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Abstract 

The paper examines the  nature  of t r a d i t i o n a l  
au thor i ty  i n  a typ ica l  African s e t t i n g  and dea l t  with 
i t  a t  three  l e v e l s  of a r t i c u l a t i o n  - the  kingdom, the  
community and the  family. It def ines  t h a t  t r a d i t i o n a l  
au thor i ty  a s  t h e  system of uncodified ru les ,  customs, 
b e l i e f s  and p rac t i ces  which a people have and sub- 
sc r ibes  t o  f o r  regulat ing the  pa t t e rn  of s o c i a l  be- 
haviour among individual  members of t h e  society.  

The ana lys i s  came out with t h e  conclusion t h a t  
the most important impact of a g r i c u l t u r a l  innovations 
could be found a t  the  community and t h e  family levels .  
A t  both l eve l s ,  t r a d i t i o n a l  au thor i ty  could be used 
t o  discourage o r  encourage the  adoption of agricul-  
t u r a l  innovations by farmers. Several concrete exa- 
mples from ernpircal research f indings  and f i e l d  ob- 
servat ions  by the  author were used t o  demonstrate 
t h i s  phenomenon. 

Introduction 

Before t h e  European con tac t  wi th  West A f r i c a , t h e  
peoples  of t h i s '  a r e a  were organised  i n t o  Kingdoms 
along e t h n i c  o r  language groups. The peoples of t h e s e  
kingdoms t r a d i t i o n a l l y  a r e  town dwe l l e r s ,  t hey  s e t t l e  
i n  r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  conglemerates  of  c o m u n i t i e s .  Each 
kingdom c o n s i s t s  of many town and'numerous small  
communities c a l l e d  v i l l a g e s  which a r e  i n  some way sub- 
o r d i n a t e  t o  t h e  l a r g e  towns. The people of t h e s e  
towns and c o m u n i t i e s  have evolved from gene ra t ion  t o  
genera t ion ,  through a  process  of o r a l  t r a d i t i o n ,  a  
system of we l l  de f ined  s o c i a l  o r d e r  backed up wi th  
s t r i c t  s o c i a l  norms which a r e  j e a l o u s l y  guarded and 
t r ansmi t t ed  from gene ra t ion  t o  gene ra t ion  f o r  t h e  main- 
tenance of  peace, harmony and t h e  w e l l  being of i t s  
members. One of  t h e  processes  of main ta in ing  s o c i a l  
o r d e r  i s  t h e  system of t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y .  
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This  paper sets o u t  t o  examine t h e  n a t u r e  of 
t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  among t h e  Yoruba people of 
Western Niger ia .  Three l e v e l s  of s o c i a l  o rgan i sa t ion  
- t h e  kingdom, t h e  community, and the  family w i l l  be 
d iscussed  t o  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  impact  of t r a d i t i o n a l  
a u t h o r i t y  on t h e  ind iv idua l  innovativeness.  

By t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  i n  t h i s  context  is 
meant a system of r u l e s ,  customs b e l i e f s ,  and prac- 
t i c e s  which a  people have f o r  r e g u l a t i n g  t h e  p a t t e r n  
of s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  among ind iv idua l  members of t h e  
s o c i e t y .  

Review of literature 

The Furpose o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  i s  t o  p lace  i n  pers -  
pec t ive  previous  r e l evan t  work on how poer and autho- 
r i t y  works in  p r a c t i c e .  Coser and Rosenberg (1969: 
133),  s a i d  t h a t  power, is t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  determine 
t h e  behaviour of  o t h e r s  according t o  one ' s  own wishes. 
They went f u r t h e r  t o  say t h a t  a l though philosophers 
and p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r i s t s  had s t a r t e d  t o  show some 
i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  a s  wel l  a s  human consequences 
of power and a u t h o r i t y ,  t h e  major s o c i o l o g i c a l  c o n t r i -  
but ions  s t a r t e d  wi th  t h e  w r i t i n g s  of Weber and 
Simmel. According t o  them, o t h e r  s o c i o l o g i c a l  theo- 
r i s t s  such a s  Pa re to ,  Michels and Mosea, a l l  of t he  
19th  Century I t a l i a n s  have a l s o  con t r ibu ted  t o  our  
present  s o c i o l o g i c a l  pe r spec t ive  of power. The most 
s i g n i f i c a n t  work i n  t h i s  assignment i s  t h a t  of Marx 
Weber. Weber (1946) d i s t i ngu i shed  between t h r e e  types 
of a u t h o r i t y  based on t h e  leg i t imacy from which the  
a u t h o r i t y  de r ives .  The f i r s t  is chahinmdic ~ f h o t r i t y ,  
which he r e fe red  t o  a s  a  r u l e  over  men, t o  which the  
governed submit because i t  goes beyong human q u a l i t i e s .  
The l eg i t imacy  r e s t s  on t h e  suye rna tu ra l .  The second 
type of  a u t h o r i t y  is l e g a l  l e g i t i m a t e  a u t h o r i t y .  This  
has been f u r t h e r  exp l i ca t ed  by Goldharmer and S h i l s  
(1969: 145). According t o  them, l e g i t i m a t e  power is 
l e g a l  when t h e  r ecogn i t ion  of leg i t imacy r e s t s  on the  
b e l i e f s  by t h e  subordinated i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  l e g a l i t y  
of t h e  laws, decrees ,  d i r e c t i v e s  promulgated by the  
power holder .  A t y p i c a l  example of l e g a l  power i s  t he  
power of a r r e s t  by a  policeman vested i n  him by t h e  
laws o f  t h e  S t a t e .  

The t h i r d  type of a u t h o r i t y  i s  t he  t r a d i t i o n a l  
a u t h o r i t y ,  which r e f e r s  t o  t h e  psychic a t t i t u d e  s e t  
f o r  t he  t r a d i t i o n a l  work-aday and to  t h e  be1 i e f  i n  
t he  everyday r o u t i n e  a s  a n  i n v i o l a b l e  norm of c o n d u c r .  
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The lc;:itirn.~cy r e s t s  on t h e  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  s a n c t i t y  o f  
t r , l t i i t i o n s  by v i r t u e  of  which t h e  power h o l d e r  exer -  
c - i ses  h i s  pcwer and i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  s a n c t i t y  of  t h e  
o r d c r  whii.11 I I ~  i s s u e s .  

I i  o n c  tlxarnines t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  on t h e  a d o p t i o n  
o f  i n n o v a t i o n s ,  t h e r e  a r e  r e l e v a n t  r e s e a r c h  d a t a  from 
t h e  deve loped  and d e v e l o p i n g  c o u n t r i e s  of  t h e  world  
which d e m o n s t r a t e  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  
on t h e  behav iour  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  w i t h i n  a  community. 
Some two o r  t h r e e  decades  ago ,  t h e r e  were u n c r i t i c a l  
d e v o t i o n  t o  i n d i v i d u a l  l e v e l  r e s e a r c h  and a n a l y s i s  
o f  d a t a  i n  o r d e r  t o  p r o f e r  e x p l a n a t i o n s  f o r  a d o p t i o n  
behav iour  and t h e  d i f f u s i o n  p r o c e s s  i n  a g r i c u l t u r e .  
Due t o  t h e  l a t e r  development o f  b e t t e r  r e s e a r c h  t o o l s  
and s k i l l s ,  i t  p a s  been shown t h a t  g roup  and community 
l e v e l  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  i n  e x p l a i n i n g  
a d o p t i o n  behav iour  and i n n o v a t i v e n e s s  o f  f a r m e r s .  

The modifying i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e  community and o ;  
g roups  t o  which a n  i n d i v i d u a l  b e l o n g s  on h i s  a t t i -  
t u d e s ,  f e e l i n g s ,  s e n t i m e n t s  and on h i s  s o c i a l  beha- 
v i o u r  g e n e r a l l y  h a s  long  been r e c o g n i s e d .  I n  t h i s  
s t u d y  o f  l o c a l i t y  g roups  i n f l u e n c e  on t h e  a d o p t i o n  
of  new farm p r a c t i c e s  i n  47  Wisconsin  townships ,  
Van den Ban (1960) concluded t h a t  t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  
and c u l t u r e  o f  t h e  l o c a l i t y  g r o u p s  a r e  t h e  major  
f a c t o r s  i n f l u e n c i n g  t h e  a d o p t i o n  o f  new farn: p r a c t i c e s .  
fle d i s c o v e r e d  t h a t  a  man w i t h  h i g h  l e v e l  of  e d u c a t i o n  
on a  l a r g e  farm,  and w i t h  h i g h  n e t  worth ,  b u t  r e s i d -  
i n g  i n  n township w i t h  low l e v e l  o f  a d o p t i o n  of  new 
farm p r a c t i c e s ,  adopted fewer  new p r a c t i c e s  than  h e  
would, i f  he farmed ( i n  a  township)  where t h e  a v e r a g e  
a d o p t i o n  l e v e l  was h i g h .  The low a d o p t i o n  townships  
were s a i d  t o  have a p o p u l a t i o n  t h a t  were main ly  o f  
c n l v a n i s t i c  Dutch o r i g i n  (82%) c h a r a c t e r i s e d  by g r e a t -  
e r  s o c i a l  i s o l a t i o n  and s t r i c t  in fo rm s o c i a l  c o n t r o l .  
The h i g h  a d o p t i o n  townships  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, had a  
p o p u l a t i o n  t h a t  a r e  Lu theran  by r e l i g i o u s  c o n v i c t i o n  
and a r e  c h a r a c t e r i s e d  by f r e e  i n d i v i d u a l  a c t i o n .  
Mesher (1966: 65) obse rved  t h a t  t h e  community i n  ' 
which a  farmer  l i v e s  "is t h i s  c h i e f  s o u r c e  of s e c u r i t y  
..... I t  is l a r g e l y  on h i s  community t h a t  a  f a rmer  
must depend f o r  s o c i a l  a p p r o v a l .  Community t r a d i t i o n  
d e f i n e s  what s o r t s  o f  conduc t  a r e  p r o p e r  f o r  e a c h  per-  
son.  Thry d e f i n e  t h e  a c t i o n s  an i n d i v i d u a l  may under- 
t a k e  on i t s  own, and t h o s ~  f o r  which h e  shou ld  f i r s t  
o b t a i n  commrlnity c o n s e n t .  I n  I n d i a ,  F l i e g a l  e t  a 1  
(1968: 52 )  d i s c o v e r e d  t h a t  s o c i a l  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  f a c t o r s  
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contri.bute to a rnental isolation'r,,hich is an in_portant corimunity leveI variable in adoption of inno_vation. They claime,l that "traditionar corms ;r;'"'beliefs remain a strong obstacle to acjoption ancl will1ike1y remain a long-terni problem unril rhey are over_
:g*".". May also shorsed chat there i. n n.giri"; 

.,.-
direction of relationship between the concentrationof formal positicn in a fer,. hands and rhe adopiionof innovation.

The influence of tne famil.v on the. indiviclual
has been knovm tr-, be very st.rong. A person, iit-st
and foremost belongs tt-. a f amiiy. i*irthc r A son,
daughter, father, inother or a relarivi: ol these,re:r.rh
member is expected t.rr r:onforrn to the role cxpect.lt icns
of the family in order to maintain .r posi:iln of
esteem rsithin the fainj1y, and cnnsequenrIy 'n his
neighbourhood and in iiis; commun ity. Slvcral r,,rnpirical
stuciies have shoi^rn tha-t f anrir y mernbers .lti.n scrv(. as
ref erents or consul tants in ,lecisions itt .trioot ncw
farm and home practices. One of strch sirrcji es; was bv
Lionberger (1960 I 74) whtt showed rhat i;miIy valr_rr.s
positively associated rrili-i tire acceptance of innova_
tions or irnprovements in f arrt.iir-rg were (a) rlr,sire l orhigher educational attainnent of chiLclren anii the
assignment of prioriilr trr this over expcnrt itrrre f or
farrning operations; (b) high value pi:r<.i,ci ,rn soc ia1
status and part ic i pal ion j_n f ormal soir i :,: I qroups and(c) hiSh priority on possession of impr.,r,eiie-r.,'ts a rrl
conveniences in the horne as a famjl,y goal . In the
same study, Lionber:ger showeC that at 1c,asr thret_
studies in New York a<Joption of farm and home, prar:*
tices are associaterl with tl-re, f a:ri 1y sr rul iLrre,, F-or
example, women wittr snal1 chilciren have, adoptr,,J mor:e
home practices than olcler -v,",cmcn a;rci rhr.sc iiithirut
children. An Incl i.:na srudy rr-:vealecl rirat Li.:i- stimu-
lation received by hr:.sbaritis fr{)n their riivcs is
highly important in g.t ting tire hrrsbnnis Lo arlslp1 16.1aagri-cultural practices.

Levels of traditional authority and their fcrms of expression

Traditional aurhori ty among the y,:rirba ilc,rr f r,rm
her: socio-political organisation. This i'an iro.ir;i lvs.ir
at three 1eve1s. The f irst is the Stat_e, vrhirlr i:;organised into kingdoms, each kingdom has a r:routlerl
oba or King. Lor:ated within sernilaut.n.)$.,*s c.onrmrr.i -ties which make up each kingciom are hoa<l s ol rhr:se,
communities cal1ed Bal.e. The B;:les ol./cr ,-l i ir,;iiancr: t.

279
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t h e  k i n g  and pay homage t o  him. The Ba les  a r e  ranked  
a c c o r d i n g  t o  s e v e r a l  f a c t o r s ;  t h e  s i z e  o f  t h e  communi- 
t y  o v e r  which t h e y  a d j u d i c a t e ,  t h e  s i z e  o f  t h e i r  
annua l  o r  p e r i o d i c a l  t r i b u t e s ,  and t h e  p e r s o n a l  in -  
f l u e n c e  of t h e  Bale .  A t  p e r i o d i c  i n t e r v a l s ,  t h e  k i n g  
may send t o  t h e  B a l e s  i n  h i s  domain and r e q u e s t  them 
t o  make c o n t r i b u t i o n  i n  c a s h ,  i n  m a t e r i a l s  and men 
towards  an e v e n t  such  a s  a  f e s t i v a l  b e i n g  h e l d  by t h e  
k i n g .  Once a  y e a r ,  a l l  a b l e  bod ied  men l e d  by h u n t e r s  

i n  each  community go a -hun t ing  f o r  t h e  k i n g  and t h e  
games a r e  p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  k i n g .  \ h e n  t h e  k i n g ' s  

house needs  r e p a i r s ,  h e  makes c o n t r i b u t i o n s  i n  c a s h  
m a t e r i a l s  and p e r s o n n e l  f o r  t h e  r e p a i r ,  r e b u i l d i n g  t h e  
p a l a c e  o r  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  a  new one. I n  some 
p a r t s  o f  Yoruba l a n d ,  namely among t h e  Egba and Oyo 
Yoruba, c e r t a i n  c h i e f s  i n  t h e  two ;,re a l l o c a t e d  tri- 
b u t a r y  communit ies ,  and t h e  c h i e f  a c t s  a s  t h e i r  p a t r o n  
and r e c e i v e  t r i b ~ ~ t e s  on b e h a l f  o f  t h e  k ing .  However, 
Fad ipe  (1970: 201) p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  i t  was c h i e f l y  i n  
regar t l  Lo t h e  condr~c.t o f  e x t e r n a l  a f f a i r s  a s  w e l l  a s  
i n  t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  r evenues  and i n  r a i s i n g  m i l i t a r y  
l e v i e s  t h a t  t h e  capital town e x e r c i s e s  g r e a t  i n f l u -  
ence.  I n  some communit ies ,  conquered v i l l a g e s  had 
p o l i t i c a l  r e s i d e n c e  in. t h e i r  mids t  who e n s u r e s  t h a t  
t h e  annua l  t r i b u t e  was d u l y  c o l l e c t e d  and r e m i t t e d  
t o  t h e  k i n g .  

The k i n g  w i e l d s  b o t h  a u t h o r i t y ,  and i n f l u e n c e  
which c a l l s  f o r t h  spon taneous  l o y a l i t y  t o  him by 
h i s  s u b j e c t s .  Fadipe (1970: 205) s a i d  t h a t  t h e  k i n g  
i s  r egarded  w i t h  a  r e s p e c t  approach ing  v e n e r a t i o n .  A 
p o p u l a r  maxim f o r  t h e  k i n g  i s  "Oba Alase  Igba  K e j i  
O r l s a  - t h e  k i n g ,  t h e  commander and w i l d e r  o f  autho-  
r i t y  and god ' s  depu ty . "  T h i s  s t em from t h e  b e l i e f  
o f  t h e  peop le  t h a t  t h e  k i n g  o c c u p i e s  t h e  h i g h e s t  
~ o s i t i o n  i n  t h e  l a n d ,  and hence  i n  terms o f  a u t h o r i t y  
and g r e a t n e s s ,  he is  n e x t  t o  God, because  t h e  k i n g  
r u l e s  f o r  and on b e h a l f  o f  God on e a r t h .  However, 
i n s p i t e  o f  t h i s  immense s a c r e d  a u r a  o f  k i n g s h i p , t h e  
c h i e f s  i n  c o u n c i l  can  by t h e i r  c o l l e c t i v e  a u t h o r i t y  
depose a  k i n g  f o r  g r o s s  misdemeanor and send  him on 
banishment o r  f o r c e d  t o  commit s u i c i d e .  

The sccond l e v e l  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  i s  a t  
t h e  v i l l a g ~  I r v e l ,  whcrc t h e  ' b a l e '  w i t h  i s  a p p o i n t e d  
c o u n c i l  o f  c h i e f s  .1djI1dic3tc  i n  a l l  m a t t e r s  o f  concern  
t o  t h c  rommunity. I n  some c a s e s  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  
a u t h o r i t y  o f  a  k i n g  o r  ' b a l e '  i s  more symbol ic  t h a n  
f u n c t i o n a l .  Thc Ralc o r  t h e  k i n g  s e e k s  t h e  a d v i c e  of 
h i s  c h i e f s ,  and t h e  Bale  s imply  e x p r e s s e s  t h e  unan i -  
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mous o r  c o n c e n s u s  o p i n i o n  o f  h i s  c o u n c i l l o r s ,  a s  i f  
i t  w e r e  h i s  own. T h e r e  i s  a p a r a d o x ,  t h a t  t h e  Ba l (% 
o r  t h e  k i n g  w h a t e v e r  may b e  t h e  c a s p  i s  i n s t a l l e d  n s  
B a l e  o r  k i n g  by  a  k i n g - m a k e r  c h i e f  i n  t h c  f i r s t  i n -  
s t a n c e ,  oncc3 i n s t a l l e d ,  t h e  in rumh( ,n t  i s  no 1ongk.r 
s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  o f  t h e  c h i e f  who i n s t ; i l l r ~ ~ i  
him; r a t h e r  t h e  c h i e f  who i n s t a l  l ~ t l  h i n ~  mus t  pay :{I)- 
s o l u t e  homage t o  t h e  k i n g  and t h ~  c h i c ~ f  t h r . nc . c> fo r t l~  
becomes  o n e  o f  t h e  k i n g ' s  s u b j e c t s .  

The  c h i e f s  m e e t  r e g u l a r l y  w i t h  t h e  lisle t o  d i s -  
c u s s  t h e  a f f a i r s  of  t h e  v i l l a g e .  Q u a r r e l s  whiclr a r e  
n o t  w i t h i n  t h e  power s  o f  f a m i l y  h e a d s  t o  s e t t l e  a r c  
u s u a l l y  r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  B a l e  who s i t s  i n  c o u n c i l  w i t h  
h i s  c h i e f s  t o  b r i n g  a b o u t  s e t t l e m e n t  be tween  two 
p a r t i e s  i n  c o n f l i c t .  Each c o m m ~ ~ n i t y  is o r g a n i s c d  i n t o  
a g e  g r a d e s  i n  t h e i r  c h r o n o l o g i c a l  o r d e r  o f  b i r t h .  In -  
d i v i d u a l s  b e l o n g i n g  t o  e a c h  a g e  g r a d e  w i l l  u s u a i  l y  b e  
b e t w e e n  p l u s  o r :m inus  o n e  t o  f i v e  y e a r s  i n  t h e i r  ngcl 
d i f f e r e n t i a l s .  The  v a r i o u s  a g e  g r o u p s  ;$ re  o r ~ a n i  s e d  
w i t h i n  e a c h  commr~n i ty  t o  p e r f o r m  s p e c i f i c  s o c i ; t l  E~ ln c -  
t i o n s  s u c h  a s  d e f e n c e ,  communal work  f o r  t h ~  r,nt i r e  
v i l l a g e  o r  i n t e r - v i l . l n g e  a c t i v i t i e s .  I:;lct~ nxc. ~ r o l l p  n l -  
s o  c a r r i e s  o u t  m u t u a l  a i d  a c t i v i t i c x s  w i t h i n  t t l c .  g rn l l p .  

The  a g e  g r o u p s  a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  o f  t h r  
k i n g  a n d  h i s  c o u n c i l  o f  c h i e f s  t o  whom t h e  ap,c g r o l l p s  
g i v e  t h e i r  u n q u e s t i o n a b l e  l o y a l i t y .  On thch o t h ( . r  h a n d ,  
g r o u p  norms  and  g r o u p  s ; i n c t i o n s  f o s t e r  s o l  i d n r  i t y  and  
c o n f o r m i t y  by  t h e  i n t l i v i t l ~ ~ n l  members o f  t h ( i  g r o u p .  

A p a r t  f r om a g c  g r o u p s  thrbre a r e  sevc.r;il  pol i t  i r a l  
a n d  c u l t u r a l  o r g a n i s a t i o n : ;  among t h ~  Yorubn who wi t l ld  
p o l i t i c a l  and  t r a t l i t  i o n ; ~ l  ; I I I I  t ~ o r i , t y  o n  i t s  mtmh(.rs and  
o n  t h e  s o c i e t y  a t  Iargcb. 

T h e  Ogboni  Secrczt  ( : 1 1 1  I 11;1(1  t r;itli t- i o n n  l po l  i t  ic,;il 
f u n c t i o n  among t h e  Yor r~ t )n .  I t  is s c c , r c t ,  t ) c ~ , ~ u s c >  ad-  
m i s s i o n  i n t o  t h e  s o c i e t y  is hy s p c r i : ~ l  i n i ~ i n l i o n .  I t  

h a s  i t s  t r a d i t i o n a l  symhol o f  n u t h o r i  t- y ltnown ; I S  "l:tln". 
When a n  a c c r e d i t e d  rnesscnKcxr o r  O ~ h o n i  r n r r i  cts t l ~ c ,  
"Eda" t h i s  r e p r e s e n t s  thc, nu thc) r  i  t y  o f  t h c *  rnc,ssc.ngcbr 
i n  i s s u i n g  summons t o  i n d i v i d ~ l n l  s t o  ; i opcn r  b c > f ( ~ r c  n 
s p e c i a l  t r i b u n a l  c o n s t i t u t e d  b y  t l ~ r  e x c c u t  i v o  o f  t hct 
s o c i e t y .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  F a d i p c  (1970: 244)  t h c  symbol 
was o f t e n  u s e d  f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  r e s t o r i n g  p e a c e  
and q ~ i o ~ t  h ~ t r r ~ e n  two f i g h t i n g  i n d i v i d u a l s  who rc- 
frtnc l ' - b s  ppeaced by' a n v  o t h e r  forms of a p p e a l .  
In s u c n  a c l r c u m s c a n c e ,  " t h e  arrival of .'EfiTand t h e  
p l a c i n g  of it i n  t h e  h a n d s  o f  o n e  o r  b o t h  of t h e  
p r i n c i p a l  c o m b a t a n t s  was  t a n t a m o u n t  t o  an order, too 
p e r e m p t o r y  to  b e  i g n o r e d ,  f o r  t h e  s u s p e n s i o n  of t h e  
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f i g h t .  The i gno r ing  of  t h i s  o r d e r  meant de f i ance  o f  
t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  Ogboni, an  a c t  which 
was v i s i t e d  w i th  d i r e  p e n a l t i e s  ," P e t e r  Lloyd (1967: 
38) i n  h i s  own d i s c u s s  of  Ogboni s a i d  t h a t  Ogboni 's 
a u t h o r i t y  i nc lude  pronour.:ement o f  dea th  s en t ences .  
I n  some a r e a s ,  t h e  func t i on  of Ogboni i s  l i m i t e d  t o  
d e a l i n g  w i t h  c h i e f s  - a  c o u r t  which can admin i s t e r  
j u s t i c e  w i thou t  f e a r  o r  favour  t o  any ch i e f  no m a t t e r  
how powerful.  

One c u l t u r a l  o r g a n i s a t i o n  i s  t h e  Hunters '  Guild.  
I t  s e r v e s  bo th  t h e  s o c i e t y  and i t s  members i n  s e v e r a l  
ways. It h e l p s  t o  defend and keep watch over  t h e  
community d u r i n g  war and peace t imes ,  a g a i n s t  invaders  
and n i g h t  marauders .  They have t h e i r  own o f f i c e r s  and 
possess  c e r t a i n  j u r i d i c t i o n  ove r  t h e i r  members. They 
r e g s l a t e  m a t t e r s  o f  p r o f e s s i o n a l  i n t e r e s t  t o  t h e i r  
members, mutual h e l p  and i n  e x e r c i s i n g  d i s c i p l i n a r y  
m a s u r e s  a g a i n s t  members who v i o l a t e  t h e i r  code of 
conduct .  The g u i l d  t akes  over  t h e  performance of 
f u n e r a l  r i g h t s  of  i t s  members. 

Occupat ional  a s s o c i a t i o n s  is  another  f e a t u r e  of  
Yoruba communities. S ince  most p r o f e s s i o n s  a r e  a long  
sex l i n e s ,  most occupat ion  g u i l d s  and a s s o c i a t i o n s  
a l s o  fo l low sex l i n e s .  An admission f e e  is  charged 
i n  cash  and i n  kind f o r  new e n t r a n t s ,  and no one i s  
a l lowed t o  prac t i -ce  a  p r o f e s s i o n  un l e s s  he is a  r e g i s -  
t e r e d  member of  t h e  g u i l d .  A member of  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
a ~ s o c i a t i o n  i n  one community on t ransEer  o r  m ig ra t i on  
t o  ano the r  community ha s  t o  perform t h e  d u t i e s  of  a 
rlew e n t r a n t  b e f o r e  be ing  allowed t o  p r a c t i s e  h i s  
p ro fe s s io r  . 

The t h i r d  l e v e l  of t h i s  a n a l y s i s  of  t r a d i t i o n a l  
a u t h o r i t y  is  t h e  fami ly .  I n  t h i s  con t ex t ,  the  fami ly  
a c t u a l l y  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  extended fami ly  o r  t h e  descent  
group i n  which male o r  female t r a c e  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
from one named a n c e s t o r  wi th in  t h e  cormnunity. New 
members a r e  added through marr iage  and p roc rea t i on  
whi le  t h e  dead ones nre  h r l i e v ~ d  t o  r e t a i n  t h e i r  
intert2st.s i n  and inFl111.1lcc over  t!ic group from ano the r  
worid beyond, so t h a t  t l lcrc  i s  n n  element o f  perpec- 
t u i  t y  t o  t h e  groilp , > I -  : !I<, ~ ~ s t c ~ n d c d  family. The o l d e s t  
male member of t h c *  I:ui!i l y is L I S L I ; ~ ~ ~ ~  t h e  head o f  t h e  
fami ly .  I f  hc is ;i r i t l c ~ l  , . l ~ i t , f ,  tie r e p r e s e n t s  a  
synbol of grc>atcr  ; I L L [  l ~ t , l - i [  v i l l  t h e  family c i r c l e  s i n c e  
he is  coI~vc,l-s:inc w i  111 t I t , ,  I l ;~~l~>i-n ings i n  t h e  community 
a t  l n rgc .  ~ ' \ ~ c ~ r - y  ~ ! l t ~ r l ~ l > ~ ~ r -  t I:(, f n m i  1 y c o n s u l t s  him and 
n b t ; ~ i n s  h i  5 :;l)l)rt)v;t l 1 1 , ; .  n~o:;~ t l ~ i n g s  they wish t o  do. 
I m i  I ,  I 0 1  11 is c 1 ~ 1 1  d i r e c t  sons and daugh- 
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t e r s  o r  of  k i s  c l o s e  k in ,  t h e  head of t h e  fami ly  speaks 
and c a r r i e s  o u t  o r  a c c e p t s  marr iage  o b l i g a t i o n s  on 
beha l f  of  t h e  members of  t h e  fami ly .  The head of  t h e  
fami ly  and t h e  most e l d e r l y  members a r e  r e s p o n s i b l e  
f o r  f i n d i n g  mates f o r  t h e i r  sons and daughters .  I n  
most c a s e s  t h e  agreement between t h e  p a r e n t s  o f  would- 
be paren ts - in- laws  would have been nego t i a t ed  b e f o r e  
t h e  young couples  a r e  informed. I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t , t h e  
mother of  a  ' p o t e n t i a l  b r i d e  and t h e  young g i r l  a r e  i n  
t h i s  c a t ego ry  of  be ing  merely informed a f t e r  t h e  
f a t h e r  o r  t h e  head of  t h e  fami ly  has  given h i s  b l e s s -  
i ng  t o  t h e  union. 

The i n v i t a t i o n  o f  young a d u l t s  i n  t h e  fami ly  
i n  t o  v a r i o u s  s o c i a l  and c u l t u r a l  o r g a n i s a t  ions  is  
through t h e  head o f  t h e  fami ly  who l i t e r a l l y  hands 
ove r  t h e  i n i t i a t e  t o  h i s  o r  h e r  age group o r  o t h e r  
s o c i e t y .  Usua l ly ,  a s  t h e  c h i l d r e n  grow up say t o  
about  age e i g h t  years  and upwards, t hey  work on t h e  
farm f o r  t h e  head o f  t h e  fainily and t hey  w i l l  c o n t i -  
nue l i k e  t h i s  u n t i l  t hey  a r e  ready t o  g e t  m ~ r r i e d .  
U n t i l  t h a t  t ime they  do not  own any farm o r  proper ty  
of  t h e i r  own. I n  ca se  of  a  man, some land and farm 
i s  a l l o c a t e d  t o  him a  couple  o f  y e a r s  be fo re  h i s  
marr iage .  I t  i s  on ly  a t  marr iage  t h a t  t h e  young man. 
g r adua t e  from h i s  a b s o l u t e  s tewardsh ip .  Marriage 
however does no t  p rec lude  him and h i s  w i f e  from 
c o n t r i b u t i n g  labour  towards t h e  farm of t h e  head of 
t h e  fami ly ,  e s p e c i a l l y  du r ing  peak labour  r e q u i r e -  
ments on t h e  farm. 

There i s  s t r o n g  s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  t h e  age d i f f e -  
rence  between members of  t h e  same family.  Author i ty  
u s u a l l y  devolves  on t h e  most s e n i o r  member i n  any 
occas ion .  The wives i n  t h e  f ami ly  a r e  by rank 
lower t han  t h e  c h i l d r e n  born i n t o  t h e  fami ly  hc fo rc  
t h e  women a r e  marr ied i n t o  t h e  fami ly .  Therefore  
such wives a r e  expected t o  pay t h e  c h i l d r e n  drlc 
r e s p e c t  by knee l i ng  down t o  g r e e t  them i n  t h e  morning, 
and by no t  c a l l i n g  t h e  c h i l d r e n  by t h e i r  givcn names 
but  by an  appe l a t i on .  I t  goes wi thout  say ing  t h a t  i t  
i s  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of  every  a d u l t  
member of  t h e  fami ly  t o  h e l p  b r i n g  up t h e  young ones.  

The infJuence of modernization 

There is  no doubt  t h a t  t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y ,  
a t  t h e  t h r e e  l e v e l s  o f  a n a l y s i s  t h u s  presen ted  h a s  
been waning and some a s p e c t s  have almost  completely 
disappeared.  The f i r s t  .impact t o  be  no t i ced  was i n  
t h e  impos i t ion  of  c o l o n i a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  in  which 
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t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  r u l e r s  was confered 
by t h e  c o l o n i a l  admin i s t r a t i on .  By a  system of in- 
d i r e c t  r u l e ,  people of t h e  v a r i o u s  c o m u n i t i e s  be- 
came s u b j e c t s  of t h e  B r i t i s h  Crown and t h e i r  kings 
became l i t e r a l l y  s e r v a n t s  of t h e  B r i t i s h  Crown. The 
king thence fo r th  c o l l e c t e d  t a x e s  and l e v i e s  no t  f o r  
himself bu t  on behal f  of t h e  c o l o n i a l  government. 
In  r ecogn i t i on  of h i s  s e r v i c e s ,  t h e  c o l o n i a l  govern- 
ment paid t h e  k ing  s a l a r i e s  o u t  of t h e  t axes  co l l ec t ed  
i n  h i s  domain. The annual  t r i b u t e s  from b a l e s  and 
members of  t r i b u t a r y  v i l l a g e s  ce ized .  

A s  modernizat ion progresses  i n  every town and i n  
every  small  community coupled wi th  t h e  i n f luences  of 
educa t ion  and mass-media t h e r e  is t h e  mass-exodus 
i n t o  towns and c i t i e s  by young men who used t o  work 
under t h e  a e g i s  of t h e i r  p a r e n t s  f o r  long yea r s  with- 
ou t  ask ing  f o r  reward. Such young men, depending on 
t h e i r  l e v e l  of educa t ion  and t r a i n i n g  on migra t ion  
to ' town t ake  up paid employment a s  l aboure r s ,  a r t i -  
sans ,  s k i l l e d  workers, c l e r k s ,  execu t ives ,  e t c .  The 
d i r e c t  e f f e c t  of t h i s  i s  s e v e r a l  f o l d .  The f i r s t  i s  
t h a t  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  a g r i c u l t u r a l  l abour  which is being 
l o s t  t o  t h e  towns and c i t i e s  i s  no t  be ing  rep laced  
i n  equal  r a t e  a s  t h e  r a t e  of l o s s ,  hence t h e r e  i s  a  
decrease  i n  t o t a l  a g r i c u l t u r a l  l abour  on t h e  farms. 
Second, t h e  young men, who now l i v e  a  d i s t a n k e  from 
t h e i r  c o m u n i t i e s  and f a m i l i e s  a r e  no longer  sub- 
j e c t e d  t o  t h e  obedience and adherence t o  small  com- 
munity va lves  and f a m i l i a l  r o l e  expec t a t i ons .  There 
i s  dec idedly  t he  s lackening  of community a s  wel l  a s  
f a m i l i a l  a u t h o r i t y  on t h e  i nd iv idua l .  Old men l e f t  
behind i n  t h e  v i l l a g e s  bemoan t h e  a t t i t u d e s  of 
present-day youngs ters  who have no r e spec t  f o r  t r a d i -  
t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y .  Those s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  such a s  
t h e  age-grades, which he lp  t o  keep toge the r  people 
of t h e  sarr.e community and s u b j e c t  them t o  t r a d i t i o n a l  
norms and va lues  have d isappeared  even i n  p l aces  l i k e  
E k i t i  where 1t used t o  be most v i r i l e  i n  every com- 
munity. However, rura l -born ,  urban-se t t led  sons and 
daughters  s t i l l  main ta in  clo-se t i e s  wi th  t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  
home i n  s e v e r a l  ways. By making pe r iod i c  c o n t r i b u t i o n  
towards s e l f -he lp  ~ r o j e c t s  i n  t h e  community, by e r e c t -  
ing modern houses i n  t h e i r  communities, and by r e tu rn -  
ing t h e r e  a t  r e t i r emen t  o r  o l d  age t o  s e t t l e  f o r  l i f e .  
Sometimes, they r e t u r n  t o  t h e i r  c o m u n i t i e s  t o  s e l e c t  
t h e i r  wives and husdands. It should be noted t h a t  
those who e x h i b i t  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a r e  ' those who 
have managed t o  succeed i n  t h e i r  occupat iona l  and o t h e r  
endeavours i n  t h e  towns. Others  who could not make i t  
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i n  t h e  town have no mot iva t ions  f o r  r e t u r n i n g  home, o r  
f o r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  development a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e i r  
home and consequer t ly  become a  l o s s  t o  t h e i r  community. 

The same argument goes f o r  t h e  fami ly  ciycum- 
s t ances .  Children a r e  no longer  looked upon a s  an 
economic a s s e t  i n  provid ing  labour  f o r  t he  family 
farm. Even a t  younger age before  they  a r e  ready t o  
migra te ,  most c h i l d r e n  a r e  i n  school  and consequently 
a r e  no t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  f i v e  days of the'week t o  work 
on t h e i r  f a t h e r s '  farms. During vaca t ion ,  t h e  ch i ld -  
r en  would have made t h e i r  own arrangements t o  spend 
t h e i r  ho l idays  wi th  t h e i r  b ro the r s ,  s i s t e r s  o r  re-  
l a t i v e s  who l i v e  i n  t h e  town. Having seen  the  poten- 
t i a l s  of  town l i f e ,  t hey  could ha rd ly  wai t  t o  f i n i s h  
t h e i r  educa t ion  i n  t h e  v i l l a g e  schools  be fo re  they  
mig ra t e  t o  town. A l l  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  lead  t o  t h e  
s lackening  of t r a d i t i o n a l  p a r e n t a l  a u t h o r i t y  on t h e i r  
c h i l d r e n .  A t y p i c a l  example of t h i s  i s  the  change i n  
t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  r o l e  of pa ren t s  i n  s ecu r ing  a  s u i t a b l e  
marriage p a r t n e r  f o r  t h e i r  sons and daughters .  It i s  
p a r t  of t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  p a r e n t s  t o  
s ee  t h a t  t h e i r  c h i l d  mar r i e s  from a  family known t o  
them which is  f r e e  from any fami ly  d i s e a s e  and noto- 
r i e t y .  But those  who move away from t h e i r  communi- 
t i e s .  more o f t e n  than  not  meet t h e i r  would be husband 
o r  w i f e  where they  abode and would have consumated 
t h e i r  love  a f f a i r s  be fo re  ask ing  f o r  token approval  
from t h e i r  pa ren t s .  

But a p a r t  from these  changes i n  t h e  i n f luence  of 
t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  t h e r e  a r e  some o t h e r  a r e a s  
where t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  could s t i l l  e x e r t  i t s  
in f luence .  These w i l l  be d iscussed  with r e spec t  t o  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  development. 

The impact of traditional authority on the acceptance 
of innovations 

Thi s  s e c t i o n  of the  paper addresses  i t s e l f  t o  
t h e  i n f luence  of t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  on the accep- 
tance  of a g r i c u l t u r a l  innovat ions  in  Western Kiger ia .  
From the exper ience  of t h e  au thn r ,  t h e r e  has been no 
sys temat ic  qtudy in  which t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  has 
been o p e r a t i o n a l i s e d  in  t hc  adoption o f  s t u d i e s ,  b u t  
t h e r e  a r e  adequate i n d i c a t i o n s  in somc strlclics and 
the f i e l d  exper iences  of t h e  au thor  w h i c h  go t o  show 
t h a t  t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  has cxc.rtr,d inf 1 llr,ncc, in 
the  pas t  on thc  adoption hchnvin l~r  o r  f t ~ r m c r s .  Pcrhaps 
the most i npo r t an t  l c v c l s  ( l f  t r n c ! i t  i o n n l  nu t  l~o r - i t v  t o  
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the adoption of agricultural innovations are the last 
two levels of authority - the community and the family. 
Some of those areas in which the comunity exercises 
its influence on groups and individual choices are 
discussed below: 

C u t m ~ ~ ~ n i t g  Land: Until the recent decree which 
vested land in the state, the right of ownership of 
land belongedto either the community or the family. 
Individual members of family living in each community 
only had usufuctory rights. But at the head of each 
cornrnt~nity, the Oba or Bale and his chiefs in council 
t~oltl the community land in trust for every member of 
tl1.1t community. At the level of the comunity, there 
 re ccrtain agricultural innovations which require 
group o r  community adoption and thus consequently 
nccd to be adopted by popular support and acclamation 
of the community before it can succeed. A good exam- 
ple of this is the Farm Settlement Scheme which the 
government of Western State of Nigeria tried hard to 
establish in the early 60s. One of the requirements 
was that a community or groups of land owning fami- 
lies should donate enough agricultural land on which 
the farm settlement scheme was to be established. 
1:ffnrts of government to establish plantations and 
farm settlements in some communities have failed and 
such projects had to be moved elsewhere because the 
community refused to donate land for the project. 
Some communities which agreed to donate land did so 
only on one condition - that only people from the 
community who originally donated the land shall be 
settled on the land. Although there were laws which 
made it possible for a government to acquire conpul- 
sorily a large track of land for public good, succes- 
sful acquisition could only be achieved by the tacit 
agreement of the owners of the land to surrender the 
land. In certain communities in Bendel State, which 
was part of the Western Region at the time some 
government officers who went to survey a tract of 
farm land for a proposed farm settlement were 
matcheted for 'trespassing1 on a community land-The 
F.A.O. (1966: 336) report on the Farm Settlement 
Scheme has this to say: 

(1) P.A.O. Agricultural Development in Nigeria: 
1965-80, F.A.O. Rome 1966 
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t'0ne of the delaying factors has ber-n the diffi-
culEies which the Resional Goverru:enrs have
experienced in obtaining suiiable:reas of lan<j
for growirlg crops proposed as soLir..rs of j.ncome
for settlers and tire opposrtion from iocal in-
habitants before, during and afrer or:cupation
of the seltiement areas. In some cas€'s in the
Eastern Region, tirey have had to abandon
pr,:jects as a resuit of ilnr:,rmpronising op.posi-
tion of certain villages (i: 3 ,ii'or-igin).
Similarly in the Mj,d*',,rr.,sterrr Ic,14icin ivork haci to
he suspended at Ekpoma, anci irr-sr i 1 it-v :rnri oppo-
sition from loca1 pecpie has ccntiniied even after
part of the area scheCuled for setLlernent Lrad
been given back to cne of thr: local villages.,,

Comxttnrtq Sd,i:r ,:{rrtlr: CorrmuniLies in wlich its
members are fataligtic in outlook;lnc1 wtiose r.earler.q
are tr:aditionally cronservative ruith respect to the
use of land generally has a doniinant ini. l rren,..-e on
the innovativeness of the members of the community.
In a study carried r:ut by AI ao (l 97r)) sr,veral hypo_
theses were evalriated tc;:ee wheLhei- ihere,,.,as in-
fact any relationship beti+een rt"rrnmrrnjty structur.j
and individual farners adr-,ption sc.or c r*,ilhir..: the
community. Community altribuies were neasi:re<i lir
terms of the levels of strur:turaL rl ifiere-nriation,
r,rhe::e l.ow level of stru(.iui-ai r.i if f.re.ti;rf io:r v,r.1s
associated with fat;'.li.sm ::nd t:onsci,.v,ati,,n. i\ :,er()
order correlation -L-.etvrcen lhe nornal s.cL.s r:f con.i_
nity differentiation and tire rnc:an s..oi.i. cl famt,rc
living in the conmunity Eave a correl ar j.r,ri rocii-i-
cient oI O.25 p = C, Oi . 'l'lris sfior,,e d ahl:t ther,: i s

TABLE I: UNDER DIFFER]]J.'IT
DIFEERENTIATlOi,

H r*h lled ium L n'-l

Llean Adopt ior.r Score

MEAN ADOPTION SCORE

LEVELS OE STRUCTURAL

4.1
\I-1

T'/ rat

J.)

j'; = 168

14-99

LQ

119

o.005

\6

lo D_

2W
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a  s i g n i f i c a n t  p o s i t i v e  a s s o c i a t i o n  betweeri community's 
l e v e l  of s t r u c t u r a l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  and adopt ion  s c o r e  
of fa rmers .  I n  o t h e r  words t he  h i g h e r  t h e  l e v e l  of 
s t r u c t u r a l  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  of a  community, t h e  g r ea t -  
e r  t h e  mean adopt ion  s co re  of fa rmers  l i v i n g  i n  i t .  
Therefore  community s t r u c t u r e  e x e r t s  i n f l u e n c e  on t h e  
adopt ion  behaviour  of fa rmers  l i v i n g  i n  i t .  

Frn11.CI:y S h c f u h c  : Famil i a l  a u t h o r i t y  i s  recog- 
n i scd  in  r e s p e c t  t o  t he  common proper ty  owned by t h e  
f - n i l y ,  and i n  t h e  conduct of fami ly  ? £ f a i r s .  Trad i -  
t i o n a l l  y ,  a  son con t inues  t o  s e r v e  h i s  f a t h e r  by 
working on h i s  f a t h e r ' s  farm u n t i l  he i s  marr ied ,  
<hen he is e n t i t l e d  t o  h i s  own farm and h i s  i s  
a l l o c a t e d  a  p l o t  of land t o  farm. Before he ownes 
3 farm, t he  a d u l t  son on ly  t a k e s  i n s t r u c t i o n s  from 
his f a t h e r  on t h e  management of t he  farm and on the  
use of p roduct ion  i npu t< .  I f  tie i n v i t e d  h i s  age 
group t o  work, i t  was f o r  work on h i s  f a t h e r ' s  farm. 
Therefore  he has no i n c e n t i v e  t o  i n n ~ v ~ ~ t c  ns a  young 
a d u l t .  

T11e most important  nspec t  o f  f a m i l i a l  a u t h o r i t y  
on adopt ion  of innovat ions  can be c l e a r l y  demonstrate? 
i n  t he  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  t r e n  tment of ' s t r a n g e r s '  o r  
nonmembers of t he  fami ly  wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  t he  use  of 
l and .  Severa l  surveys conducted i n  Western N ige r i a  by 
t he  n i ~ t h o r  and o t h e r  r e s e a r c h e r s  showed t h a t  land own- 
ing  f a m i l i t i e s  t h a t  g r an t  t he  r i g h t  of use  of pa r t  o f  
t h e i r  family laqd t o  a  s t r a n g e r  u s u a l l y  have p r e s c r i -  
bed i o r  him what c rops  he could grow o r  p l a n t .  Usua l ly  
t h e r e  i s  an unwritten agreement of a  shor t - te rm a  
tenancy period of one  t c  t h r e e  years . )  Some agreements 
have t o  be re -negot ia ted  f o r  every  c rop  season.  The 
u n c e r t a i n t y  c r e a t e d  by l a c k  of s e c u r i t y  of t enu re  
s e rves  a s  a d i s i n c e n t i v e  on t h e  pa r t  of t he  farmer 
s t r a n g e r  t o  innovate  o r  t o  adopt  r e g u l a r  i nnova t ions  
being use? ky o t b e r  farriers. 

In  a r e c e n t  paper  by O t i t e  (1979) on t h e  Urhobo 
Immigrants t o  some p a r t s  of Ondo S t a t e ,  he  no ted  t h a t  
t h e  r i g h t  t o  u s e  of l and  g ran t ed  t o  a  s t r a n g e r  d i d  
n o t  involve  t h e  e x c l u s i v e  r i g h t  ove r  t h e  o i l pa lm  
t r e e s  i n  a  g iven  a r e a ,  o f t e n  g r an t ed  s e p a r a t e l y  t o  
t h e  Urhobo fa rmers  does n o t  con fe r  on them i n d i s c r i -  
mina te  farming r i g h t s .  In which c a s e  a n  Urhobo 
farmer who s i g n s  an agreement t o  e x p l o i t  o i l  palm 
cannot  farm t o  produce h i s  food c rops  u n l e s s  under  a 
s e p a r a t e  l e a s e  agreement w i th  h i s  l and lo rd .  Such a 
farmer s u f f e r s  from s d i s i n c e n t i v e  t o  improve t h e  o i l  
palms and t o  accept  o t h e r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  innovat ions .  
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I n  t h e  I soya  P r o j e c t  V i l l a g e s ,  an i n t e g r a t e d  
r u r a l  development p r o j e c t  launched by t he  Department 
of  ~ x t e n s i o n '  Educat ion and Rural Sociology i n  1968, 
we d iscovered  t h a t  i t  has always been d i f f i c u l t  t o  
g e t  t h e  migran ts  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  innovat ive  ex- 
t e n s i o n  programmes brought  by t h e  Department i n t o  
t h e s e  communities, e s p e c i a l l y  in  coope ra t i ve  groups. 
The exp l ana t i on  is t h a t  t he  n i g r a n f s  a r e  no t  i n  any- 
Jay i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  t h e s e  communities, and t h e i r  
i n t e r e s t s  and p r i v i l e g e s  d e r i v e  from t h e i r  l and lo rd  
who may o r  may no t  be involved i n  t h e  programmes. 
Therefore  even though t h e  migran t  farmers  may be 
capab l e  fa rmers  w i l l i n g  and a b l e  t o  adopt  new i m -  
proved p r a c t i c e s ,  t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  and nonns 
prec lude  them from doing s o .  

As mentioned i n  t h e  body of t h e  paper ,  most 
in formal  s o c i a l  o r g a n i s a t i o n s  i n  t h e  r u r a l  a r e a s  a r e  
s e t  a long  sex l i n e s .  The pervading a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  
menfolk i n  t h e  fami ly  a s  husbands, and f a t h e r  pre- 
c l u d e s  women from p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  men's a s s o c i a t i o n s  
because t h e  men a r e  a l s o  supposed t o  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  
i n t e r e s t s  of t h e i r  womenfolk. I t  was no t  s u r p r i s i n g  
t h e r e f o r e  t h a t  t h e  f i r s t  f o u r  groups of  coope ra t i ve s  
t h a t  were organised  i n  I soya  P r o j e c t  v i l l a g e s ,  t h e r e  
were no women members of t h e  coope ra t i ve s .  Therefore ,  
t h e  women i n  t he  v i l l a g e s  cannot  p a r t i c i p a t e  d i r e c t l y  
i n  t h e  i nnova t ive  programmes t h a t  may be in t roduced  
t o  t h e  coope ra t i ve  groups s i n c e  women a r e  normally 
exc l r~ded  from them. An a l t e r n a t i v e  s t r a t e g y  which 
we have adopted is t o  o r g a n i s e  s e p a r a t e  all-women 
coope ra t i ve s  i n  t he  v i l l a g e s  which now s e r v e s  a s  
r a l l y i n g  po in t  f c r  d i s s emina t i on  of innovat ions  i n  
home economics e x t e n s  ion t o  t h e  women. 

Onigu O t i t e :  "Rural Migrants  a s  C a t a l y s t s  i n  
Rural  ~ e v e l o ~ m e n t "  Paper r ead  a t  t h e  
Conference of Small Urban Cen t r e s ,  
U n i v e r s i t y  of Wisconsin, November 
9 - l l t h ,  1978. 
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SummarY

Ttris paper has rer,'iewed the nature of tradi-
tional a,rtiroiity in Western Nige::ia, which rvas cealt 

.

with at three 1evel - the kingdom, the Corirmunity and

the Family. It l+as suggested lhat ihe lnost important
i*pr"t of traditio.ral iuthority on adoption of agri*
.uj.t.rrrl. innovations could be found at the cctrrnuirity

anC the Iarlily l-evels. At both levels, traditional
arrthority ..,,.,id be used to Siscourage adoption of
agr:iculrural innovations by farmers' Several cen-

"I"tu exampies from e-mpirical researchers and field
observations by rhe author were used to demortsiraLe
this phenonienon'
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