher rate of agricultural technology adoption. Results also
indicated that extension service is significant in the adoption of new technologies implying that
the more extension services are conducted the likely the new technologies will be adopted, there
was a positive association between market activities and conditions and adoption of agricultural
technology. This implies that market activities influence the adoption of technology. Results
revealed that market availability has a positive and significant relationship on the adoption of
agricultural technology. The association between these two variables was marginally weak an
indication of marketability of farmers’ products not being effective as a result of poor
infrastructure. The following recommendations were made; It is imperative for policy makers to
ensure that a wider spectrum of smallholders are able to have access to credit in order to improve
their adoption level of agricultural technology, Developers of new agricultural technology should
try to understand the farmers need as well as their ability to adopt technology in order to develop

technology that will suit them, there is need to increase access to credit facilities by the



government to the farmers, The government should also subsidise the prices of farm implements
and equipment so that they are easily accessed by the farmers, needs assessment should be
carried out by the extension workers before introducing new technologies so that they bring

technologies that suit farmers requirements.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

1.0 Introduction

This chapter consists of the background of the study, statement of the problem, purpose of the
study, objectives of the study, scope of the study and significance of the study. It will focus
entirely on small holder farmers and how they can be economically empowered and the related

information that will give a clear background to the study.

1.1 Background

The persistent change of the climate pattern creates the need of adopting new agricultural
technologies as the agricultural sector is more prone to this change (Matata et al, 2010). Changes
in the climate bring about unforeseen hazards in the livelihood of communities depending more

on weather and climate (Al-Hassan and Poulton,2009; Athula and Scarborough, 2011).

It is becoming a problem to the world through rising temperatures, lower precipitation, regular
droughts and scarcity of water (Adger et al, 2003;IPCC,2007). The major elements of food
production like soil, water and biodiversity are negatively affected by climate change
(FAO,2009). Farmers have been changing their agronomic practice so as to suit the changing
climate. However, the old coping techniques are not enough for dealing with medium to long
term effects of climate change (FAO,2009). Therefore, adoption of improved technologies is
important to facilitate the climate change adaptation (Clements et al, 2011). It is also vital to
know how and when these technologies are used by farmers and with what effects (Doss,2006).
Knowledge of the factors that influence the adoption of a new technology is therefore important

in the process of technology development and dissemination.

In the last decades, concerted efforts to increase food production resulted in small increments in
world food output. The distribution of the increase was heavily skewed towards the more

developed nations while the other regions of the world attained less than impressive increments.

Food output in Africa lags behind the rest of the world’s production levels. In the last decade, the

continents share of the world food production was 3.9% by comparison with Asia, North

12
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