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Abstract 

This study estimated labour time allocation and efficiency in food crop production in 

Southeast Nigeria. Multistage sampling technique was used to select a sample of 312 cassava 

based food crop farmers whose responses formed the data for the study. Cost route approach 

aided by a well structured and validated questionnaire was adopted to collect data from the 

farmer labourers. Data were analysed using appropriate descriptive statistical tools like mean, 

frequencies and percentage. Furthermore, technical efficiency measures like partial 

productivity of labour as an index of labour use efficiency was used. Result showed that 

labourers in the study area had a mean age, household size, household annual income and 

level of education of 51.3years, 8 persons, ₦391,530.64 and 10 years respectively. It was 

found that the total number of man-hours that make up a man-day as usually agreed upon by 

labourers and employers in the study area was 7 hours. It was also found that out of this 7 

hours, labourers usually spend 0.51 hours (31minutes) resting under sheds, 0.57 hours (34 

minutes) eating/smoking or snuffing, and 0.32 hours (18 minutes) in activities other than 

actual work schedule and about 5.51 hours in actual field operation for which they were 

employed. The result also showed that the mean partial labour productivity was 2.17. It was 

concluded that although labour was found to be efficiently utilized, the efficiency level would 

be improved if a better and more efficient labour allocation method, time work or piece work, 

is adopted by farm managers and entrepreneurs in their various crop production activities. 

This will ensure increased agricultural productivity and food security status of Nigeria.   

Key Words: Labour, Time allocation, Efficiency, Cost Route approach, Time work, Task 

work, Piece work and Productivity.  
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1.0 Introduction 

Labour has been one of the few and perhaps the only agricultural input (with the exception of 

draft horses and mules) whose use has declined substantially over time (Edward, 1978). 

According to him, apart from the decline in the number of farm operations, mechanization 

and new technology in many forms have contributed to the decline and have allowed 

agricultural production to increase in spite of the decrease in labour. Another reason for 

shortage of labour was traced by Knipsher(1980) to lack of money to hire labour, high cost of 

available labour, increase in school enrolment by youths as well as rural-urban migration of a 

more productive labour force.  Ijere,(1978) identified lack of infrastructure in rural areas as a 

contributing factor to widespread migration of able-bodied labour from rural areas. It has 

been observed also that the debilitating effects of climate change on farm labour seriously 

affects its availability and use in farm production. This occurs through the associated health 

hazards due to increasing heat waves in the tropics and preponderance of pests and diseases 

which affect human beings.     

Labour can be classified as family labour, hired labour and communal labour (ie. group 

labour). It is the second most important resource in farm production and constitutes a serious 

limiting input in the production process (Olayide and Heady, 1982). Olayide and Heady 

(1982) and Upton (1997) also posit that labour and entrepreneurship are the most important 

resources next to land in traditional agriculture because it is in them that the decision making 

power in any production process resides. Labour with respect to agriculture means the 

available human effort for use in production. Its availability or supply is a function of 

economically active proportion of the population released into agriculture (FAO, 1986-1995) 

and its quality is a function of the level of education and training. Farm management studies 

according to Johnson, (1990) have shown that in peasant farming communities, human labour 

requirements in the production process constitute between 50 and 65 percent of all farm 

operations. This implies that large-scale production with tractorized equipments will 

definitely require an increase in the number of hands required for stumping, weeding and 

harvesting unless economical herbicides are available for weeding or can be mechanized at 

reasonable cost. High cost of labour and the unwillingness of young grade school leavers to 

undertake the heavy chores of weeding and stumping with primitive tools, pose serious 

challenges for farm labour in developing countries. The contribution of increase in the quality 

of labour force to the growth of the USA economy more than doubled from 13% in 1909- 

1927 to 27% in 1929-1957 due to improved level of education and training (Agrawal and Lal, 

1980). Also the role of improved technology is considered higher when labour force is more 
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educated and provided with the on-the-job training than when it is not so (Ojo and Ajibefun, 

2000). Education and training therefore produce a labour force that is more skilled and 

adaptable to the needs of a changing economy. 

Obiechina and Otti(1985) found that of labour input, 75% is provided from family source 

while 25% is hired. Onwechekwa (1988) stated that in Abakiliki area of Anambra State now 

in Ebonyi State, the relative proportion of labour input supplied by each labour class with 

respect to gender and age varied with the crop concerned and the availability of labour. 

Okorji (1983) found that 40% of total labour supply was hired labour and were used for the 

tedious operations like land preparations and weeding. Similarly, Okorji (1985) found that 

differential wage rates exist for male and female labour which do not reflect amount of work 

done but rather the nature of work. According to him even though sometimes women were 

more efficient than men in some operations such as weeding and harvesting, men were paid 

higher wages than women as a result of nature of work. 

The third category is communal labour, which is useful for breaking seasonal labour 

bottlenecks in smallholder farming (Koch, 1985). However Bamun and Squire (1979) 

observed that communal labour depends on the ability of the farmer to belong to a particular 

age grade or association that could organize exchange labour or group work. Okorji and 

Obiechina (1985) documented that communal labour involves supplementing family labour 

with that of kinsmen or members of farmer’s age grade. They usually help during the peak 

demand for labour, but disengage during slack period of farming. Communal labour could be 

rotatory and payments are made by providing food, drinks and accepting the work in similar 

manner for those who helped (Eze, 1990). 

In Southeast Nigeria, labour availability and use in agricultural production activities as 

against other sectors like in building construction works, transportation etc, has been on the 

decline. This undoubtedly has negative effects on food production and agricultural 

productivity in general. Olayide and Heady, (1982) attributed low agricultural productivity to 

inefficiency in the allocation and use of available farm resources. Similarly, Obasi and Agu 

(2000), opined that the challenge that is currently confronting Nigeria’s agriculture is related 

to the problem of low productivity in production resulting from inefficient use of resources. 

Several works related to agricultural productivity and reasons for low productivity have been 

carried out but little or none has dwelt on the place of labour with respect to time allocation 

and efficiency in food production. Besides, in recent times, little or no work has been carried 

out on labour availability and use in crop production as could be seen in the available  

literature cited in this work, therefore a knowledge gap exists. Consequently, this study is 
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structured to investigate labour time allocation and efficiency in food crop production as a 

prelude to correcting the inefficiencies observed in farm resource use so as to ensure 

increases in agricultural productivity and food security in Nigeria and also to close the 

knowledge gap on labour availability and use .  

 

2.0 Material and Methods 

The study was carried out in Imo and Ebonyi States Southeast Nigeria. Southeast Nigeria is 

located within latitudes 5
o
N to 6

o
 N of the equator and longitudes 6

o
E and 8

o
E of the 

Greenwich (prime) meridian (M.S corporation, 2009). Southeast Nigeria is made up of five 

(5) States namely Abia, Anambra, Ebonyi, Enugu and Imo. The zone occupies a total land 

mass of 10,952,400 hectares with a population of 16,381,729 people (NPC, 2006). There are 

two major seasons experienced in this zone. These are the Dry season and the Rainy season. 

The dry season occurs between November and March while the rainy season occurs between 

April and October. Although over the recent decades, it appears very difficult to create a clear 

cut distinction between the periods we refer to as rainy season and dry season due to climate 

change. This is epitomized by heavy rains that fall during the supposed dry spells and 

obvious dry spells suffered during seasons that heavy rains are expected. The zone 

experiences an average annual temperature, rainfall, relative humidity, number of rain-days 

and hours of sunshine per day, of 27
o
C, 1800mm, 72%, 4.4hours, and 142days respectively. 

Despite the observed erratic nature of both rainfall and dry spells, the location of the zone 

within the tropical rainforest belt of the country encourages and allows the growth and 

survival of most tropical food crops like yam, cassava, vegetables, rice, etc, and livestock 

production.  Hence about 60-70% of the inhabitants of this zone are observed to engage in 

agriculture, mainly crop farming and animal rearing (Okoye et al, 2010).  

Multistage sampling technique was used to select a sample of 312 cassava based food crop 

farmers from the two States( Imo and Ebonyi) selected purposively based on their distinct 

topographical locations in the zone. The relatively hilly terrain States (Anambra, Enugu and 

Ebonyi) and the relatively flat terrain States (Abia and Imo) States. Data for this study were 

collected from primary sources, mainly cassava producers using both direct and indirect 

approaches. This implies that in some cases cost route approach were used by the researcher 

to collect some data while others were collected with the use of interview schedule. The type 

of data  collected included those that bother on the socio-economic characteristics of farmers 

like (age, sex, level of education, household size, annual income, etc.). Data concerning the 

man-days or man-hours of work usually agreed upon between labourers and employers and 
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the actual man-hours engaged in the work (i.e. effectively utilized in the work) were 

collected. Data were analysed using appropriate descriptive statistical tools like mean, 

frequencies and percentages and technical efficiency measures like partial productivity of 

labour as an index of labour use efficiency(Ehui and Spencer, 1990).  

Labour Time Allocation was determined using the model 

TAiA = Tti – (Tei + Tri + Toi)……………………………………..3.1 

Where   
TAiA  = Labour/Actual time allocation (hours) by the ith farmer/ man-day 

              Tti = Total time allocation/ man-hours agreed (hours)/man-day 

              Tri = Time used in resting under a shed due to sun/heat/tiredness (hours) by the    ith 

farmer/man-day 

              Tei =  Time used in eating (hours) by the ith farmer/man-day 

              Toi =   Time used in other activities other than actual work schedule (hours) by the 

ith farmer/man-day. Adopted from  (Togunde and Newman, 2005). 

This was estimated per farmer and the mean time allocation of the entire system determined 

using the model as shown in equation 

1

n

TAi
i

n

A



     = Mean time allocation in (hours)/man-day……………..3.2 

Where n is the sample size.  

Furthermore, labour use efficiency was estimated using the partial productivity of labour as 

an index (Ehui and Spencer, 1990). This was got with the model 
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    …………………………………3.3                                                  

   Where       

                 
LPP   =    Partial Productivity of labour (labour use efficiency)                     

                 
oTV
   =    Value of Total Output in Naira/ha 

                 
nLV     =   Value of Labour Input in Naira/ha.  

                
qP        =    Price per unit of output in naira  

                Q     =    Quantity of Output  

                i      =    Type of output ( i ranges from 1- n
th

 output type) 

               
xP   =   Price per man-day of  labour input in naira 
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               X    =   Quantity of labour used in man-days 

               (Adopted from Ehui and Spencer, 1990) 

This implies that if  
LPP > 1, labour was efficiently utilized and if 

LPP  < 1, labour was 

not efficiently utilized.   

 

3.0 Results and Discussions 

3.1 Socioeconomic Characteristics of the Respondents 

Table 3.1 shows the distribution of respondents according to their socio-economic 

characteristics. 

 

Table 3.1 Distribution of Respondents According to their Socio-economic Characteristics 

Socio-economic  

Characteristic 

Mean 

 

Standard deviation Range  

Age(years) 51.3 9.65 28-75 

Household 

size(persons) 

8 2.86 2-8 

Annual Income(₦) 391,530.64 0.000022 113290-1634271 

Level of Education 

(years) 

9.6 5.94 0 – 22 

Farming 

experience(yrs) 

20.96 9.28 2-60 

Farm size(hectares) 0.84 0.83 0.05- 5.00 

Number of extension  

Contact( no. of visits) 

0.73 1.2 0.00- 12.00            

Source: Field Survey Data, 2012. 

 

According Table 3.1, the mean age of cassava producer farmers in Southeast Nigeria was 

51.3 years with a standard deviation of 9.65years. This implies that there was high variability 

in the ages of farmers, however they were still within the productive age limit during which 

they could fully and efficiently engage in all forms of productive labour especially farm 

labour. The mean household size of farmers in the study area  was 8 persons per home, mean 

annual household income of ₦391,530.64 and mean farm size of 0.84 hectares.  These 

categorise the farmers in the study area as smallholder  and resource poor farmers because 
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they farm on land between 0.1-5.99 hectares (Olayide,1980; Ogungbile and Olukosi, 1999, 

and Nwaiwu, et.al., 2010). This implies that they were  mainly subsistence farmers who have 

very limited capacity to practice commercial farming. Consequently, they are also expected 

to have very weak capacity to adapt to the fast changing climate which has very adverse 

effects on agriculture and food production, if some abatement strategies are not strictly 

adopted. Furthermore, the farmers are said to be food insecure because according to the world 

Health Organization WHO, an individual is said to be food insecure if that person subsists on 

below $1.25 dollar per day(Todaro and Smith, 2011). Obviously $1 dollar is currently 

equivalent to about one hundred and sixty (₦160.00) Nigerian naira. From Table 3.1 the per 

capita income of the farmers per day was about one hundred and thirty-four naira (₦134.00). 

This implies that they leave below $1.25 USA dollar per day. Obviously, resource poor 

farmers rarely maintain an acceptable level of good health status, therefore the time allocation 

to assigned duties would have been affected negatively. The Table also shows that  the mean 

frequency of extension visits to the farmers was 0.73 times. This implies that extension 

education in the study area was very poor as such farmers would be lacking a lot in terms of 

availability and use of innovations that would have been more technically and economically 

efficient in use for production. Finally, the mean level of education of farmers in the study 

area was approximately ten (10) years. This implies that they would have acquired post-

primary education which makes them enlightened enough to be able to adopt available 

innovations when introduced to them.  

 

3.2  Labour Time Allocation to Food Crop Production in Southeast Nigeria. 

Labour time allocation stipulates the period of time in hours for which a hired labourer under 

time work schedule approach is expected to work. It also shows the total time actually used in 

the activity for which it was hired, the time spent resting, eating, and time used in other 

activities. Cost route approach was used to determine these time periods in the study area. 

Table 3.2 shows the distribution of respondents  according to the total number of hours 

usually stipulated for hired labourers in the study area. This represents the number of man-

hours a labourer is expected to put-in in a given days work during any routine food crop 

production activity. 
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Table 3.2 Time Agreement/ Number of Hours Labourers are Expected to Work  

Total Time 

Allocation (hrs) 

Imo 

Freq.           % 

Ebonyi 

Freq.             % 

Pooled 

Freq.            % 

4.0-5.0 15                  8.30 09                 6.90   24               7.70 

5.1-6.1 53                29.30 51               38.90 104             33.40 

6.2-7.2 30               16.60 27               20.60   57             18.20 

7.3-8.3 79               43.60 44               33.60 123             39.40 

8.4-9.4 04                2.20 00                 0.00   04               1.30 

Total 

Mean 

Std. Dev. 

Range 

181              100 

         7.02 

         1.02 

       5.0-9.0 

131               100 

        6.75 

        1.04 

     4.0-8.0 

312              100 

        6.91 

        1.07 

      4.0-9.0 

Source: Field Survey Data, 2012. 

Table 3.2 shows that the mean number of hour per man-day as usually agreed by farmers in 

Southeast Nigeria was approximately seven (7) hours with a standard deviation of 1.07hours. 

This implies that one man-day in the study area is equivalent to seven(7) man-hours. Also in  

Imo and Ebonyi States, one man-day was equivalent to 7 man-hours. 

 

3.3 Total Number of Hours Spent  By Hired Labourers for Resting   

Table 3.3 shows the distribution of respondents according to the number of hours usually 

spent by hired labourers during resting due to the high intensity sun, tiredness, heat or high 

temperatures in every working day. It is a normal routine for farm workers to hide under 

sheds intermittently when the sun is too intense or when they are tired. 

Table 3.3 shows that the mean number of hours  used for resting by labourers in Southeast 

Nigeria was 0.51 hours(31minutes) with a standard deviation of 0.25 hours. This implies that 

for every one man-day of seven (7) man-hours which a labourer is hired and paid for, he/she 

uses 0.51hours for resting due to the scorching heat of the sun or tiredness. This time lost 

could be attributed to excessive heat or temperature due to climate change. It has been said 

that due to the presence of green house gases in the atmosphere, the ozone layer that protects 

the earth from the heat of the sun depletes rapidly, hence higher temperature experienced on 

the earth surface. This adversely affects the efficiency of out-door labour especially in the 

farm through the debilitating effects on health of farm workers and time wasting by way of 

resting under sheds to reduce the chances of being beaten by the sun. 
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Table 3.3  Number of Hours Spent by Labourers in Resting/Day 

Resting Time 

Hrs/day 

Imo 

Freq.           % 

Ebonyi 

Freq.            % 

Pooled 

Freq.             % 

0.00-0.20 19                 10.42 20                 15.30 39               12.50 

0.21-0.41 35                 19.40 25                 19.08  60               19.23 

0.42-0.62 83                 45.88 48                 36.60 131             41.99 

0.63-0.83 19                 10.50 22                 16.80 41               13.14 

0.84-1.04 25                 13.80 16                 12.21 41               13.14 

Total 

Mean 

Std. Dev. 

Range 

181                100 

        0.51 

        0.25 

    0.00-1.00 

131               100 

         0.51 

         0.25 

     0.17-1.00 

312             100 

       0.51 

       0.25 

  0.00-1.00 

Source: Field Survey Data, 2012. 

 

3.4 Time Spent in Eating in Hours/Day 

Under traditional farming systems, labourers usually take their breaks during the agreed 

periods of work. In the study area, this break periods are  time to eat, snuff, or smoke. This is 

shown in Table 3.4. 

Table 3.4 Distribution According to Time Spent in Eating in Hours/Man-day.  

Eating Time 

Hrs/day 

Imo 

Freq.              % 

Ebonyi 

Freq.              % 

Pooled 

Freq.             % 

0.16-0.34 70                   38.67 20                   15.30 90                28.85 

0.35-0.53 68                   37.57 36                   27.50 104              33.33 

0.54-0.72 19                   10.50 05                     3.80   24                7.69 

0.73-0.91 06                     3.31 33                   25.20   39              12.50 

0.92-1.10 18                     9.94 37                   28.20   55              17.63 

Total 

Mean 

Std. Dev. 

Range 

181                   100 

           0.49 

           0.21 

     0.16-1.00 

131                 100 

         0.68 

         0.26 

   0.17-1.00 

 312              100 

          0.57 

          0.25 

      0.16-1.00 

Source: Field Survey Data, 2012. 

According to Table 3.4 the mean number of hours spent during eating per man-day was 

0.57hours with a standard deviation of 0.25hours. This implies that for every man-day of 
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seven(7) man-hours, 0.57 hours was used for eating, smoking or snuffing. This is a major 

disadvantage of time work scheduling method unlike the task work or piece work scheduling 

method whereby an agreed amount/size of work should be accomplished before a specified 

amount of money is paid. It therefore implies that even though 0.57hours of the agreed 7 

hours is lost, the same amount agreed per day as cost of one man-day must be paid to the 

labourer. This means that labour productivity/efficiency is lower in time work scheduling 

method than  in piece work or task work methods. Table 3.4 shows that labourers in Imo 

State spent 0.49hours while those in Ebonyi State spent 0.68hours during eating per man-day. 

It implies that Ebonyi labourers spend more time and hence lower productivity/efficiency 

than Imo State labourers. 

 

3.5 Total Time Used in Other Activities other than Actual Work Schedule/Day 

Table 3.5 shows the total time in hours by labourers in other activities than  the particular 

farm operation for which they were engaged. Activities that were concerned here include, 

fetching firewood, forage/or hay making for their livestock at home. Others included 

dressing/undressing after or before work. 

Table 3.5  Number of Hours Used in other Activities other than Actual Work Schedule. 

Time in Hours Used 

n other activities 

Imo 

Freq.            % 

Ebonyi 

Freq.              % 

Pooled 

Freq.             % 

0.00-0.40 130                71.82 74                   56.50 204                65.38 

0.41-0.81 29                  16.02 37                   28.20   66                21.10                 

0.82-1.22 18                    9.94 20                   15.30   38                12.20 

1.23-1.63 03                    1.65 00                     0.00   03                  1.00 

1.64-2.04 01                    0.55 00                     0.00    01                  0.30 

Total 

Mean 

Std. Dev. 

Range 

181                   100 

         0.26 

         0.38 

      0.00-2.00 

131                   100 

            0.39 

            0.36 

       0.00-1.00 

312                  100 

          0.32 

          0.38 

    0.00-2.00 

Source: Field Survey Data, 2012. 

 

According to Table 3.5, the mean hours of time used in other activities by labourers in 

Southeast Nigeria was 0.32 hours with a standard deviation of 0.38 hours. This implies that 

some time, 0.32 hours are lost out of the 7 hours usually agreed per man-day. This time lost 
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or decrease in efficiency of labour could be averted if task work scheduling method are 

adopted against the time work method predominant  in the study area.  

 

3.6 Actual Time Allocation to Scheduled Farm Operation or Work per Day. 

Table 3.6 shows the total actual time used by labourers in performing the function like 

weeding, planting, cultivation, fertilizer application, etc. for which they were employed per 

day. 

Table 3.6  Actual Time Allocated to Scheduled farm Operations per Day 

Actual Time 

Hours/day 

Imo 

Freq.             % 

Ebonyi 

Freq.              % 

Pooled 

Freq.            % 

3.00-4.00 15                  8.28 15                   10.90 30                9.60 

4.01-5.01 30                16.57 55                   41.93 85               27.24 

5.02-6.02 60                33.15 25                   19.09 85               27.24 

6.03-7.03 52                28.72 36                    27.48 88               28.20 

7.04-8.04 24                13.24 00                      0.00 24                 7.72 

Total 

Mean 

Std. Dev. 

Range 

181              100 

         5.75 

         1.13 

     3.00-7.83 

131                   100 

          5.75 

          1.04 

     3.41-6.83 

312               100 

        5.51 

        1.13 

    3.00-7.83 

Source: Field Survey Data, 2012. 

Table 3.6 shows that out of the 7 man-hours in one man-day usually agreed by farmers and 

labourers in the study area, only an average of 5.51 hours were used in actual work schedule 

for which they were employed. The remaining 1.49 hours representing about 21% of the 

agreed man-hours which they were expected to put into work were lost to resting, eating or 

other non-scheduled work activities. This time lost was as a result of unfavourable climatic 

conditions like excessive heat or high temperatures, erratic nature of rains that most time 

chase labourers out of work when in the field, scorching sunshine that makes labourers look 

for shelter under the trees etc. 

 

3.7 Technical Efficiency of Labour   

Table 3.7 shows the technical efficiency of labour measured using partial labour productivity 

as an index of efficiency.(Ehui and Spencer, 1990). Here partial productivity of labour is 
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given as total value product divided by total input of labour( all measured in value terms-

naira) 

 

Table 3.7 Distribution According to their Partial Productivities of Labour 

Partial Productivity 

Of Labour 

Imo 

Freq.             % 

Ebonyi 

Freq.              % 

Pooled 

Freq.              % 

0.46-1.12 18                  9.94 36                  27.48 55                   17.63 

1.13-1.79 40                22.10 45                  34.35 84                   26.96 

1.80-2.46 49                27.07 27                  20.61 76                   24.36 

2.47-3.13 19                10.49 18                  13.74 37                   11.86 

3.14-3.80 22                12.15 05                    3.84 27                     8.66 

3.81 and above 30                16.59 00                    0.00 22                     7.05 

Total 

Mean 

Std. Dev.  

Range 

181              100 

         2.55 

         1.32 

 0.46-7.00 

131                  100 

          1.66 

          0.73 

     0.50-3.52 

312                   100 

           2.17     

           1.19 

       0.46-7.00 

Source: Field Survey Data, 2012. 

 

According to Table 3.7 the mean partial productivity of farmers in Southeast Nigeria was 

2.17 with standard deviation of 1.19. Since partial productivity is greater than one (ie PpL 

>1), it is concluded that labour in the zone was being efficiently utilized. Also labour was 

efficiently utilized in both Imo and Ebonyi States with partial productivities of 2.55 and 1.66 

respectively. However it is noteworthy to observe that the partial productivity of farmers in 

Imo State was significantly higher than those in Ebonyi State at 5% level (Z- calculated is 

7.61 and the critical point is 1.96) with the values of 2.55 and 1.66 in Imo and Ebonyi States 

respectively. Hence Imo farmers were technically more efficient in the use of labour than 

their counterparts in Ebonyi State in cassava based crop mixture enterprise. Even though 

some reasonable time were being lost due to unfavourable climate conditions as were 

observed in Table 3.3, labour was still efficiently utilized. This implies that with better 

environmental conditions during which lesser time is dissipated, labour use efficiency would 

be greatly enhanced. Besides, if task work scheduling approach is adopted instead of the 

current time work approach, labour use efficiency would also be improved and agricultural 

productivity will be increased thereby ensuring food security in Nigeria.    
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4.0 Conclusion 

The study concluded that the current labour time allocation approach(time work) is 

detrimental to the effectiveness and efficiency of labour use in food crop production since 

approximately 1.49 hours representing 21% of the total number of hours a labourer is paid for 

per man-day were dissipated for various reasons. Amidst the obvious time lost, labour was 

found to be efficiently utilised suggesting that there is room for improvement in labour use 

efficiency if a more appropriate time allocation approach is adopted in the study area. 

Consequently, it was recommended that task work or piece work labour allocation procedure 

be enunciated to farm managers and entrepreneurs as a means of preventing time lost to 

avoidable circumstances by employed labourers. 
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