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: T
order" to devh{:p phese resea}ch objectives an overyiew'is provided of the,

-

/ »

<

¢

" LN
- to recone¢ile.

L] o - .
‘ ' ' SUMMARY )
;

{

PR ' Thls report presents and dlscusses the largely quantltatlve results -

-~ -

. * - . !
of two surveys conducted in January and April 1977 in the Ivory'Coast.
S . : . . Y-
In Chapter I, the three main research objectives are explainqdf

-

First we wanted td asses the impact ®f the T81é Pour Tous programs’(hereafter \,
N £ : . . . ; - J i

f‘ : L] e

e
called TPT* es ec1a11y on the rural audience. “These v programs are pro-
/ : -
duced and'br adcast by the Out-of- School Educat10na1 Department of the
l J ‘

<Ivorran Mlnlstry'ofﬁPrlmary and Television Education. Their 1mpact was deflned_

“in terms of aWareness’(sensibilisation), learning:and action. Secondly, we .

ot

=wan}ed to* obtaxn Jellable ! formation ~about the'socio—economic character{stics
L. .. hY

-of the TPT audlence and thélr v1ew1ng patt’rns. Thlrdly, we wanted to deter-
tdne the attﬁtudes of ‘the TPT audience concerning TPT programs and to -explore f?

their op1n10ns about the beneflts and benef1c1ar1es of the programs. In .

prigcipal findings and conclusions of previous research dealing with the l_ .
1 ‘- . -

operatlon and effects. of ~the TPT pro;ect These f1nd1ngs p01nt to the llmlted

L
5
reach and effectlvenessdbf the TPT ~programs. There remains dlsagreement, S
. . o & . B . ' s
. 1 A

however, on a number of aspects of the entire TPT operation and the fun tionéiéi

"ng of the TV in .the village context, a disagreement the present report\tried

- “ r
. 3 - L L.
: . . e '9 . !

‘In- Chapter II we explaln why the or1g1na1 quasi—experlmental regea{ch

.

.y

design was abandoned, ﬁhat sample procedure was ut1112ed and hownthe actual

. \ { . ‘_"
fleldepurveys were carr1ed out TWenty—two villages .spread over theaghree !
major cllmatlc zones of the cbuntry were seleFted. Sixteen_vil%ages gadha' N

prlmary school w1th vV recept;on, 6 d1d not The latter were to.serveués a
. ~ B

. .-
comparlson gropp when measurlng the 1mpaot of - two TV serles on anlmal -
| ’ . e . ,', ' .- ' ) - .\\. .
v . . _ o, ) , e v . . . ,
. S \- t . - L
. . , Sum i . - e

- S i PR . 2 . .
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2 .w - ) . - » . ’ It / . o
‘. v . - ° . !
< , . - : . . . ' . 4" ..

0, husbandry. and vaccination. These_TPT programs'uere scheduled in th

4

«  in hetWeen the two surveys. 'Unfortunately, the vacclnatlon series¥

neverdbroadcast. Stratlfled quota- sampllng with sex,, age and TV watchtw‘

2.

as main quota crtterla was used to select about 30 individual respondents‘
1}

1n the TV v1llages and 20 in the»noanV v1llages 1n<5anuary as well as r?j/ o 9

. ' !
Aprilﬂ&977 . Ind1v1dual questlonnalres meaSurlng the d1f£erent aspects oﬁj%

A .
AU :
the research objectives were adm;nlstered by a total of 18 gpsearéhers, .*@}w

e

s who had dlfferent amounts of researeh training. Othervquestlonnalres

t

dea11ng w1th the general v1llage context, v1llage;y4elopment prob;ems- TPT
watchxng,‘and modern livestock ralslng act1v1t1es were administered to the
’vil*e ‘chlefs, the school d1rectogs and TPT an1mators, and the age}xts of .

- the SODEPRA (the government llvestock agency)

1
- . . |

'37'4 Ve In ordex to prov1de a general context for the interpretation'of
J e

. . - A N

‘fe research results, Chapter III glves a descrlptlon of the character15t1¢s ‘ ©

‘ o? the sample v1llages an8 the 1nd1v;du§l’respondents. The plcgure that

K} +

erges in the flrst part shows that objectively and subjectlvely most of

.

. the villages experlence severe deVélopment problems,as 1llustrated by the ‘p //
- \

w -

absence of health iac1llt1es, safe water supplles and decent hou51ng. T TV
'villages;do not‘differ ver}'much from non-TV villagess The latter are .
cHaracterlzed by more d1ff1cult acce551b111ty than the formerh in terms of .

proximity to a town and road condltlons. It. also appears that the development
LN
""problems are og a:structural nature, and that the TPT programs cannot be 4

gnificantly alter these conditions& The - second part of Chapter

expeéted to<

.

11X descrlbes he dlfferences between the theoretlcal sample dlstrlbutlon

- : ™
- and the dﬁstr{éution of the-Janiary andnApril samplesgwith re ct to ainumberf
, . . . . i . “ . ~.. . . . . . ﬁ,: N .
of irMdepepdent variables shich as sex, age, religion, sdcial status, dducation
~ ’ . + . : i 2 e . : y » \
Y ] ‘ v ° . ‘ - ) ° ’ ~ B / ) ' :
~ W r \ v , Co s '{ o , .
o ' : . Sum ii ' ' : o .
' ) - Y A .
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and income, which, in later chapters, are\related to certain dependent
N\ ) . .

’

varlables such as Tw‘or TPT watch1ng, TPT recall and- 1mpact and perceptlons
° r

W

of TPT beneflts. Particularvattentipn is devoted to the varlable "1nd1v1dual
[ : R N
®incomp” ang its measurement. We indicate.that the commonly used income

. - . » A ’ '
» - , . o ) . . . °

measures are crude and sometimes inapprbpriate. Therefore we are convinced
of the nece551ty totlmprove the theory and measurement of cash income in the'

~, [ . ’

African c&ntext. _,;i ) P o - ' "—\\\: .

\J
The central issue of TV and TPT watching and of the audiences bf
- N

:

both general v and particular TPT programs 1s discussed in Chapters IV and

. [ ] \ B+ . “,
" V. Chgpter IV deals with the gener l*fV watching, while Chapter V cAncen— _ -
a\ . ." . .
trates on the characteristics and hablts of, the TPT spectators. It is ’
— N

observed that even in v1llages without a TV school there are people who watch
. . ]
™v - though irregularly - mostly while they pay a visit to relatives in the
! L
urban areas. As- far as TV and TPT in ™v villages is concerned, the data

4

. . . ] r '
suggest the following. : “ - : ) .
» . Q) Only a llmited ‘proportion. of the rural adult population - -
» A
. .. ¢ 4

the main target audience of the TPT programs - has access to a v receiver.

3t present only aboutkl 300. villa?es out of an estimated total of 8 000
’

villages have a primaty school Equipped with TV sets. érivate TV ownership

.

>N e .

remains the exception in.the rural a eas. . .
'(2r In ‘the best of all $1 uations only 10 percent of the potential
- o ) .
' rural;é;} audience is‘sfposed to the TPT prOgrams oL - ' ’

Py

(3) - A consxderable number of TV/TPT spectatorf are dikely to be.
more- interested in the gen:ral TV programs th#n in the TPT progtams. - i
'(4)' A certain ‘number of Tv“schools open their doors alse on other
* -~ \ ‘+
evenings tha% on the two TPT evenlngs alone, thus attracting—nore spectators .
f for the regular v progrd&s. 'v;': g "; _ i' 3 - \ ‘
- . - . ) \ ) :

. L L I3 . ‘- . r
; 1 _". . s '., . "7._"“\»!_,' " - . . . .

Y ) L o Sum iii o
\‘1 X - e - T . vyl -’_v-“\':.‘tl ‘ . [y I b 4
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\ Q ‘ . ; '. ' ‘ ) , Pl .
, ' ) ’ l : N .
(5) n fone wa§ or another the various socio—economic and cultural
r . .

,

groups are repr sented ~among the TV/TPT spectators. The large majority 9?)

4 l

-~
them are youngei men, w1thout much cash income and without any formal :

v

- -

schooling. However, spme so¢io-economic groups are'’ moré prone %o watch TV/

TPT than, others. Ydung men who fall in the“high&r income brackets and with
: N
some formal eéucation show a tendency to attend in greater numbers than_

N N
their. total J;lght in the v1llage population would.suggest
-(6) The TV/TPT spectators are characterized by the 1rregular1ty

—oghtheir viewing habits. They: form an-"open" audience w1thout a core or,

‘.leader.- The term "viewing group” is rnapproprlate because: there is no  °

' . .
Ve - . . . v
- .

significant regular audience. L I S Lk
(7¥ Even 1f village schools are opened for TPT, only in' a!few ' N

J ) .
_\~\\cases does‘adequate.animation take place. - S \\ - -

; : (J)_ Animation gessions are characterized by a formal\primary
R ' : T L
school pedagogy which'd not prepare for or induce to coliective decision-

making and action. ' ) > Z

.
I

) . . ‘{ This lasf/p01nt forms a pértial exp anation\for the lack of impact
\_\ /
. discussed ib-chapter ViI. The survey data 1nd1cate that among "the small number
SN L Y ' .

4 /o hd \. .
,» of TPT. speczatord some sen51tization impact can®be discussed. We find. that’
e ’ \ . '
'most of the gpectators remember clearly the TPT programs on "agricultuxe
P
and waterk. The prescriptions ‘of the TPT programs on “credit and sav1ng

A .

S
)/7;0 the best retained.: ‘The Water Series programs were integiated into a
n

ational campaign and dealt w1th 1ssues of primordial 1mportance to the :

4
F

. village populafiohy The various programs on "agriculture" have the same

,relevance ut are shortep seriés and do not form parts of on-g01ng campaigns.
, - ’ . - B

=)

L The %redit and sav1ngs” p ograms. had a ver attractive form and were répeated
Y

- 2

several times. These. programs 1llustnate‘the characteristics of "succes$ful"-

T . e \- ~ o _-.‘ ‘

‘kf £ o oL . sum iv’ Ce - ‘ s

o ) , . w ™ - . Lo
C - ¢ '&} 6 . . - + ¥




. .' ) ’ : - , .: L ' L el ’ . -, ~“
\ ' . (4) ' ot
t ! PR ) :-‘- co gl . - '
-+ TPT.programs: (1) relevancy for the po ential-audience;'(2)‘attractiVe form
. - . -‘ .- . . f . R - - \‘ LR .T R
Py ) PR v : . .
. "with which the spectator cah identify, and-({l'a large number of broadcasts

N EY ' . . ' " - .-
and/or reruns -in ‘a more or less Fequential ordexs, , . ’ .

) N b/,’.— . / l.. OI
. ~qn contrast to th% attainment of 5?2 sen51t1zatlon objectfve the
TPT action objective 1s not réached Data show that there aré few accom- “"
4 ~ b C-

lished actlons resulting from watching and disc0551ng the‘TPT programs .lj-'
! : ’

‘“

It is clear that feW'aEtlons have been started. The little "actxon .

. .- ’ K : - % ””“‘ﬁ—*«\{d ~
' impact“ there is remains on-:the leVEl of "dec151ons and "intentions. i
* . Chapter VII discusses the fact %hat~almost all the TV/TPT specta— N

N T~ v
‘tors perceivevtelevision as a truthful medium, which accordrng&to half_the L

LI

respondspts deals with important v111age development problems. This positive

- attitude is emphas1zed by the rather'general opinlon that TV serves the purpose
‘of ingtructiOn and not~on19 entertalnment.’ For half thevrespondents this -
e "instructlon consists of "learning to live like those in the city" ) Espe—
cially the\g?ung male spectators are percelvEd £6 be the"prime beneficiairies
| 4
- of the TPT programs. These and other elements indicate that the outside
- ),"modern" world is not immediaf’g; regarded with suspicion but is considered

‘ - . ) o . . <

‘to,be of value for the whole village. =~ . ~ v LA A

. D )
. In the fiﬂal Chapter we concludejthat the Ivorian 0ut—of-School

N -

’\ "~
Educational Televison project works, though minimally and inefficiently._ The.

T,

reach and effect of the TPT programs coulJ be improved by modifying their

>t . - 1

’ it
form, content and receptlon. This conclusion provides the basis for some

-explanations why the system does not'operate as. it is supppsed to,- and(

v

_ for
. recommendations to increase its effectiveness. w nE ,
¢ “ N ° k4
. . » s
. ~ N P 5 r ‘ ’
-— - e - , ) . .
. Sum v - \ & ' a
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) of the Télé pour Tous TV prograns'for rural adults by means of individual

(1976) . But there were other research objectives dealing with the TPT .

INTRODUCTIONJ

1

This report contains the methodology, the results and the conclu—

sions of two surveys undertaken in January and* April 1977 in 22 v;llagés,/

. -~

'among 600 respondents in the Ivory‘Coast.' It is;one of the last reports

‘
’

resulting from an effort to evaluate the” operation and impact of the

Ivorian Out-of-School Education Project, started in 1973 .

’

.The.major objective of the 1977 surveys was to determine' the impact'

. -

.,/ .
interviews instead of using other research techniques adopted in previous :

research and reported in Benveniste (l977), Grant and Seya (l976) and Lenglet

-

~

audience andlits perceptions of the TPT programs.

The rather voluminous size of the .report is due tolthe fact that

there are various potential audiences with different interests. In the first.'

place, there is the Government of the Ivory Coast; The Ministry of Primary
Education and Educational Television and the Out—of—School Education
Department of this Ministry want to know about the overall effectiveness of

*

the Té1é pour Tous and about the elements that need improvementS‘and modi-

fication. The second audience group consists of'the u. Ss. Agency,for Inter-

srnational'Development which sponsored the present research, and of other

international agencies. Their interests lie not only in the overall per—

formance of the. project but also in the assessment to what extent similar"

'operations could be effectively launched elsewhere. The third audience group

-

* -
These reports are“included in Appendix M.

o~

lntro iA 1 w
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comprises the Evaluation service of the Ivorian Ministry of Primary Education

" and Educational Telev1son, the Academy for Educational Development Inc ' and

the Institute for Commun;cation Research of stanford Univer51ty who in one

way or'another were closely 1nvolved in the execution of “the out—of—school

°

education evaluation contract They as well as other research 1nstitutions ‘:

~ . i

are, of course, also interested in the final results and conclu51ons of the

‘evaluation research but they need to know too about the methodology, research g

" decisions -and survey conditions in order to enlarge their knowledge and
» - “~\"

experience with field research in an. African context and té imprdVe future -

. . .
research prOJects. AR

.’
2

Had thiéﬁreport been written,for only one of the audience groups -
14 LAY ST
mentloned, it could have been shorter and could have concentrated on the par-

3

ticular interests of the Specific readers.' Because there are different potentlal

readers we were ob11ged to go into details in‘each section.
&

Therefore the reader only 1nterested 'in the research conc1u51ons and

recommendations is referred to Chapter VIII. Those geaders who want to know

in more detail about the research results should also read Chapters 1v, V, VI

,and VII. The characteristics of the general TV and the Teléspour Tous audience

¢

and their viewing habits are discussed in Chapters ‘v and V. The inpact of ,

the Télé pour Tous programs in Chapter VI,and the audience perceptions of the

1

“Tele pour Tous programs and their potential benefits in Chapter VII.

For those readers interested in the methdology of organizing the

: field surveys, Chapter II is of importance.

4

In order to gain a better understanding of any of these chapters
the reader is advised to read also Chapter I in which the objectives of the
surveys are-§ormulated and the link between these surveys and'previous research
?’.s maae. . . » . . . | . ) . . P X

-

. Intro ii.v 16'




. - -« -
« N - Lo
C f e : . - . N

) . Due to factors dlscussed in the f1rst chapters of the report the

- LS

- :‘Tlndlngs cannot on a strlct statlstlcal ba51s be generallzed to the whole LT,
-
. _ . . L3

. country. We are,.hoWever,-confidenb that the results reported prbvide a .

- z : B ¥ \

reallstic 1mage of ‘the operatlon‘hﬁd effects of the Tele :pour Toqs bzoadcasts,

‘., S

~ the. attractlveness and effectlveness of wh;ch seem to be. decllnlng over the.

. ° ‘ - . ’ ﬁ_ LI DR .
‘ , . A : . 3 . : ' p
last year . v o T S : . oo

e S
Gnoh1te Okoub1 Blalse, Stephen Grant, Konan Kouédlo Gregorre, Etlen Kduramanl,
le '

Frans Lenglet, Yao N' Goran, Lls N' Dlave, Tanonyguassa, Plerre Thlzxer Seya,
' 1 - N
‘Joseph Yao and Faustln Kouadjo Yao of the Service d'Evaluatlon, Akldjan, and
' \ . .

the. fbllow1ng nine ACRIS Abokan Pierre, Assi Mambg Léon, Dlop Mamadou Mousta;

Fe‘Gaston,.Koffl Loukou Luc{ Koua551"Blb1 Mathurln, Sarka Fako Georges, Touman

.Koffi, and Yelakan Koné Norbert. Codlng of the 1nterv1ew data was done by many

4
of ‘the same researchers, and cod1ng advice was given by“ﬂahn Broadhurst of the
]

Service Autonome des Etudes Generales de I% Planlflcatlon et de la Statlsthue

, "
of the Mlnlstry of qucatlon, Abldjan. Basic statistical computer analyses

'were performed u51ng the SPSS program.* ;Computer adv1ce wis recé&ved,frOm
Robert Hornik and Peter Spain of the Institute for Communication Research,
' Stanford Un1ver51ty. _Graphlcs were done\by Jean Ahou, Seﬁv1ce d'Evaluatlon,

- ™~ . N o

Abldjan. Emlle McAnany of the‘Institute for‘Communication Research was the

- . T4

-«

L4
st -

research- supervisor. | : : _ ' - ) 'Y
“ Thebé vey results couldvonly be ‘obtained thanks'to the valuable

. : % 4 a - , T ’

collaboration[o, those meﬁtioned above and to the many Sub-Prefects, Primary .

School Inspectors; primary schogl directors and teachers, and the chiefs and
dnhabitants of‘théSZZ viilages whereawe worked.
B - Mireille Etaix
.o : Frans Leng;et S ' .
| ‘(lNovemher;.1977

* Nie, Norman, et al. Statistical Package for the Soc:LI Sciences. New York: '
" McGraw-Hill, 1975 (secbnd edltlon) . - e

v



T ’ - . CHAPTER I - - . A

o \SURVEY OBJECTIVES AND, RESULES «OF PREVIOUS'RESEARCH. - T

¢ 1.1, _ “The-principal survey objectives.'t e o ) .'ti

.

~ -~

- ~ - i . . .
C e . . 4 . -

| . b . . = . ) BN ) -
1,§nfthe paststwo years the.Evaluati Service has undertaken -several

. . . .
- . . . . - - .
. - . \

studies to assess the processiand'the effects of the, Télé pour'Tous‘TV

(‘ - ~: . ,r: .“,

-programs, hereafter called ng. The reFults of this research have beern pub— N
Y » y () - R . ‘
lished-in a number bf reportslf The conditions wnder which these ﬁtudies /

\
'

. were carried out constralned the1r scope and depth, and it was dec1ded tHat’

» N . ~ S . :
- 3 4
:a major effOrt should be made to, incréase the,undbrstanding ‘of the operations

A -

3 and the impact of the TPT programs. We were partic%larly 1nterested in the :

_impact among the rural population, ainly because the so—called "rural mass"

Es

is, acocording to official TP% docum@nts, the prime target group of‘the‘mPT

© programs. . = e oA . 4

'Once\of twice anweek,gafter,the evening news, the Té1lé pour Tous

~

"or TV for'Everybodi.programs are broadcast.'_himed at- the out-of-school

audience grbup- of mainly illiterate adults and youth #h the rural as well as

urban areas they carryfinformation related.to.such diverse issues as health
P - e . ) . -

care and nutﬁition, rural housing, cooperatives, folklore,,civics, livéstock

breediné’and savings. The TPT programs are either cast in a dramatic or in

o ! '

a;more didactic\mold. But the ﬁ?T films are'always shot on location in the

villagesg':The commentaryzof the telecasts is in’ French, the official lanf
v-guage of the Ivory Coast, .‘ ’ .', : ‘s

.

‘The .TPT broadcasts can be received by approx1mately 200 000
L _ Ve
private T%?ounersz, asﬁwell‘as by the approximately 1,800 TV schools, of

’

which about‘l,jOO are located in.small villages. In the. TV schools there

is supposed to be an'animator,_one of the local primary s olgpéachers)~

r

-
-

who animates a viewing group of people: who watch the TPT programs together.
: o . | 9 _
. o X ’ .

, v

SR F




7. I N . = ~ .
) 4 . . - N4 ' Ce - . .
After the TV program a group dlscu551on 1s‘fupposed.to take place about '

3 *

Wthh lessons can derived from'them.) The fllms a}e made *in collaboratlon
. = st w—— v ‘ N ¢ Y l" /'J E .u\
. With othef minis rie and~agencies cbncerned with‘(ruralr'debelepment issues.

’ . + -
. -~

Fé{\\he surtvey, the results of which are presented and dlscusfed
< .

. . K )~
in th1s report, ambltlous 1n1t1al goals were formuLated It should be

r
added 1mmed1ate1y that the f1nal results fell short of the or1g1na1 1nten—*

o N " ~— a oot
¢ oy ST c\ N R
tlons and ekpectatlons. fL. 0 ’ A . D LT

\er. -~ ° . .
- - * o

Three RglncipaL¢QhJect1ves were to bexpursued.: _ * - °

N et . ».

A . -

S 7~l. Tb assess thg ;mpaGt of the TPT. programs on the TPT’audlence,

g o, N

in termeof‘awareness (sen51blllsat}on), learn1ng ang.

~“ . . . . hd
-

! behav1oral change or-action.

y
> 2.] To obtaln reliable 1nformat10n about the comp051tlon of thd
', *TPT audience, about the_viewing pattern of those who watch /-
TV or TPT, ahd aboutvthe reaspns why people watchyor_dp not

. o ) A . v
watch TV or TPT. . v . /Z
3. To assess the attitude of the TPT audience concerning TPT-

R

;itself,‘thé actual programming, and to explore their opinion

‘ . o ‘ 3 -~
about "the benefits and the_beneficraries.of the out-ofﬁschool!
TV programs. . - | N : e - B

) , . % ® .
In previous stud‘ies3 the basic TPT objectives were identified:

). v _ _ _
1. sensitization or awareness creation, . .
2. knowledge transmission T .

3. behaviorallchange;or action.

" . v . . . . .
Because the majority of TPT programs have\§ so-called sensitization objective

.

the attitude.change'concerning the theme.of a TPT program would be an impor- .

tant effect among the aud1ence. "An illustration of this is the indreased "

-t

awareness among the rural TPT Spgctators 3? the problems with respect to a

X
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. . \ ,l ) - \ . - N “' \ -
. . AN s ’ . . !

/\ safe water supply. SOme TPT progrdms a1m also at transm1tt1ng some funda—f"
Y . . .
‘ '
mental knowledge (for Lnstance, the relatlonshlp betweep mlcrobes in- the
- - s \ N
water and watér orw dlseases) or more practical how—to—do information‘(for
. . L ’ e . ¢ . o . v
- ~example,. w1th,what kind of materials d in what way to .construgt a latrine).
; . . - .. . . . . .‘ \ } . .
'The third l7ba¢t category is the effect of changing behavjor or irnciting, to

-
»

..

-

. ~
- ) N . ¢ \ . . o . “ )
action. BehaviOr change is illustrated by .drinking only purified water,
N e S - o
while‘this pfecaution wasgnot ‘taken before having viewed the TV‘program. ..‘
. . ) s . " . > ’

Action relates, for example,-to ? communal village actlon to collect money
. \\
and to Ftart the procedure of constructlng a modern weL; in the v1llage

Y
\

instead of‘relylng on the traditienal waterhole.

. 'Although there was more or less reliable information about the

? ] ' 4
soc1o~econom1c characterlstlcs of the TPT spectators4 it was thought that
ar B ‘ .
) a<large7scalb survey, under more controlled conditions than usual, coé}d

add important new data in order to confirm (or not) certain patterns observed

" s a

in the past . 2

1] R o

Before e&plalnlng the research de51gn and methodology w1th which
* )

the fesearch objectives were to be pursued, we want to di'scuss some of the -

L\'PreVioPs research findings which could elucidate th? important questions,

st ’ T ' v
“,

1.2, Res@lts of .previous research

Y

l.2.1. Introduction

N 2\ : s . . - . .. . . N . .
ince the present study occurred at the end 'of a three-year research

’ X -

- period, it.s eﬂs»necessary-to present first a list of the resilts of previous
/' studies which served as a starting point.for our reflections.” The results

. J . " ‘.
presente ere are exoerpted from five major reports dealing with TPT since
- 1\ : . - . . . o o . .

. it :;leation. In the followjng paragraphs these reports will be referred to

by their authors.

-~ [
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1.2.2.  Five research reports wE ‘ /725 F A s --

v - Y
- ., e .
L.

. ; R : - 5
., ~ . ™the first report, by Kaye and Lenglet (1975), titled A Reporf

" on Out-of-School Television in the Ivory Coast before and during its First

[y

bpé?ational‘Year, 1974—1975, dealt in particular with the original objec- -

" 4 N ‘

JL t1ves vthe orgag}zatlon,,and the programmlng of ﬂg\/} It also con51dered -
. /

-on, the basis of quantltatlve research llterature study and personal o .

. - . .
observation - the recruitment, the motives and preferences Qi;thé TPT l <
. . 4 , . . . ) . - ‘3‘

J
4

spectatbrs,hzyd'TET's'impact. e ,h ST e _

Twcond report by Fritz'(l9§6) Qas'baSed,on the analysis'of
S ' ) :
“data gathered by the TPT feedback system. This system operates through

ot : £
weekly reports completed and returned by a sample otﬂgPT anlmators who report

on attendance fiqures, reception conditions and other aspects oﬁ the TPT

-

sessions. The report titled Le Public Atteint par TéLE pour.Tous (The,"

-

* Public Rqached by TPT) presents in a’ quantltatlve fashion results concernlng

L 9 r 3

.audience size; augience composition, viewing pattern, and aspects of the

animat}on situation and the animator that influence TPT attendance for the

‘year 1975-76.

The third report, The Impact of 25 Television Programs on Water,

N

+ produced.and Broadcast by the Ivorian Out-of-School Educatisn Project,
»

[}

. wrltten by Lenglet (1976), deals with the effects of two TV series on the

dangers of polluted water. Quantltatlve data collected in 40 v1llages are .
presented, and the study dlscusses the objectlves of the fg’programs and
their development, the comp051t1on and the regularlty-of the audience, and
: . - . . -

the impact in;terms of-awareness, knowledge and ;ction._ -

* The fourth report was publlshed 51multaneously with and accompanies

.the'third report ertten by Grant and Seya (l976) angd t1tled 2151ts to

o
\

Twen Three villages to Determine the Impact of the Water Serles Produced

4 .

21
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-

by the Out—of—School TV Departmenit, N "f er - DedEmber {975 the report

-

discusses the_results of sem1—d1rect1ve 1nterv§eAi w1th‘groups of v1llagers

and e)lmators. SectiOns deal w1th the attltudes perception and interests -

“of thetpeégants vis a vis TPT, their_vieqing habits, and the impact of the
. i ) - . :
N S . c s - - : \ N
TVpro;EE L, C »"J,, X
. . - ) . :

The fifth study was undertaken by Benvehiste (1976) in four -,

v

.vi115§es, ‘Based- on participant observation and semi—directive interViews

~ - ? -

with more than 100 villagers, it is titled.The'Reception and-Animation_of
. . . . - z ; - i

. . . . . : .
Out-of-School Educational Television Programs in the Ivory Coast: a Case

lStudy/of Four Villagess. It presents detailed information about all the*’

'aspects and conditions of TPT‘anlmatlon. prior information and notification,

' participation, reception, discussion, animation and decisions and action.
1.2.3. ‘Results - . S . ) ‘
. . e,
A‘whén;reading the principei resu1tsvlisted below, the reader shouldd'
, . , : )
bear in mind that each‘statement,'onee detached from its-context, cquld be
viewed as a general truth; It'is impossible to remind the reader each time

" . P ()

that the statement must be interpreted within ‘its specific and partial
.~ context. It must also be borne in mind that none of the studies mentioned

. . ‘ . S S .o\
-attempted to collect data which were to be representative for all the TPT

'~ ‘villages, TPT spectators and TPT animators in the entire country. All

studies concentrated on the essential aspect of the effectiveness and impact
. K . ) o

. . : ) 4
of the TPT operation. Given' thisgyresearch objective and the research condi- !-
. . . . ” . )

tions most data are of a qualitative nature,.and must be interpreted as ?Wﬁ@ﬁ
such. The results of the five reports are organized in the following cate-
gories: _ ] ' .
1. audience composition - 4
2. before and after TPT sessions
s . : .
./.' . . . 22 -. [




a v 3.. imgpact and obstacles to action

”

4. animators. ’ .

A .

-I( parentheses the report-and pages are indicated where these results can:

be found®.. . w0 y

1.2.3.1. Audience compositi§.:

1.2.3.1.1. Sex -

- Women are under—represented among TPT viewers (Fritz, 1978 «x
' - _44 and Lenglet, 1976 ..vi).

- There are three t1mes more men than women, and two times

more boys than girls—(Kaye and Lenglet, 1975 : 7).

) » . ,
- Seventy percent of the spectators are. male. Thirty percent are

AN

“n

< . ' female (Lenglet, 1976 : 41). , o8

1.2.3.1.2 .Age

b_TheVTPTFaUdienoe consists of young-men (between 15 and 45
. years) 'who are "freer and'more attracted by'"modern"

thlngs ‘than the others (Benveniste, 1976 : iv).

'r;;':'There are more young than old people- among the TPT
L ' ‘ e
' o spectators (Lenglet 1976 : vi).

:”:_In comparison with the age dlstrlbutlon of the total
prulatlon, the -age group of 21 30 years is overrepre-
sen}ed among speckators (Lenglet 1976 41).

.

) 1.2.3.1.3. Social status | -’ S o .

Lo . . v
. - The village chiefs are rarefly present at the TPT sessions’

i

(Fritz, 1976 :.23).

"~ The part1c1pants are not representatlve for the groups

¢ ‘H

who have the soc1o—econom1c and polltlcal power in the’

. , ~

village (Benveniste,\1976 ¢ vi). ‘ ' ~ 3\




‘ . . . .
- B -

1.2.3.1.4. Education

.. . - The~moré the people are educated the more they watch TPT

- ‘ (Fritz, 1976 : 13). In other words.

;Q

- "The spectators reached by TPT in the V" schools are’

\

mainly recruited among .the people who at.least partially

-

have left thé' traditional rural sector" (Fritz, 1976 : 46).

- "It is very likely that literate people are overrepresen-
' a0 . . 4 ’
tative among the.audience. This'would indicate’ that the

primary target‘group of the programs: the rural, illiterate *
mass is not reached" ' (lenglet, 1976 : vi).

- "Surveys of the Ivorian Institute for public Opinion (IIOP)_
, . ‘ .
conducted in 1975 indicate that .+«: There is an over-repre-

i

. o sentation of schooled indivlduals among the spectators

- 'of TPT" (Lenglet, 1976 : 39). .
A\l ' N ‘ .

~1.2.3.2. Before, during and after TPT sessions

'1.2.3.2.1. (Information about TPT

~ The population is not sufficiently informed about TPT

(Fritz, 1976 : 20)
S "-iBut for the‘firstazg’TPT programs in 1975-76 almost all
h | animatorS'reoort that the§ have notified the uillaéers
(Fritz, 1976 : 21). |

- The effort:by the'Out;of-School ahimators to notify the
: village population about the objectives of the program is “
. insufficient. Since then<n0'reéular‘information'mechanism -‘ﬂ
'except the use of the ‘school pupils - has been implemented,

-

which is seen by the absence of regular invitations for the

. TPT sesSions (Eénveniste, 1976 s iii, iv and 43).




“

- . . .

. .
K . ' ’
0
.

1_2.3.212. The school
- We assume that the number of spectators is smaller in the

schools of those villages where private individuals own a

"

TV set (Fritz, 1976 : 20).

-

- And this sentiment is repeated in Grant”/and Seya, 1976 :

- 39.

- The SChool is marked by its “foreigness“ to the village

-

. psychologically and its position ét the edge 6f villages,

-physically, and the decision by the government to organize

adult education there is not unanimously accepted (Ben-

" veniste, 1976 : iv).

- The school is not made for attracting adults_(?ritz, 1976 :

[

20)" o .

1.2.3.2.3.  Motivation of the TPT audience
. - There are no specific reasons why peopie'watch TPTf:'“In
. RN - '

contrast with this, the reasons for not coming to the -
: . S a .

- programs, or not anymore, are more detailed® : work in .
. ~ ‘ “. ‘ * ’ » . 'v. . ’ . ! : ‘ a -
‘the field, loss'of interest over time, TV programs not

' ' . . * :&v‘
adapted to the region, funerals, celebrations, distance,” -
bad weather . . . (Kaye and Lenglet, 1975 : 41, 42).
. 4 , _ .,
S ‘- There are two major- factors explaining why TPT has remained
so ﬁnpopulare; the lack of infofmation to the prospective Y
. - audience, and the lisgening place (TV school) (Fritz;11976 s . '"1
S . 20). o ' ) h ) o b ‘ , ¢
- : . ; " cL
1.2.3.2.4. Regularity of viewing &~

- Whether tﬁé_number'of pvegular spectatofs:iS°lér§e or smabl "
. ) . [ , . . . en 1\.‘ .
does not affect the number of occasional spectatqrs* There,
4 : ' : ) ’ . N '-r : K ® v

- . oy



) ‘ ’ . ) . 7, s . .
are few occasional spectators, which means that the viewing
U : , . '

. 9roup does not attract new members over time (Fritz!'l976lj

[
&

43i.- ot o o C I

a t

L= The regularity with which the rural spectators watch TPT is
e )

smaller than the regularity of urban spectators (Lenglet,

~ . \ B . ; U
1976 : 39) ' S T, A N
- . )’ . - .

- "If 'regularly' is defined as 'haVing watched at least half‘;

of all TPT programs tit wouﬂﬂ mean that mpre .than 50% of .

'the interViewed spectators are regular ones"'(Lenglet,l

1976.: 43). But.caution in interpreting these_data’isp
important because there are reasons to believe thatfthe:

ahimators who report these data present‘apésitivelykﬁased

. |
picture. 5

- During our oBservations we have not noticed any systematic
1 . . .

selection of adult spectators. This means that they ‘do not

/_’.

fvform a homogeneous audience (Benveniste, 1976 .'955.

*.1,2.3.2.5. Animation | -

.
R

- Over time there is a decrease in_the number of TV schools.

v

' opened for TPT (Lenglet, 1976 : v and Fritz, 1976 : l4l.
~ One third of the‘spectators leave the’classroom at the end

of the TPT program (Kaye and Lenglet, 1975 : 16).-. ..

! ]
.

O e ~ If the essential role of the animation is not recognized

\ e by the v1llagers it is because it is not very VlSlble....’
and ..; thevanimation'of"the_yiewing'sessions does not have
a determining influence on the attendance (Benyeniste,

1976 : v). - _ . ' . ‘ o

g}
SN
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N

- A ninority of interviewees stated that they were no longer
;e;d;a: sgectatcrs because of their disiL}usion aftet so
man'y Aiscussions,followinc the adult TV program, thatghad
) degenerated into meanlngless exchanges (Grant and Seya, o .
1976 : 21). |
;,The animatcrs have nroblems in ccntrolling the situation,
. "_ either because-tne audience isluninterested or noisy, or
because they‘transform the session into a pclitical forum .
v where a small group makes itself into the spokesperson‘for

the demands and requests of the villagers (Benveniste,

1976 : v).

1.2.3.2.6. Distinction between TPT. and TV in general

-.The peasants emphasized the educational role of TV and the L

. - o
4 . T

- larger correspondence hetween the TV programs and rural life.
- . But a certain.ccnfusion about the difference between‘TPT and
o - TV proqfams in general was also observed (Grant'and Seya,

1976 : 16).

- - Some indications show that there is no clear dietinctidn g
between the general v niograms and TPT. ' The content of the
telecasts beforeiand aftef TPT and the confusions between the

’. y.'TPT and general prog}ams lead to a cértain'"diSturbance"gof

the animation sessions,(Benveniste,v1976 : vi and 96)..

1.2.3;2.5.' Perception of TPT and TV ~ - X
- Acbording to the observers the spectators came because the TV

programs provide instruction and infofnation (Kaye and Lenglet,

' 1976 : 41).

@

- TV gives educational advice and inforﬁf

le” about national
’ ' ’ -,

.
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events. The great méjority héVé a favorable opinion about
TPT. Thej fully understand the general objéctive.of the
Program: improving rural living conditions through a series

of educational .messages (Grant and Seya, 1976 : 16).

. ‘ , %
The participation is more explained by TV's prestige and by B

the attraction of its entertainmeﬁt programs rather than jts

educational programs‘(Benvenistéf\}QYG : V). dne exp}anatioh

is the.followihga the TPT sessions are classifiéd in the

category of profane and leisure activities‘(Eehvenisté,

1976 : 96).

4

TPT audience pieferences'and their correspondence with TPT

programs ’ \ _ »

1. ~ g e F

4 ' . ST
"We could draw the conclusion. that the overall majority of the

~

animators and the listening groups prefer-td watch- programs
dealing with health, agriculture and literacy" (Kaye and

Lenglet, 1975 : 22).

.

" The following list of themes preferred by the villagers is.only ——

suggestive: nutrition, health and hygiene (Grant and Sefap
. : M/ .

Therg is a’ perfect correspondence betweéq the first priority

1976 : 67).

choices (agriculture and health).and the 1974-75 TPT progiams;
More than half of the programs (56%)’were_devoted to health
and agricultural squects-(Kaye and Lenglet, 1975 : 34).

The peasants stressed the educational role of TV and the great

. correspondence between.ité programming and the realities‘of

- N .

rural life (Grant and Seya, 1976 : 16).

.

' o
o <8



e _12_'

N\The villagers accept-more‘readily the model proposed by TPT

Xy =

;}‘ _when this corresponds to the model of urban‘consumption
A o e . o :
e Benveniste, 1976 : vi). oo

I impact and obstacles’ to.action

iw2.3 3.1, TPT impact
. \ . ‘ . N .
We heard many intentions expressed to follow up the’ various

lessons given during the programs but nét;anziexample was

‘ found with respect-to concrete-actions or‘changes in behavior
xaye and Lenglet, 1975 14).

is a big difference between the number of spectators

.
v

A

Nevertheless we have personally observed some 1mplementatlons
which witness the good will of the villagers. ;The problem
is to know whether these are. due S TPT impact (Grant and

Seya, 1976 : 33-34).

e

o
I

The TPT water programs created awareness of problems related e

“to water and of solutions for having a safe water supply. It
~is certain that people ac@uired new knowledge about health
practices, and started-lmplementing them. A number of villages ‘
.after having watched one or several .water. programs started the \
process of well constructlon.- Few villages had a well at the
I ..-> - end of the'program series‘(l year)‘(Lenglet, 1976 : vi).

. - The_animation sessionstdq not lead to communal decision-making

(Benveniste, 1976 : vi).

- The memorization of the educational content. is weak, the more

so for specifie educational.lessons (Benveniste, 1976 : vi).

Q . o , Q‘ . , 239
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1.2.3.3.1. Obstacles to action

2 o | - The principal obstecleS'to applying TPf adbice“are{ lack
\ -of interest cn'the part of villageileaders, ieolated, busy’°
" or pooc villaéers;_;raditionei beliefsdwhich doinot allow |
acceptance of "scientific” kncﬁledge; poor commhnicacion'
. ;

with general?administration; lack of supply of requested

- |
material, in this case water filters (Grant- and Seya,
2 b ~

-

1976 : 63). ,
-_The major~obstac1es tc a real impact of che water series i's
in the lec# of local organizafion; the.lackeof (access to).
- .material and oréanize;ienal resources, the lack df cooperation'
of ;ﬁﬁinisfrative authorities, the?&ackchicopmcnicafionv.

v support, and the str gth of traditional customs and beliefs

" (Lenglet, 1976 : vi).) . .

- Tﬁé’discussioﬁs remain blccked on tce'level of‘problems which
ere socio—political and the soluticn of_which does ﬁotblie
within the villager's domain:' the perticipdfing groups are
not representative for the groups_who have the power ;a

(Benveniste, 1976 : vi).

- The acceptance of the model proposed by the TV 1s limited

everywhere by the socio-economic con%tralnts of ‘its adoptlon '
‘ (Benveniste, 1976 : vi).

1.2.3.4. The Animator
.

- The animator is seen aS>a~goverﬁment agent (Benveniste, 1976 : &,
; co e . |
iv). - - T

- It is observed that in 68 percent of the schools in the. feedback

sample‘at least one teacher-animator speaks the local language

Q | o - (’v- D o o 5)0
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. " (Fritz, 1976 : 26). ) y ~

—‘Many spectators regret the fact that "TPT" broadcasts in

+

e .lwench and not in local languages. They argue that French

. as the communication medium does not fac111tate comprehen51on
% ,
. of the TV message (Grant and Seya, 1976 : 22). )
)
- The more the animator speaks the'dominantllanguage of, thi’
" - village where he is stationed, the more the'people come to}
TPT (Fritz, 1976 :'26). L, ) .
| - The more frequent personal contact the animator has w1th the

' )
k4

Village.chief,.the more the chief attends the TPT sessions in

»

. the school (Fritz, 1976 : 23).

- Animators.have problems in getting field agents‘%o participate
in.the animation ‘of TPT programs, when these programs require,

their help in mobiliZing people into.a communal action

(Benveniste, 1976 i iii, viii, 64).

Vo

- Animators' motivation and interest for TPT.decreases by lack

of payment for their supplementary work (Grant and Seya,

- .

1976 : 23—24; and elsewhere)

1.2.4. §ynthetic'summary o _— -

Going over this list of results and conclusions it is interesting -

. to. note on the one hand that most statements, although made by different

¢ -

authors, correspond with each other despite some slight variations.v Oni

~the other'hand, there are statements, of'which there are only-a few;, which

'though not immediately contradictory, express opposing tendencies and
interpretagions.

Jn the foregoing list the results were presented aCcording to the

[

' different chapters of the studies from which they originated Now . we will

¥ 37 o ‘
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1 4

grouﬁ them more syntheticallyfaccording to the :titerion of their conver-

gence or divergence.

o8

A. The statements converge on the following points: v

1. The TPT audience ‘consists esééntially of more or less educated
’ s . ¢ W

young %en without signifidént social status in -the village-'
'ConseQQéntly, the total of .the rﬁral\popﬁlation,'which is+:the
‘target grqﬁé;.is not reachgd. o |
2. The:means towinfoxmqénd to notif? tﬁf populéfibn about TPT
- v o .. . : .
. programs arebnot the most effecti&é.':

3. ‘The school-is not the best pléce for watching TPT.
4. The reasons why people come and watch TEY are 13 very,spgcific, )

[y

In contrast the';easons for not coming are numerous and varied.

S. The animation sess{ons‘are not what.fhey are supposed to be.
. v ’ ) .
6. One-third of the spectators leave the classroom after the TPT
(4 ” : R .
broadcast.

7. The TPP impact in terms of awareness creation; learning th“f

- action is small. w ' 4
- ' " “
L 2 .

8. TPT is not so popular, and over time a deéliné of audience
‘interest is observed.
9. There are numerbus declarations of intention.which remain

without effect or without communal deciéidn-making; It
R . . .
must be noted, hoWe%er,‘that the impact of the water prqgfams

seems to be better.
) BT B .
10. The obstacles to a real impact are numerous and varied. For
. . - . * L

-

example, without the consent of village adthoripies; 3&0 are to be

3

. - » s

R . fognd amoné the older people, no decision for‘qlcollggtive action
. . - o : S

can be taken.

-
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-~ ‘(- L ,
~11. The positive motivation of animators is declining.

B. The statements diverge on the following pOints

t p‘ .
1. The ex1stence of a TPT Viewing or listening group composed of

regular spebtators is not certain._ But it cbuld be ‘that

regularityfpartly depends on whether there is a. campaign

«

type of programming {(e.g., water series) or whether dis-
(s

connected programs dealingﬂwith a series of differentltopics_~.

\ . (gare.telecast. |
’\_2. Many repprts assume that the animation of TPT sessions is ! f
L " ‘always taking place. However, a certain doubt remains
.about its.weekly systematic occurrence. _ >;> ) | '

3. It cannot be .assumed that people make a clear distinction
between TV in general and TPT, although some reports seem

to do this. It is necessary to measure the -degree of con-

‘fusion between the. TPT and:general TV programming.

. . . i
4. - The correspondence between the TPT broadcast and the

. realities of rural life are not as perfect as some reports

assume

S. The reported number of peoplé reached ‘by TPT varies with the

source of the information. Animators _estimates are always

Y

higher than. estimates based on personal observation. '

6. It is often assumed that villagers are systematically notified

in advance about TPT. Certain studies\report that no infor-

mation at all about TPT is given.
As we will see in the following chapter these statements and their
points of'convergence.and divergence form the working'hypotheses for the

construction of the research design and the measuring ifstruments.

&,

o , | \ - "
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CHAPTER II
+ METHODOLOGY AND FIELD RESEARCH . = . .
. A ' . . : ’ ) .

: ) . “
2.1. Introduction - -

Given the three main research objectives: assessing TPT's impact,

identifying TPT s-audience size, audience compOSition and viewing patterns,

and determining the perceptions toward TPT and its (potential) beneficiaries,
» . L

- several research des;gns and data gathering techniques could have been

chosen for the current study to be reported. There were, however, a number

. of conSideratrpns and constraints which limited the a1ternatives, and which

“

determined to a large extent -our final choices. - Field research, like this

study, is not performed under laboratory conditions, The limits in-time,
N . I . ’ . . I
‘personnel, financial and other material-resources<do not only affect the

— |

immediate research effort, but evaluation research itself is directed qp

-

3

the operatieq\i:d the effects of a program that is operating under real-world:

conditions. Therefore, it should not be surpriSing that certain initial

<

decisions regarding the.research design and'sampling proéedures'were modified

der the requirements of the research setting and thus produced results S
which~ohou1d not be measured with the'yardstick of‘laboratory experiments.
&oreover; it.is important toirealiée that from the beginning of this study
kwe had'decided_to base at least part of the'data gathering on individual
interviews; In the past_evaluation data had been collected through anima-
-tors' feedback reports (Fritz, 1976), through questionnaires completed hy

40 village observers (Lenglet 1976), through participant observation in

v

four Villages (benveniste, 1976) and through group interViews\LGrant and ‘

.Seya, 197@). t
The results reported here are the first large-scale attempt to

have individual interviews W1Jh pgéfants concerning TPT, uSing trained
~ 8 .

1. . 35
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interviewers, and this was in complete disagreement,with the almost
unanimous opinion that ‘it is impossible to conduct a quantitative survey

v
1

among the rural population“of the' Ivory Coast. .

) . : .
With these cdnsiderations in mind, we will present in this

' chapter first the original research design and the reasons for including

in the sample TV villages as well as non-TV villages. Second, the
theoretical sampling procedure-is explained. The deVeiopment and formu-
lation of the research jinstruments (questionnaires) forms the third section:

/And the fourth section deals with the actual.process of the field survey.

N

2.2, The original resgéich design
. ra

To a significant degree the objective that sought to assess the

attitude, learning and action impact of the;TPT programs on- the spectatofs,

_determined the original research design. This objective called for a sort

of experimental "Before—After" or "Pre-Post" design ‘with a.control groupl.

.

 We :Eie conscious of the fact that in a field setting 'strict experimental

_conditions are difficult to create.' But-if these could be approached it
w0uld be. possxhle to control a numbe: of. intervening variables which could
'explain the relatiOnship between watching TPT™ and TPT's impact. In schematic

Lo ‘
foggkthe design looked as follows-z = :

Ji“ ‘ . . . . . )
| Time 1 _ " Time 2
3 oo ‘. ‘ '

. , (TPT séectators‘ , 0 ‘X 0.
TV village . = ( o ' - : - R

' (non-TPT spectators ' o] : . ar
non-Tv village non TPT spactators: : _ - O : . : 0 27
- : | 5 | < s

-The original idéa was_to administer a measure at Time 1, before the

) . ’ N . ‘ y Ve : * e
.ggoadcasting of a certain number and kind of TPT programs (X)-tn}order to
. ‘ ’ ) \

8 o : . : 36,



determine the characteristics, attitudes,.knowledge and behaVior/action of

\

three groups of respondents. The measurements at Time 1 would be used as ‘

. = - ) ¢
- .

) a-baseline with which to compare measurcs:of\the same variables‘at Time 2.
By using one "experimental“ group (TPT spectators-in v villages) and one

"control™ group (non TPT spectators in TV Villages and in non TV Villages),

K

it would theoretically be pOSSible to determine whether possible changes‘

between Time 1 and Time 2 were Significantly related to haVing~been exposed

a

to the TPT7programs . ' “ . S
j » .
. . £ !
Still ‘based on the original research objective of measuring 1mpact
it was decided that the "control" or "comparison" group should consisﬁ of

‘non—-TPT spectators in villages with a TV school as well as in Villages
N . . -

without a TV school. We thought that in TV Villages a certain spillover or -

1ndirect effect of TV watching might operate. Non—specta S in'TV villages o

may benefit indirectly from ‘those who watch and discuss TPT prdgrams in a . -
u"

two—step type of influence.k Therefore, and because Villages with a TV school

may be highly different from Villages Without ™v schooksin terms of socio-"

~

ecdhomic levels, it was also decided to . include non—spectators in non-TV
»Fvillages in the "comparison" group. |
Although in this deSign the unit of analysis is formed by the group
‘of TPT spectators versus the group of non—spectators, the un1t of data

collection is primarily the indiVidual which is reflected in the sampling and

data gathering procedures.

i
~

o " Due to a numb@r/of research requirements and other circumstances -
some of which will be discussed in the following section = the original design
proved to be impossible, especially during the data analysis stage. Moreover,

the design itself may have been questionable from the beginﬂlng given the brief .

. ’ y4
. period between the two observations at Timeol and Time 21" The baseline survey

<

‘ - . CRE 37-
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. . v
was conducted in Janwary 1977 and the post-survey was carried out in April

1977 It is difficult to expect that in-a three month period, magor effects -

«

of having watched a gmall number of TPT programs would be manifest.

2:2.41. Problems with the origlnal design
L " There are two principal reasons why, espec1ally after the baseline
survey and later in the analysxs stage, ‘the original research design was

largely aband%ned, and consequently, the qua51 expekimental, study of TPT s

vl\

impact~on_awareness, knowledge and behavxor was modified' It should be -

added immediately that this did not mean that impact was not studied at all.

In fact, in the following chapters data concerning the recall of TPT programs
watched, decisions made and actions taken after: hav1ng waifhed TPT and ’~___\\_~_

<

obstacles to these decisions and actions are analyzed
! ‘v

.

.First there was a reason of "force majeure," - There-were two brief
-series of lPT érograms, one dealing with livestock,faising and the other
idealing with (human) vaccination which had heen planned.for the period between
January and April‘1973,, the two time points of ‘the pre- and the post-surveyr
'But.the second TV seriés‘on vaccination programmed_for'late March were never

:broadcast.(lhs a consequence, the evaluation of the impact of a number of

)
-

specific;telecasts dealing with yaccinatian became -impossible. ' During the

pre-survey, the individuallquestionnaire‘contained questions on livestock

. raising as well as vaccination. Because the vaccination programs were not -
shown, these vaccination questions were not repeaﬁ?d in the post-survey.
’ : A . C
Therefore, a test of awareness:creation,,knowledge gain or even habit'modi(\\

fication as a resu}t of having seen\the vaccination prOgrams was excluded.

Secondly our impressions at the end of the first survey. in January

&
influenced foﬁ@ul')'on of the post-questionnaire, especially with respect to
the "experimental treatment": the TV programs on animal husbandry. From -

4 . . S ' . »
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the pre-survey it was found that very few people were engaged in livestock

. rais1ng, so a repetition of livestock questions on the total sample did not
4~ R

seem called for. “An attempt to concentrate instead on the attitudes, know-.
" ledge and actions of the respondents who in January Sald that they were
e 4
’ ,counseled by the SODEPRA, the livestock development agency, however, failed; .

) jas is explained in Chapter 6._

v - . ’ S
R ‘ )
Although the original deSign was “abandoned in»later stapes of the
; £ ! .
research, it influenced,the deCiSions for the sampling design as‘is presented

[ ) A
i . .

" in the following sections.” - ' - :

4

2.3. Sampling design v \

ol ' e
j 2.3.1. - Introduction
. "‘ The research design, in its original form, required that efforts
be made to obtain a sample of villages and individual_respondents which would ’

be more or 1ess representative of.the country's Population. It also required'

i

‘that as many different variables as possible should bé measured’ which could

-

explainﬁpossible‘;mpact'ﬂ}ndings or differenCes(in audience composition and
'varying attitudes concerning TPT."Therefore, it was'decided to choose a
certain number of Villages in each of the three main regions of the country.
forest in the South, wooded savanna in the Center and savanna in the North,

»and to sample a limited number of people in each village.

The three selected regions are in the first place-climatic zones.

There is, however, ‘a large correspondence between the climate and the agri-'

—

cultural crops wh1ch are grown here. The kind of crops = for example,
¥ .

coffee, cocoa and other export crops in the South; and ricd, cotton and
food crops in. the North - determine to a large extent_the income level of

the three regions. Therefore, the people in the forest in the South are

: ’ ’ v ' ’ . C e . - : ’

on the average richer than those living in the wooded savanna in the Center,
. . _ ‘ ' - . . ’. ,’ .
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e o . . ’
and these are on the average richer than the inhabitants of thg§5avahna in .
N . . : ) . W .
B .§ ,‘ &
the North.. Moreover, the three regions comprise the main ethnic groups and

<~ @

religions of the country. Thus, by selecting "region" as a fi¥st samplin
g g

base, the basic characteristics of villages, ethnic group, religion, wealth,-
. .

type of agricultural crops, were insured representatmon in the final sample.
) °

~  As a second step 22 villages were selected on the basis of the

- . \ - }

following criteria: _ Y

Y,

»

-~All v1llages should be acceSSLble by road, and p0551bi11t1es
¢ Bla
of food and lodging for the interv1ewers should be availableu

. = For the field research only two,vehicles~were available, as l_ 7

.

‘well as a limited amount of financing, time and interview

. personnel. - - ” : AR
. . W ‘ : : e e .~
~ ) ) : . : ] '
. Therefore: ‘ : VANE: -
1.

¢ = Nine villages shocld be ‘in the districtﬁcf each of‘the 9
ACRIS® whose service was solicited. uBy accident, not bv : : J
design -jhaving.no control over'the location ?f theirxposts ff.'
four ACRIS were assigned_a forest village, four other'ACRIs- |

had a village'in the wooded savanna, and one ACRI was going .

- to do the survey in a savanna village. A o, 4

'Together with the TV. villages to be. visited by the 9 ACRIS

7 other v villages were to be selected. Of the‘16 TV
villages, 7 were selected in the forest region, 5 in the -

©

wooded savanna, and.4 in the savanna. .

- There'should be a certain'nUmber of nonhTV villages in order'to'
find out whether TV villages differ from non-TV: villages f'

- Thesb non-TV villages should be in the same region and

: comprise the samé ethnic group as the 16 TV villages

-

4.0

. - ' L s

-



in order to enhance the‘combarability bet@een them; Prefer-
'Qably the non-TV villages should also hate a school. ' .
- Given that there arge relatively few.villages Qith a school
. without TV which would be close:to a selected TV village‘,."

4

and;whiéh would oe.accessible, only 6 non-TV villages were
_'seleoted. secause_the aorthern part_of the couhtry is less
educatioﬁally endowed‘thaa other regions,.it is not accidental
- that it was'easier to fiad,nonfTV villages there than else-
where. We-finally selected 1 village in the forest; 2 in tte
.wooded savanna and 3 in the-savanna.
Aggf;fi;;:a step it was decided that a maximum of 600 individuals
'saould be intervieyed£ Since both TPT spectators and non-spectators were
lto'be.selected irom TQ villages, it was decided‘that #¥n ‘such villages 30
persons were to be sampled and;interviewed, while in the noa—TV villages>20‘

.persons were to be selected., T A\\\
. ;5
2.3.2. Random or non- ranﬁom sample

o

The_désign orlginally adopted could only be used if the "experimental”

;» ‘and the "control” grodﬁ would show a similar distribution oﬁﬁEaSic‘characteré

" istics, suTh as sex, age, soc1o—econom1c status, to beg1n with. ThlS would

“

have meane'that the individuals in both groups should be randbmly selected or

'

matched on. these characterlstlcs before the start of the “treatment", i.le.,

the broadcasting of the TV programs. In general, field condltlohs\pre ude

a randonlselection franelther "treatment“ or "comparlson“ group. And this

is’ ‘certainly the oase in the Ivory Coast where people do not have egual

access to TPT to begin with. Moreover, although on the one hand'thevimpactﬁ

objective called for.a'quasi—experimental design with random selection or
- ! . I - - ° . ' i

matched groups, on the other hand, we wanted to obtain a clearer picture of
. . 1 ) . § .

e

P - ‘ . . :
o H . ' ¢ v 4 1
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-

- those Qﬁb come and watch TPT and those who ‘do not. This research objective

: could be satlsfled by randomly selectlng a certa1n numbcr of respondents.-
However, if we were to use a conplete random sample then w1th.respect ‘to

. the 1mpact objective, the "experimental" respondents were certa1nly to ‘be

,self-selected and thus noewmatched with the "comparlson" respondents.' Also,
a random sample for meeting the audience profile ob3ect1vegyas excluded'from

H

the start, not only because of the costs and-logistics, but because the.

actual fﬁT audience represents a vervklimited'proportion (1.5 to 5 percent)
’f-of the adultlTPT'target audience with access to‘a v school4,-and thus,only
a very limited number of spectators would be 1ncluded in the sample.
The p0551billty of having a random sample was also excluded for

other, more practical, reasons. Random sampling requires an up-to-date and

complete list of village inhabitants,.as well as an easy system to identify
) ! . . v ) " .._. l . o . ) ' .
selected individuals. Neither condition was true of Ivorian villages.

: LT ' R ) : . : . . .
}Ahhational population census had been held in April 1975, but -

only global data were available. Moreover, occasional administrative censuses

. . : . N

are held in the different sub-prefecturs, but they are not up-to-date.

Besides, given the nature of the-Ivorian names and the unreliability of much

official 1nformat10n it would have been impossible to identlfy a sample of ‘20

‘to 30 people among a total village population of 5Q0 to lSOO- many persons//

-

have the same name, and there are- no streetnamesor house numbers.-ﬁIn shpft,

it was imp0551ble to develop an adequate sampling frame for ia prQba listic
. %

- S . :..‘ . v ¥ , »‘r&;’
, sample . s » . : . PR e

_Dgspite these constraints and in order to verify the/&mpossibility
of a probabilistic sample under actual circumstances an attempt bgh

during the pretest1ng of the survey 1nstruments to randomly séIebﬁ i the res-

‘Jpondents. In one TV village ‘the chiefs of all the neighborhoods were gathered.

e




: method:

They in turn convened the chiefs of all the households in their neighbor-

hood:-vThe number of members'in.each household was established and each

household head recelved as many sequentlally numbered tlckets as there were

-

household members. Researchers kept track of the numbers dlstrlbuted in

ach household and each nelghborhooqg After all households had been

. E

'"qgvered" ‘the total number of tlckets dlstrlbuted was counted and u51ng a

random number table, 30 numbers'were drawn.. 'In theory-these 30 numbers could .
»

be traced back to certaln nelghborhoods, househplds and 1nd1v1duals. But the
- :
'
poor results of the experiment suggested a ‘series of problems with thls

- either the numbered ticketsthad not been d:s;ributed (properlyi;
T or the tlckets had been dist¥ibuted but had been lost; . |
L or the head of the housechold was opposed to the selectlon
,of an "unimportant" (youngh woman) household member and X
’ : _;‘the exclusion or himself- ~';‘,_9' o _1 . ///

- or the sampled ;nd1v1dual had’ become q1red of waltlng for

’ ' SN R .
ol had.d

P

carrféd out. Thus, a n6n§;
fied quota sample.

2.3.3. .Straspfled guota sampllng

~

For the flrst research'purpose, TPT'lmpact assessment, it was impor—
_tant that sufflc1ent numbers oflvarlous socxo:economlc categorles would be
;represented in the sample on the-one hand,-and that comparable respondentsii
complete "matchlng" belng excluded - Gould be 1ncluded in the group of TPT

spectators and non—spectators. Therefore it was declded to stratify according

to segnand_age in both Tv'and nonfTV villages. However, because of the

‘-

.'43:_ '_ S
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peCBliarities of TPT which attracts usually more men than women and more

syounger than older people ‘the diffgrent age and sex categories in the ple

'

~would not be proportional to_their distribution in the yillage.popula jon,

which as we have indicated, was unknown.

In a quota sample each interviewer is assigned a certain number -
. - : . B
of respondents with certain characteristics. The interviewer is responsible

for locating and interviewingsthe individuals who respond’tofthese'charac—
. . ’ - ’ O e
teristics.

, Here it should‘be noted that many biases can result from judgmental

"

or purposive'samples such as the quota sample. Thesetlimit7the generalizibi-'

lity of the results, which means that findings.pertain only to the sample it-
. ~ - ~ . o P )

self and cannot be considered to be representative for the. population from
. {
- .- "Strictly speaking, probability statistics are not applicable

which ‘the sample is drawn.' And also

. to non—probability samples. And, any sample for which the
robability of unlt-selection is unknown at any stage of
the sampling is not a. prdgability sample "6
with a stratified quota sample we wished, within the constraints of
the field research conditions,“to'maintain‘a comparability between TPT .
~spectators and non-spectators'(in the TV Villages), and to‘facilitate the

o~
actual selection of respondents.

N

For the TV and non-TV villages the quotas as presented in Table 2-1 |

were set. , . o -
The quota for men was larger‘than for women because it was thought

that, socially and culturally speaking, it ‘would be more difficult to select

ll

andvinterview women than men. This consideration was based on past research.-

1 9 a
- Moreover, it was felt that it was more important to_have\the responses of men

44
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 TABLE 2-1

.

SAMPLE QUOTAS .IN TV AND NON-TV VILLAGES

' k3 : ' . ' . > ‘ ’ r
. S\\\\ \ -TV Village )(/) Non-TV Village )

16-25 years' = 6 4 | s 2
26-45 yéais ; 10 | o 4 A _— 3
j:46‘and older ‘_g 2. ‘ 2 1
Total 20 10 14 6

. S

fhaﬁ of women because the formequfé the holders of the social and. economic

power in the traditional village structure. - The iméortance of the social

position of the men was.also confirmed"by the previous finding that at
;fleast 70 percent of. the TPT audience consists of men, and that during the

discussion after the TPT broadcast, men speak up much more frequently than
£ oL . \\ ’ )

women. . o : R » @Eh

L -

With respect to Fhe"éée:Of the respondents, we knew;tbat older -
‘éeople_(ové; 45,years)%are'1e§s frequent TV‘Qétchers fhaﬁmbther.agé grpups,
Also, i; is a fact that due to (temporary) migration and sghoolipg, many

_ mémbérs of the ade group of 15 to 25vyéars aie noé preéent'in thé'village.
Moreover, these youﬁg people do not havé the socio-economic power to make

decisions and take actions concerning TPT. For these reasons "the oldest
and yohngesé age groups were assigned smaller quotas than the middle group/~ f
of 26 to 45 year olds.’ ' Ll : . ‘

It was also .decided that the interviewe s 1d t care not to

.

include a diéproportionate number of higher-placed persons.or village

authorities among the people to be interviewed. Past research had indicated

4 am
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-

that these kinds of people do not often attend. But because the§ effectively

control the deciSion-making process in thb Village, a certain numher of
Village ch1efs and elders were to be interv1ewed but - as far as possible -
in correspondence to their actual numbers in the Villages.

In the last place, in the TV villages, the sampling should attempt
to include at least 15 TPT spectators.spread evenly over the different

.

quotas. To achieve this objective the animators in’ the selected TV villages
B .
were asked to"census"all their spectators during a three—week period in

November :1976. We thought that éﬁ?s list of all "regular spectators could

‘o

" be matched'with the quota requirements, and»thus at least 15 spectators

-

 the “fft".between the theoretical quotas and the actual sample, the reader

could be interviewed. As it turned out (Section 2.5.3),'this procedure

backfired, and after a few attempts the lists w1th TPT spectators were dis-

'

carded and spectatoré were identified in a different fashion.

- ' . N
"For the characteristics of the persons actually sampled, and for
\

[ 4
is referred to Section 3.3.

S , In this section we have discussed the sampling design and criteria.

We will now direct our attention to the creation of the research instruments.
I ' )

- 2.4. " The instruments .

From the beginning it had been our intention to conduct a survey :—

among indiViduals. We intended to relate individually gathered data to

03

characteristicé of the village in which these individuals lived as well as to

4

characteristics -of TPT sessions and TPT animation, where appropriate.' The

reséarch opjectives and the research design called for a pre- and post—survey

-

concerning :
st :ng
: S ) _

1. Awareness,knowledge and action related to the “"experimental

46
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treatment": ' two. TPT series. on vaccination and animal
) huibandry; '1
- : A
. . . i . t . . - .
2, Socio—econom&c characteristics and habits of TPT . ’

spectators and non-spectators;

3. Attitudes and opinions -about TPT and its effects and

CRE

. ' : o ' ' ST e
benef%flarles: -
In this section we will present the various instruments used in

the pre- and the post-~survey. The ‘baseline measures were taken in January

1977, the “treatmenf“'océurréd in late January énd'February 1977, whilé/

the poét—survey'wés‘conducted in April 1977. In»the:following sub—sedtions.

-
<

~we willgfirst distinguish between the January and April surveys, and,
. y v ] . . ) . » .
secondly, between the four instruments or questionnaires used during each

' R R
2.4.2. The January survey : : ‘;vﬁxl

B gt

survey.

In the pré-survey four questionnaires were'usédJ‘
- There was a general questlonnalre to the total sur y

a_' ‘

' populatlon of 600 people which contalned a!dbmmon*tl'st

part followed by ‘two dlstlnct parts; e for v& 1
AR

. B . ‘ ‘ ". ‘ _l.
with a TV school, and one for villages w"é’ﬁ; w

-.schoole.

- Fourﬁhly, there was a questlonnalre for the SODEPRA'

(anlmal husbandry agency) and the health agents'cbn-“i

® cerning two;pfogram series to be'stud{?d;

N
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were to be interViewed in TV as well as non-TV villages.

Arl four questionnaires w1th their gariations will be successively

—; . e

: presented inbthe following paragraphs. ‘ . o

2.4.2.1. IndiVidual questionnaire in TV Villages
. » ,
*f?~ This questionnaire had a screening question (Q. 41? which determined

whether the respondent watcled TV. If s/he did not, the questionnaire was

o ) . o
terminated at this point, while the,TV spectator was asked another 40 ques-

- . o . . I_
tions. Thqs,.for the TV spectator, there were 81 questions which took about;

one'hOur}to complete. These included open-ended questions but the majority
" were closed-ended. The questions. can be regrouped around the following /
points: -~ ‘ S o N _ | . (I’ '

- Identification of the respondents (0. 1-19): Besides the

.

usual questions about the name, sex, age and level of’

schooling,’ﬁhere were also-questions about - the ethnic
group of the respondent, his/her religion, membérship

“i;fh a voluntary association and income. The importance

ofﬁtpese var les-had been mentioned in previous

iy

,yﬁkn thoroughly measured. In this
ngﬁﬁto establish unambiguously the
{gﬁpbndepts, the name of his/her neighbor-

e

t the neighborhood chief in order

.y

to facilitate relocating-him/hgr during ‘the post-survey.

Ce = Baseline measure: The attitudes, knowledge and habits

-of the respondents with regard to the themes of two
TPT series schedufed for.the.January - Apri111977
'5 period: vvaccination‘and livestock raising (Q. 20-29

and 30-40). o . .
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) ¢ - TV and TPT-watching; Habits,_days, place and regularity

of ‘watching TV and TPT, audience preferences concerning
TV and TPT; aspects of TPT animation sessions and reca11
of the subjects of TPT programs (Q. 41-60 and 74-76).

- Perceived TPT beneficiaries: Questions were asked on

who the respondent thought'were the people who profited
Wfrom'TPT.watching; What were‘the benefits of watching,
and ‘to what extent did the TPT prodrams correspond with
rural reality'(Q. 61-70 and 77,78).

- TPT impact: Impact of past TPT programs was measured

;;terms of retention and recall of advice, and adoption
. and application of advice, and obstacles to action . .
' ' . N
(Q. 79-83). '

2.4;2;%; TV‘school;directorAgyestionnaire
This questionnaire centered.on tne opinions and judgments 6: tne
o 16-directors (and possibiy TPT animators) of schools with TV reception.
,‘ iQuestionsvwere. asked concerning IPT, its reception, viewing patterns over
| time, audience preferences, differences betWeen different audience seCtions;
orientation to action. Also, some factual-quéstions.were asked about the
TPT animators and the opening of_the school on TPT nights.and other days.oﬁ
. the week, and the estimates of the TPT audience. A last, unstructured( part
of the qnestionnaire was meant to obtai;.the school director's opinion about
™v edncation (in‘school and out—of—school)iin general. \{t was tnought that
these opinions.could-provide some basis for explaining the success of TPT

Py ]

(lack thereof) in a particular TV village. - [

~

2.4.2.3. Individual gues;‘onnaire in non-TV villages'’ ' ~

. .

This QUestionnairi had 47 questions. It took 15 to EO‘minutes to

49
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complete dependlng on whether the respondent had had the occas;on to have .
watched TV or not. On ‘the one hand, the questlonnalre repeats the same _ :¥§
questions as for the TV village respondents with regard to the character-
istics of theiresoondent;'and attitudes, knowledge and behavior concerning
vacc1nation and animal husbandry (9. l- 40)
_ On the other hand there were 8 questions (Q Al - A8) dealmng
with TV7watch1ng. Although almost by definition non-TV v1llages do not have
TV rece1vers it was thought 1nterest1n§yto explore the extent to which TV
‘affects rather 1solated villages and v:Lllagers10 Therefore, questlons were
s

'asked about whether they-knew about TV, and for those who watched v, what‘
" kind of programs they watched and what.thei. viewing habitsnwere.

-

2.4.2.4. Village .chief guestionnalre

The questionnaire for all the 22 village chiefs and the village
N4

elders was conceived to provide a detailed context for the study of each

village community. There are factual questions about the material infra-

structure of the village, its most urgent development problems and the

chief's opinion about the rural exodus.
TTTNA L 4 -

2.4.2.5. Field agent questionnaire

From the modern livestock agent of the SODEPRA as well as from the
agent of any of the health services in the countryside,_we wanted to obtain
'two~kinds of information. On the one hand, we needed information about their

past and present-extension activities, as a context for TPT.impact. Oon the

other hand, we wanted to know whether these ageénts knew about TPT, and what

©

‘their relationship with’the,local_TPT"animAtor-was.

2.4.3.  The April wurvey . /

~ The post-survey(utilized also four instruments: )
S - A general questionnaire for all the lndividual respondents ,

e ’ .

- S 1) ‘_ | A



;ng)f/ o _ . _

in TV and non-TV villages, and with a.special’section—

. . .

for TV watching of TV villagers11

- A questionnaire fer TV school directors, which-diffe:ed ] -
from the January questionnaire for the same persons.
- A very special queétionnnaire for those in TV and

. non-TV villages who in Jahuary had’ reported that they

!

neceived extension helﬁ from.thekSODEPRA.
-~ A checklist for determining wheqher certain actions ' . '

a L which, in Janpary, some respondents claimed‘tx have done:

14

“after having watcheq TPT, had reall§ been undertaken.
hefore presenting all. four instruments, it'is'necessary to explain the reasons

why the.cbrrespbndence bet@een the pre- and’post-quesﬁionnaires was not as
large as we originally had.’'intended. : o Q_

In the first plaee - and. this was already discussed in Section
2.2!1 - one qf the TV series dealing with vaccination, which was ‘supposed

1 . v . A
ﬁo’be part of the "experlmental treatment” was never broadcast. Therefore,

T .

it did not make sense to repeat any question 1n the 1nd1v1dua1 questlonnalre

dealiﬂbgthh vaccxnatlon.

B P 2.

In the second place, during the January survey many of the rFspon-

dentstﬁsehed to be corifused when asked questions on animal hdsbandrx. This

-’

.4 ,
was due to either the formulgfion of these questions, or what seems also

very plausible, to complete ignofahee'of the respondents with regard to

systematic (modern'as well as t:aditiohal) livestock raising. Therefore,

the pre-survey qﬁeetions on animal husbandry were not repeated in April, and

questions dealing with this matter were only asked to self-reported livestock
. . . i N ™~ -

‘“raisers.

&

e
Cr
b



EF

c

s

:—35-
A ‘ - |
In the third place, after the January pre-survey, it seemed
necessary to reformulate certain questions ‘about TPT. This reformulation
purported'to create in the minds of thé TV spectators a unit of ambiguity .
between TV in general and TPT in particular. During the pre-questionnaire
we had the clear impression that.gcere existed a confusion with respect to
TV and TPT among the respondents. .And it did not seem to be our 'task to

clarify this confu51on but, on the contrary, to record it in its complexity.

- .
“«

Therefore, the April questionnaire did not try anymore to determine with

direct questions whether a respondent was a TPT spectator- Instead, on the

basis of responses to various overlapping and "screening" questions dealing,

e.g., with the days of TV watching, and the kind of TV programs watched, we L

L\
attempted to define the TPT spectator in contrast 'with the general v spec-

tator. Actually, the objective was still to identify the real TPT viewers,

but this time from ano ' less immediate perspective.

As a consequence, the April questionnaire does not have the same

questions for measurlng the impact of the animal husbandry series and for

determining the audience profile. ‘AS explained before (see Section 2.2. l),
this is also the 1mmediate effect of abandoning the original research -
design. What it means is thAt the. nature of the data changed. " and this 3
puts certain limitations on the final 1nterpretation- it is "impossible to
assess TPT impact 1n ‘quantitative terms or with statistical techniques for_
the majority of the respondents. And also, the nonhéorrespéndence of the

Tv and TPT questions 1n January and April added another dimension to the

final analysis, thus making it possxble to compare the TPT audience profile.

and viewing patterns established over a long period of several years on theL
one hand, and the actual profile and pattern during a recent short period of

2 1/2 mdnths on the other hand. .

r [

. ‘ , - '32
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\

With this in mind, ietjus present the four. April instruments.

2.4.3.1. Individual questionnaire jn TV villages
\—/ M - . - ' ‘I . .
This questionnaire of'67[questions took about oné hour to,complete.

','As in the pre-questionnaire, almost all questions were pre-coded and close-

I3

ended,}but there were some open-ended questions. The following parts can

be. distinguished:
~ Identification of the respondents (Q. 1~-19): Though more

3 : o ’ -

or less similar to the pre-survey, this.part had two

A_peculiarrties: Oon the one hand, it tried to find out
- .. why respondents who had been present in January, could
_not.bd\relocated. On the other hand, we attempted to
improve the personal annual income measUre based on
determining the anngal income‘per family and per family

member.

- ﬁehavior towards modern livestock raising: if the

respondent said that s/he'used the service of the’
SODEPRA a spec1a1 questlonnalre (see Sectlon 2.4. 3 3.).

 was admlnlstered | |

RE o - Dec1slons. Question5|25 and 26‘Qere meant to determine_
the respondent s attitude about tﬂ% problems concernlng
who has the powér to\make-declslons ﬁEFarding the start
of certain;indiQidual or communal'development projeots;

- Tb’watching since January: Questions dealt with habits,

day, place and regularlty of watching, program pre- ' w

A ) o . /

S ferences among the audlenqe, reca11 of TRT, prd§rams and

There
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were also’questions about the correspondence between
TPT programs and the daily_reality of rural life
Q. 42-45). | | . R N
- TPT. igpact. This was assessed'in terms of'decisionsmaking ‘
after TPT programs (Q 37- 40) and in terms of recalling
. the specific mefsages and lessons of the TPT series on ;i
! yanimal husbandry and the SIKATIO series (Q 52~ 67)
Questions dealing with this latter aspect were only asked
to those who reported having viewed the animal husbandry . .
: .
or SIKATIO programs. v e ' . o |
vf If the respondent in answer to Question 27 appea&ed to be
.‘a non-spectator7since January,’the intervi%¥;was ended .\f

after having asked the reasons for not watching (Q 28)
3 ) * ‘

o

o 2.4.3.2. Individual questionnaire in non-TV villages

This questionnaire was completely 1dentical with the first part
(0. l-26) of the individual questionnaire in TV villages (Section 2.4.2.1),
'including the part of 1dentification of respondents, behavior towards modern

livestock raising and decisions. No questions were formulated about ™v

S b
watching or TPT impact in non-TV villages because we felt that the January

instrumbnt had'provided sufficient data, and because the original research
design had been Abandoned. o -
* e . "‘,' s

2 4 3 3. TV ‘school director questionnaire .

. - N .
o - i

Thisfguestionnaire was a follow-up of the January questionnaire.
- . N
' It was shorter a&d it concentrated on the operation of TPT since January..
Questions were asked about - the TPT audience and the animation sessions, and

-

about the perﬁonal Tv prog:em preferences and impressions of the director )

.‘and, sométimes, of the TPT animator.

‘N

.

» ‘. . ~ - : . N . - ' . > .
VS ! : ) Lt B . ' . .o : f
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2.4.3.4. SODEPRA questionnaire o ‘ L . .
» v

" On the basis pof the answers to Question 32 of the-pre-questionnaire

(see also Section 2.4.2,1.), it had been determined whether*a,respondent maltle ..

v
4

use of the extension service of the SODEPRA in order to "modernize" hlS

livestock raisxng methods. In April, everybody who had been 1dent1é¢ed as
S

SODEPRA 1ivestock raisers was admlnistered this special questionnaire, which

became another data'source~for»TPT—impact evaluation, togethey with the. -

‘- . - -
[3

checklist to be(iiscussed in Section 2. 4.3.5. The SODEPRA questionnnaire
t@Q -

comprised questions about the behavyﬁr and attitudes of the modern ‘livestock
- S~

raisers w1th respect to animal husbandry, and also a group of questions

measuring the recall of certain ‘specific TPT messagesfdéaling With.mbdern.f

o ‘ . . _ .
animal husbandry. . Cot :

2.4.3.5. Action checklist . o _ v e

3

During the pre-survey,.two questions® (9. 72-73) were asked to the
TPT 'spectators in TV villages about the decisions,made and actions taken as
N . . . ~

a consequence'ofﬁhaving-watched TPT. A list of actions and deCisons was

r(

made for each item w1th the name of the respondent, who ciaimed s/he had
. . El

done it. During the‘pgstfsurvey,vall the deciSions‘and/or actions were
‘-verified by the interviewers. They'requestioned the respondent about

his/her claims and- asked to sqe the results‘of the action, e. g.) water

.

filter,-latrine. We felt that checking tbeir claims was important because
1n “the past there had been indicatidhs that 1mpact of TPT programs remained

limited to "pious wishes" which did nowwmaterialize.'
: . . R . . 3 -

»

We wiilonow_direct our ‘attention to the preparation and execution

et

of the actual surveys which were to take ‘place in January. and April 1977. e

. * A R N
% o . (

<
<
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2.5. . The surveys e .  ow v : .
o '. ‘ o b R ,oe = 7Y * » : ‘:"’ . .
2.5.}. . rntroguction: .about impact mgasurement, , ¥ et
‘ Qa ‘ ¢
’ o v .
® ’ As explained &p previous sectiqms, the dec131on to conduct two
4 . Y # B ]
surveys Avas the, in\‘nediate result of the reseaz‘&'n des1gn which, in its -
' @ * y o *
) - e
L e turn, was detprmined by one of the” original r@search ObJeCtheS to
i 4 o .
measure the impact of a number qftTFT programs. ¥ -
D ', ¢ mpact of educational or informatjon programs ‘is commonly divided
! % - F . -

. v
v into three categories awareness creation ‘or- attitige change, knowledge

v

and skills transmission Qr learnxng, angbbehavior change or implemented

¢h action. Usually these three categories are placed in a hierarchicad order
with the understanding that awareness of a certain‘issue precedes knowledge
about it, and that learning precedes a change in habits. For'example,.the T
TPT’series on water (see Lenglet 1976) had as its obJective to sensitize

Sn

the pbpulation about the dangers of polluted water,.to transmit fundamental'

_knowledge about the causes of‘golluted water (microbes) ‘and its effects

(diseases), to indicate ways to 1mprove the v1llage water’ 51tuation by
_sfiltering water or constructing a’ well and to incité the audience to change
v "y

{
individual behavior by b01ling or’ filtering water or to start cqmmunal action

P

by constructing a well or 1mprov1ng t e waterhole. , '
. L LI
. It is clear that the hierarchical qrdering of the three impact ,

tategories is not completely correct. There is 1nteract}on among the cate-

l

gories which makes that'action §recede further learning andrthat only through
acquiring certain knowlédge ah attitude change or awareness 's.brought about.
! N e
i wha't isaimportant here, however, is that there are distinguishable 1mpact
aspe;ts and - tﬁat the‘tlme needpd forutheir appeafance differs: Usually it
k]

5
will take much more time t&\ see behav:Lor ange or to start and qpmplete an"

B ] . 4
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action after'having been exposed to an educational: message, than to observe

that some learning has taken place or that attitudes have chahged. There-

fore, when trying. to measure the impact of an educational program, the
length of the time period between the message and the impact will determine

- to a large extent what impact aspect will be observable. When we did our

study of the impact of the water series, for example, about one-half to one

-

year after their telecasting, it was relatively easy to assess whether mor

people than before the series were aware of the dangers of poliuted water
and knew about thenwchahisﬁof disease contamination. 1But it was much more-
difficult to find situations'in which.individuals orlvillages‘had done
something to improve their water supply. We found that the prooess of well

cohstruction_may take years,.from;the first village decision'through the
process of money collecting‘and request'to the Sub-Prefect to the actual
LY '. 4 Lu

drilling. But we also observed that the purchase of a water filter took less

' tlme, although it posed flnanc1al dlfflcultles for the peasants.

-

When 1n 1976 it had been dec1ded to conduct in '1976-77 research on

* the impact of the TPT'programs we hoped that the Out-of-School Educational

. S o ' : , ,
~Television Department (OSTV), which produces the TPT programs, would program’

a loné series in the beginning of the season,‘and that we could measure the

‘impact of this serres. On the one hand, a long series probably would inclide .

ﬁall tgree impact elementsg awareness, knowledge and action,‘and‘its "eariy"
Broadcasting would allow sufficieht,time to .produce effects with respect to
these three eleﬁents’ As we Will see in the follow1ng two sectlons, thls

+

was%got the case, and because of other lOngth constraints - two short ™v

ar -

)

series. on animal husbandry ‘and vaccination weregchosen‘as "experimental

treatment" - the ef fects of whicﬂxwere to be measured.
. . . B v ) B

+
»
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©2.5.2. The "treatment

v o

" and its potential impact

The OSTV had not planned a long series of TPT programs, such as

the water series, for the l976-77 school year. Moreover, only a very

limited number of short

at the beginning of this
—

series (two to three broadcasts) had been programmed

school year. Past experience13 had taught us that

OSTV was not able to maintain the original programming due to finanqial and

production difficulties.
a TPT series we could no
tent: Three prOgrams on.

and the beginning of Feb
\

But because we wanted to fidld test the impact of
t .but choose two short series with a distinct con-

animal husbandry, scheduled at the end Qf January

ruary 1977 4, and two programs on (human) vaccination

to be broadcast at the end of March 1977. : .

L | For several re
desires concerning the i
required for impact to b
instruments we had toovl
series.‘ There were some
meetings which contained
cations about how these

. and commentary, but ther

-

asons the two program series did not,respond to our

{ M

mpact elements of the programs and the time period

3

e observed. 1In general, when_ preparing the survey

ittle information about the ‘precise contents of both

preparatory documents and'minutes—o}\preparatory
|
the general obJectives of the series and some indi-

objectives were to be "translated” into film images

o

e were no detailed film scripts which could have

provided the glements of the possible impact.‘ " ’ S S

" The general ob]ective of the ‘animal husbandry series was to make

the Ivorian population a

raising in terms of dome

v

ware of the advantages of well-organized livé%tbck‘

13 Loy

stic meat production and consumption and their

profitable financial returns. It also wanted to ‘show, how the different

types of animals, cattle, pigs, chickens, sheep, etc., should be raised

. & .

properly. The four animal husbandry programs which were to- become the -

: RS
e

@
¥

“.o
ag Kl

wie
v



“expérimenﬁal treatmen;“,f;::kt with the general issue of livestock reising

*
L]

. . . .
in the country, and with such specific themes-as the construction of a corral.

L

or.Pen, the raising 6f chickens énd the tre;fment of sick animals. '°
Whep‘fqrmulétihg'the pre—questionnaire'we did nothﬁnbw which

animal husbéndry programs were to be broaécaét’in the period between the tyo

surveys. Therefore, we were obliqed to have rathe; ggneral and unspecéfic

questions deaiing with animal husbandry ahd, consequently,bmo§§ of the ques-
. a2

tions (Q. 30440.pf the individual pre—questionﬁaire) dealt with the generalv

attitude (awareness) of the respondent towards the problems and p@pspects of

v

" livestock :aising and with some knowledge concerning animal’tréatment rather

than with actions. Moreover, even if we had known beforehand what kind of

. . . ‘
actions the series wou}d qdvocate;-it would have been impossible to assess

their action impact because of the short time period - three months - between
. ’ N
the series and t)e post~survey. '

. ’ The general ijectiVés of the Yacci‘atiOn progr#ms, of which two
had been scheduled in the Seginﬁing of the schéol‘yeaf, were to make the,’
populaﬁion aware of the n;cessity of regular vaccination.and of its genéfi—
‘w cial rather»tﬁan harmful éffe¢£s. The absence of a detailed film écrigt t
precluéed ahy very Specifiq.qgestioh éoncerning vaccination tolbe included
in!tﬁé‘prefqﬁgstiohnaire. and the fact that even aé the énd Qf,thé 1976-77
schopl Yeér the prégrams had not been p"duced méant that they were not.
v included as'p#;ﬁ of tﬁe experiment‘q*treatment.
It mhst.be noted here that prior-to the formulation of the ques}'
tionnaige, we had interviéws with Mr. kémagate of the SODEPRA and_Dr; Koffi
of the "Institut D'Hygiéne De Treichville“ céncernipg the contents of'bo£h

TPT series. Although both institutions were the official “"sponsors" and

technical adyisersto the two series, it éppeared that neither Dr. Koffi nor
_ , -
09 )

O ‘ v ' . . )
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Mrtﬁxamagate‘had a very clear idea of what the content of the TV programs
was to be. Moreover, although the OSTV requests from its sponsors that they
instruct their field agents about the TPT programs that they havelrequested,
‘and that they organize a kind of campaign around them, it appeared to us
that in this respect nothing had been undertaken. Therefore, the absence

of field activities would certainly limit the potential effect of the two
v series, the impact of which was going to take place through watching the
tele sts and thevanimated discuSSions afterwards.

MQn the basis of these circumstances it could not be expected that

.

.- large effects, in terms of aWareness, owledge and action, would show up, and
PR AR ) ,
this certainly influenced the dec1sion to abandon the original research

.y
o

design and to omit repeating the Jandary anlmal husbandry questions during the i

. ) .»3 .t',f‘ Sl \ N
post-survey for the entire sample. oL "V.tu

LA POT RS
. e

2.5.3. The survey perlod

The chOice of the survey period depended not only on the availability

)
|

of. an "experimentalxtreatment" as described in the preceding section, but also
»

" on the following considerat}ons: ’ “ 2

( - The surveys should not be during a school holiday because
then the school director and the TPT animator whose

collaboration wasxneeded could! be absent. _.‘ "
- The sur'bys should be at such a time that the-young men
~T)\9 go~eisewhere'for agricultura} iabor would already
‘haye left the Jillage. This wo&id avoid the problem
of having‘interviewed'people in January who could not
bevrelocated again in April.
- The villages should be aLcessible by)car,‘which meant -
that the visits had to take place before the‘start of

B .
the rainy. season (April ¥ May).
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'2.5.4. Surveyipreparatlon s
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)1,'.

vehlcles and budgetary limitations, two survéy teams ofﬂdlfferént 1zeq one

o

S ISR
w1th five :and another with three team members, were formed Both\teams

were to -follow different 1tineriar1es: one to the North-East and East of

.

the country, and one to the North, the West and the Cehter%of the éountry.;_ “

v

in the following sections. There some erltlcal 1ssuesrare also ralsed

Sy -
»t sl P
concerning survey work in,the IVOrian setting.

N

Two'teams of two

week preparatory m1551on was undertaken in November 1976.
researcherss were dlspatched to contact Sub Prefects, Primary School Inspectors,

. O

Vi Lage ‘Chiefs and Vlllage School Dlrectors 1n ordef to obtaln the1r adv1ce.
[] g N :

.

and cooperation for the research effort to be undertaken._ Also, the nature

cr1ter1a (see Section 2.3.1;). Thls was xmportant“ because, for example, in

two instances it was discovered thativillages-whichgac'ording to the official
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lists did not have a TV school were in fact TV villages.

One month prior to the pre-survey and also.one'month before the '*
post-survey officially endorsed letters were sent to the‘Sub—Pxefects and

. : . -3 . L :
the Primary School Inspectors in whose "territory" the villages and the (f

-SChools were located, and to the,village chiefq'théﬁsthooi director and
the locallyarty secretary. In many instances,those'preparatory actions:
facilitatggbthe_reSeargh task, espeo;aiJ;J;ith respeet to optainino;viLlaée“.F.q
cooperation and findipg;food and lodéing for the researchers. Howevergjit‘
. g »

should be noted that on several occasions cooperation'of the official

o

authorities was not only absent but there was direct.obstruction.' This f} \*ﬁf'
. . _" ! '.‘,." 1. 4.
seriously hampered the data collection, and it may have "had some’ indirect '

o

»

but negative effect on the quality of the déta,

While‘the~actiVities described relate to the immediate survey exe-
cution, there were several other preparations needed for formulating the.
'instruments and determining the sampling procedure. The preparatory d0cuments o

. of.the TV.program series chosen an"experimental treatment“ were studied and

r

1nterviews were held with the £ilm directors and the content experts Jsee k B

also_Section'2.5.2.). ?Unfortunately, at the moment of }he survey preparations
not one:TV program was éinished nor were complete film scripts availablels;
This fact:seriously hampered the formulation of adeqnatezand valid questions h
related to animal husbandry_and,vaccination. ~and this, in turn, Qndoubtediy"
had repercnssions;on the quality and the quantity of the responses received
during the survey itself. ‘, | - ;
ﬂ(ﬁ A third preparation‘consisted of reqnesting the‘TPT animators'in

the116 TV villages to hold a "census" among their audience in order to have

|
a list of TPT spectators among whom potential respondents could be sampled

(see also Section 2.3.3. and Section 2.5.6.).

. ‘ .‘ - o : ’6;3
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T 2.5.5. Interview training _

Given the limated time period for 1nterv1ew1ng, it was necessary F‘
that as many interviewers as'possrble were»available. The Evaluation Serv1ce
itself had three national and two‘expatriate personnel, and three additional
Ivorian interviewers were »loaned" to the Servicebby the 0STV department.

Out of_these eight persons, only the expatriates had prjor survey research .
experience. Two of the six, Ivorians had participated in‘an‘interviewer
training workshop of one week in April 1976 and had assisted interv1ew1ng
Jvillagersin early 197616 It was thought that not all the 22 villages sould
"be visited by these eight people within a three week period, Therefore,

and because of their-prior intei~¥ew tra;ning in April l&JG , the nine ;ig

3

" Conseillers Pedagogiques or ACRIS, who were at the disposal of the Evalua:.

"tion éervice were asked to do. the interv1ew1ng in one TV village each (see ;

:

" sectich 2.3.1.).
.The training of the'research'team members:consisted‘of participating

in the discussions about andzthe formulation of the questionnaires, and in
L

the pretesting of the instruments. No formal tra1ning was given, but the

work they were to do was to be under supervision of the expatriate researchers?

who had tra1ning and who accompaﬁied each team. The training of the ACRIS

l«

consisted only of instructing them how to sample their respondents and how to

use the instruments, These\instructlons took place during the survey Journey

L
in January 1977 Then the ACRIS were handed the survey material and were

.

instructed about the time period in which to perform their task. One ACRI,

who was contacted at the end of the 1nterview_period in Janudry, just before:

Q"" h -
the broadcasting of the scheduled animal husbandry programs, was assisted in

his work by regular research team members.
Y * 1y ¥ 4 .
Our experience with the ACRIS' work .in January was rather negative.




‘the ACRI had requested or charged someone else‘-'either'a school pupil ﬁf“
. 3 - . N

.gaﬁh%ﬂ’-d- : ) . ) . .

'capability and experience become the more important when the interviewer

~_48_ i " - ) . . ? .
. -'- N

L N ¥

'v. ‘ e O .

First, few ACRIS return€d the‘completed questionnaires immedlately after
they had finished their -work. It took a number offletters and even a

. - L ! T . -
personal visit to obtain all the survey .material from them. Secondly, = = 8%

- . - . 3 - .

when going overitheir questiOnnaires; we found that in a number of cases ‘*Q'W}i

or a school teacher -~ to do the'interviewing for him. We also shsiectu;% 5?&

that in .one or two cases the ACRI just fllled out the questlonnalre w1thout

doing the actual ;nterv1ew. To av01d similar problems dUr;ng the post survey

it Wasfﬁecided that in April our own interview‘teamS-would do all the inter— .

- V-,

e .
: v1ew1n§, .even in the v1llages where ‘an ACRI was offlciallx in’ charge.‘ This

gave us a check on the comparablllty and rellabxlxty of the first datai

The problems with thégACRIS and'also.problems experienced with our
- N . L . ' o
own research teams in the field point, once ! ., to:rthe necessity of a basic
LI L. A . . e "_}_NJ\ - . .

B . . -

Co PO TIU P . N . o» L
and’ thorough training.of interviewers in the use, qf survey techniques. Their

H

)

k
‘

is asked to pass judgments and to make deslslons in dlff;cult f1eld condltlons.b

¥ v |

We' are also aware of the fact that the superv151on of the interv1ewers during

@ >

_the1r’f1eldﬁkork was not close enough, arld this aspect should be'reconsidered

a

“in future research"

The next section describes the process of the actual interview.
» . Ty . .

2.5;6. The' interview

A tyoical village visit would go as fellows: The interview team
- LI . P

or the ACRI would first.pay a courtesy visit to'the Sub-Prefect, ' who was

'notified'in advance by letter,‘andb—- if possibleij- to the Primary.School

i

Inspector, thé Evaluatlon Service being a service of _the Mlnistry of Primary

and Television Education. Accompanled or not by the SUb—Prefect‘the tedm

PR L - - | €5

%
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VX |
would go to the village where the chief and the elders were convened.

ry

j‘gyter the usual greeting ceremonles the goal of the visit was explained,

) and in order to g1ve a taste of what an interview and of what the interv1ew

0

situation was like, the village chief and the. elders were questioned con-

u . \

cerning village matters. Usually, when the Sub-Prefect did“not accompany

’ '

iﬁe research team, the contact with the chief was made through the local
®
scﬁool director. It was through him or the village council that lodging

for the researchers was arranged in case the 1nterviewing would take more:

than one day.
. : W o .
“Ivorian hospitality'almost always provided_the meals for the

interviewers. In order to thank the village population and the school
-
director and hlS colleagues “for: their hospitality and cooperatlon, at the

end of each visit tokens of'gratitude: money, spirits or kola nuts, were
. . ‘

offered by the team. . /i\l‘4 . oy . _ ..

*

In those cases where a second (non-TV). village was_close to the
: village vi51ted, the whole team or part thereof'would go.and contact its
chief and make the necessary 1nterv1ew arrangements immedlately after the
preliminary contacts in %he first- v1llage.
Except for food and lodging the necessary preparations‘consisted

+ of detetmining the number and names of the various.neighborhoods and the

1

names of their chiefs, determinihg the availability and the'names of inter—

-

preters, one for each-interv1ewer. In a few ‘cases one or several national
] ciy

interviewers did not need an interpreter because they spoke the local

language themselves. ..~ = * =

[

Then each interviewer was a551gned to one or more neighborhoods.
' ;He received the quota of persons to be 1nterv1ewed “and wlth the neighbor—

. hood chief and the 1nterpreter he- went through the area to identlfy his

. ) ' ..
. "‘ b . ’ 6),.
Q : ' - o 9]
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;espondents.{fAfter this he started‘thefintervieUSn

A compllcatlng factor in fllllng the quota was the nece551ty that

v
<

at least about half of the respondents had to be more or 1ess ;egular TPT v

’ spectatorsr_lDurlng.the Survey preparatlons it was thought that 1dent;f1—

\ » o - )
M ® N . . .

cation of TPT viewers could berfacilitated by having a list of,the'spectators_
in each sample village prepar‘ beforehand. :Therefore, in November 1976
the anlmator 1n these v1llages was requested to do a "census" among his

spectators dur1ng three T?T se551ons.~ On the-ba51s of these lists, returned .

by only 8 out ofv16 animators, we were able to identify certaindpeople whose

characterlstlcs corresponded w1th the quota requlrements. But once arrived .
. b N .

;in the v111age it was v1rtua11y 1mp0551b1e to locate the selected spectators..}

o | ‘ i

Elther they were absent, or they'ald not exist (the anlmator haylng 1nvented

the1r names), or they had never watched a TPT‘broadcast, etc. -Aftervreallzxng

that se1ect1ng respondents on. the ba51s of these spectator llsts 1ntroduced

. i

another bias 1nto 0ur“samp11ng.prqcedurehuwe'tr;ed to'1nc1ude TVjspectators
by asking potential respoddents whether'theyfsoﬁetimes watched televison in

the Iocal schoolhouse. Because TV watching 1s somethlng else than TPT part1—

c1pat10n, it 11m1ted the number of TPT spectators 1n the actual sample below

the number: ant1c1pated 7z - '
"' -",“ _.~'_ EEEEEY .,‘,~

At the start of the 1nterv1ew, not on1y the name, the sex and the

age of the respondent wereurbcorded but also his nelghhprhood and the name
. u‘}h‘e W

of the neighborhood chief. Thus, it became less" dafflcultﬁto relocate the

'.1-'

respondent for the post—lnterv1ew three months 1ater in Aprr& .Interv1ewers_-
; - " » . . . :
‘were 1nstructed not to- mentlon TPT as the main focus of the 1nﬁerv1ew and

not to mention the post—survey in order to avoid that respondents would_
. "invent" answers related to TPT and would be induced to watch (more fre- ¥
N . : . . . ] . . o ' :, - ) .
quently than usual) TPT programs between January and April. o 4
o e : ' I n ' TR
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Another p0951b1e research bias was 1opated in the need for
|P§ . ‘e

L}
having the questionnaires translated into tge local language of the v111age.

a

: Some notes concerning this problem are presented in Section 2. S.7. .
. & . i . . ’ \.'

Y

;2.5;7;_ Translation and interpreterSs o S . /

The population of the Ivory Coast,_outsxde the many foreign peoples
who live there, is composed of at least 50 different ethnic groups. The K

rigins of many of these groups can be traced and linked to about S to 10 ﬁ ;,,

' main groups, but the fact remaiqp that their existence creates a huge lin- ,Cl
guistic diversity. Ethnic groupqsand ;inguistic sub-groppsacan be large or o 1,'
small but 1n terms of numbers no one group is .clearly meihant. This does :éﬁ

]

not, exclude, for example, that large ethnic groups such as the Baoule ghd
the Agni, both belonging to the larger Akan group, do. not understand each N
other's langua;e,‘but there are major differences. This 1s”the reason why,
'for inst&nce, the Ivorian radio, despite the fact that it has some broad:

:!ts in 13 different regional languages, does not reach all the- Ivorians
M i L t
in their own language. o '

P

This 51tuation, which was reflected in the composition of the
.actual sample in which_at least 7 main ethnic groups comprising many differ:EL ¢

sub-groups wereﬁincluded, and, the fact that the Ivorian research team m?mbers

knew only relatively few different local 1anguages, excluded fromlb lé

the beginning that the questionnaires were formulatedoiniany of the—regional' N\

lphguage54 Questions fere in French, and during the questionnairevprepa:a-; “,
g tion,uefforts were made to have, the1r formulation as '’ 51mp1e as possxble’and ¥
tion of certain‘;ormulations against'the 1oca1 languages

R

This does not exclude that" certain notions in the

, to:check the transla

CF Taepl . -
oM b g

; ySuestionnaire were deficult to, translate, or that because of cultural and P
: \

linguistic differences in the various regions, ‘notions were not understoo?_

;
' .. 0 '(

(: Py . : . ot

-
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or were misunderstood by the respondents',,Thus, a reliability bias was
introduced _ o ’ K C : Lo
5

Once arrived in the Village, it was not' always easy to find abld
.
interpreters.' Usually,there were,a number of peopleewho knew some French.

g

But in our case ‘we needed people: who also understood thein rele in an inter-
. 3 . ‘ & )
view situation,’ EVidently, such people are rare, aﬁ% therefore we sometimes»

had to be satisfied with someone who understood and sgpke only baSic French

BeSides, because of his status as intermediary between the respondent (and

'thus the .village) and the interviewer (the optSide world, the gdvernment)¢$

the interpreter thought it sometimes'to be his duty to,clarify}instead of _A:
; e “

‘translate, and thus modify the resp0nse, or to dnswer a question even before

s %
it had been translated or before the respondent had had time to think of

an answer. N " ' L]
L3 ‘

It WIll be clear that under these c1rcumstances data'gathéring

itselj becomes a difficult task, but also that the reliability} of the data .

a

‘is negatively affected. This is one more reason why in the analySis ssage
1 ¥y

, - o
care must be taken ‘in interpreting the research findings. ,

2.6, ConcluSion

In this chapter we. have discussed the development of the rese§rch

-1

~design and the sampling design, the creation of the research instrumegts and

iy
S o 4

the preparation and execution of the actual'survey5»~ We havq’seen tha#the

original research objectives called for a quaSi experimentaf‘survey deSign,
. ﬁw» < v
but there were theoretical and practical reasons why in !he course of this

6—7 g
study'this design was abandoned - We also have indicated many‘of the actual
I‘.

field conditions which affected and constrained our original research
"

intentions, the data gathering process, and_ the natuke and quality of ‘the data.

&

. . 69

-
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. WO lessons are exempllfled by ‘the foregoing %ectlons. One, "

W »

_eesplte the most sOphlstlcat\ed a:heoretlal knowl%g&‘of rese’ rch requ1re-

% n - Q "
' ments and pitfalls, theory always falls si’ort o@reallty, and thus g.eld
oy

has &deal w;th many unknown.c-
L s X :
% research findings

. P ‘.»r ‘ § N -
Five?, Sl£ and Seven mus" be 1nterpreted .

A ‘
,geSearch, espec1ally in a developmg —country,

' uncommon ‘and "dlstortlng" factoz’s. TwWO, consequently,

*to be presented 1n Chaptets Pour,

e ' s .

i .
" from the perspectlve of the context in w‘hlch they,were collected. They

4
Y ind1cate

¥
“have more qualltatlve f’lavor ra‘ther than gu&ntltatlve ngor, thé

ndencies and patterns 'rather than sﬁatlstical truths w'hlt:h can be general-
. w ‘. 3

zed to all Ivorians, to a‘ll Ivor1an,\v‘1 dés‘or to t'he totai 'I'PT operatlcm.

m‘; . .

oy

a:, .
tion of the actual

with thlS in mind, we now tu.rri to the descr1p
. . ﬁ 3 g p e 2] ) »» . ‘.‘
sample in Chapter Three. 4 _ . ‘ . ¥
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See Campbeéll and Stanley, 1966 : 13-16.

,a;%rainiﬁg seminar {n.survey techniqﬁes"in April 1976.°
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Where. O stands for observation or measurement and X' stands for thex
e I3 ) . ” - . .

hE . . . . .
intervention wr treatment, in this case, watching TPT.

ACRIS (Adént Chargé de Receuil d'Information)are Pedagogical &@visers.

.
Each Prlmary School Inspector has a certaln number of these Advisers |

W

who superv1sé and counsel the prlmary school teaéhers, espec1a11y in

pedagog1ca1 matters. Since 1975 these Advisers have been used for

, performing edﬁéatiqnal evaluation activities. . Nine cf them followed

. N i
ou 7 s

Lenglet dand McAnany, 1977. Theseé are national figuféé. »There_isi

-

variation in audience numbers in TV villageé. This means:thq}gthefe

are TV’Gilléges with almost:no:TPT spectators, while_theré-are:others-

with am overa§é<of 50 to 100 spectators per TPT session.

—_—

‘e
v,

Saﬁpli%g pon%@kaints”create major. obstacles for doing Survej research -
. : o hd L s . . ’ .

. 5" . ’ . ' & - R ., - \ .
in developing countries, especially when probabilistic sampling (instead

-

1 .
. e - . . L.

of non-prébabilistickéahpfing) is ﬂesired There exist‘certain téchniqueé’

- \

f&% 1dent1fy1ng farms di ho?seﬁolds bt 1nd1v1dua1 spmpllng is® “virtually
1;p0551b1e. See(;os a éood d£scd§sxon of this™i 1ssue Kearle (1976):
N .
especially pp, 27-49. L * . _ o ' ‘. .
Hﬁrsch—cé;ar aqp-Roy, ;?76 : 191, | ’ | »

"wﬂpng“ an Ivorian society dqes not standsso:ﬁuckhfor a certain. age dbut

'rdther for a certain so#ial posﬂtion. The age group of 25-45 years can -

i) rd

. be ea51!y included in this category. ‘Pfeviqpé research ingicatés that

a . . a2 :. . = . . "

. this agé«group ‘provides a relatively‘lérge number of IPT spectators.
o . . [} .

,
’ . : . . o )

‘Therefore our choiase to."over;select" this age group in the sample does

¥ -
. L J . .
not run counter to the research finding that the "young" are over- .

‘represented among the TPT audjence. ‘ 5 K

s ond the TR au 7y .
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14,

15.

16.

17.

This gquestionnaire is .,reproduced as Appendix A.

‘See also Seya and Yao, 1977.
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This means Question 41;

This questionnaire is reproduced as Appendix B. L . k -

The SIKATIO programs ware primarily orlented towarcs the urh;p_audience.

On request cf the OSTV, 'we 1ncluded some questions about it in our post-

questionnalre. Analy51s of the responses was done by the TPT department

L]

and is reported elsewhere. : C . !

See, for example, Kaye  and Lenglet, 1975.

As a matter of fact, three programs out of thlS series_ were telecast

’

’

before the pre—survey. Four were broadcast at the end of January and
@ J-. ) [
February 1977, while two remaining animal4husbandry programs were

shown in May and June,‘l977;- Why the programs were dispersedhover
such a long period is not clear. It may have been'due to chronic
financial and production difficultures of the OSTV. SeeJAppendir C
for the broadcasting dates of the animal husbandry series. -

This seems to be a Eommon pract1ce.' First, film directors work only

with schematic scripts, and _secondly, TPT films are only finished a

c&uple of days or ‘even a couple of hours before broadcastlng time.

' This was done for the “study by Benveniste (1976).

Fqr the media survey reported in Seya and Yao,‘}977

-

7.



CHAPTER III

' CHARACTERISTICS OF SAMPLE VILLAGES AND RESPONDENTS

3.1. " Introduction .
,!' . “‘ . .

2

In this chapter we will present_a description of the villages

3

-

selected for the survey, while also making'comparisons between TV and“nonfxv
villages. The description not only, provides the background against which
-the findings.of impact,_auéience composition and attitudes about TPT gain -

. . _ ,
.« significance, but it reveals some of the crucial. factors which intervene
T °

' and explain some of thg¢ outcome measures.

Inrthe past it has‘been observed that, for example,-educated ’

'y ‘ \ ;
people participate relatively more-in the TPT sessions than people without
education.. Thus, education may be a factor in explaining who watches TV

or'TPT and who does not, and also who.starts an action as the result of
. ? , . ° )

having watched TPT. There are other variables such* as age, income, ethnic

ke

/f\\a{filiation, etc. To a certain extent these.individual-cﬁaracteristics are”

R . R 4 ¢
lfnked to the place where people live: the region, the village. As‘ we <
explained in Section 2 3. l the region of a village c0inCides to a large
4 . e
~ -t X (2
degree w:th‘IEV”l of personal income, ethnic affiliation ‘and religion. Bt

there are other village characteristics which although they do not immedia—
° : 4 %

v

" tely affect indiVidual traits, influence espeCially the action impact of the
: - //' Lo . . /s

TPT prograns. The material endowment of the village, the level of material -

development, its "modernity",have,‘first, an’ impact on the presence @nd
. as .

seriousness’ of certain development problems dealt with by TPT &for example, ¥
\ .

water supply, health agriculture), and, secondly, formp the pre- congitions y\
for deCiSions -and actions to‘"solve" these problems. For example, in-a poor

Moslem village, the youth who watches TPT will probably have a hard time
b : .
R . ! ’ A

f;sa; , _ 7&} , o o v




money to start the construction. It is apparent that _gome villages form a

Q B i Tt

convxnc1ng the elders of the nece551ty of constructlng a well, and toaraisé

A4

better env1ronment for p0551b1e TPT 1mpact than others,‘and that some

»

individuals are inva better p051tlon to become aware of deéelopment problems

or to start action than others. ‘- |

. . > @
3.234 The sample villages "

. . . ¢ R %
3.2.1,  Introduction ) ¢ "

~

. o . ‘ . R
In Section 2.3.1., we presented the Eriteria for selecting the 22

\ . : . N
villages in which 600 respondents were to be sampled. Appendix D provides .-

a list of the names of these

Primary3School'Inspectorate.

)'inhabitants,'divided/by sex,

-
A

y -

villages,-their Departmenb Sub—Prefecture, and:\;

\ s

Also 1nd1cated are the1r total number of

:}'{:‘ L

LR

the distance in kilometers to the’ nearest (smallrlm

~

town and their accessibility by road, as well as the region-in'which“thgy
. . s . -, L

are located.

3.2.2. Geograph1ca1 region

-

- AIthough the 22 vil

the three maln reglons- 8 1n

B3

the Savanna, the ratlo of v

S - ’ sl ) kS ‘ '.' AL e

:\ " :
. E‘y &

1ages are more or less evenly dlstrlbuted aver

,‘ (

the forest, 7 in the wooded saqahna and 7 in
./\‘-

and non-TV v111ages per :eglon 1s rather
'\

[

awkwar& ’We  find a_8%3 ratlo in the forest, a* é:l ratJ.o j.;gsﬁ;é ‘woeded

savanna, and a 6:4 ratlo 1n the savan

villages as well as the. non-TV v111aff

accordlng to ﬁhe dlstrlbutlon

'3.2.3. Inhabitants :

‘4 0")” %\y %’1
One of the reasons why weAlﬁ%qued non—%% v1 ag S ﬁh o :;
‘1.

: was that we wanted to find out whetxfr bhe "L;v#n% condit ns”pdxffgred ins b

415 -x, e
< Ay
i

\

ID - ARy

It probably means that the L6 TV

v

Qu

of TV 3 g«nq’n TV oois n, he country

- ;vﬁg

<4

v,,f

TV and non-TV v111ages, and tQ what extent Ehls qOuld aféggt the degree:and_

Y 9‘.

o & ;?
R it




Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

fﬁr becomes 2 27 and of the non TV v111ages“155~.vWe do not be11eve thaté;he

~ways of outside fnfluences such as TPT. Comparingfthe{two_grocos'of villages

| 8

JTon’some general characteristics we‘find that on the averagé.:the non-TV villages .

have less’ 1nhab1tants than the Tv v111ages. TV villages have_an average of »

. Ihl261nhab1%ants whlle non—TV v111ages have an average populatlon of 787

o ! - A . .
; .

3 2 4.»;; Acce551blilty ST ;4';ﬁ

nearest town 1s somewhat 1onger 1n the case of non-TV v111ages than 1n the j,
~T_case of TV v;llages.f Inhabltants of the latter must travel an average of E !

SN »-
.;' .

32 6% kms to reach the nearest town, ndn~TV v111ages have to go 38 kms_
- et ‘ )

what a;stlncnlshes the two groups ‘of v111ages most is the ze1at1ve‘1}f
. '—. .-,,- s Ve AT 4*».» :
ease. by which they can be reached ‘im short-. tgeir ;evé§fof access;blllty.
- ,1 N b
'nﬂan mlnd thanlallkv1llages'werésaﬁsowghosen hecaﬁéé-they were acce551ble
) . . . “f&d;flaz‘aé sxr non-TV. v1llage Z

2
of fg TV v1gldges §27{) have a*difflcult access.
R B ) i

¥ (: ' RN : Y, ) @
If we glve a score pf‘th;ee poxyts whethhe v1l1age Ls‘ea511y cce551bLe, a.

el " y NI $ o

_score of two for a- j&llage wlth Somewhat &ifflculﬁjaccess anﬂ§a scor9nof one -{_

P
% U

)\, ’u

'ult.xthe ave;age scbrekpf the Tv v111ages
3.

when thé access 1s really dlﬁ

2 *

ped w1th TV fecelvers

(Only one non-és

il

: o : ,
However, as" we Wlll sec ;n the;fgllow}ng paragraphs their 1naccess—

LI - S '-""-

U . . ,.Zt.l.'; -"' - .fxy
and subject;yely) experlenCes problems 1n tekmg of Qéelal services, socio-

economlc infraétructure, 1n shOrt.
K N 0 .\‘. 2

3 2. S.‘ i Infrast;uctural Lnnovatlons L

*

i @‘*

é
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:;villages, we present in Appendix“E a list of infrastr&ctural institutions

A ’

fffwhigﬁ aécoroing to Ivorian standardi must be considered "modern"” and a
_j{condition for and_inhication:of "development”. This list was comgilec by
| usingbinformation gathered'during‘the.interviews with tne chief and the
elders of tne villages. The frequencies in the table represent the number
of v111ages‘}al11ng into the categories of hav1ng, not-hav1ng or being—in- \\>
the-process-of—having such "innovations".: What we find - and we feel_that
this is‘not atypical for.most rural areas of the country’- is that all
-villages have only»a.linited number of "modern" institutions, with the
iexception of tne primary school. That ellrexCept_one;village had a school

is not surprising because the presedce of a school with or without TV was

. -
The most w1despread element of 1nfrastructure is a well, i.e., a
g
drilled well equipped with a (f"ial) water pump . More than half of Ehe
f .
v1llages have at least one- or were constructing one4. Another mereé common

one of the sampling criteria.

modern 1mplementation is the lgiiﬁseg@nt or rezoning, 'Rezonind‘implies

ya

the creation of rectangular_buildinéplots and the tracing of streets in

‘traditional villages where the'layout'is very;different. Forty percent of

the villages were already rezoned or were in a rezoning process. Rezoning

is the prerequisite for the construction of more modern houses as well as

-

- for havxng electr1c1ty and (in the future) piped water. More than'half of
the villages have some kind of agricultural cooperative (off1c1ally recog-

nized as such or not) or are in the process df creatlng one. Usually this

cooperative functions only for marketlng of crops grown -on 1nd1v1dua1 (family)
2 PN

" plantations. ' There are very few production,cooperatives in the country.

What is really striking is the almost complete absence of a health °

‘institution in the 22 villages. There is only one dispensary but no

L
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

materﬂities, though 8 ocut ©f 22 villages'aretmore or'less regularly visited
by public or private (missionary)Ahealth personnels. This leaves about 14

villages (64%) without any regular institutidnalized health care, and at
thi's point the village accessibility and closeness to town becomes even

. : R ;!. .
more important.  The closer the village is to the negrest dispensary or

‘hospital and the easier it is to travel there by public transportation, the

less will be the urgency of having one's own health facilities.

¢ .
When comparing the presence of certain innovations inuTvuandQv

non-TV villages, there is no immediate and apparent difference. ‘This could

be dﬁe_to‘tﬁe rélatively small numbers of both groups, and in particulér

‘of the non—TV.group. But we feel that on gpe éverage both'groups aie

equally (uﬁ)developed. This does not exclude that some villages have a_more

modern infrastructure than others. Thére is a rénge o#¥ only one innovation

- . : .
per village to five innovations per village, which means that there are

‘at all. S e ' 1

villages which, except for a small schoolhouse, have.no modern institutions
In this respect We't:ied to 5%velop a “modernityffindex on which
the 22 villages could be rank-ordered according to the volume and quality

of thelr modern infrastructure.: The absence_of informqtiOn'i?-gnnumber of

» . 1 . ' . . - i . “ I3
‘'villages on the quality of the innovations and the number of years it existed, -

did not allow us to do so. But if we exclude the presence of a cboperative
, . : .

~or a youth center, and if we give one point -to tﬁe'présence of any other

"innovation" ‘and a half point to any "institutiqn“ which is "und con~

* struction” we find that non-TV villages have on the average two modern .
I W) . s . s .

) i . . ) S
institutions while thé TV villages have 2.22. This may be an indication of
the somewhaE-higher level f (material) dévelogpent'in'the second'gioup,:but

' 4

the small numbers limit any‘igggdiate conclusion. ' . o/

e

o | 77 | | | Q#_‘“ | kf‘

’

‘_

/
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~
Not.. only the degree of (un)development is important in explaining

-

'why certain Villages seem to have a higher TPT impact than others or have a

different audience . profile, but perhaps even more crucial becomes - uhe way

-~

modern institutions are introduced into the village.’ " Therefore, we asked )
the Village chiefs who had taken the initiative to have a modern institution, ‘
and who had financed its implementation. In Appendex F, we present the .ﬁ“a_
aggregate answers for all the villages broken down for TV and non-TV Villages.‘%ﬁ§
For more than half of ‘the 9! innovations studied and usually.in
more than two-thirds of the 22 villages the initiative lies with the_Village
council,\one or more Villagers or Village "intellectuals" liVing in. urban
areas away -from home6, But we also ‘observe that there ‘are variations per
"innovation . Thus it seems. that most schools are established on Village
initiative while for many wells the Government through *he administrative'w

*

authorities or government agenCies, has taken the initiative. The picture

I3

is different for' the finanCing. More;than half of the wells are financed by

he Government. This is possibly true for many of the wells constructed

- before 1974. Since then the large nationa Government water projects request

v .
a. financial partiCipation of the Village ?s drilling a well The usual

A
\

\ village contribution, based. on "individual cotisations, amounts to 150 000 CFA

Francs (or U.S. $610.00). Sixty to seventy percent of the schools are, how-

] .

ever, financed by ‘the villgge itself and its "intellectuals" and the Villagers“

Lo

themselves have paid almost all rezoning pro;ects.

. As far as the financing of development pro;ects is concerned,‘there

.A r . .

does not seem to %e a difference between 'J.‘V and non-'rv Villages. With respe_ct
. \
"to the initiative for development,prOJects the- picture is. also rather similar

4

for both groups, though wells in non—TV Villages seem to have been started

Wlth more Government initiative than in ™v Villages. However, the absolute

’

v . - ’ o~ ~ ' .
. o ' i /8 ‘ o0
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'3.2.6. Development problems ' ' . —

~improvement capnot be solved by v1llager'

-62-
i

numbers are small, and therefore care should be taken in interpretihb the

s

percentages.

, grom tige foregoingbparagraphsuit is'c%earfthat.manyhof the 22
sample yillages.lack azmodern ihfrastructure adeéuate”to basic human heedsf
Two-fifths of the villages do not‘have‘any;sohrce‘of potable Water,Awhich
means‘that.their’ihhabitants'are'dailj;exposed to a Seriodslhealth hazard.
Amd here;we do not speak of‘other.health_hazards such as free roaming

-

anjmals and the absence of drainage systems. Almost no village'has a health

»

care‘fhstitutioh, while at the same time many of the villages have difficult

_ access”tovthe nearest town.._lf health would be the only criterion we could

?

_already conclude that'basic human needs in many of tﬁ? villages are not

adequately met.

_ ' But “the lack of a modern 1nfrastructure ‘in the 22 v1llages should

not. be interpseted,as a lack of-initiative or "wapt" or "demand". According

to the interviews we had with the village leaders it seems that there, are

many problems which are ioentified as "urgent@ in the villages. Buttthe
villages have not yet fouhﬁfthe waysfand‘the means for solving them. The

i

-1dent1f1catlon of . these problems and the obstacles the v1llages experlence

@ .
i

inlimproving_the_material‘situatiom of'the,village becomes important when

J ' : o e

' trying o asses to what extent TPT can create an awireness of dewelopment

’issdes‘among’the peaSant‘population, It is possible that important sections

S

o ; } . g
of the so-called rural mass. are, already w;%l‘a re of these problems but they

oF

Qas the obstacles fcgﬁk}llage

- .
%hlrlng new attltudes, knowledqe

do not have the means to solVe them. Bes#
i

and hablts through 1nformatlon.‘ It may bewthlﬁﬁthe technical, admlnlstratlve

- V-/ .
and financial obstacles which 1mpede v1llage 1mﬁ¥ovement dec151ons and actions‘

'.','
4 . “ »
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S : . ‘
. ~ ~ ‘ LY
.

, - s .. . 7 , ' b
are of a more stfhctural and political-economic nature, , and can only be . @Q

,affected-by Qolitical ‘and economic changes on the level of the nation
o P ‘
. state. " - ‘
) : _ S
‘In Appendix G, we present the complete list of "most urgent problems
as expressed by the v1llage leaders. . We see that three-fourths of all. "'a-

N

B villages see health care - the creation of a dispensary or maternity - as o
’ .

the most acute-problem. This need is more widely felt in non~TV villages

than in TV villages, perhapS'because the former have more difficult access A
1 ; ' -

. e
,to towns. . N

.

. Water supply (wells, piped water irrigation)“is the second'most

urgent problem expressed: by village chiefs, and again, it seems to be more o

' \ - . '
_serious for non—TV than for TV v1llages. _ . Coon f?‘ s
“A third problem concerns the phy51cal access, to v1lla es because of'
) the'bad state of roads and bridges. Half of the non- and - a- quarter of the TV
SO

v1llages request road 1mprovement and the construction of stone br1dges.
The questlon of rezoning and improvement of. streets and drainage is a fourth

urgent need while the ‘fifth one concerns the completidaﬁor extensxon of the

)

school,(or xn“.eveialzcases,Athe construction of hous/ng for the school

-

teachers)._l

’

.i_'

Here it % inter 1ng to note the 51milar1ty in rank~order of the

main problems as mentioned by the village elders on the one hand and by the o
respondents of the 1nd1v1dual questionnaires on the other. One hundred and -
sixty-two persons answered the question of\\hat they felt the main problem

in their v1llage was (Question 42, April) One fourth of thed’mentioned >

r o

health (tﬁp lack of a dispensary) as the main problem. Wafer and hou51ng

14

were ment&oned by 24 7 percent zaile "money" (most 11ke1y'the lack thereof) —

was brou&ht up by: 11. 7 percent of the respondents. The first three rank—order

o s 50 g L
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»

I'4

p051t10ns of th%llndlv1dual responses correspond to~those of bhe v1llage llst,

' A W Al
ke D

(l) health, (2)'water,-(3),hou51ng._ ThlS could be seen as the ex1stence ‘of

< , . BN
4

a large consensus in: the v1llage w1th regard to the 1mmed1ate development .

.\v‘. -

L .
'problems. And therefore it seems that no,partlcular effort:need be made to
.make,the'village populationlaware of them. .
“‘.' ) .."'. % B . 'l._ . : . ' . ¢ ’ a

+ " This 'latter:point needs some extra ‘attention because the TPT-pro—

grams7are espeﬁially'aimed at makinc the populatlon aware of development-"
’ Q. I._. .

problems and what can be done about them.v " In French.this awareness creation_
S ) ) y B

is called sen51blllsatlon. It'has been observed that 80 to 95 percent;off&f“

‘ N v i . TN - ' i
all TpT programs contain a sensibilisation objective . - And researoh'flhdlngs

"seém to indicate that ‘especially in. terms of sensibilisation, as opposed to

. . . " . .. . 9 . . . . N .
“‘action, the TPT programs have some impact (see also Chapter VI).
. . . . l. . “ ) ~ . ] s . .."
\ A comparison of these results wi;h_the observation that'villagersé
. Cy . ) . . 7 T
P

’

~

. . AT
ment problems would indicate gha

R

~are.ﬁell aware of the most urgent develo

12 . .

A similargproblems,'and indicating the ways and means to solve them. As we

. . ’ L. . ' ‘ > L, .- Y : u .
’3have_§aid befoxe,’such informatién will not have any effect if these ways

4 - . SR . : .

" and ns are-not present, Qr only avallable to a llmlted group. of people and
i e S ES Sy 10 o . -

through slpw and tortuous bureaucratlc channels. .
5 L N )
o :

1

a o ‘When lookrng at the number of urgent problems mentJroned by the
v . : & -

village leadqrs weﬂsee that. each v1llage mentiOns on the average 2 32 problemsé

¢

s
. 3. -

However. thére is a dlfference between ™ and non -TV v1llages. -The latter
N 2 . ¢ I""‘\'-" . PR - U

ﬁexperi-‘ ~an. average of 2 83 problems and the former an . average of 2. 25. O

1
s -

' This coth be.an;indication‘that non-TV villages are more ?underdeveloped"-

orvnbackwardﬁgghan TV villages. -~ S . .
(. . . ) . A . . .
. V ~ .

A

fruralzarea%;'it shoild be a program showing how other villagers have'solved. L
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3.2.7. Obstacles to v1llage 1mprovement

Although the level of material development 1s 1mportant 1n.expla1n1ng
IL‘a pos51ble TPT impact and~the TPT audience profile, we feel'that the obstacles“
E to xmproving the development level of the v1llage may be .even more.cruc1al :{h,}
'U:for'TPT's potential 1mpact especiallydin terms of dec1siOn—mak;ngvand the

’ R e

. ;undertaking of act;ons.. SOme of these obstacles have already been touched

. upon in Previous paragraphs.‘ “j:”:‘ N -“‘< .

- ‘Q'» I _,‘ ' . PPN

v : Responses of 15 v1llage leaders concerning the obstacles to v1llagé
- .
DR

,improvement can\be hierarchically cla551f d in four maiﬁ categories: flnan-

*f cial, administrative, technical and "cultural" the first category containing

»
..._. .

' more xesponses than the “second, and 30 forth~0‘9~” M R s
R : R

The financial category can beyzquated w1th the lack of‘money.\ It

/

/is the main sobstacle for\any 1mprovemept act‘ion 1n all v1llages, though it

..~s' B . : .

St

is the almost exclu51ve response category in the non-TV v1llages.' There

’ .

money is either completely absent, and thus forbids any 1mprovement, or. it
N &«:"

. takes a long time ---while laiting for the growth and the sale of the crops -

v

. ’
il

- to collect the necessary funds to start an action. Chiefs mention, for

'h example, that a wéll or school cannot be constructed, ox” that a well cannot
s - 5.\ -

ith a pump, or that the v1llaé& has not yet been rezoned becausb
}

acks:. the necessary finances.. To a certain extent the lack of

cash may in part be due to the rural exodus (see below, Section 3 2.9.) of

y .t -_' ‘.,

the young and" the able men, which lxmits the quantlty and the quality of t

4 agricultural productionn and thus limits the potential of generating cash

L

income., But the remark is also ‘made th‘

“; . "-.- < .
‘and when a: village dgllection is made,.the administrative authorities do W
v 8 '

o Ce : Lok

not honor this local 1n1tiat1ve and do not provide tgﬁ requested services.

'ywhen money J.s availahle, ¢

4

. N 3N . . . - e . R . .
B . s, ) . : . . M ’ - .. 4

~




N o

-This‘brings us to the second obstacle category: administrative. .
s e . "
. Y 2

fAmong tHe answers we find that-villagé,initiativcs are not rgsporided to by t
expedient administrative action. This meéhs that either no action at all
‘,’»

"is uadertaken or that the bureaucratic process takes so long that improve-
P s

e

s

.ebstacéef (for lack of a better word)‘;efer to the three villages where a
i
L 4
dfspuée existed w1thln the Village or between two neighboring Villages

- . f r
N Y
' about the place where the new school-should be constructed.

~ A3

A last unclassified obstacle mentiohed is the.ihaccessibility of .
’ - ' Vg ’y .
'theﬂyillage: This hamp@rs the transportation 5f<persons and{also ofncon-.
.struction.material for the'new'school. l ‘1 R . bw;‘“ﬂ .
. . It(seems to us that 5hese obstacles Can‘only be removed by TPT to

a'very limited degree. This does not exclude thé pOSSibility that TPT, or
. ) . ) .
‘similar educational”and information'programs,'plays,a facilitating role in

{ Co - r-
- : N
the political and economic hange,prqpessl;. -

}3.2;Bh Field agents SR U ' _ . I

Py

. o . . . M -

- In previous reports it had been remarked that there was little or

-‘,\ ’ 'ﬁ‘
T no cboperation between the TPT animators and the agents“ﬁf the develophent

'agenties,gho had "sponsgred"'a qu program, although the need’for Such_
S N oo S ' ' - T .
- J‘cooperation has been emphasized many times. ~Theref6re we'wanted to know
' o

- "

- whethpm field agents ﬁpre working in thﬁ/Cillage, ‘and whether the TPT animator
& : . CRETC
had any contact Wlth them when animating the TPT programs._

o2
-

»
ﬁ* £ . In January we asked the chief about, the kinds and numbers of field

N e .

. agents of the various State Development Companies and other state agenc1es who
. @ 4
Ve ,.( . e ‘ . .

paid viééfs or lived in the1r Village., We found }hat almosq 20 percent of all
. L . ‘ . L ’ _ N . s .

El{l‘,c TA LI { - L f“ . g o 8"(}& e v g . %
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. i ¥
our"sample”yfllages are never visited (see Appendix H). Fifty percent see .
. "_” | ,(_’, ,\ C R
one or two ageﬂts, while the remaining 30 percent (7 villages) are visited a

.igy three, five or even six agents. It is interesting to note that: health

[y

: .
agents are the most common (8 villages). Next co@e agents of the lﬁrge
aqricu%fural development companies such as the CIDT, SODEPRA, SATMAC& and
] G o T _ - . -
SODERIZ. [ _ ,' ‘ '
3.2.9.- . Rural exodus ) t
""<'f(; m&" &
§?~5 nﬁ.” . Because qﬁg TPT programs also intend to reach the primary, school

- -

leavers, dr?—-outs %oung adults to stem the rural exodus, we were
Wy, o - 1 . . ., e
interestedxto know how this phenomenon waszperceived by.the\yarious village

chiefs.s thfgﬁnd that a large number of villagesv(l9) experience this pro-
" blem. Although many of the village leadgrs "(11) . believe that the emigration N

of their most able young men 'is detrimental for the Village and affects

w
their.prosperity'and'surVival,’4 chiefs feél that the exodus is beneficial .
o o . v : - ~ I
Bscause the emigrées send money back which allows those Who remain ‘to make
4 -
. - - N . » : EY

- -

new investments in. agﬁafulture and trade. . This last attitude prevails in
. o .

“h the Dioula Villages wherD'there is a long tradition of emlgration, as wel&
\as re—immigration. In the non—Dioula Villages the exodus, creates much more

serious effects because it is permanent thus destroying the basis for the

’

reproduction oéq‘illage soc1ety. .8 L o <

v ' . . e -‘ . ea-'-w._'
: : e L2

f! N The foregOing sections have prov1ded an idea pf the socio-economic

c.

situation in the 22 sample Jlllages. They are relatively underdeveloped

’ ?

S 32, lO. “-Conc sion

,in terms of material infrastructure, there are many obstacles in improv1ng
» o : -
this Situation, and th absence of field agents and the perSistent rural

) gxodus do_not lend thémselVes to immediate SOlution. . . R
ST A '.'. S . - o - - .

. . .. .
K2R N L . . s R d\ .
. - ' A




ke

»for both.surveys., As a matter of’fact,'lt d1d. p : ¥

.in TPT, we will describe in; thndWS¢ctlon a number of socio-economic charac-

'attltndes, and behavior. Therefore, they are potentlal explanatory or’

‘3;5.2. The orrglnal and the ac

.
The sections that follow will be deVoﬁed to descri e . the indjvidual

. \ - c
sample of 601 respondents in terms of their basic socio-economic characteristics

-
»

3.3. The individual respondents

3.3.1. Introduction

N N . l ’ : * y i '
Having seen-the village characteristics which £6rm the context and
pre-conditions for a po;ential 3? 1mpact and the way villages participate
LY ; ]

. Y

’

W kY
’

terlstlcs of the individual samﬁie wh1ch impinge on peop1e's perceptions,’
P ' : ’

independent variables of TPT impact in terms of attitude change, knowledge .

acquisition and action-decisions. We will compare the distrihptioﬁ/of the" *

various variables in the original thgeretical sample; the -January sample

and the April sample.. The comparision hetween the theoret1ca1 and January

distribution is important in order to. determlne whether the quota samp11n¢-

technique(provided the expected results.-'As we w'11 see,‘it did. Because

' the post-questionnaire contained questions the answers_to which were to be

compared w1th answers during the pre-survey, it seemed eSSent1a1 that the.

i
ba51c dlstrlbutlon of basic respondent dharacterlstlcs remalned 1dent1ca1

The or1gﬁﬂ§1 sample of ividuals called for 600 respondents,” 30

1n each ™v v111age and 20 in each non V. v111age " Thus, in theory there

. were 480 TV v111agers and 120 non-TV'v111agers who would be d1v1ded by the

x

<follow1ng cr1ter1a. TPT spectaQ?rsqgr not, sex, ‘and age (see Table 1).

5 S
. .

In general we succeedqd in £1111ng the.theoretrcal quotas during
i

R ‘ \ . . g S .
the  Januaxy survey, while the'ag§2nceﬁpf 19 pexcént of th@ﬁ@riginalJrespon-

- l . Y ) o . . "q,“- . . ’
dents during the April survey aid not affect the January sample distribution.

* - ‘-‘ oo : . 85— . Vo

'
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& |
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in any significant way. In Tables 1, 2, and 3 we present the frequency.

distribution'of the main sample criteria in (l)“the theoretical sample,y-
(2) the January sample, (3) the relocated respondents in April and (4» the
April absentees. The Tables do not need further explanatlon., It appeq&s

that the 1nterv1ewers managed to a very large. extent to fill their v'n,*”
7

assigned quotas, and that the drop-out between January and April did not

"distort the,orlggnzl_:elghtlng An the January survey. There 1s a majoq, %
anomaly, however, between the theoretical and the January sample- theﬁéi

_difference between the proportlons of spectators and non—spectators. ln Qy
a previous section (2.3.3. )-we explalned our fntentlon’to have at‘ieast 80¢
percent TPT spectators among the respondents. To this.end we 3sked grior',‘

to the survey the TPT animators in the 16 TV vlllageﬁ to complle a lgst

of\their spectators, on the ba51s of which potential TPT spectaaors dbulq
. o ] 8 K'S féne
L]
be qtifled. This strategy failed because of the bmrellable i"nformatlorké

A

it yielded.v Therefore we were ohllged dur1ng ;he filling of the resp8nden@

quotas to ask potentlal respondents whether they(wa@che@ telev151orf or. noU’

’

(TPT as SUCh'was’hot specified).' If the answer was 'yes" and if ;hey‘res:
. o s & 2
. ponded to the other quota criter1a th Yy weme 1ncluded in the sample. But

it is clear that watchrpg TV is not the same ag watch1ng TPT (see also.

}
‘Chapters IV and V) and thus the proportion of actual TPT spectators dif ed
-’ \ -“

. con51derably from the proportlon aimed at. Instead of a. fifty—fifty distrl—:

{
butlon, 40 percent ™v spectators and 60 percent non-spectators ‘were sampled
in January. -, o . o
. AR : -
The thearetical sample, the'January sample, the: April sample and

®.

L4

&

the group of April absentees not onlyﬁshow more or less similag diStributions_r

on the‘yariables.of sex and age but also on region, profession, membership

v . . ~

‘in cu\tural or cooperatlve assoc1atlons, income, social status, religlon,.,.

8

'
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- . ﬁ‘;} “~ .
- - . TABLE 3-1 o > 2
s : ' . . ' : .
\\\\;ii/total,number of respondents in the tncoretical sample, X
T he January and April surveys, and among the\Aprilgabsentees o f
v . in TV and non-TV villages. \ ! o _ J
' A v - - o : :
® v .
’ o . . ' . % '
Theoretical _ o
S sample LI , January ’ April ' Absentees
» “ ‘ . o : N : R I
. N % N S N £y N e %
Total 600 = - 601 T 487
s S . _
TV Village ' 480 80 ‘479 79.7 383 78.6
Non-TV village 120 20 12&\;' 203 184  21.4.
TABnE 3~2;&* o
g C
R Dlstrlbutlon of TV v1llage respendents in the theoretlcal :
L N b e &N
4 - }
sample and the January and Apr11 surveys according to
»~ _ _‘°
sex, TV watching and age. (N = 480)
| ' &
‘ ‘Theoretical ' %o
J ~ sample January. . April, 4
, _ o (N = 480) (N = 479) (N =
N T N ¢r%.
Male 320 . 66.6 319" ' '66.6
Female 160  33.3 160 33.4° W
% ] .._ .' .
TPT spectators 240 50 194 40.5
. } .
Non-TPT f’ . : ‘ :
. spectators 240 50 285 \359.5 -226
- /15725 years 160 ~ 33.3 . 152 . 31.7 * Y09 3
~‘2éi4s*years T 224 46.7 218 '45.5 - 177  46.2 '
. - T ) : “
N : . -
46 Ljrs and o ? T ' » @&
older 5o 9% 20 : 1Q§, 2.8 - 97 25.3 - o
- l . P . R ° ~ . e
. LE Co . . :

* Actually in January and Apnhl'there ‘were TV ‘and non- TV spectators Lnstead of
- TPT and nonJTPT spectators_ (see Section 3.3.2. ) :




! o };f' P ot e
J =71- R Y
"." B $ - . Ky & oF
' * wr
) . oo -
)
6 . .
? . R i
. B 2 L4
v N . p .:‘ S
| TABLE 3-3 .

'.
B

Dlstrlbublon of non-‘TV respondents in the theoretJ.cal

.‘ ‘4 "sample and the January and April surveys accordlng to :
\aex, TV watching and age.' (N =120) :
Theoretlcal ' _‘ S R
SR ”'sample: aff« January j. . April-
e (n p»ljo) i (N —-12])_. CUUU(N = '104)
R L ;L p ool g S "
N T - ‘ FE. R T + \;" w [ R l' . et - -
A SR N “%'.f-f:le SRR T '
. o L e A 'f-' - SN 5 ;_ R (:‘. .‘H :
Malel U0 . . 184 10;51-* #84,.¢ 689 ' 88.3 _
Female . - . . . -3& ’30~f ~ o r3git 31l . 33070 31.7
SN .- Lo e U SR AL
" ay'spectators 7 mEl .10 T 85 L 62.5
"p_eo@tators ' ‘ . 39/ 737.5
‘»15 25 xpars “3g 31l 33 73T
zeiqs years 65 53.3. 56 - 53.8 'y
. - A
. 46_' years and - N PR .
older. e 19 15.6 15/ 4.4 “’
o - N ' )

A

éducatlon and ethn%ff;.llatlon. ' ThJ.s does not mean ‘that the proportlons m o

. . . o i »
“;br v and non-TV vil s on all the varlables were sxmlar. We will @ q
by . L2 .

not dwe]..l on th:.s p01nt. It rs, however,.lnterestlng to ‘note that from

the heglnnlng there were some d‘lfferences between the two groups of . . B

Y

. v111agers concerm.ng the basic- 1/ndependent varJ.ables.» _

. . L R

‘310 ’ .
3. 33 \Reg:.on L g

%: The first dlfference we noted betwien the characterlst:.cs of TV
o . v .
- and non—TV v111agers was that both groups were unevenly distributed over}
¢ ° .
thia three” rng.ons. Although fv villagers comprlsed 80 percent of the Sample

and noa-TV v111agers 20 percent, the ratio of these two gr’bups in’ the.forest

- -

4 region was 91 .9, in the wOOded savanna zone 78 '22 and in the savanna 67 33..

Q o e T 8 ) "'._,,a
Lo -- B S
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onf‘irmed here;s}.: the more gQne '

dents one is’

1Y

g01ng to ~encounter. _ ‘_‘ ;
. .' R - k. . ‘xu:i
'-,3.3;4.’ 'Séx a'nd age . - o Ct ﬁ‘
A =X g Sy
". . . ' by * . Y vh v“ :
o : Thé' sex dlstrlbutl‘on%\fég;« frv v-fllages and gon TV vlllages is’ almost

,,'

S 4 N i
' identi'c:a}\. as was our 1ntent1¢§ !

]

'age, we obsgrve 1n our da.t' t;hat 'u&the non-TV v:Lllages the older ag‘e group

%s\, pencentagb-—vuse,‘ smaller‘gthar;\ xrn the TV v:Lllages, whlle t‘he age group of

0‘

o B
L

D ¥

!
SN ?". s ;'

R f55c SR R
NG '_fy ..\ .

AT

Al

ﬂpbl_e 4 we - seey that
t1he re?pondents, 1‘7 percent, are “pC’}nter : 'a peasant

57 ..vf' - 3
the lar.ge }najo\%i,';: "

5 1s-ﬁ1a,1nl)f‘ h’.‘ultlvatxng, ;
2

.-percent;*ofv.t,he Y v111age were "cultivator", who, in’ comparison with 'the
) ,’, 4
Nplanter'*f‘-cul.tlva\tes les's cash crops, ‘while in the non-TV v1llages

- 24 percent k

cash crops like coffee ‘and ‘cocoa. However, 13

Mt .
-

-
K

; S e
- d that ’they were "cultlvator Th1s dlfference 1s 1med1ately

re! .
/. / .

: explalned by the fact that most of the non—TV v1llages are 1n "the North,

-

where more subs;stance than cash crops predom:Lnate in \contrast to Center and

" Southe:@eglmﬁ. About 23 percent of. the .respznﬁents were ménageéres, or

[l

. N t
'%usevuves, ‘a dategory which is almost ‘automatically fllled by all f&ale
Wy coa
ﬁ re?onden‘cs. - . ' ..

The housew1fe profess:Lon in a country like the Ivory Coast certa:Lnly

\

. 1ncludes many more (dlverse) act:Lv:Lt:Les 'ehan the western not:Lon of “housew1fe
R ~ . ~

' conveys. Housewives qpe not only respon51ble for raising chlldren, prepar:Lng

food and keeplng the house, but th'ey perform maoor agrlcultural tasks, haul

-water and gather flrewood, and‘have often a llttle trade in small agrlcultu_ral
K N s v P R
Lot . s !

pro?uc/s (tomatoes, dried smoked flsh, yams, etc.). .
. , 4

El{[lc"' . o 44- e 8J
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o TABLE 3-4. : <.
. - . A . ’ -.«‘;-i;z
Distribution of r.espondents' professions in TV and ’ ‘f
non-TV villiages in January ' o &a '
' . _ . 5
TV Village _ Non-TV Village. ' ? . #
N s T m Y
. Y ’ ! ’
Planter 227 - 48.2 ' 56 46.7
Cultivator . 63 13.4 29 . 24.2
Housewi fe 113 24.0 28 233
Other profession- . ‘ : 5
and jobless ‘ 14.1 ' 7 . 5.8 |
» ° ". . N ) * ! )

Total ' 471 100.0 ' 120 . 100.0
: . . .
.%* Non-responses have been excluded N
I ) A small minority of the respondents reported "other profess:.ons

such as day laborer,ﬂfield agent_, transporter, ‘trader, and "Jobless R but ."
oo ' o . . - ¢ o o '
their number is so small that‘we do not consider them separately in our”

. . . . ’ 'Y .

analysis. 7 . E : .

e | . | : '

3.3.6. Menbership in associations L .o . &
S y »

Membership in a cultural or sports association is not completely “g .

3

° proportionate to the TV-non_-'I‘V distr:i.bution. 'Ishere are relat-:.vely more%v '

o)

-
% P

association mé'mbers in the TV than in the non-:?villages. But. it is a]@o

ry in th&latter’f'group is

. Al

égterestingi to note that the non-response cate
% proportional‘ly smal.ler *than in the fomer. with regard to membership in a
ﬁi 'yquth group or cooperatlve, the p:.cture is different.‘ In the ngn-TV ;
vi&lages there'are relatively more membets than in f;:e 'I'V‘vil‘lages. ’érhis
' can possibly be explain\ed by the stronger initiation vtradit)éons in the’ g

. northern, mostly Moslem, villages. But again, no‘n—respgnaes are more frequent

. ! ' 51‘
Q . _ ; L. R R
EMC in the latter than in the former group.. - ,_)Op <y _

. : - . Lo JRNREE AN,
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3.3.7. Income. _ "
" Some particular attention must be dewoted -to the gquestion of

“"income®™. Even in, industrialized sqcieties income is a difficult concept

to measure adeguately. It becomes even more difficult in countries with
b .‘O

- a large agricultural base, whene -money .income forms only a limited part

., o
'

of the family "budget" espec1ally in those areas where only limited cash v

7

crop production, and thus marketing,_takes place. This does not exclude
N A . P‘ .

the fact that even in those areas there are people (1ndiViduals or families)
‘with relatively largeJcash incomes. And it is certain that the amount of

money at one's dlsposal is an indication of a person s social and economic

,

-

status. " As in any other society money Wields power, and in a soc1ety like

the Ivory Coast where economic growti. increaséd'productivity and ind%vidual
entrepreneurship are stressed as positive contributions to national develop-

ment, it may be assumed that the levelof revenie is a good indicator of the

"(potentlal) links w1th the modern sector, and of the potential of starting

"development" oriented actions. ‘ ' . .
N ' . : ' '
_We<~ried to measure the income of the respondents in January an9{§J

-

in Aprll, each time w1th a somewhat different_qifsure, though their basic

form was 51milar: We asked the respondents whether s/he had ‘sold any
: ‘ . . ‘-' . .
agricultural productsg For each product we determined the amount, and knowing -

.v._.-,-..;z. .

the off1c1al pr1ces per kilo, this amoﬂht was converted 1nto CFA Francs. When

several products were mentioned their respective amounts were added, and to

' -

- this was added any other supplementary income from t;jd; or;other aptivitieF.

There are several problems with this proce ure. First, it‘excludes
almost automatically many of the "houseWives" ‘who do not have any. caSh income,

‘e ] A

. and’ who are dependent on thexr husbands for their cash needsl?. SecOndly,

i . . .

g1ven the organlzatlon of African agriculture, where the extended fam;ly, .
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under the leadership of the father or uncle, tills the soil, young married
men are still dependent on the oldest male in the family household. Thus,
they do not have any income over which they have discretionary power,- . -

although they need money for themgelves and their children,,for example, for

schooling. irdly, the method of listing all agricultural crops and

.
A

'recalling how many kilos or tons were grown and sold leaves the opportunity
»

of underestimatingvor over-reporting by the réspondent.f Questions about

income or productio\aare never popular,_and they: become even more suspect,
* ~ N {

M .

in situations where the peasant has had bad experiences with the adminis-

trative authorities, and where fears of increased taxation are real. This

.

means that the reliability and the validity of. the income mﬁ/fure'is QF—~4L\;

chall?nged. ' " ' ' ‘ o b

3 . .

. . . . . ' v ‘
« About a quarter of the respondents report no cash income. Another

quarter report'an annual income between 1 and 50, 000 CFA Francs, and a third

‘quarter falls in the 51,000 to 200, 000 CFA Francs bracket Five percent of ¢

‘the respondents do not give an answer, while about 20 percent has more than

a 2. , S

200, 000 CFA Francs annually.
The differences between the January and April distributions reflect

\

the differences between the January and'April measures, the April measure
-being“somewhat more refined than the Jznuary one. However, the Pearson-moment
correlatiqn between the two measures appears to be relatively high (0 60)
indidating that there was a relatively high stability in the way the respon-'

dentS‘reported.their income. Because statistical calculations showed that

, there was less variance around the, mdghs ofpeach income category for they
. . oy . : v - . :

{"January measure, fvdecided to adopt this first measure ‘for further crosj
© ' N - - 4

Wo - . o h . . ’ . ; ot .

" tabulations in theJkollowing chapters. -- o L )

; : : e . » . : L

I - 4 ae

.
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Excluding the non respondents and April absentees) we ‘obtain
, , o _ ~

Table 5 for the January and April respondents. o

. » - e

| 1 ) ~ . . s

.

'"TABLE 3-5 - )

Annual income distribution of respondents -in January

e © ' and April
e " .
o, ) January o . April-
N % _ N N .
‘Without income . = 126. 28 132 ° 29
| ; D
-1 to 50,000 CFA Frfncs 119 26 131 29
51 - 200,000 CFA Francs 129 . 28 16 24
201,000 Cra Francs , - -
* and more ’ 85 19 - 86 - '19‘
: . o . ST R — — .
Total of respon- ' . .
dents preseqt,in ‘ . \ ke . :
both surveys ) // 459 100 B 459 100

*ZSO CFA Francs equals U S. $1. Qo.

’ S

An addltlonal remark about the two income measures is warranted;
Although in Januarxkas well as in April we attempted to‘meESure the mone-

;L : - : . S | , ,

tary income of the individual respondents, it is very likely that!- cextainly ,
. T - N . ’ Y . - r L

in the"cade of .the male respondents - thetglobal family income instead of

the indiViduai,income was determined. This global family income should

probably;be diviaedaby the numoer of housenold members to apprbach a nore

frealistiéfindividual inc%?e, ané_tﬁus alsp’more’realistic indiQidual inoomev',
. eategories. In doing so, tne monetary amounts represented by the different i

N
,.(

indome categpries.would come closgr to those‘accepted;by the Ivorian l‘/l-')ln:i_stry‘.~

ofkglanning. In 1973 the average annual monetary income* per caplta in the

L] A
-

rural areas“wa5'14,000 CFA Francs, excludlng auto—consumpt;on (DATAR, 1975).

-

Q B | B :- 3 ' . 0 .




if -17- o

CALelp .

. “ /
Even allow1ng for inflation and pOSSible real income gains, it is apparent,,

that our estimates are not too realJ)stic. This remark should be borne J,Q_t

mind when we will discuss income differences as they affect 'I‘V or TPT v

i

watching and TPT impact. . T ' o
8.3.8. Social Status , .
< ] . v . .' . . . . . ,\'
In order to determine the docial status of the respondent his/her

. - —
position in the village hierarchy was noted The large ma]ority of the :
h Y
respondent's were -,"ordinary citizens". About 12 percent (somewhat less in’
. .

the non-'I‘V Villages) were "authorities This distribution reflects the

deci'sion by the research team to interview only a small number o£ village '

o . ’
.elders comhensurate with their actual number in the village. - ) o
3. 3& & ligion .
% o Although the distribution of the ma]or "religions" among the .

N -

-respondents seems to correspond to t'h%,, national distribution of "religions
i 4 '

there is a large difference ‘})e‘tween the 'I‘V and non-'I‘V groups. while there

' X
are mcire Animists and Christians in the ™v villages, the Moslems are "over-—

.'.. ' . & .
o represented" in the nont-TV Villages. This,éagai‘n, corresgpnA the

'wa, .- K

. _location of these latt;{a,r Vil]eages.' The North, where almost eyerybody is

. ¥, |
i Moslem, whlle in the Center and the South of the country, th.e Christians

“ b ' . )
i ) NN i y Lo
and Animists are more dominant. A - . .. B
e . . ’ v . D ’ .
P 3.3.10. Ethnic affiliation A \ NS # _ g o ;o .
,' A . . B » . . , . St B . . y . Q
1 . The North-South distihction is also r;’flected in the distribution’.

.‘ a ’ . H
-y of responderfts bver the various ethnic‘ ggoups. v vThe Senoqu, 11V1n9\ in the e

\ A{ - 1&
qauorth are the largest group of respondents (25 percent) but they are in

i l”the non-'J.‘V vil&ages. The same is true-

{é%relatively greater numﬁm found
7m q,

tfor the Mande or Dioula,gﬁho ar, . in disproportionately large numbers found
» A 1)

: t o . o
in the savanna region, refl tiﬂg their region of habitation The Akan

'*.'0 yi




"3.3.11° Education

group, including‘Baoulé and Agni; and the Dan group, comprislng Gouro and

Yacouba are more or less evenlyﬁspread'over the TV village and non—TV‘

“

village.respondenﬂt} R ' ' :
- ' L \P . , .

, N
. N : . . -~ " ,
N ’ : ' |

Among_the"factors which could explain part of TPT impact, -and
B : o L © i .

audience composition, for example, we.were;particularly interested'in.the
» . T

» [

level of education; There weré several questlons (Questlons 17, 18 and‘19f

January) asklng whether the respondent-understood French époke French and-

what level of formal educatlon s/he had atta1ned ,'The majorlty Qf the -
- : 4‘,’
respondents (71 percent) declared that they were 1lllterate and did not

’ -speak or understand French ’ The number of those who did and whonbad some

-

4

formal schoollng was relatlvely small. about 12 percent{say that they
understand and speak French (though thls 1s usually at a low level of

» o L4

sophlstlcatlon), whlle about 17 percent reports “to have followed formal

¥

Youoat

educatlon. Among these latter only 22 (3. 7% of the total number oﬁ/respon—'

*

dents) have ‘gone as far ‘as ;he féurth grade in pr1mar¥ school" 16 (2 7%)

' k4

haye passed the secondary school entrance exam, and. only 9 (1.5%) have*

flnlshed part of secondary school. S R S —

There.are relatively more illiterates in the non—TV

[3

$~" . ) . o .
represented";ln the TV v1llages.*.Respondents w1th some formal educatlon o
N ‘-4‘ [}
are: proportlonally dlstrlbuted over both TV and non—TV groups. The total

« -

dlstrxbutlon.of the respondents on the educatlon varlable is uch that the

Ch1 Sguare statlstlc is 51gn1f1canE~(Ch1 squaré lO 5 at t'

wh1ch mea,ns that thez:e is a high ‘>robab111tys that non—'I‘V villages are less : ',.'

educated than- TV v1llages. And this corresponds with the general lower
. & . 5 ! ’ .

o . . . . LI - ’
. Rl - - . . N

3 : “ o | | 93
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’ 3.3.12.'. The ApriLabsentees . ;'i it P 'j_ ' o . o

P As expla.i\ned earlier‘ (see Section 2.4.2.1. ) during the January

survey precautxons@wére tARen tg have the identification of the respondents
. J
" as complete ‘ag possible 1n order to be able to relocate him/her during the
[y . \.@’ v [ : ‘ -~ : ¢
post-survey. in-'-A‘pril In genez'hl. we were rather successful An fipding the

original nespondents Csee Table ‘1) . Only ll4 people sor laopercent of the\
originaI sample, could not be found, 51xt¥-two of them had left the village

(temporarilfy) for travel study or work, while the other 52" were 1ll dead

»or non-exis‘tentla_v Although the number of absentees was relatively low Coe

" _, e ,-
PR

in mst of the 22%\“bllges, in 3 villages it was higher than avexﬁge, . Pro-—-'

ba.bly not’ by accident these three villages had been visited ‘in January by

%
%hree‘ ACRIS who, as ha% been obserVed elsewhere (-see Section 2.5,5. ) had .

— - -~ .
noﬁ performed their task as well as. expected Table 6 reveals 'that younger

kAl .
~

male respondents wer:e disproportionally absent in April. ThlS means that‘

Low e :

. SR v
the ygung nugrants had . already left for~ wOrk at the "Basse Cote". 'rhese -_
ey - o
L":absentees might have heen av01ded had the “second survey come earlier but
PR . e iE ' TN - --.l)‘.'-
’ circumstances of)prog;amnung schedule ‘w our study de51gn did not permit -xj .
L ) vf . ) . ) . , e & ] ‘ . be ot .
"this adaptation. Q S, AR ‘&“E R . e
. . p ‘ . o N ‘i .' L, , . v,
[ - - : . M
., . T , 0 Y f",‘_ : . T . v . .
. I TABLE 3-6 LI ‘&j S . .0 R
oo Di’ﬂtribution ot%pril absentees according to sex, 'I'V A )
S e watchlng and age - e |
7 s . N Y % , A ¥
; § , ..4 RS ~ L ) r .
, 44618 . Lo 67.5 S e
‘Female o ~37 v " \ g :32.5 \ ’ . ' ; ' % ‘y ~ cpe e - "
.L . . X , . ] o ) '254 "y . Y .
: : 114 ., -, 100.0 . - *(Continued?} )
e S A T |
: - | Q , R “ 4 [N ) _f ‘ J P
3 a v - - _. .._.QI I . ‘4 . 3"
a Ve J ' oo .
’ \‘: v ] N . - K/\ - , ‘. v

1S
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- Table 3-6 (Continued)“' - \ ' _ -
™ spectators -« 49 . 4300 )
X LI : . : .
"Non-TV spéctators 65 - : 57.0
114. 100.0 .
15-25 years . 48 ii-r 42,1
. ) h RS ' '
26-45 years 50 , ﬁ’w . 43.9
_ R . o N * -
46 years and N
older’ 16 14.0 .
? Iaaa— . i
- Total * . 114 1100.0
3.4. - Conclusibn _
. , ‘\ ' ) ¢ A ‘
‘@ . In this chapter we have presented a description of the most impor-

tant characteristics of sample villages. and respondents which could partly
'explaln the ways in which TPT is percexved,_the ways in which people

partlclpate in TPT se551ons, and the potentlal impact of the TPT programs

in terms of awareness creatlon or sen51blllsatlon, knowledge transm1551on

Yoo
.
‘

and action. We have indicated and explained the dlfferé%ces which exlst

+

between the theoret1ca1 sample dlstrlbutlon and the’ dlstrlbutlon of the
January and Apr11 samples in terms of a number of commonly used explanatory
varlables such -as sex, age, rellglon, soc1o-econom1c status, education and
the like. S . -

iThe foregoing sections provide-the contefv'within which the reésearch
results of the followingfchagtefs are to be analyze " and - interpreted.’ )

!
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P  REFERENCES

1. For one TV viilage we do not have this information because the ACRT -

l

who did the inﬁfrviewing Was not v1sited personally by the reseatchers. J

2." Accessibility is defined in Germs of the distance to- a major road and

o

. the quality of the pavement. ~Though a large'road improvement.and

s . LR -

pavement'program5is in execution, the majority of the major roads and

1

el

- almost all secondary and tertiary roads in -the" country are Stlll unpaved,

’
i ‘.
e SN e -

1 with a large var1ation in their quality
3. According to the company which does the maintenance of the ETV system

(GATEL) , thg_official c&iterion for equipping a school with one ‘'or more R
R
™v receivers is a sufficientl& good technical reception of the TV

P .
signal. This does not explain sufficiently why ssme Villages close to

aTv school village da not have TV Jn their own’gahools. " S ;ﬂ
i 4

4. Potable water supply and well constructidh are at present a maJor concern

of the Govérnment as witnessed ffom the large—scale national well con-
12 .
h struction programs. See Lenglet, 1976

.
N .~
.

- 5. See also the follow1ng paragraphs about’ the most urgent v1llage problems.

6. Intellectuals are persornswho originating from the village haye settled

~dn the urban areas after having completed at least'part of secondary

'pducation. They usually/occupy positions of some influence or they have .

more moneylthan the ~average villagers. Therefore-they form an important

#

!

resource (political financial) for supporting v1llage interests.

7. See Lenglet, 1976

. [
8. See Lenglet,'forthcoming, and Kaye and Lenglet, 1975.

9. See Lenglet, 1976. . , : o C y

I8
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10. There are,lndlcations that: villagers know the channels through whlch

" ~

to obta1n the necessary inputs for village 1mprovement But these: R

i‘ channels.arb not, official. " They exlst between"?ﬁa¥vxllgge“and its’

¢ - o -
. <if"intellectual's" (see Reference 6) See Cohen, 1973 and Stryker, 1971.
11.

For an introductory analysxs of thns process of state 1nterventlon
‘ /
in tHe rural areas,‘see_Goussault, 1976. v

12; 1t ’as ofteﬁrngen'observed that "modernizatioﬁn of AfriCa;‘agriculture
1nqLeases the dependency of ‘the woman: j Efforts of development.-agenciesg

. e N 5 .,

a;e directed towards the meJ’who thus become the persons through whOm
money enters the “"traditional® economy. whlle,traditionally women }

. , e ' _
» are -supposed to take care of. themselves and their children, 'with'the .
T ‘. - - -

monetarization of the economy they Lose their "1ndependence"‘and-are %

'pushed into the dependent mother s and housekeeper s role. See, e.g' {1

~ L

Pala, 1976\ Our f1nd1ngs 1nd1cate that 56% of women* 1Q‘January (and J B

L

» . RN .
63% in April) say .that they have no cash income at all. - 3 .
& 2N e
13. The non—ex1stenc§\pf certain‘respondents needs some'expliiztion. S
7 . »
. : \
We assume that some ACRIS ha%e *invented" some respon .

r ' ’ '-<' . . .

dents during the pre-survey. Thus ‘when, during the.postésurxzy,members

. : - : 2
o . - . .= . — : - - -
of -the regqular research_teamsftried“té relocate this "invent dﬁ\res—.'g
- ; AU : B PR ' ) P )
pondent, s/he could not be identified. \ ! . . .
8 : S . : ‘\ s . .
\" .. . : Iy
> ’ N
/ U . < » ~
P . . : :
\ ™ . Y -
. - N
| LY \
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o , | CHABTER 1V '

TV wATcHrNG IN TV AND Noquv VILLAGES
» . . . \

¥ ('-. AP ‘ vy ol . . : . ' ~ ..
L . . . , . 3 \ .
o401, . Introduction ! iy T

» ya . - J'
' - / . ‘/

v o In this chapter will start w1th an analy5is of the survey

.' : ’ y.

data. In the sections tHat follow: we attemptﬁto determine in as much

detail as possibfe the' profile of the s tators of the \general TV programsl

a7
t onlykinteresting but important to take a closer look at_
s in general. In January as well as in April we asked res-

*pondents whet er they watched Tv as a first screening device between- TPT

*\spectators_and non-spectators. For those who said that they did not watch
. ’ - o . (‘ ' .
" TV the questionnaire ended immediately. The TV watchers were asked’eddi-‘

~
-

tionaklt questions to determine their Viewing pattern (kinds of programs

F ] ’\ .
\ they watch and the regularity of ™v Viewing), and to find out wheéger g(/’
x

s
) watched THT programs, or to be more precise, whether they made a distinction

~-between the general TV programs,<broadcast bf the Nativnal RadioAand'Televi-'

‘sion Organization, RTI, and the specific.TéT programs, produced and broadcast
. * . ‘ A * N "“ L] ’
+ by the'OSTV{department of the Ministry of Primary and Television Education.
‘ k - '.- s .
’ Besides, we also asked people in non—TV villages whether they knew
1 /v

abo TV and whether they had seen it. . This was to determine the extent of

—sure'despite tt fact éhat the non-TV/;illagers neither have access
to a;mﬁ receiver in the local school house nor in, a.private honte. - &

4 ‘-' ‘- In the following sections we will first give a;ge;Lral oueryiew
'Fof-:he yiewing pattern and audience{Size,/and in the second place we will
. / .

conSider the socio-economic composqtion of thé general TV audience._'i

3
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4.2. . TV.watching in TV villages~ : o o -

4i2.1.' Number of TV spectators

s

! ’ v
s

In January the screening question was formulated very broad1y~

£ 4

“x
*Do you watch TV programs?" (Q 41) In contrast“ in April the same question

-

kQ 27) was limjted. to the period in between the two surveys:—,;he}efore, <
-lh\‘ .

i [

the January and April queStions measured different things whieh are, however;
. B . ‘N A . L 2 - :
comparable, ‘as we will see. ' '. N \

.Qg -
En‘Table 1, the jg Qlute and relative frequencies of the answers
4.

to both questions are given. "In January 62 gercent of the respondents in ™V

S
P . 7 . TABIE 4-F} e e
| ‘Do;?ou Watch Television?“ iJanuary)':and ‘"Have.You' S
.o : ) b : |- .
‘Watched TeleviSion Since January 7™ (April) ‘ .
. . - ‘ ( . ‘- ; :. v
Answer .. | January - o 'Abril T~ "
e . . S - A . )
T » N Y TR N° %
) . ) ) hd . .‘ » . .
No X 181  37.8 . 7199, 52,0 ¢ g -
Yes . © 297 ‘ ‘ 183 - 47.8 . .
No answer 1 | " 0.3 .
. : , . r - e .
Total 479 383 1000 37

o ’,

. . . 3. . : -~ . .‘ .
Zillages sajd they watch TV, in Aprilsthis ‘was only 48 percent, thetdifference

v

grobably reflgctinqtthe differently worded questions. This is not unexpected.

The interviewers were instructed to fi11 half of their quotas with TV
. -
spect7tors (see Sections 2.3.3. and 2.5. '6.). 1In this they succeeded and
‘ b -

therdfore the data.should not be interpreted in the sepse thet half of all”

¥ : $
adults in ™V villages do ‘or do not watch V.
. *l._wl Yy .

L. o . . .
YR T ’ - ' . Y ‘ 1
/ > R " >" ) ‘- » ‘ .

,‘ b : Al . . v Ve . 7

‘ ] (\ - .
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 42E;f. ) Reisons for not watching 12 P

| Thpse who said that they did not wat%h Tv were asked, "Why not?2"

N
In both surveys, three-fourths of the non-spectators replledmthat they did

1 _ :.,
not, haVe time or were too. Mtired” Thls qacsvﬂhbecomes important hen we "

.-

realjze that it takas some effort f the peop1e to go to the local school- ‘

. .
b

house for watch1ng the TV. Of those who watch TV’ 83.2. percent in January
and 84 7 percent iff' Aprll feporqu that they watch the mv programs in the

local school. Four to’ flve percent watch*at home, and thls 1s probably only.
in the v111ages wlth\‘lectr1c1ty, or 1n the case of a rich respondent who'can

: K3
affOrd a,prlvate electrlc géherator. Ejght percent, watch elsewhere, probably

whsn they .are in town\7and three to four ercent glves\no answer. '5ther t
) . . . . -
réasons fbx not watching are far ldess important: - In January "difficuIt . C
’ ‘/ : . - ! ;- : ) . .
ile "il}ness" in April counts™us ! -

access“ is menyy ned 12 Slmes7(2.2%),

s >

4 5 percent of th easons (9 cases) Some people mentron that the tlme of the

s ‘ .
te1ecasts/:s not good (probably referr1ng to‘ﬁ?T), others‘§$e the school as
—_— - P .
an’rnapproprlhxe place for watchlng TV, or cite d;fflcultles w;th.the teachers
/..
: ) . < .«

asiihe réason why they do notecome (anymore). oo - I .

¢ : > . : ' .

*  _Here we: observe a maJor d1fference between the "subJectLve“ declara-
tlon_)and ‘the "obJectlve“ chtors which limit the attract1Veness of TPT as ° -

. n ’ : : / . ’
found in preylous research reports - The inappropriateness of the s{hooz\as N
. -/ : N - o 8
an outside and also phx51ca11y perlpheral 1nst1tutlon2 in the village and- the, . .

non-lnteaﬁatloﬂ of the teacher*anlmator. There need not be a contradiction

between the."subjective? and the 7é§?ective" reasons. We -are -convinced that
;- . - 7 e

ma?y responses, mﬁde in the 1nterv1ewer—respondent 51tuatlop, are‘so forﬂﬁ—

LJ

L.

lated as not to offend the- 1n€erv1ewer Therefore,‘the reasons for not

- - 2 - -

.watchiné ™v remain very vague an 1nconc1us{ye. - v

‘ .

t

"
fenew - ° DR
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4.2.3. » Regularity -, = .. (/ -
é'r mo knowrthe regﬁlarity of TV watchlng we asked w ether the ™V - \L
© s
:pectators watched " ery aften" "from time to time” ox "a! most never"

Table 2 provides the;distribution of,the response8 in January and April,

s cs / ‘
e \ . o
- Frequency of TV watching in-January and Apri)
. . - ) ' . . Lo SN .
" Frequency ‘ , January ' s . Aapril A o
. b ‘ . .‘I . . B . . ) . & E . v . e -
N ) N 3 a
‘Very often 8. 285 . 36 -, 20.1%
-From time to time 198 66.4 -’ I26 7Q:4 ,
. ARlmost never .15 5.0 . 17 9.5
o . 3 — LT . .
Total, 7 298 10000 ., 183 10070 ° , :
«‘9{-“ o L ' ' N VO

In. general we. observe a simiiar pattern for: the two surveys However. in .

T i

y'April the " very often category has soméwhat . decreased while the .other two

categories have anreased. Could it be‘that the April answers are”more
i .
reaiisttc bec%use they are only referrlng to the 1im1ted time period of " oY

three months since January. while the January questlon left the recall perlod

1ndefinite? In any case the figures suggest that the mayorlty o& those who

. . N
watch TV dq this more or 1ess regularly. Twenty-five percent dq it certalnly
\

«~"

giore than once a week,,while about 70 percent do it once or twiqe a month.

_This high percentage of the spectators in the two categorles- % gularly
. / 7 . 4
and more than once'a week Qains in slgnxflcance when a study among 300.peop1e

in 28 villages3 flnds that 76 percent of the v spectators report that they

.watch at least onge a week. Later in Section 5.3. we will see that a large

N . Y <

'majority;of the "very often Spectators are ‘also TPT spectators.

AR P ' . : i o,

T g . . . . /

. . .
X SN . - . - .
.- . -

\\_ . b -, . . B - - ]

. - . - - . . .. .

- .

IERJ!;l' ! * | " : \{;; et : | ‘ -




" the various program cetegorles were collapsed into three. larger groups

‘watched the general RTI program.‘

< -9

\_.__‘ .

]

" 4.2.4. Kind’of-Tvgprograms watched and'preferred

:
-~

The v spectators were also asked what kind of programs they : )

watched The1r answers were c13551f1ed by the 1nterv1ewers into 17 cate--

gories 2Q; 45, January). When codlng these anshers for cdmputer analysis

i

"only ?PT", "TPT and othér RTI/(general televu51on) programs" and "only RTY

S *

4
programs" . . ' Table 3 give the frequency distribution of' the pre- and post~

v

‘survey answers.s - : © . . AR

P : ’ i . ) '

- : * TABLE 4-3
{ : )

"What Kind Of TV Programs Do You Watch?"

a

I . January - - . ‘ April”’

//. ’ - N PO o /,N—’////; s
. S . ‘. ,

Oonly TPT : o 68 22,8 . - 50 * 27.3
.- : . - B . . ]

TPT and RTI° . 130 ~°  43.6 . ] 00- 546 . ,

- "' L L g ’ < . Wl ¢~ ‘E‘ . .

Only RTI -~ ] 88 ., 29.5 ' 126 ° 4.2 .

Don't know. ' 8 C2.7 e 2 lli .

; B ° [ - -~ : ° - w r .

“ No Ariswex 4 - 1.3 . . 5 2.7 | ,

.
- \ ~
- ¥ *

Total - 298 100.00 . 183  100.0

It is most remarkable 1n this Table that in January a total of °
l

66 2 percent of the TV spectators and in April even gi 9 percent declagred .

Athat’they watchegr among other things, TPT. But tHere is also”a considerable

‘number of people (88 in January_and 26 in April) who said that they only

* - -

.

!

The large numbers of. TPT viewers is explained by the fact" that,
. b
although there is evidence that the TV schools are opened on-esher days‘bf)
' ' ' ]

the week as. well (see also Sect?on 4.2.35.), usually theyiare (supposedly)

. *  — ‘ st ( )



always opened for the 7TeT broadcasts on Wednesdays'and)?ridays. Taking
! 4 I )
into account that only about one-fourtnzﬁf the TV vigwers watch "TPT onl%“

the figures indicate that'the interest for the RTI programs is also high,
slightly higher in” January (73 percent) than in AprilthQ percent) .’

o~ . Do tHese figures suggest that the interest for TPT has increased
in the period January-April in comparison with the period before January \\
19772 This would be- overstating the ,case, but it is clear from the responses
to the question of what kind of otBer ™v programs the spectators preferred *

(Q..48, January) that the interest in .TPT-type programs is large. Among
the 188 spectators providing a clear answer to this.question, 32 percent
- . 4 . : o S

* wanted tomsee v programs'related to village matters, 37 percent preferred
~programs: related to city and v1llage matters, while only 15 perCent declared

that they;preferred city-oriented v programs TWelVe percent said they

Y

like to watgh *everything ’ 2 percent prefer "literacy programs" and 2 per-

cent give village and literacy programs” as an answer._" ' ;p- -
- ST ( ' L
These."preferencesf do not immediatelX.correspond with thefresults.

of previous studies dealing,witnkgne'desires of the rural pcpulation and the )
. ' ! ,',“. ik 3, , N . S

TPT animators concerning Tﬁ&}progrﬁhhing. These desires were found -to lie

- . 5
in three interest areas:' health, literacy training and agriculture . However,

in these previous studges the'questions'had béen formulated differently.|
N . . . . -

There the ‘anjgators (also answering for the TPT audience itself) were "forced"
T 's I : :
> . \-'. X
- to indicate their priority choices among 10 subject areas for TPT programs.

Our\present survey éuestion reccrde .only the spéntaneous'apswers; which »
" jater ﬁere’rpclassified. e,
! There ig an additional element hhicn_conld'explain the difference

between present and. révious resultsi If villagers are interested in TV
. 0 ;

' L} - . l"
4 N : o ¢

~N € S e




.programs concerning village matters; it_is.very likely that‘those matters
have to do’with the.actual problems and sithations of the village.” 1In the -
sectlen descrlbzng the sample villages ((Section 3.2. ) 1t appeared'that health
is a ‘majoxr preblem +in the v1l%ages. Alsg, from persgnal experience we . know

thrat agriculture (and the related land shdrtage) is on everybody's mind.
' ’ .

-Moreover, on the TPT feedback reports, requests for literacy programs Yia\*
TPT are very often formulated. - Thus, health, agriculture and literacy

» | -'\s .
training could well be in the thoughts of the respondents who wish to see

more TV programs related to village matters. )

N

4.2.5. Days TV watched . -

’

. In order to clarify the issue whether TV vi;\agers,only watch on
. ' . ‘ _
the official TPT evéﬁ?ﬁbl or ‘whether ‘the school is .dPened more than two

nights a week we ;zﬁéa the TV spectators on what da{i or occasions they °

watched TV Table 4 1nd1cates that at least, 66 gercent of the TV audlence

(1n Aprll 82 percent)‘watch on the evenlngs/that TPT ‘programs ﬁre broadcast,

. B A
"but also on other evenings. However, the fac that only one—thirdrtp_two-
- : < !
fifths of*the TV audience say*that they wat TV on Wednesdays or Frldays

lone - the TPT evenings - 1nd1cates also that the TV schools are opened
other days of the week It is impossible t% ascertain whether thls.is the

regular procedure in all ™v v1llages, or that it depends on the: desxre of

. .
such’ as.a<football match. It is certaih, owever, that the TV receiVers

C

starting the TPT programs. S,
) , , )

5o
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T A\\\’> TABLE 4-4 )
o ' wWhat Days.0£'The Week Do You Watch~gv7"“

.

|
3 . . ~
January ) ~ April
) ) _ ‘ .
N L -'Q N .
‘Wednesday and
‘Friday. | .90 3.4 - . 72, 43.9
Other evenings | . 4 15.3 12 7.3 ;
Depending on the . _ . , . o
event . . 39 13.6 12 7.3
Wednesday, Friday e : u
and other evenings 89 -+ 31.0 - 56 '34.1 v
(TPT and events ' BT 3.8 ' 6 3.7
'All evenings 14 4.9° .6 3.7 .
. A * . % o . “

Total - 287 100.0 164 100.0

t

* The "do not know' angwers and the non—responses (11 in January and 19 1n
April) are not included in this table. .

.

4.2.6. TV as instruction and enéertainﬁené

‘We saw that a 1agqe number of TV spectaéors wish to see village
matters on TV. This is based on tﬁe desiré éb seg_tggmselves ané theif
daily liﬁuhtfbng gkprésenféd‘as weil as to learn abput important village
prosie-s Suéh(as,aqriculﬁural praduction,. health, rural exoduss. “This Jt§!
‘;ttitude‘is gggeﬁhat confirmed.by the answers on the question askinngﬁat -
puxpoge TV is serving. We note that more than half of the Tv\spectatérs
iay ihét TV serves for'instruction (Q. 47, January). Twenty—dhe‘peféeﬁt

. say that TV's objective is lnstruction and entertalnment”, whlle lQ percent

“+ . LI
see only "entertainment" as its goal. Four ‘percent see the main purpose of




‘of TV as’ the 1nstructign of chlldren" ~ This response 1s not sarprising

.presumably with the-objectives of the researchers, as far as TV and TPT is

-91-

[4 . e

@
 aett
‘/

\ . -
-
A

A

‘

con51der§ng that TV ‘'was* f1rst 1ntroduced in the prlmary schools for teaching

R Y X ] - ;- ’ 1 .‘
chlldren. : ) ;7 . . .
¢ . -

. . . ]

< Thds,.about.half the TV audience wants,to-"get something out" of
V. They regarf -- and this is sﬁpported by the flndlngs in -the Grant/Seya

study (1976) - TV as a means to widen the1r horizon, a means by which. they

. & - . ' 3 3 3 ‘. - . -
can receive "instructions" about how to improve their living sqtuatlon. of

course, we are well-aware of the fact that the respondents may have presgnted

a picture which corresponds well with the intentions of the‘Government and:

-concerned. But even allowing for this possible bias, it seems to us tha?

—~4 . ~

a:large part of the TV spectators attempt to "learn" SOmethlng from watching .

)

TV, and thus are susceptible to its messages.. We w111:see later that among

those who regard’ "instruction" as the major,putposelof'TV,‘the,majority ;
say they watch TPT. ‘ ‘ "' . .

Having seen their viewing hsbits.we now -turn to the"socio—economic

composition of spectators. 1In the flrst place we want to examlne whether

.o

certa1n soc1a1 categorles, such as men or educated people watch relatlvely

more or less than women and illiterate"people. Secondly, we want to estab-
) N\

' llsh the soc1o-econom1c background of the majorlty of spectators.

4.3. " TV audience charecteristics

: . ) co"_, _ .
4.3.1. “Introduction _ ' ‘ L I ‘ - -

- Previous studies of TPT usually have dealt -with the composition
, T - o : , RS

. log
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of the TPT audienge as such. Only one’ recent study7 has examinedain some
- . _

detail thesocialmake-up of rural ™ watchers. :Our survey tr1ed to inves-

tigate both We wanted to have a descrlption of the. general ™v aud1ence'

in TV villages in. tetms oﬂ their .sex, age, ethnlc afflllatiqn, profe551on,

income, aocial status, and level of schoollng, as well as the description of

the TPT audiences. As mentioned earller (see Section 1. 2 3. l ) there were

several hypotheses about the distrlbutlon of these variables, especially
- ~ ,
among the TPT tohers. These will be dealt with successivelyyin.the ’ \\

£
. . .

following paragraphs. v

The reader should bear one thing in mind when studying the findings
and conclusions: It is virtually impossible to make conclusive statements
about the sex’ and age distrlbutlon of the TV audience because these same ’N\
variables were used as criteria for. choosing the sample (see Section 2. 3 )

We consciously "over-sampled" men . Also, the” proportlons of the dlfferent
age groups were not proportlonal to the general populat:Lon, the 26—4ﬂge A

group having 47 percent of the sampled respondents, whlle they represent

oniy about 27 percent of the total populatione. However,‘SIgniflcant state;.

Y
)

ments can be made about whether richerdpeople watch more TV than poorer'ones;

whether there'are relatively more TV watchers'among ﬂauthorities" than among

'ordinary citizens whether the ethnlc affiliation makes a dlfference in ™V °
watching; and whether profession,'religion and level of education,are related

to TV watchlng. _ v L

4.3.2. .. TV watchlgg in January and Aprll

.

In the follow1ng presentatlon of findings9 we will consider the.
TViaudience characteristics in January aS'well as in April. (The TPT
audience composition will be dealth with in Section 5.2.) One recalls-(see

Sections 2.4.3.‘ahd 4.1.) that the question about TV watching in the pre-

a .

FRIC 0 oy
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v,

-~
[l

~ .

,and the post-questlonnalres were different. In‘January the question referred

K i

to the perlod prlor to January, “and probably included TV watching from TV's
t u'.-'. /
beginning .in ‘the vhllage. In Aorll the questlon was asked spec1f1cally for

-~

-the period betwéen the two surveys. ~Thus the “two questlons measured different

realities, and therefore the distribution of audience.characteristics may vary
e v - ; X

also. o, ' ' ' e

S0 , . _ ‘

»

Because of the different measures it is interesting to start this

. ¢
"description by examining whether tHose who declared watching TV in January
LA . . . . . . ~ .

also'declared‘watching in April. This issue can only be addressed by com-
. B ~ o
. . _ ¢
paring the responses of those who. were present during both surveys, and‘who
B : .
gave an answer to both Questions (382 persons). Out of the 242 January

spectators only 58 percent (141) also watched TV in the perlod betqeen the

) ‘t
- two surveys. More than 40 percent (101) d1d not, and this indicates that a
- \

considerable‘portlon of,the'January TV audience probably did not watch TV

- -

in the period shortly before the post-questionnaire. "The question‘was, how-
ever, too broadly formulated to make this distinction. In other words, if

we consider that watcb&ng or not watching;TV in a period of three months is
. _ N : o . . T
a good indication whether someone watches TV at all, the data suggest that

about 40 percent.of the January spectators had abandoned TV Watchingf' But
it is also“true that aﬁong'the'April spectators,thexe are 42 respondents (ox
B R .

23 percent) who in January had not said they watched TV. This means that,
’ ’ ' . o i o © .
although there are villagers who do not watch anymore, there are others who

~

;tpok the initiative to start watching TV. This dould be another indication

“that there is. a large fluctuation among TV spe ators,vand especially among

TPT part1c1pants (see Sectlons 4.2.3. and 5 3 fo other data)

' 4{3.3. Sex : ; .

The most common hypothesis about the TPT audiénce composition is

.

ERIC | e
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that men watch in<greater number than women. Taking. into account that'the
sex variable was a sample criterion, this hypothesxs probably holds also-.

, for the TV,audlences (see Table 5). The-differences-between men and women -

15 percentage points in January and 18 percentage pointeiin April -.are in

both cases statistitally signifiCantlo; o -
. = ‘
. . ‘. ) 3 . N - ) .
TABLE 4-5 . ,

. .- : . ' -

Distribution of TV and non{TV_speetators in Janhary and

' April, according to sex

) o N A ) .Janhary. , i ' _'April )

Men | o ' Woﬁen - Men blh. Wemen .:
. - N v N a N s N .
Does not . v o
watch TV 104  32.7 77 48.1 i 117 . 46.1 82 _§4.1 .
ﬁatehes:TVt ) 214 _72.1. 83 5179 137  53.9 46  .35.9
Total ?f- 318 roo;o 160 100.0 254 100.0 128  100.0

/" i ; | k | -
‘;' .(Chi¥square = 10.1). . s ‘;kchresquare = 10+3) ’

4.3.4:  Age - . L

: '
f Previqus stu@ies have'shewn and suggested that the villagers in
the_;eunger age groups are relatively oVerfrepresehtea in‘the TPT ‘audience.

We assumed that\thié wae alsb the case‘for thengenerai TV audiences. Although
age was one of the samp}e eriteria, Tahle 6 seems-to confirm this hypotheeig.
There are relativer more TV viewere among the villagers betweeé 25 and 45.

years old than among those older than 45 years (the differences between the

‘age groups being s%gnificant). The January data would suggest that in the

1iq
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Distribution of TV spéctators and non-spectators in Jaguary and April - )
) - according to age '
N g to ‘
| ey ol \
S d6ad |  dand. .
1525 years - 26-45 years . more years ~ 15-25 years 26-45 years more years
- . | O o s
L O T T O T T T
. . o ' - o oo
Doesmot wateh v S0 331 77 3.3 547 50.0 57 523 & . 46l 60 625
. . ‘ ' i A ' | , ‘ . . . ) . ) ' ' .
Watches TV W10l 669 ‘14l 647 54 50.0 52. 47.7.94 534 3 35,
fotal T 151 100.0¢ 208 2000 108 2000 109 100.0°1% . 100.0 % 10.0
co \ ‘ : . ‘. ! | | . ’ . '|
o i ' ‘ o o ‘ Id 8
’ | | )
' : ™ . o | 4 . ‘ » L ' ‘l : . .
Chi-square = 8.8, df =2 ~ Chi-squdre = 6.3, df = 2
-
i L
| '
PR -
‘ lt
Ny
,. I'l ’ !
[ERIC ' , lig
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m1ddle age group there are,
. - T _— ¢

two age groups. the ébril data, hdwever, contradict this. . Thereforiﬁit

i ’ .
. 1is likely that the major ifference in TV watching ‘lies betueen the two _ﬁ
/s . E ' 4 - ) S
younger age groups on the one hand ‘and the older people on ‘the. other ‘as ) e
suggestedfﬁy Benvemiste (1976). I : 'A, B Y

435, Eth‘nic ;f.f’il’j@t"ig&.% - N S C

- ‘We wanted to Lnow whether'TV watching varies from one ethnic group

“

\

to ‘;other, Data, from,the‘ﬂPT feedbacﬁlsystem had indicated that the people

in the North (Senoufoq ﬁande) watch less TPT programs than the people in the

3
Center and the South of the cOuntry. Significant differences between the

i

number of TV spectutdrs in the various.ethnic groups were found in January

(Chi-square 10 05, af = 7). But W en.rank—qtderlng the six main'ethnic
/ » ) )

groups\surveyed .on the proportion f their TV spectators we obtain Table 7

‘which shows that aAthough two Center ethnic groups occupy the topf®051tions,

)

the Mandé rank third.,<

[
The relatively high ranking of the Mande, mainly Dioula, could be

- (53

partially explained by the fact that many of them do not live in their  kegion

l),\.

| 3
.of otigin. They live spread over the country as small craftsmen and merchants

)‘ : (SO P

- but also as farmers. 2Although they usually do not actively participate in

‘e

N

L] cx A\
the matters of their (host) village, it ‘has heen observed {e.g.y, Benveniste,

1976) that they form a sizeable portion of the TPT spectators, and thus of

~the TV'audience. For April the picture is "disturbed" The differences

~

between the various ethnic groups are not Significant anymore, and the rank-

orderinq has changed. This is certainly due to the fact that the . TV question
3
in Aﬁril measured-something else than the-January T™v question. ksSuming that

the April question reflects the present realit better it means that the

v

interest for TV watching has decreased’among the Akan and the Dan, for example,
o o SN
) o 114 B
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and/or :ncre sed ampng ‘the Lagoon people and the Mande. ST
, ‘ o , TABLE 4-7 ~ = . )
a . o S . . ' o . . Fa BN .
_ Relative_frequency of TV -spectators in. 6 ethnic groups ' . N
, 1) . ‘ N \ ’\ ' . . . . - . . .
. e ) N, . . A N
(%u' . et : Jarfuary S o %pril'.
“'pan (Goure) | . 728 1. - 0 aexy 3. o+
; A N o | | e > |
Akan (Agnl, Baoule) o 67% - 2. : ' 448 5. R
- » : e Sy, I ’
Mlnde (Dloula) . ,' . 65% 3. . . 55%. 2,
LT - .o : _ . . .
Lagoan (AleUkIOU) 61z 4. . .' .' 57% 1. 1 ' ,' '
Bere a ‘ - 58% 5. 45% - 4.'1
Sénoufo -  ss% 6.t 43 6./
. \l‘ N . _ \ . o . » ‘ \
. oo l-. N . ,r . '\ ) < . -
. . N B . . ' . > )
4.3.6. . Religion and soclal status . , ‘ : /‘ . o~
The rellglon varlable proved not’to be 51gn1f1cantly related to_
-
'V watchlng despﬁte the fact ‘that prev1ous stud1es had hypothe51zed that
3
TPT. spectators were more to be found among Chrlstlans and Ani‘usts éhan
among Moslems. e o o : : .
. . . ! : +
_ > About a difference in TV watching between-"authorities"_and .\
/ " | , , :
ordinary c1tlzens" no hypotheses had been formulated. The-data do not .
. show a 51gn1ficant difference between the two groups. ~And this corresponds
. . 1
_to thevresults of the medla survey of 1976 held amjfg 300 rural pe'ople1 .
4.3.7. Membershlp in voluntary associations -

We d1d not find 51gn1f1cant differences in TV watching either among .

the members and non-members of voluntary associations such as cultural groups,
3

sports clubs and’ cooperat&ves. Iékhlght have been assumed that those who are

active in thls domain would be more act1ve ™V spectators than those who do not

¢ - . .
j01n voluntary assoc1atlons of- whatever klnd but the survey results do Tot .

bear this out., ‘ o - j i5
ot L4
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R4 .-In surveYs among the rural pqpulaﬁion the variable "profe531on

Ia‘ « . » cw

\,coiﬁEides to a latge extent with the sex' variab{?’ Usually up to 90 percent

fTF’respondents arJ

¢

of tﬁe males are listed as planter/cultivator and‘fe

B}
T e .

wgtching ™ we expect to find a difference as well ) ng the various pro- -

. . Y -
fessibns. This is- indeed the‘Ease in January and i ri1. Both times the

Chi-square 6. 9, df = 3), and they show that within the planter/cultivator

l
'

'category there are: re1at1ve1y more TV watchers than in the categories of’

s -
I

‘ 'housewife and 'other professions" (see Table 8). The differences be?yeen

planters ‘and cultivators are not significant }_“ S, o
\ - v i ] e . h
TABLE 4-8
ki _
L Distribution of TV spectators and non- pectators
..’ . %\ .

’ : I o

L January - i
.« 4 . :: Planter . Cultivator - Housewife ! Other ‘, )
. 70 30.8, 24 .37.5 58 . [s1.3 -26 . 38
" 157 _69.2 40 _62.4 55 | 48.7. - 41.  -6l.2
227 '4100.0 64 100.0' 113 |100.0 67  100.0 -
Y74 o April . . .
m;s not“ . a ’ . - . ’ R ' ) ) ' - ) N ’ ) . R X " M
watch Tv.. = 89  49.2 24 43.6 57  63.3 . 27  55.1
Watches TV. . 92 . 50.8 31 ‘. 56.4 33 | _36.7 _22 44.9
Total I8l 100.0 55 100.0 90  100.0 49  100.0
oea “ o ptael ,
‘ . . . . B ¢ 4
y ’ | L'1g ,
1 - . ¢
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4.3.9. , income ) N

S

: ﬁt'was assuned that the amount of income a person had wouid ,also *

' -
.

6, ' .
! affect his/her v watchlng. Thls hypothé¥&§ was - conflrmed for the January

{
sample. Table 9 shows ? p051t1ve relatlonshlp between the’ 1ev11 of 1ncgnmr

E'S

or&es dre -

— ' b 1]

3

" and TV watchlng. The dlfferenées between the four *:?ome CGate

! stat tlcally 51gn1f1qant, and71t follows that there is a tendency for the:
N /\ ’ . .
highkr '11ncome groups to watch more than the 1ower 1ncome groups. However,

. e - o . e )
_ ' . N - e o *
-~ - * +« TABLE '4-9 e R

[

Distribution‘of'January TV Spectatgrs and non-spectators
\ s . - . ! ’ ) ’

.  according to ‘income

T Without - * 0-50,000 . - . sf,000-° ° 201,000
‘/j' . ~ ’ income  CFA Francs 200,000 ,and more |
#4- N % N . N - % N L s
'Does not - o o S N
®watch TV 57 T 44.2 43 . 41.3 36.5 19
i 3 v : ‘ : - ’ ) ¢

whtches'TV 72 ° 15.9. 61 " 58.7 ‘g3.5 - 64
Total © 129  100.0 104  100.0. 1%0.0 83
Chi-square = 10.7 df = 3 c /-

.,éhis picture.is not repeated exactly;'when using the same'January income

- . v AN * . - -
. | , ' . . . . o : " 3
medsure 2 on the April viewer figures; the differences between thé income
. 1 ° - - ’ . P R . .

categories are nq% Significant,vthoudh there séems to be a simflar pattern as
in-Januaqy. This pattern is reproduced -and this time with significartt

dlffefences (Chi- square = 8.8, df = 3),'when examlnlng/the relatlonshlp

w1th Aprll viewer figures and the Aprll 1ncome ‘measure. . ) ST

.




4.3.10. Education -
. __—‘ .

We feel that the most important 1ndependent variable which could

@explain to a certain extent the fact of TV watching or not. is the level of |

.

S instruction or schobling.~ It has been obser%ed amonthhe TPT audie ce that
\ 4 "

people with some - kind ‘of edu¢ation are over-repressnted in comparison w1th

Q.the educational distribution of the total potentiai population. ThlS\
o

,has been found for the urban audience13 as well as for the rural TPT y

DR

.-

audience14; Therefore. it de very likegy that alqo .among the TV spectators,.

¢

we would £ind relatively more people with some kind of educatidn than people'
. S <

with no education it all. As can be seen in Table 10 in .January there was .a

" . TABLE 4-10
_ DiStribution of January TV spectators and
‘non-spectators according to educational level .

i

S : Understands'and With formal g .\
Illiterate .- ,speaks French (€fucation S
N, % N s N s :
Does'not: . S : R S \ . .
watch TV. . 144 44.3 18 " 26.5 19 22.4
. / . . .
Watches TV ' 181 55.7 50 _73.5 66 77.6

' Total - . .325° 100.0 68 100.0 85 ©  100.0

N . o ..
>

;larée difference between the proportion of illiterates who watched TV on"~ o

TV watchers who speak and understand French or with

-

' the one hand and t

the other hand15 This’ difference was 51gn1f1cant.v‘

[ . A

Thetefore. the data, in’ total do not conc1u51ve1y prove or disprove the

[ : U
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‘.original hypothesis. However,-chances re great that there exists a pOSitive

relationship between education and TV wa:ching which means that ‘the more

education one has ihe more TV one watche’. And this relationship is explained

by the. de51re of and the nece551ty for more educated people, especially those

)‘ -
who live in sometimES rather. isolated vi lages, to maintain contact with the -

7
outSide world, to énlarge their horizon, o be open to new experiences and

information. Through their education the e people have come into contact

v

<valueS£as well as material "advantages"'

-

with the “mOdetn"-world and have "learned” to accept part of its beliefs,
Radio listening, TV watching_and

the reading of prinéed materials can all ustain and expand these‘"acguisi—

tions"ls. Another practical factor is tha more educated pedple are more
likely to understand French and find a trai slator less of a barrier to .
,_grasping the message of the TV programs. . There is, finally, the possibility
that the more educated seek more informatio and solutions to’ Village pro-
blems because they perceive themselves as more capable.of creating solutions.

73.11: Two audience profiles

In the foregoing sections we” have xamined the relationshiﬁ between

fb watching and a number of independent soc1o economic variables.. Thus,. we
: i e
have Pu together a piqture of the TV audience: there are probably more male -

13
-

than'female spectators} the younger age groups watch more heaVily, so. do some

“ethnic groups.. Planters and cuftivators form : large part of the TV audience.

e

- »
The more income one-has increases the chances %hat one watches TV, and, lastly,

those with education are more likely to be TV wFtchers than those without.

¢

We were interested to see whether the! original relatioiships between

4
v watching and some of thx independenttvariaplé\iwould hold, change or

R .
disappear when controlling for a second independEnt variable Sevéral Cross-

1

“tabulations were generated in with sex?>age, education and income as the




.'..' ) > . . . . -~

independent and control variables and with'TV watching as the indeptndent

variable. No clear interaction patterns were identified However, what;

ER)

‘ever the interaction among the various independent variables, a'picture o;x_

v —

~ o ) '
the chaxacteristics of the general TV audience emerges. And to a large

.

extent this picture confirms previous research results caricernitrig-TPT ZL//)

: spectators. We could look at this picture from two different angles; First, -
~ ‘ - ) . ’

and this has been done in the previous sections, we can examine whether and -

- N L]

to what extent there are a disproportionate number of TV spectators in the ™

various social'groups: men, women, rich, poor, educated: people and illit-

[ 4

eraﬁes, old and~?oung persons, etc. when compared with?the spectator-non-

4

spectator’distribution in the total sample. Secondly, we can determine what

Y

the soc1al characteristics are of ‘the "majority“'of the TV spectators. It

may very well be that Seen from the two angles the picture shows variations.

For example,-it could be that the majority of the spectators are planters

’

(which would be a reflection of the distribution of the "profession" yariable

in the sample), but at the same time "cattle breeders" watch relative more
TV than “planters". This would indicate that there is an aspect of cattle

"breeders as,distinct'from_planters which affects TV watching.

’ \Looking at the audience composition picture from-the first angle
. N Lo

of?Lllative numbers we can characterize it as follows:: nen are likely to
watch relatively ﬁore‘than women, S0 do the younger péople under 45 years
old compared with older people. Some ethnic groups are disproportionally
present-among the v spectators;fi?here are more planters and cultivators .
than expected,-and’this is also the case for the'hiéher income categories.
Perhaps the most significant characteristic‘of the TV audience.is that those'

with some educational background are more numerous than expected on the

basis of the total number of respondents with some education. Because such
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relative‘"over—representationf almost automatically produces a relative

?undér—representation" of the other categories: women, older peaple,

. housewives and other profes51ons (1nc1ud1ng Jobless persons), lower income

%

people and illiterates, the p1cture suggests -« and this is confirmed by

-

other research f1nd1ngs —- that the TV is not completely a communlty affair.

It touches a d1sproport10nate number of people who- othetwise (through

soc1o—econom1c status and positlon) are (or have been)alreadyln contact
with the "modern" world. It seems that for them the TV serves the functlon

of sustalnlng th1s contact * This does .not mean/that the v reaches only

”
+

these already "pr1v1leged" groups.
. , I

when looklng at the audience compos1t10n p1cture from the angle’

of the "majorlty of. spectators"bwe f1nd the follow1ng- '
»

- Seventy-two percent are men (28 percent arq'women),~.‘
' ) ,

- Forty-eight percent are between the age of 26 and 45

" yeafs old (33 percent between 15 and 25, and 18-percent ”

.

‘are o}der than 45 years); . . -

- Flfty—flve percent are planters (17 percent housew1ves,,

?
3

14 perbent cu1t1vators, and 13 percent have other pro- ,

‘fessions or are jobless) ;
- Thirty—o percent have an income between 51,000 and .
200,000 CFA’ Francs (25 percent are w1thout 1ncome; 23° _‘ v

percent have 201, OOO or more, and 22 percent have * .
L)

‘between O.and 50,000 CFA Francs); - ‘ - ' . s

. . el ‘,n.
- Eighty-four-percent are ordinary citizens (15 pebcent
- e
are author1t1es ~and 1 pexcent are field agents or the

llke), _ : ' . e SN b

- Slxty-one percent are illiterate (22 percenﬁ have some- :
] . . AN // . ’ ; . | . A -,
\ : . T Pie t" ) . . . : 12 1 : S .

»
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oo edugation and 19 percent understand and speak French) S
And this would make the "typical" TV spectator in our sample a man of about '

1

35 years who" is planter, who has a “moderate income of about 125 000 CFA

v
v

Francs per. year, who does not have an official position 1n the v1llage : f-it
mtructure, who has not gone to school ‘and.who doeg not understand ‘and speak

French. This is in contrast with Jhe first reiative picture we. sketched

~ ——
of a man, less than 45 years old who is planter or cultivator, who falls
B

into the higher income brackets and has had some formal education. But’
here it should be borne in mind that the majority" profile reflects the

> v

distribution of socio-economic variables within the sample. Because this .

v : .

Adistribution was not the result of a random sampling procedure, but of a 2

'

stratified*quota sample, the majority profile is not a correct represen-

tation of reality. Both pictures should.be c0n51dered together. But

they give an indication of what kind of audience the TV is catering to

Do v

in the villages in the Ivory Coast. . ..1' —

| Before‘analyzing a.smaller portion Of.the.general°TV audien;é T
which reports watching TPT - the major focus of this study - we will present
some data on the "odd" phenomenon of v watching in villages w1thout a TV

: school.

- e

. M . : X .' ' . . b ,
il - o . : - : R
4.4, TV'watchi g in non-TV villages - _ [ ' P

4.4.1. hViewinggpattern

Six villages without a TV school were included in the sample. As
oxpiained elsewhere (see Section 2;4 2 3 ) in January a special (short)

questionnaire was administered.to the 20 respondents in'each nOn-QV village,
o . ] , : o .

which included also some questions about . TV watching in general' The latter

LI}

questions were asked to obtain some ideas.to what extent TV affects (or has
o

RN
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m‘tyaffected alfeﬁdy) the rural population which, supposedly; does not have

l
immediate access to a TV recelver .

The first questlon about TV watching in general asked whether

v

the respondents had ever heard about TV (Q. Al). Out of a total of 12?
non-TvV viliagers more" than 77 percent dec1ared ‘that they knew, about ™v.
. Twenty—two percent answered NO, and one person d1d not give a response.
'As we would expect on the basis of previou$ studles and on the basis of

the general llterature dea11ng with "mass media and social change“ we observe

that’ the respondents who know about ™v are dlspropo:tlonally found among the
younger  (age 15 - 25 years), Christian men with at least some money income,
- and who understand and,speak French'but who are alsO’very likely to have

.18 Ny
- some formal educatlon - The most slgnlflcant variable ‘is, . howeveéE;%ﬁé

L3

village in whlch they live. Fon example, in Paabenefla, a village which
_in January was in the active procesS\pf constructlng a school wh1ch was to

be equlpped with TV recelvers in March, all the\respondents knew about ™,

» .

while" in a remote village such as Tlmbo only 62 percent knew about it.
‘Therefore, it seems very llkely that,the relat1ve 1solatlon of the village
plays an important role An the extent to wh1ch 1ts 1nhab1tants are exposed

to: the 1dea of TV 1f not the v 1tself

v Y

Those who declared that they knew about TV ‘were asked whether they

Jever watched TV (Q. A2). The large majority of them (77 respondents) sa1d

YES, while only 17 respondents declared that they had not. These;responses

mean that cons1derab1y more than half of the non-TV sample (63 percent) had

‘'watched TV. ‘And this is a f1rst 1nd1cat10n that the TV coul§~have some

effects even in relatlvely isolated #teas where there is no 1mmed1ate access'~-

i
3

to w.
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Befoge'examining in some more detail the characteristics of: the
™ &udience in hon-TV villageg; we will first report on the viewing pattein:

frequency,'locatioﬁ of TV watching, kind of TV programs watched. Naturally,
: : [ o
. thig pattern can only be established.for the 77 persons who¢ieporte¢ watching

- TV.and who respbnded to the questians that foliowed.

. ¢

Sevgnty-one persohs’respondgd to thé Qquestion about’the.frequency
with which theytwatchéd ™v (Q. A3).-'As expected only-aAsmall group of'éix :
people watched ”from time to time" and 16 percent watched "almost never .
Regular watching will be very difficult when one does not ‘have immediate
accesg - to a TVAreceiver, and oné has to wait for the occasion tO‘trayel
to a ia£ger town or one has to make a'ery‘special effort, for example,
going to $ nearby village. That this is'indeed_the.cqse'ié coﬁfirmgd in
the dispribﬁﬁion of answers on.the“due;tiqn aboptlwhere.tbe spectétors

watched TV .(Q. A4). 1In Table 11 we see that three-fourths of the TV spec-
@ ~ ] . o

tators see TV prog¥@ins outside their ‘village. ‘And this is as ex@ected. .

N

TABLE 4-11

"Where Do You Watch TV?" .

"In the neighboring village T 13 ' 17.8
In town o 41 . 56.2
In the village « 1 - 24.7
. ' - ' ' N :
‘Elsewhere 1 1.4
. .\ _ S AR
Total , 73 ' 100.0
; 2 \i' ° ’

It is stilllsuxpiising-to find that 25 pgfcent watch (or have watched) in
. their own village, which -- almost by definition -- does not have electri- -
. . R . v . . . A .

city.' Hhen checRing this answef we found.that'vatching in their own village

3

-,
b
¥

124
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was the case in €hree out of the six non-TV v1llages. One of these villages

was. Paabenefla, wh1ch -as-we saw already,_was in the process of having a -

[
v

_-Tv-school. We- know that in this village" at least one prlvate home was

equipped w1th a TV set hooked to a portable electric generator, and it is |

11kely that v1llagers, among whom some of’ the respondents, watch TV here.

It is also possible that the other two non-TV villages with TV spectators

who. watch in thelr own' v1llage, had one or two 1nd1v1dually owned TV sets,

although we do not have flrm ev1dence of this. o . v h

. We wanted to know whether the fact that'Tv spectators have access

to a Tv recelver in their own v1llage would 1nfluence the frequency of TV
o3

watching. - Our data do’ not suggest that there is a relatlonshlp between
“often" watching.and TV watchlng 1n.the,wlllage. Ous of the six”"often"

v spectators, three watch in the nelghborlng v1llage (with a TV school),

two watch 1n the town, and on.. one watches locally, and‘ we Ho not know
e : T &*

whether he watches at'home or elsewhere.’ ' ' ' '

3

N

when asked about ‘the day or days. they watch V. (Q. AS) 18 spec- .

tators do not- ‘of cannot g1ve an answer, and four declare that they do not

know.; The answers of. the remaining 55 are very d1verse, as can be seen in

¢ p——

. Table 12. There does” not seem-to be a stable'pattern. This is not sur-

prlslng glven the fact that v watch1ng in non-TV villages is not a regular
event such as in TV v1llages& People- watch on random occa51ons when they
N : v
! f

“happen to be near- a TV set.. , ;

\

If on the ba51s of these respo es we would attempt to find out

what percentage watch (or has watched) th TRT programs, the flgures would

o A}

indicate that a max1mum of 30.5 percent of the v spectators are. exposed

*

to these programs. Ang,this'is a much lower percentagetthan.for the TPT

sﬁectators in the TV viilages. This is confirmed by the distribution of answers
. ° : . ) Lt .
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| TABLE 4-12 T
"On Hhat b,yg,uo You Watch Tv?y: ' -‘ N '
aednesa;f and Friday . 2 3.4
/ Other evenings , - 12 . : ‘20.3 - o R .
"Hith special occasions S 1m" . " 18.6 B . T
‘ _ . \

" Wednesday, Friday and . o o
other nights. ) 10 . 16.9

| hts . _— | . .6 . 10.2
Occasi nall;r//,# 14 A , 23.7

5§'u" . 1oo.o:lh . |

to the question what kis;/of_Tv programs the ™ spectators follow (Q A6) .
Excluding the four non-responses almost everybody (97 percent) reports
that they watch the. general RTI ‘pPrograms or the RTI and TPT programs toge-
ther. Only two peOple say that they watch (or have watched) TPT programs |
alone.i When adding the "TPT only category to the. "RTI ‘and TPT" categories
we obtain a percentage -of 42 percent who see or have seen oné or more TPT
prognams But because of the irregular tOWn visits ‘and the in—frequent ‘
exposure to TV the chances of watching an RTI program are many. times greater
than seeing a TPT broadcast. : o ,

It is interesting that also in non-Tv Villages there is a preference»
Iamong the TV spectators to see, TV programs dealing with village matters {Q. A7)\
Thirty-six percent delcare that they like sleing such programs. Only ld/per-
cent would prefer programs with a city- content, while 54 percen want.to )
see both.types'of telecasts. Thus, almost everybody (90 percent) jould be
very satisfied if they could watch TV programs related to village problems
and situations. And in this respect the non-TV villagers are not’ different

g

fron the ™V . villagers. This is also true for the function they attribute
e \ . e




.to i.h The questxon ‘about’ TV's purpose (Q. A8) was asked to both spectators

“and non-spectators (94 respondents) The majority of them, 62 percent~
said that TV was for “generallinstruction“. Eighteen percent saw it for'

“instruction and_entertainment", while 5 percent declared that the TV

. _ . . X .
served primarily. an entertainment function: aOnly one person related TV to

. . - > . .
the "inStruction'of children" And- 13 respondents did not give an answer.

These answers cl®arly 1ndicate also that for many of the non-TV Villagers

.
>

the TV serves (qr could serve) as an'“eYe—opener“. It prqyides images

from the outside world and is therefore an information channel about tHeir

. s ‘ . - “‘ . . .

world. The absence of a TV‘receiver (or the presence of only one or two «
N - . 4 . > E . . ) .

privately owned TV sets) make TV in these non-TV villages a far less impor-

. . . s 1
-tant information medium than, for instance, radio 9.

) v

In the following section we will examine who these and.other TV

watching villagers (in non-TV villages) are. ‘

4.4.3.'].cAudience»profile

v t

As we did for- the audience in the vV villages:we can lcok«at‘the

TV spectators in non-TV Villages in two ways. First, we can ask who are-«
LI . . i

2 ' . . - .
the majority ,_and secondly which socio-economic groups are over- or
under-represented among the TV audience. ' .
Answering the first question.gives the “foellowing audiende profile:

- Seventy—fiQe percent are men (25 percent are women) ;
E - Fiftxfthree percent are between 36 and 45 years old

(39*percent are between'lS and 25 years and only 8

' percent are above 45 years); o y
® o= Fifty—two percent are Moslem (25 percent are Animist,

18_percent'are Christian and .5 percent are without

religion);

i - ' : . Oy




e
T

<
v

- zightyfsevan percent are "ordinary citizens? (13

potceqt are "authorities")r

- Eighty—six pe:cent do‘not belong'to a cultural group or

ar

. sports club (14 percent do); -~ . . :

- Fifty—three point five do not belong to a youth group

“ v

or cooperative (46.5 percent do);
© = Pifty-one percent are Rlanters (27 percent are culti- \r |
'vators, l7.percent are housewives, 5 percent have_other7

professions or are jobless);
) / . ’ o .

- Fbrty-one percent are in the 51,686 - 200,000 CFAa

[}

Francs incone bracket,(lzhpercent have more than
200,000, 21 percent are in the 0 - 50,000 category
N and 16 percent are without income“);
- Sixty-nine percent are illiterate (25 percent have 7
‘some education, 6 percent.declares to understand and "

ji. ‘speak some French). ., . . , Cy
/ : v ' -
/ { - ! ‘

/ when,looking@at'the proportion'of viewers and non-viewers;21 we,
agaid, obtain a~similar pattern as for the TV‘village spectators: there . .,
are relatively more men than women who watch i-square = 3, 3, df -1,

/ \
p 3 .07 2) while especially the older age group has relatively few. The

»/
) Christians watch relatively moxe than others, so do the Animists but to a

lesser extent (Chi sénaf% = 11.5, df = 3) TV watching authorities and
9
ordinary citizens reflect the distribution of these two social categorles

in the total sample, as do the members of any-voluntary associations, and
also the members of thevvariousvprofessional/catego§4es. ‘at least, we'//'
do not_observe-statistically:significant_diffegonces between the number of

«

/ .

\)‘ . :- ‘7- ‘ " - 128 "




’ .’l.'" o . . " . -111_

TV spectators in all these groups. However, those who have:an income

.

between zerd'and_S0,000 CFA Francs watch more TV than others as well as
the peopler(only 24) who havb;some education or understand and speak -

French; These lattpr people all report that they‘watch'TV.
. | N v : . .
The picture that emerges shows that théﬁs are a number of socio-

3

economic characteristics which. are rélated to TV watching in a non-TV village.
Because TV watching is closely related to tfaveliing to neighﬁbring villages

or -to urban cenxér towns it would mean that these characteristiés are posi-

tivély associated with physical mobility. As i}pected, it is the educated

young men, more in the South and the Center (Christian)- than in the North’
who are more prone to TV watching than the other social groups. -The expla-

~ _nation for g%is follows the same réaéoning as for the TV audience profile
S T B r
in the TV villages: those who have been or are in 'contact with the

"modern" world are alsé horely likely’to be exposed to the TV‘messages'ths
' . . % . ..’. ' ) .

_sustaining and reinforcing this' contact. . @

”

4.5.° _* Conclusion

N

The foregoing sections have provided us with a general idea of

the ways in.which’peppie'in TV and non-TV villages watch televisop, and

~

|

about some socio-economic characteristics of the general TV- audience in

kS

With respect to the audience composition.we have 'séen that theie

_is a tendehcy for a larger humber-of men to watch than would be expected
. A { R .

-

.Qn the basis_of'their‘numbers in thé.sample, énd tha tﬁis.is alsoithe
case for p;ople (mostly;;én) Qith highe; incomes,'pebplevﬁho have had some

| eduqatioﬁ'ahd-yoﬁnger péople.' A considerable.numﬁer of-respondénfé fall
intb:a;l four'cétégoriés? male, young( richer and ;%ﬁcated, thﬁs fﬁdicaﬁihg

\/ ’ . ‘ : & ’ ) [ 48

o LT 129
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.mimauﬁyamwthmvuhﬂainmhdmtoqucn@‘mae
tendencies_correspond to a largé'degree to pr?vious resear: dealing with '
L ERE : ' Y o
TPT spectators as well as general TV spectators.
i

As far as the viewing pattern is concerned, we found that this

_ is rather unpredictable in’ non-Tv villages due to the fact that non-Tv

.villagers usually have access only tb TV during a visit to an urban center..“

The TV watching v villagers do this with some reg larity, but
probably not to the extent that there is a large group of spectators which

/
fills the classroom of the local school each ime the TV receiver is

-switched on. It has been noted that a consid rable number of the TV \
eklikely to ;e mo;e'interested in the general TV programs than
in the TPT, pr grams. This is also confirmed by the days the spectators

‘ watch It also appears likely Lhat a number of v schools open their doors
- more often than” on the two THT evenings. Th off1c1ally unauthorized but
practically admitled'policy_has undoubtedly an efﬂkct on the lifetime ofwk

spectaQQrs ar

the Tvxbatteries, and thus on the.costs of the TPT.projectzé." :{“ .
- : : , r : o -~
The tendencies observed will recur among the spectators of the
TPT programs;bscause they form a sizeable portion of the TV;audience; How
they know about Tﬁ&, what their viewing habits.are, and what their socio-

economic characteristicslare will be the subject of the following chapter.

-

150"
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rd
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variables but do not analyze their responses as such.
10. when a diffgrence betweern, for examp}e, the numbers of male and female -
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- .

large probability (usualiy 95 pércént)-that this diffe?ence is not

due;to chanég. “The Chi-square statistic allows us to gauge how _

probable it is that differences between groups occur by chance. Levels

. of sighificance are given in numbers between zero and 1. Generally,
social ‘researchers use levels of significance of .05.
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Bourgault, 1975. o _ . : ¥

_See Fritz, 1976, and Lenglet, 1976.

The category of ”understand and speak Prench' is not an exclusive cate-

gory, because its individuals are also illiterate. What distinguishes

_ them from the ”illiterates* is that they are able to converse in {basic)

French, which indicates that they have had more contact with the

fcolonial or "modern" world, although they have not followed any fbrmal

‘education. SOme of the respondents in this category have served in:

the French or Ivorian Army, where they have acquired some knowledge
of the French language. ' S '

1

Por similar findings, See Seya and fao; 1977,

In April no questions about TV viewing were asked to the non-TV villagers.
The differences were statistically significant._

See Seya and Yao, l977

As explained before, the. "majority profile is an immediate function of
the sample: distribution based on non-random sample selection. There-
fore not too much importance should he attached to it. .

In the crosstabulations which produced these results, we. excluded the

«

_non-respondents who are never more than 7 percent of the total number

Of respondents (122). . o R

"And not the usual.p>0.5.'" ' ' s

.See‘al304klees, 1977; and Eicher and brivel, 1977, -
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CHAPTER V

TPT WATCHING IN TV VILLAGES |

5.1. " Introduction

P

“puring,the‘ére—survey.we asked tne respondents-the‘immediate
'question, "Do you watch the T;T.programs?",‘in'brder:to obtain'the tetal

_ nymber of TPT spectators among the individual samnles. 15 April this
questicn Qaé not reéeated. In January e had observed that TV viewers were -

not able to distinguish well between the general TV programs and the par-.

ticular TPT programs: (see Section 2.4.3.).° Therefore\in the gecond<

Questionnaire we_adopted a composite measure for estimatind the-total TPT

- —
audience among the indiVidual respondents. The composite measure was_made

up of people who reported to watch TV in\the local school, who watched on

\

P

the evenings of_the TPT broadcasts and wh , according to. their answe;s,on .

t
the éuestion,<"What kind of broadcasts do. ou Watch?“, seemed to. watch TPT
programs. : A

Moreover; the questions on TPT in the pre-survey dealt w1th a

o

v
Ry

relatively long period which could go back until the original start;of the
TPT sessions, while the TPT questions in the post-survey dealth only with

the period between January and April 1977 (see Section 4.2, 1 Y. Therefore,

we are not able to make immediate comparisons between the January and April

-

results.
N

' This chapten has three main sections. 'Section 5;2; deals with
<the.socio-ec6nomic»characteristics“cﬁ the TPT audience by presenting the
data of January and Aprii. ?he results indicate that the zgg_audience does

_not differ‘too much from the total TVlaudience.; This is' more or iess R

-Néxpected.4 The second Section#(5.3:)iis'main1y based'bn the January results

S 133
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2

because particularly in the pre-survey we were interested in the" following

Questions . "M . - i“_ 9" ) ' |
T - What are ‘the viewing habits of the TPT audience?

_ﬁ' S - what does the TPT audienoo think about the information Do

it receives about the TPT sessions?

‘How do the sz‘spectators perqpive the animator
) 1

L]

A

. ‘ sessions’ themselues?

Hhat is their opinion about the function of TV?

One preliminary remark before presenting the'data The reader

should not be surprised to eqcounter, in the following .pages, certain varia-
e e

tions in the total number of TPT spectators, which vary from 194 192, 191

o

to 188 for the January data and from 141 to l37 for the April data, depending
-on. which question ié:discussed The variation occurs beéause for each ques-
tion there is a certain number of non-responses which during the analysis |
must either be forgotten or taken into account. Summarizing, the total |

s 'w.:‘,'» coem

number of TPT spectators is 194 in January and 145 in April.“ Differing

> figures are. reported when there are ssing oés;rvations. _
5.2... . TPT audience charac ristics e

¥

5.2.1. Sex
. ——— L%

~

- We vill repeat the qmclusion of a previous section (4.3.3. ) ¢

L

Among the TPT audience there is a clear disequilibrium in favor of men.
Tuo-thirds of the TPT spectators are men, one-thlrd are women. An this
reflects the male-female distribution of the original sample. We are unable
to make any further statement about this variable because, as indicated.

earlier, the variables of sex, age and 'social status were sampling criteria.

3y
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This means that thdy hqve affected the structure of the sample Whlch in

v -

‘ its turn, affects the research data.

KN
-

We remain carerul with.respect to."ag " data. The"dlfference%i
between the various age groups\among the TPT audlence do not appear to be'
statlstléally 81gn1ficant, and thls is the ia‘t for both the pre- and.the ’
posé:survey. Results from the Seya and Yao (1977) report conflrms our

aflndlng that the age. varlable does not seem to.have a determlnlngaeffect
) on‘the compos;tlon ot‘the TPT audlence. h ‘ ’

wd

5.2.3. ° Ethnic affiliation . -

Table 1° shows clearly that there is a slight over-repretentatlon

of the Akan and the Dan ethnlc groups among the TPT aud1ence in compar;son

te the1r respectlve welght in the total of sampled v v1llagers, but there

PR

is-a sllght under—representatlon of the Séhoufo group. When_relating this

v I3

flndlng,ﬁo the v1llages.where these ethzac groups belong1 it means that

‘the v1llages of the Center, the Center-East and the Center-West reglons of

the country haVe a relatlvely higher- rate of TPT watching than the other
reglons. However it should be kept in mind that the v1llages of the

®

forest zone, which covers large parts of the three reglons mentloned earlier,

A

repfesent the largest group of the sample.

It seems dlfficult to push this analy51s any further, the more so

Iy

-

; because the Aprll results - for the TPT and the TV audience - are statisti-

.cally not significant and present a dlfferent ethnic: dlstrlbutlon of the

_TPT v1ewers. ~Because the variable of ethnlc affiliation covers economic

and cultural realities, the varlables of monetary>1ncome and level of

M

s@ucatlon could be more "1nstruct1ve" in analy21ng the TPT audience.

t




TABLE 5-1 L

e _Distribution of TV villagers and T B :
- ‘ ’ o - s

spectators according to ethnic groups ' .

L
L . . oy

TV villagers < - TPT spectators (January)
N T N s
) . . ) . ."(- O
Lagoon’ group 57" 12 ' : 24 12 W
Akan o o 93 - 19 v h : - 48 .25
séhoufo : 110~ - 23 o ;a0 Y ,51; ,
_ Mandé . 8o 7.~ .. - . 3. 16
. - ‘." - "- T . u ' . N . ’ . /'1 .,
ban - 89 . 18 a1 3
S L o o L e,
Voltaian 26 5 IR 6 T 3
. o ' . ) ‘ ! . .’n: - ' . / —’: -
Total _ 479 100 . .19 100 -
5.2.4. ﬂsligioa, social status and members p in voluntary associations )

/

Referring to Sections 4 3 6. and 4.3. 7., which deal with the
' religion, social status and membership in voluntary associations of the TV

spectators, ‘we affirm that no conclusion can be. drawn with respect to these =
’ 4 .
lvariables. There is no statistical evidence for a significant difference be—

-

.tween the various religious groups, between the various social status levels,"_

and between the ﬂembership or non—memhership in ‘sports clubs, youth associa-’

l

N -
-

tions, cooperatives.'etc. :

13

5 2.5. Profession
l

\reading of Table 2 shows-that with respect to their'weight within~
'the total sampﬂe, the planters, who sell their agricultural products are rela—

tively more numerous than the other professional groups. This is the case in ‘”
-

January as well as April. In contrastthe housewives, essentially the women

-

o - SR 136 ,‘-: .'...
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'without income; are nnder;represented.‘ This is not surprising for we know
' that they come in smaller numbers to TPT and that the category of people
’wlthout income is akso slightly under-represented among the TPT audience
{see following Section 5 2.6.) '
‘ We arrive at the ‘same conclus1ons as given in Section 4.3.8. with
g 9

resy to the total TV audience. The TPT spectators cannot be distlngu1shed

. from the wholeigroup of TV spectators: In terms of professions they are not

- different.
TABLE 5=2
Distribution of TV villagers and TPT
spectators according to profession
’f; TV villagers TPT spectators
»
) L ) 3anuary Aprilx,i\
N B N % N N %
Planters | | L2277 48 17 56 - 718 . 55
'\‘ _ \ . ‘ ~ _ A : v ' . .
Cultibators . \ 68 14 23 - 12 237 1 "
" " . . . 3 - vi Wiy . . .
HouseWives .'f \ 113 24 31 16 - 21 15
h ‘ ' o
Other professions ) 68t | 14 31 16 19 14
: < .- Y . L :
Total - R \ 479 100 152 100 141 100
. & ) B ;"\_ \\ . . “
A\ R
5.2.6. ‘Igébme

Wﬁth respect to annual 1ncome we notice that there is a postive

7
relationship petween incoﬂe and watching TPT. This appears to be the case

yin January as weil as ApriLj(see Tabley3) We observe the tendency that
1 ' N

% . _ .
‘people with hagher'incomes watch;TPT relatively,more than people in the

T

Jower income categories. N | !
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TRBLE 5-3
- Distribution of TPT spectators and non=-TPT spectators

in January and April, according to annual income

s -
. . . . . . o P . A
. N E e ’ 2 . :
R ‘ N ! : ’ . S
. . . .
. ‘
.

. January
° “without 1 - 50,000 51, - 200,000 201,000 CFA -
_Ancome CFA Francs . CFA Prancs Francs and more
N s N s N . N .
.Does not , o : .
watch TPT 87 67 66 53 179 58 37 45
Watches TPT 42 " 33 38 37 " s 42 46 - 55
Total 129 100 1047° 100 137 100 83 100
NS
’ April -
" Does not o . ' . o . T
watich JPT .76 74 53 64 64 - 59 - 32 48
Watches TPT 27 26 30 - 36 45 a9 35 52
Total . 103 100 83 100 109 100 . - 67 100
o In Table 4 we,observe that- those who fall-in the highest annual

e
l ¥

»incone brackets form one quarter of the TPT audience._

. -

‘ If One would argue that/the wealthiest people control a 1arge
4
.part of economic and political power in the wvillage, these results are

in con rast with previous researqh conclusions. For example, Benveniste
(1976~n vi) concludes that those who participate in TPT are not the groups

v

\wgg)have the power. Thus it seems that even if the wealthiest peasants are
not tho,ﬁSst active and regular TPT spectators - and irrespective of their

notivation for TPT watchiﬂg - they are at least not absent from the TPT
. . . . ] ‘ '
\‘1 “.iim'o ,‘3":‘”.‘&. ; . v ‘ 38 . ) ) » ::‘{ ot

ERIC - T

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC




TABLE 5- 4 - A ' St

{\A : /

':.’,'.

—-—

. Distribution of ™v villagers and TPT spectators

-

according to anmual income

PURY
- % con R
i — e

>

v viilagers ' - TPT sPectators
' _ January .. - April )
. o o -
, N % : Nos N %
/ without income' 129 29 a9 23 27 20"
1 - 50,000 L o I S
CFA Franés : © 104 23 3. 21 . 30 22
51, - 200,000 i | I T ‘
'CFA Francs . 137 .3 . 58 " 32 a5 = 33
201,000 CFA | - | | ' g .
Francs and more 83 18 46 25 35 . 26
Total ’ 479 100 © - 184 100 137  100.
. ) ﬁ
5.2,7. - Education ' '

4
Fy
: »

As for annual income we find, -in January, a p051t1ve relationship
’Bbetween TPT watching and education. The results, depicted in ‘Table 5 show '

a tendency that people w1th some formal education w111 watch more TPT than b
§ - o
those without.. And this confirms 51milar research results presented by Lenglet
A

l'(1976) and Fritz (1976) . - ‘

However, as has beenlobserVed before'(section 4.3.10.) the-data of -

4

:the April survey, although showing a 51milar tendency, are statistically nét
significant. This could be_duectO'the fact that in January and April'we used

two different meisures for estimating the total number of TPT spectators
ik_ C e ’ : Cy ' ‘ '
(see Section 5.1.).

<
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. mmsss 5-5

\

Distribution of January TPT spectators and non-TPT

spectators according to education

Illiterate Understand and -  ‘With formal
' o , . “speak French © education
B SR ¥ N f B .f' N s
Does not - . _ T | ‘ o
watch TPT. ©~ 214 66" . 36 53 . . 35 41 -
Watches TPT 112 - 34 32 - 47 .50 . 59
Total 326 100 68 100 . 85 100

Because different research shows sigilar tendencieszl-'that people
with some education watch. more _TPT than people without - the conclusion is =
notzugwarranted that education is an important factor in explaining why
people watch TPT or why not. At the ‘same’ time it must be realized that more
than the absolute majority of the TPT spectators have not had any schooling.

t Thus, from' the previous paragraphs it appears that the majority

i

of TPT spectators are men . who are predominantly planters, who fall in the

lower'income brackets and "who have not gone to school.. At the same time it
is also found that people with higher incomes, planters and people with at - .
least lome formal schooling are relativelx over-represenjid among the TPT- |
spectators in comparison with what one éould expect on the basis of their

total number in the ™v village sample.

" Let us now consider the viewing habits of these TPT spectators.

5.3. - IPT watching T .

5.3.1. | ';The number of TPT spectators among TV spectators

‘Here it is perhaps necessary'to,remember that during the_sampling we

Q . | T 1'4 0
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.consciously tried to select at least 50; TV spectators in theATV villages s
(see Section.2.3.3>k. Although th;s objective was not'completelf achieved,

- it meant,that the number of TPT spectators in the TV'villages'ds certainly
much hlgher than 1f they had been randomly sampled. Natlonal est1mates
(;rltz, 1976, and benglet and McAnany, 1977) indicate an average number of
TPT spectators in each TV village varying between 30 and 50, which is only
a small fractlon of the total potent1a1 TPT populatlon.

Moreover, and thlS is shown in Table 6,. the TPT spectators

—
: \ : s J
. . . Y R
) - ' . . » : .

"TABLE 5-6
Number of TPT spectators among TV - .
o . ’ .
. ' " spectators in January and April »
- - ' N | . :
‘ . _ January N il
“ L ) ) . by .
o : N 3 N % -
Number of TV spectators N : e o - ” -
who do not watch TPT or : - : - ' '
who have not answered )
the relevant qdestion : 106 ' 36 ' 38 24
.Number of v spectators‘l : ,
who watch TPT o : 192 64 145 76
Total number of TV }
.- spectators in TV . o o )
villages - ‘ ©. 298 100 : 183 = 100 :
v : ' : Al

v R :
form the"large’majority of the'total TV audience for the simple reason that

the TV sets in the schools are in pr1nc1p1e only sw1tched on for watching. the
v
TPT broadcasts. This means that if this‘rule is followed, one_is TPT spectator

. : ' . . - 3 P
" in the first place and general TV spectator "just by accident".” That"is why

: . : ’ r '
most of. the results in the "7V audience chagacteristics” section (4.3.) are

o B V'S O | -
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also valid for the much more restricted TPT audience, as we will see'in;the
hd » : . .

<

<following sections. o | _ .

5.3.2. Knowing about TPT and TPT watching

In answer to-Question 49 of ‘the individual January questionnaire:
*"Dbo you know that each Wednesday and Friday at 8:15'P.M. the TV in the school
presants broadcasts, called TPT, which are followed by discussion?", 75 per-- .
cent of the TV spectators say that they know about TPT's existence. | |

Because it is possible that people do not know the precise name of
TPT but that they, however, go to the TV school each Wednesday and Friday
we asked the question- "Do you watch the TPT braodcasts at present?" Com=-
bining the ansdérs to this question and to Question 49 we find that only 12°

percent of those who participate in the TPT sessions were, when directly

asked, not aware of the name of the TPT broadcasts.

~

In contrast we can also investigate how many people among those who
know (theoretically) about TPT's existence report that they actually watch
TPT, assuming that those who know about TPT are nore likely to watch TPT. We

»find that more than three-fourths of those who say that they know about TPT
actually participate. Twenty—two percent of.the 214 TPT "knowers" do not- |

participate. - : ' ' I . R
We are aware that these responses'must be treated with caution.

Therefore, we attempted to verify the responses concerning "TPT knowledge" and

"TPT participation" by creating a new composite variable, which will be ex-

Id

plained in the following section. .

-

/5.3.3.  Verification of TPT watchi;g S B

By selecting the respondents who watch TV in the local school, ‘ who

watch the kind . of TV programs usually presented by TPT, and who say that they

Q ' ;_-'v | | ‘{ .2 | \1v412l’
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_ . » o ,
watch TV on Wednesdays and Fridays, we obtain a new Variable.j This var1ab1e
‘tries to control on, the level of actual behav1or the responses about watching.
"TPT. for we can 1mag1ne that the responses for "Do you watch TPT?" are only
expre551ons of intention. -q&#‘) | _1%‘5??.

5 ' blﬁgtually 78 percent of the ™v spectators who say that they watch
"TPT’ confirm by their behavxor that they go to the ™v school on Wednesdays
‘and Fridays and that they, among- other things, watch TPT . type programs.

Because this veriflcation provided p051t1ve results, ana1y51s of
the January TPT audience characteristics ig based on the responses to the

1

question: "Do you watch TPT?" ) _ - _ 2

5.3.4. Reasons for not watching TPT . -F*,,

°

The reasons given by the TV spectators forﬁ#otl or not anymore,

— B #-"?‘ .
watching of the TPT broadcasts (Q AZ January), are not real "negative moti-

vations" but rather 51mp1e excuse’ formulas such as "I d!.dbt have t1md'(31

.percent) or "I am tired" (54 percent).- (See alsenSection,4 2 2.). The reasons

)

for.not comlng to TPT are almost the samé tching the general
™v programs. There is nothing spec1fic abJat

-watch the TPT broadcasts.

'reply in the affirmative when asked whether they‘Watched’TPT be@ore (Q 51,

4 3

January) ,Among the 80 respondents who do not (anympre)XWatch TPT 30 percent
' '=ﬂ1~3 ~
-have never-watched, but-54,percent ‘have watched Sixteen_percent.do not give

an answer. . : : ;:". A!:.

\ Y
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L . . n : Coe . L '
TPT in the past, we obtain a total of 235 people in our TV viflage sample
.who,,recently’or not, have been exposed to oneYor more TPT programs. If

this tigure of 235 is related to the total of 298 .TV Spectators almost 80

percent of the TV audience has been reached by a TPT message at one moment

~ it

or another. -And this'may indicate, once more, that the TPT audience is rather
fluctuating and that few people watch all the time'(gee.also Section 4.2.3.).

It is important to remind the reader that because of the sampling
S -
procedures used these results have only an illustrative value ‘and that they

should not be generalized to the adult population of the entire rural/area
. ) N ,

. of the'Ivory Coast. It is very likely that the IIOP (1975) data-citea by
Fritz (1976 : 17) are'closer“to the reality. There it is stated that 82

- percent of the rural pOpulation has never seen any of the TPT broadcasts.

" The question of the size of the TPT audience will be discussed in more detail

~

in Section 5 4. 2., where it is dealt with on the basis-of answers by the 16

{8, _@ﬂe-can add the fpllowing precision= it is among those
o v 5&&" A
who-moﬁt'regular*y% :ﬂch v that there is the largest possibility to find TPT y\

-spectators.’ But, in contrast, because the largest proportion of TV spectators;

’

watch TV only "from time to time" (Section 4.2.3.), the largest percentage of
TPT viewers~remainsvin the category of occasional TV spectators. Sixty-eight

. percent of the TPT audience say that they watch "from time to time" or "occa-

kl

‘sionally”:

Also, the distribution of the TPT audience over thehdifferent fre-

quency or regularity categories is similar to the TV audience distribution.
» .

»

Q . S '..' S N v" A 1‘1g1 o ; . . R
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‘Kouam&ziankro and Koumoudji there are two "very regulars" each. There is

-127~
Tﬁis sﬁowé; once more, ;hat the TPT viewers do not havé anfthing particular
in thei;'viewinq habits thch distinguisheé fhem from tﬁe otﬁer vV specﬁators;
o It.hés aléo beeﬁ:said previouély-tha# the t;tal fV audignge_is ih
—constant~f1ﬁk and is thus-}enewing itself‘constantly; éould fﬁe same.conc1u—
#ion bé drawn Foncérning the fPT éudien§e? ‘This.quégtiaﬂ'will be énswgred

in the following séctionf L o ' . ot

. [
b

'5.3.7. The TPT viewing groﬁp'

The local TPT listening or viewing group remains a point; of contro-

'Some research reports mentionfit,'others remain skeptical with respect
- v : ¢ . . : .

to its existence per se. The TPT "animatortbdoklet" mentioned by Benveniste
(1976 2z 31) defines the viewing group as a "regular" group. We éttempted to

verify the existence of such groups in the TV villﬁgés thiough'a variable

which.combineé‘all the respondents who at the same time regularly watch TPT,

in the local school, on Wednesdays and Fridays. With this new,Qariable we

find that among 51 TPT spectators who say that they watch very regularly,4

“there aie only 13 peoplé who respond tb'the two other criteria of watching in

the school and on Wednesdays and Fridays. 1If a viewing group is primarily

defined by the reqgularity of its members then it is difficult to see how these

.13 people, who are‘living in different villages, could form a ;éal "viewing

group”. : - : o
. We fihd'that*in,each of the following_villages,there is one "very

regulé:" TPT spectator: Kébi, Siélokaha, Tiaha,_TéroSanguéi} In two Viilages,

\ .
- -

oniy one village, Kongoti, where we find a group of five "very regular,’ TPT

viewers.

MR

‘We could wonder whether these five “"very regular" TPT spectafors-in

.

[
~

Kongoti are theé core of a regular viewing group. If so, it would be the only ~

145




~clusions of Benveniste (1976 s 95) that "there is no selection of adults ceee

‘and no honogeneous group™.

. =128- 7

. Co- ( ' — : . -
. R } . . - ) . 3 ‘ .

,case.in the 16 TV villages.' Thus, the research findings sugﬁést that there

are probably none or few TV_schools where at the present moment an_active"

regular TPT viewxng group operates. -This conclusion coincides with the con- y

T

5.3.8. Before the TPT sessi4%? - .

5.3.8.1. Notification

Fritz (1976 : 21) n\tes that according to the results of the feed-

. -

back system "almost all animators repg£; to have notified the populationlfor

all’ the broadcasts. Our study should logically arrive at the same cpnclusion:

almost all TPT spectators should have been systematically informed about the '

date and the subject of future TPT broadcasts. ActUally, this is~not the case. -

as is shown in Table 7. It appears that for more than half the TPT spectators,
TABLE 5-7

. A .
"Do YourKnow In Advance The Subject

of anh,TéT Broadcast?” | o -
No - ) 109-‘ : 57 ?
fes o S o | 82 . - E ;ﬂg
Total nulnber _ h ‘
of TPT spectators <191 ’ 100

" the prior notification for the TPT programs does not take place anymores.‘

However, it seems evident that quite some respondents have-not answered ”strictu

‘senso” to the question, "Do you know in advance the subject of each TPT broadcaSt

@

LS

but rather to a question of the following type. "Are you informed about a TPT br

46
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S S

cast each'time it wili take place, with the p0551b111ty of a notiflcatlon.

when the TPT se551on does not take place?"

'5.3.8.2. ' Not1f1cat10n channels

All prlor stud1es empha51ze the fact that the means wh1ch are used
most for announc1ng the TPT- programs are the school. puplls. In the January

_questﬁonnalre we asked how TPT spectators got to know about the (subject of

v

the) TPT program. The distribution'of the respdhses is.presented in Table 8.

TABLE 5- 8 R ; i

.

By What Means Do You Know In .Advance About The

Subject Of Each TPT Broadcast?

¢ -

N T e
i . L . [} ) i ‘ ) v " N

. The school pupils w - 46. _ o - 56
. 'Radio I 14 ' : 17 .
5'Authorities and/or - ° o ‘ t

~;adio ‘and/or newspapers 6 . ' .7
@Q&@acher/anlmator .16 _ ' . N . .20
‘Total number of TPT.

spectators who are . ' ' ‘. {

informed about TPT - ) L

in advance G .82 : L. 100.

K ST

In a 51m11ar fashion as in the Preceding sectlon (5.3.8.1. ) ‘the
responses in this Table should rather be 1nterpreted as answers to the following
questlon "Are you informed in advance about an upcom1ng TPT broadcast. kIf
yes, how?" than as answers to the questlon in the title “of. Table 8.

Here we would like to add a remark about the use of radlo wh1ch,
) S AR 4

although not. e medlum referred to used most by the respondents, plays: however

a signiflcant role.quaking into account the large actual and potent1a1 radio

g7 = e

B
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‘audience in the rural areas®, it is imperative that the TPT department should.
use -the radio much‘more systematicaily (eitheryfor announcing.the TPT programs
or even ror broadcasting'othe; educational programs) instead of making the

' schooi'teachers/animators responsible for notifying the villagers about the
TPT braodcasts. This point is also stressed by Benveniste (1976 : 47). (See
'also the last chapter on Recommendations )

5.3.9. During the TPT session"

5.3.9.1. Existence of TPT'animation‘_ N ’

In contrast to many previous observations, in January only 5 percent

of the TPT spectators reported that there was no- animation in their school,

»
-

We thought that this positive.finding was influenced by the formuiation of the
question (Q. 57) which implicitly assumed that animation was taking place.
Therefore‘wek?,fgﬁ a more explicit question in.Aprilﬁ;'"Since January, what

" happens immediately after the TPT broadcasts?" (Q. 35). We expected that the
responses would be closer to our field experience that there is less unanimity
with respect to the existence of animation. The distribution of responses is
presented in Table 9. Must we infer from this. table that the |
animation of the T?Tfprograms goes accodrding to plan in the villages? The
responses ‘do not provide a- direct answer.. Moreover, we could wonder what the

-

65 people mean who say that they go home after watching the TPT broadcast " Is

[

hthis because the.animation'is not interesting for them or because it.does not

jexist at allz -

te

L 0

- It should be noted that the answers of the TPT spectators concerning
animation correspond well with the reports of the TV. school directors (see

Section 5.4.). On the basis of the interviews with the school_directorS‘ib“

'vasestablished that in 7 out of the. 16 TV schools there is regular animation. =

v«
P

-
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.

The ind1v1dua1 responses 1nd1cate that in almost half ‘the cases anlmatlon is

still. taking place.

TABLE 5-9

"81nce January, What Happens Immedlately After The TPT Brdadcasts?"

: N s
. Animation - : _ N 64 46
. PR .
' Watch. the following broadcast- - 8 ' 6
Go home - o 65 ‘ a7
Tt varies 1 0
Total number of TPT spectators o - ' N A
. 138 : 100 )

who responded to this question

The following sections give an idea of the way in which the anima-
tion sessions operate.

5.3.9.2.° TPT spegtators' interest in animation and discussion

*

The recent Regional Education Study in its report No. 7;_titied
' "alpha-Media" (Ivory Coast Republic¢, 1976) remarks that the animation,segsions
. Lo . ° . c . L - o ‘
following the TPT Rrograms to a large exteht contribute to the educatlonar
AN

image of the. TPT br adCasts.g.Moreover, in Sectlon 5 3.10 we will- see that 60 .

) percent of the TPT spectators think that Tv's purpose is to. 1nstruct people o "

Therefore it is not surprising to f1nd that 77 percent of the TPT v1ewers b

IS

':feeL that the dlscu551ons after TPT are 1nterest1ng, "because they clarlfy certaln

.f;notlons” as the respondents say. Coe -f;»?;‘

Flfteen TPT sPectators indlcate thelr 1nterest for the anlmatlon by ¥

ﬁfthe facl that they personally and actlvely engage 1n the dlscussion Agd when"

\

"spectators arewd;rectly.asked: “Do you talk durlng the d;scusslqn?" ;

R * “’:‘ [
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(Q 60,~January) the _responses confirm ‘the result of the question in the pre-
* vious paragraph. But only 9 percent of the TPT spectators say that they talk
”very often during the discussion, as is indicated ‘in Table lO.
‘ Y. . TABLE 5-10

' "Do You Talk During These: Discussions

. Very Often, Sometimes Or Never? ”

- S B N " .
Very'often ) . ] - ' '._‘ K 17“/. ' - _:_”"9 o
Sometimes : . , S 58 : .‘. o 30 " | .
Never "': i ; ' f,” _ \334? o " ﬁltt 40 |
There is no discussion : o ‘_; ~!'2 ' :“- giv 1
NOo answer ‘.._ * . 71 . ;21 Vv o :‘ . _lg_ ;

Total number of TPT spectators S 191 '_‘ 100"

. -
J s
.

o . If one is of the opinion that the essentialfunction of the animation

'

is to get people actively involved in the discussion, that “is: - to gét them
to explain the communal and personal "needs”, and to prepare the TPT part1c1-

pants for action, the TPT animation, defined as- such, does not work well But

'if one adopts a realistic point of V1ew, one hhs to admit that TPT animation
5 “
'done by school teachers‘who are not or very.little trained -in anlmation teqh-

. N
ﬂpiques, ﬁﬁnnot but be a discussion with a pedagogical and directive character,

. )

\\»
instead of being a participatory discovery.‘ Our research &esults confirm once

'more this typical schooling qharacter of the TPT animation sess1ons.
5. 3 10J~= ‘yeg: rolékaccording to TPT spectators

A *

"gi;'" The study of Questiqns 47 and 53 of the January questionnaire

1
+

(asked of all v epectators,,and not only TPT viewers) is an attempt to ‘obtain.
2 s

‘.f, ‘ o s T _" Lto
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k

some. 1n31ght in the. motivations of the respondents why they come and watch,

-

1]
the TPT bro&dcasts. and to find out whether TPT serves an educat10na1 or

-

entertainment function.- ‘ E | ' . ;r / ‘

: % /
A As announced in the preceding sectlon we find the highest/7ercentage

1]

N\
Jof TPT viewers (79 percent) among those TV watching respondents whoi?zve

. priority to the educational role of telev151on. In- contrast, the.- TBT audience
forms only 44 percent of the TV spectators who stress the edtertarnment aspect
’ e “ -

of the'teleVislon., If we look‘at the TPT audlence alone’ Aok

\
flng the distri-

. * A T
bution of answers. as presented in Table 11. ‘ ‘2} '{-iﬁr ol
: < . ’ d ), 7
: . o . _ : _ ) [ -
L’,: o . . A ‘ J”{M\W,‘\" L
‘ \ ., ~.- - : ° N 4 . h v.‘
: " TABLE 5-11 . '
_ Number of TPT spectators who think that TV ' -
~ . . . . . o I3 L
serves the purpose of‘instruction and/or
‘. : A : v
B o L4 . . : L\
entertainment ’
\ C e
" K ' " L.
; N o v
Instruction T . : h o113 ‘ .60
Instruction and entertainment"v- R - 42 ' - 22 .
' ST L S , . e
Entertainment | ; e o 11 ¢ 6 -
o . W . ' ¢
o . o . : fhf:,»;_, . . .
Instruction of.children . o 7 4
Other responses o ) 15 . 8 .
Total number of TPT spectators d 188 100
’ — , c . ’ ‘. & ‘ . ’ . \
: , : ,' . ) ,
~ o ; . ‘ . . .

The results correspond with those of prev;ous reports and in 5

. partlcular wlth the Benvenlste (1976) report, whlch notes in the v111age of -
. ® PR A N

) » «

Anno: "The reasons whlch mot1vate the v111agers to watch TPT refer to the

.

educational potential of the TV, (page 61) We ‘have observed that . relatlvely

few peasants‘mention the entertalnment role of TPT. It is very likely that 5.
2 ;; o ‘I-\a, “ B

they dfa no} dare to do so because TPT has an image of serlousnessP and not

‘A’-' \' ‘a. | . &D-l

.,
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ot’wenxertainment” " The alternative "ehtertainment versus instruction" is
‘ \ “ : *' [
main,;aiaed by t:he teacher-animaegrs when &£héy accuse the peasant of not~
@ * ! Y
. taking the TV, %etious. This.alternativercoiﬁbides with the opposition between
' .
two educational modets.‘!one wthh consists%gt passiveiy receiving information,
Va; @ ”:

uﬂ; other which ie based on the active participation in the educational pro-
caea.— This oppoeition sti11 exists despite el encouragement by the T .

gSpartment to create a listening ‘group prepared to undertake action. This is
N ' ‘

t

once more confirmed by the contradiction among the peasants themselves: on’
. - : ' ¥ N . -
the one-hand they express-a certain theoretical interest in TPT, while on
o e : } ] . : .
the other hand there is a very small,acuive group (9 percent) during

v

the animation—discuSBion session. R g

"

5.4. .. size Qf'TPT‘audience

5.4.1. " size of nationnl TPT audience over time

In the past efforts have been made to measure the size of ‘the TPT

audienep. Based on a large national sample of schools the feedback system

. ,J -
(see Fritz, 1976) was able to pr&vide figures*about the number of participants

for a11 the TPT programs "from 1974 until 1976. Extrapolau!ng these figures

and taking 1nto account the~number of TV schools where effective animation
‘ ". oy
took place fos.a particular broadcast, it ‘was posstle to’ estimate the total ™
. i . ""( 4 ] - , ‘ R . ) o F . .
natipnal attendance as well as thé.average number of participants per school. »
Table 12 gives an.overv1ew 3f - some, of these national figures. We obsérve Jthat
despite the increase In the total number of Ty scHools there is not a propor—-
. ﬂ -, '
,gional increase'in the nu%bers of/jchoﬁis opened foq.animation as well as the

' |2
annual average number, 3% spectator" Moreover, there is dﬂdefinite decline

w8
ia the proportion of the target group w1th access to a TV schfol which is

o .
, exposgd to’ the. TPT programs that are reported by animators in feedback forms.
.

'¢

T

o : L

N o
%
.
5
) Qi,
.
.
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.0 , TABLE 5-12 j o ' .
National TPT audience'figures for the years 1973-1977 .

. foar o . Tbtal No. of Range of TV . Average No. 3f - s of target
' TV schools schools with participants population
o . animation reached *
1973 . © 700 . 35 - 2,520 _—
1973=-74 " ’ 950 ) 135-160 v 13,090 | .5.0
 1974-75 1,152 ' 65-468 16,024 © 5.0
1975-76 1,481 81-566 15,725 | 3.3
1976-77 ' 1,652 -  41-406 5,296 . .9

*Target population with access to TV school: 319,280 in 1974-75
471,720 in 1975-76 .
- L | 571,960 in 1976-77

e ’ ' .
. . . K4 N N .
-t

+ Source: Fritz; 1976 and‘Lenglet (forthcoming).

NOTE: The target populatlon w1th access to a T™v school is estimated on the

t basis of four variables- the number of rural v schools times the

eﬂtimated average total number of 1nhab1tants in a v111age with a

-

%a ™V séhool in a given year, and the number of urban TV schools tlmes '
. the estimated average total numbenmof inhabitants. liv1ng in the
. neigghorhood of an’urban~TV school. We assume that only the persons
o} iszyeafs And older but under 60 should be consi&ered‘potential

J?T spectators. This group fbrms éﬁ%at 17 percemg of the total popu-

Ly

'f latzon._ Therefore the- target pogulation wzth access to a TV school

L]

is 47% of’%he total populatiqn wzth accels to a TV school.

Qo e ». % ]
‘~ : S . 03 .
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It has also'been observed that during the schoollyearlé?e atten-

a

dance figures tend to become smaller after the maximum number of participants

has been reached in Deceﬂﬁer and January Hypotheses have been formulated -

- which link' the existence of an annual listening curve\Which\goef;upzard

during the first quarter (October - December) and then goes downward, from
January toAJune. This curve has been observed in the feedback qata for
1974~ 75 1975- 76 and 1976~77. The most plausible explanation says that in

. -
the first quarter of the school year the animator as well as. the audience

| are still freshly motivated tao open the school and animate the listening

group and to come and discuss the TPT programs This initial enthusiasm

ey

.wears off, especially in the second and third’ quarters. ‘Reasons for this-

must probably be found in the other activ1t1es of the animator and the v111agers.

In the second half of the school year many of the animators have to work for‘
their own professional exams, and. also-many of them are devoting 5upplementary
hours-for preparing 6th grade students for sitting for the secondary school '

Vo
SR

entrance exam For the v111agers the last "few months before the*rainy season,

'wﬁich starts in April mean additional agriculturaf work Qf prepa;ing ‘the

fields a%d.plantations. When the rainy season begins in: April quité often

the rains prevent the villagers from g01ng to school to ,watch’ TV And we

(3

have the personal experlence that, when it is raining, the sound ‘of the TV

programs is almost unaudible due to the n01se oﬁrthe rain on the corrugated
roofs o6f the school. o K

. ‘ , ‘»”
5.4.2. Size of TPT audience- survey results and discu551on V

»

r
That there is no massive audience for the ™PT progra\s that not ?ﬁ

3

all schools are open for animation, and that there is a decline of 1nterest

: ‘&t-v

-
%

over- time is also confirmed by various other studies (Benvenlste ‘&376

—

- v ’ ' e
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Lenglet, l976; and Grant and Seya, 1976) as well as by personal observations.
It is once more confirmed through the January and April interVieWS Wlth school
,directors and TPT animators7, and through personal observation during the

1977 survey. .On the basis of these interviews we found that in 14 out of

‘the 16 TV villages the TV is SWltched on at least on Wednesday and Friday
eVbnings, the usual TPT nights However, we also found that according to

the director or animator, in only 7 out of 16 TV Villages regular animation
_ (translation of the TV programs, and discuSSions afterwards) ‘takes place.
In January the school directors estimated that the TPT programs

usually attract.a total of 559 spectators or, on the average, 35 spectators

—

per school. Thirty—five spectators per classroom or school may seem low in
' comparison %}th ‘an average of 61 spectators during the entire Water Series
“(64 for the first Water Series and 53 for the second one ) bu it follows the
. downward trend of in between 57 and as spectators (average) during 1975-76 ,

and the“88-38 range for 1976—77 as. reported by the feedback‘ﬁata. .
The number of 35 spectators per classroom was estimated during the

\ >

pre-survey. In the post-survey we asked the school director hhether he'thought :

that since ganuary the number of participants had decreased or increased or
'ﬁhether!it had remained stable.“hne directors said that it had decreased

.5 said‘that their TPT audience had increased; and 2 directors reported a stable
audience. "It is difficult to ascertain the complete veracity of these estimates.i
When the school directors report an increase in the number of participants he

- may want to make a good impxe551on on the interViewer. Though it:should be . _;
~remarked immediately that 9 out of 16 directors reported a "negative" fact:
a dim nishing audience. And if indeed in more than half of all 16 cases,
during la relatively short period of three months, the audience size has diminished,
‘ -

even after our survey ViSits, which would supposedly positively affect the4TPT
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Bt

‘activities in the village, then we can be somewhat confident that in the

sample villageS‘the‘overall interest in TPT has certainly not increased. -

1
A\

'There is a probability that it has decreased. o S
A pfoblem in interpreting attendance figures is that they are

always reported by the animators themselves, It has been observed that

animators have a tendéncy to over-estimate the number_of~their Spectators.
~‘)Hlareover, thﬁy tend to report not only the number of adults over 15 years

old &d and this is the age group of the lPT target audience -~ Ert”to include

the small children as well, who, hot' .c0ﬁmonly, form often half or two-

thirds of the listenihg group (Benveniste,;1976 and personal observation)

If we want to have an idea aﬁbut thp qxtent to which the target audience is

reached by the TPT programs, we should limit'out analyses to the adult
_spectators. v

K B The observed:ddﬁlining_trend in attendence figures may he~due'to

seyeral factors. First, the high figures in 1974-75 and the lower figures

the;eafter could indicdte the operation of a novelty effect With v arriving‘

fOr[the first time for adult villagers.' But later after evening~TV became
nnormal this-noyelty natu{ally wore off. Secondly, the high figures for the

water Series which-came early in TPT existence'(lSﬁS)ﬂcould;be'explained,hy.

the ¢ ' ign'aporoach.of the programs: organized around a single highly
.relevant sub)ect and progressively covering all aspects of it, these programs

may have had the beneficial effect of attracting and also holding a larger -

»

audience than,ordinary TPT programs. can and do. Usually'TPT programs have

shifting themes, which are not always relevant for the total target audience

and tend to discourage the spectatorslo. ’ - o

let us accept, for the 1977 survey, that the reported 559 spectators

;

. 5 | N 4 v
- are alil adultj)//iffall 16 sbhoo%% are open and assuming that at least one

.4
C
o




.than half of-the capacity is-used (58 percent) Given the fact that all TV

sch

K3

~

-Thus, in the case of: two TV rec_

capacity is effectively used

,(:
. et
e -,.,r A

pation. If we. assume that all the adults in v1llagesTWith a TV school, excludL

the very old and the di abled form the target population'of the TPT broadcasts

then about 47 percent of the total village‘popnlation (18 019), or 8,469 people

s

o

are supposed to be reached - Taking the seat oapac1ty as a criterion then only

.oF ca

15 to 23 percent of this target audlence coulﬁ be accommodated 1n the schools

)

'(w1th two classroqms opened for animation) 'This would 1ndicate that there is

LI .

L]

a physical constra1nt 'on the number of people’that can.be reached by TPT.' And

BN

ot it suggests that one should look fo; other arrangements, such as the open1ng

.- »,.‘ ~"' p' ' NN
. of more classrooms or the moving of the TV set 1nto the open air, to allow a

1

larger part of the target group to participate, 1f it is motivated- to do so.

|
_ We have seen, however, that the present capacxty.is certainly not used up to .

«'.-- (S Es

its limits, and this indicates that thcre arex_ther, and probably more important

reasons than the . limited space, why pepple do not attend the TPT. sess1ons.' Some

of these have been analyzed in prevxous documentslz. . , : "

Q . . s - "1537
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-

One remark should be made here. when we analyzekthe aeat capacity '
and the actual TPT audience and the proportion of the TPT target population
reached, we implicitly assume that the objective of the TPT programs is to

- reach as large a number as possible. However, the strategy-of the OSTV
itselt-has not'clearly addressed the question of quantitative goals. Because

:anylpervice can only hope to attain a certain percentage of the potential ,u?~

audience, it is not immediately clear whether the small TPT audience numbers

.“

correspond to the implicitly set quantitative goal of the OSTV.

. A comparison ‘of the totalrpotential audience of 8, 469 people with

.‘;v., - N

the actual audience size of 559 spectators shows that 6.6 percent of the

target. group is reached. This figures corresponds well with the l974a75 and

3

1975-=76 feedback figures reported in Table 12, especially when we allow for

the fact thax the school directors pﬂ animators, because of our presence,

..... e -

hawe possibly reported inflated figures. The 6 6 percent flgure does not
,correspond well with the 1976-77 feedback figures reported in_Table.lZ. But
;.here we should take into account, first, that the feedback figures are national

\estimates for all TV schools which - on.the basls of the same feedback data -

}\\

yprplthought to have been opened during the year. Moreover, these~estimates

ng

verages wath a large margin of variation and error.' Thus, the reported

o4

aycent (Table 12) of the target population with access to a TV school

heached.could be higher, and closer to the 6.6 percentage found in the 16

villages of our sample. Secondly, it should be realized that the 1976-77 -
figures are for the total season, while our interview took place in January

fjust after the quarter with usuab&y the highest attendance flgures. Indeed”
) / 4

the national estimate of the avefage number of partic1pants during the first

,Quarter of 1976-77 is lO,789, which equals to two percent of the target popu-

flation with access to a TV school. And thirdly, the animators in the TV

Sy o '
, B ET




fl‘l- ] : . s

' villages were especiall? sensitized to animating TPT, and thus to attracting
“more people than usual, by our request for a list thh the names_ of spectators ‘

and.by the letters announcing our’ research (SectiOn 2. 5 4. )

£y

As far-as TPT audience size is’ conqerned we have tried“to provide

as positive as possible a picture based on conservative estimates, i.e.,
estimates that give a wide margiﬂ of credit to the TPT system We have assumed

v

that-TPT animation took place in’ all the 16 TV villages and that: in the audienoe
numbers reported the childre* had been excluded If we assume that the children

were included, and if we ~-(in a similar vein -- include,the children between\

the ages of 8 and 15 1n the target group, then TPT would be aimed at 80 percent

e
-

,of the population, or 14,415 people. Aﬁd An that case the actual reach of
. the TPT prograMs would be only 3 9 percent of the target group. Whatever

the assumptions it- remains a fact -- also-in the 16 ™v v1llages - that only'A““

a small group‘of‘TPT spectators can_be found. K

"
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Ofteh two or three receivers are hooked to the same set of ba;%

allowlng only one receiver to be operating at any one momedh

See ;enveniste, 1976, Grant and Seya, 1976, Yao, 1976.
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- . TPT IMPACT- . .. i
. . _ ,,‘:,-'-u

<
)

'6.1. . .. The effect of TPT: actions claimed : T ‘ N

f:rs.f.l.‘7”"fntroduction . C :

' 1 In order to assess the impact of the TPT programs, both in Janudry

Mand in April, we asked the TPT viewers a few coded questions followed by some

v

open questions.‘.Our concern was eventually to determine which kind of TPT

3

viewera were more likely to follow TPT advice. Furthermore, we wished to .

,aacertain more precisely‘hhich actions or decisions were undertaken as a j

J/ ;o LY

consequence of TPT viewing. The TPT spectators were asked the following ques-

tions in the Januaryw\‘d April surveys: . _ . o L
+ - )
1) Whether, ‘in their op1nion, TPT had given advice which

had helped them in an action relevant to ‘the topic

‘o

and, if so, which one (Questions 72, 73, January) ;
.2). Whether they applied TPT adv1ce. If not, why not-'
RN S if yes, which one (Questions 80 to 83, January)h
. °3), IWhether, since January, TPT programs led them to make
decisions, if yes, what had they decided to do, what
had they accomplished and what had they not yet been o

able to accomplish (Questions 37 to 39 April).

2
B

Compared to the first two sets of questions relating t0'an'overall

impact, the third set was designed to=study specifically the 1mpact of TPT
\
programs between January and April

)

As we will see,. determining wh1ch groups among the TPT audience were

-
N

the most favorably oriented towards TPT programs is not much of a problem; but -
i
‘this does not answer the more difficult question of the relationship between

those who like to watch TPT and the impact of these programs. "But our main

1{12

¢3'~ % -l4a-




ubeen taken by TPT'spectators. We will have to discuss later in more detail

‘the respondents claimed to have done.. f“ . ;ﬁ : o /

one half of the TPT spectators,‘claimed to have been helped in some way by f§

-from the rest of. the TPm audience.;

6.1.2.1. Characteristigs of actiVe" TPT watcheﬁ%

teristics). However, it is possible to distinguish among TPT Viewers-according:

=145~

) B Crae

v . . . i . . s

o : -

difficulties appear vhen try to determine what actions or decisions have y

f e
/
!

tha prohlem of the validity of the’ answers and the verification of ‘that which

»

. } : . L : /
\ - . !

-6;1.2. - The active“ TPT,spectators e : ' ;

Before: presenting the data, we would like to make two remarks.w

L

Generally, the peasants do not like to admit that they have not accomplished

\

anything or not followed the adVice of TPT. COnsequently, we can expect that

the total number of positive answers to the questions about TPT impact is o
/ N

' exaggerated In fact, often their claimed actions are no more - than an intent.

V Jr

Indeed, we discovered an_almost complete absence of the distinction betwéen
"action" '"deeision" or "intention . It was as if the degision -to do some-
thing or even the willingneSs to do 80 was a "fait accompli"

.-,.

we .can. say that 106 TPT watchers out of l3l, that is more than

.J . . 4

_TPT advice, to have applied TPT advice, and to have made some deciSions influ-

.

enced by the suggestions of~TPTu Our main interest at this p01nt is to find J

\._ e

" if these people have some characteristics which can differentiate them ;':f;f, U

N ) R

. . Gl& 1‘:
' ' The first thing which appears frdm our da§a is that neither age,'

1’;
sex,. social status nor - group membership play any role id how people rqact to
TPT progtams (see the 'same conc\\sions in Section 5. 2 OD*TPT audience charac

\
) W

to their ethnic group, religion, profeSSion, income and their degree of Qf.fh

education. Although, in large part, data concerning impact do not give concl

(i
. SO .~
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ﬂ
.ions that are statistically signiiicant, we are Able to delineate certain -

NS

‘ itendencies. L. R fr .
Out findings may . be summarized‘asifollows-' the twd ethnic groups

..
‘ o! the Lagoon and the Dan, the planters, Christians, the more educatéd and

R
.,

v N .

high income people, are those more favorably oriented toward the TPT programs.

6.1.3. Access, exposure,and interest in animation ‘ .
. » ‘ ' : iR

In the TPT audience charaéterastics (seeaSection 5.2. ), we found

’ .

.\ [ 4 l
that the wealthy planters and the more educate&peasants are present.: in ¢ - ;
, N - X ‘ "é ~ :

relatively greater numbers at TPT sessions than the rest of thgiTPT audience.

. b i . Y
T

v Therefore, we might expect more positive answers to questions con—'

‘.".

~ .

‘cerning impact from these two groups~ this assumptioﬁ is verified most of“
L}
the’ time., Another lbgical assumption would be that the more one regularly

§ 9,

attends TPT sessions, the more one is influenced to action by TPT. But we do
not finﬂ any kind of relationship betWeen the regularity of TPT watching and

) . \_~ f .
the positive acceptance of TPT adv ,vi.e., the degree of exposure.geps not-

* seem to ‘be relat_ed to TPT impact. oo

. “ . .

Interest in animation '1 S

-

2 Y Our strongest relationship was established between TPT' impact (in -

s )

-'téims of actions or "decisions“) and the: 1nterest in the animation.. We '

: find a larger number of positive attitudes towards the advice given by TPT

f N

among those spectators who said they were interested ‘in the discussions that"

‘ 1. J_J.
toék place immediately after TPT broadcasts. .l “'f\; " .
. . - ‘ - Fan
6. 1 4.. ~Actions claimed orxdecisions

At the end of the surveys, ‘we did a content analysis of the anSwe{s

B} R ™

f‘to the openﬁended questions about impact (for the precise questions, see B

. o

-_Section 6. 1. l ) B We ended up with two lists, a first one. for the actions,:af"
. N \ . ) .. ' . o o '1.,_ S -L. . » <l ‘ E ! s .
B .o R T L. ST

LA
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;ecopd one for the decisions people said they-were going ‘to take ag.a

B

consequence of TPT Viewingﬂeitﬁer in Junuaryfor in Xpril. Whatever list:we

.}

e : 2

“considez, it has these two characteristics.f'each list covers all he ma]or ;@%

P % 5 "

subjects treated in TPT programs, which is 3& Yeast an indication of’ the
faniliarity of respondents with TPT broadcasts- approximately one-half of - 'ﬁﬁ-

— .
the claimed actions or decisions were in the area of agriculturea Although

°y a

SN

K

"agricultural“ programs form less than 25 percent of all the TPT programs

? m B
since 1973, they are. the largest single catébory (see Table 2 below). Therefore
SR '
we may account for the large number of agricultural actions claimedweither ,
’ R

by the relative weight given to agriculture in the TPT program§ and/or by -

the simple fact that agriculture is the vital issue for most ruralﬂpeople.. 624%
’Finally, a few items emerge from the ana;ysis of the open{huestions»f:

that indlcate problems of interpretation of the response;i For'e§ample, when y

<

respondents mention actions, they may say- "to wear boots", "to filter.

water » "to build latrines",~“to be vaccinated" or “cooperatives".g There

)

- are three problems with the interpretation ‘'of such typical answers. First" i

is'the problem of interpreting what-the respondent is saying: ~are coopera—

. o _ . v &
tives to be created? Is a water filter to be purchased? Is a vaccination

to be consented to or actually receiyed? Second, are these simply reports

L B I

of what the respondent would like to db or. are they repgpts of acghal activi-

ties? Third i they are actions carried out, how mucﬂ is attributable to
( L s L
TPT programs? ' : ] '
. _ &1 o
. We had shch questions in mind when, after the first survey, we .
l’.

decided tostry to verify the 22 self—reported actions that respondents attri-

w o - , T »
buted to TPT. Consequently in April we used, a'®heck list of the 22<«"actions"

which'hqﬁ been claimed;in'January. Significa%tiy, when we examined

sy : | "-“__10'-:}
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gported actlohs more closely, we &uld ?c f:Lnd any ev:Ldencq of one actién

e ¢.

undertaken d’g a consequence of TPT v1ew1ng,%ong the 22 actions we c'hecked ‘

o .

e Ra@_r than sﬂtartsa long fdiscu551on q,f what th:@;eans, it may be more
‘“appropri.ate to il_lu;trq'te our point 'é:ith.a fev;::aneﬂotes. N
'_;learing boots was reco%m\ended_'d:,ring‘ the Water S.erles programs in
. - - '
l97§-76, especiafl_,l? :for'xtice growexis,*so as not tb expose thelr legs a.nd feet
. to disease-bearing, organi.sih_s 1n‘5the water.‘ Upon-questioning', the. bootsnwere

5 ) ) . s ~ ¢

. s (3
discovered to be sho'es, worn w'?nq ‘o *and from the fields as protefctxon .
t

32

2 o
on, bqt an action which might be 1naccurately

2] “

agains®' snakes. A sound preau

interpféted without such a probing follow—up. When a subject who Q:laimed "
“he uged a wa@r filter was: “'interrogaged with a "do yeu_mind i® we ;.Eee 1t?".
he retorted laughingly, "Well,vit doesn"tﬁ nrork " ;'Wheﬁ A subject »declared ?
he had built@ latr:m;e, the 1nterv1gwer askedghim 1f hé c%ul§ go see it. the

' response was,’ "Well, I intend to‘ bumé’ awlatrine,p%ut my rice *fiizlds have »
kept me .so busy lately." Adtions 1:1 the co@perr(atiyps are{ seenfto be simple,
:‘v.long—standinq partic:Lpation i.n a cooperative n\gyeme::’t, .not any nefiction "

e, W )
il
triggered by a TPT program Vaccmations are accom'i)lished g\n a rnandq.tory

o & é :
s

fashion whenever a medical team.arrives in the v1llagg, Aot according o

)»
. .\
¢ any’person's will or personal initiative. iy » : - B

¥

It appears from t'hose few examples tha’t positjive responses abovit s

“h

"ﬁ,.

. action reflect more of Lntention (and retent:Lon of the recommended message)
. ) . : , ]
than applied actions. Most of the answers of the TPT audience can be inter-:
2 g »

preted as either éxp;essxons of adhe51on to the idea of modernity or ev:Lde,nce

that some spect!ators had retained the ledgons of what actions are'being

encouraged by the government
In the April survey (Question 40) , people were asked what shquld

be done next with the TPT programs. The mostpé’valqnt answers among -regular
. . ‘ o Vi o B -
-f‘ . , o ) . ")

E]{[lc":" o - gy
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. have greater uuthority. - How muéh of their structure influences the general

‘ ﬁc:k of, TPT follow-up action and how mudh i;_s due_, to _a lack of monex? . | o

_ ~149-

viewers was for programs concerning topics like animal husbandry and creation
»

_of more farm land, This indicates that rural peoplefare more intérested in

g N '

incoMe gene?ating topics than those that deal with social services like health

or education. ‘Still, the responses may be due :o the fact that animal hus-
[ L . . R B ~ e .
bandry and farm creation were recent topics aired on TPT and not due’to the

"

peasant's fick(of”enough cash income:- In this case, the suggestions fo
future programs are more o£ a proof of v1ewers' retention of TP topics than
a reflection of peasants concerns..

v

6.1.5. ° Obstacles to action

a.

In the course of our surveys, we found two main obstacles to follow-

s

up actions being expressed by respondents. ‘one more of“a SQoio-politxcal nature,

v

reflecting how rural society, decis10n—making and action are structured aﬁd E

limiﬁed;“the other was of an economic kind, indicating that agtions often‘cost"

.J

moneypwhich peasants may simplz'not have. The socio-political structure, for

- 0
'example, qualifies dertain persons to’ share in decision making while excluding

' . ' @ b Tl ’
others. _Women and the young wouid generally be less, able to make decisions.

For those with snme decisiph:making*power, the men, the: creation ‘of additional

“*

», Rt . ! o
treditional fields‘seems to be the’ most "popular" deciSion. Also, there 1s
€. ® @ ‘-

a custom among villages that the chief, the father or the elder brqther would

“

»

1 : P : o . :
In the April,survey (Question 26) an attempt was made to check

'/43

which ac!ions the respondents can personally decide to undertake and which -
"

requires authorities" or money te decide. Respbnsés indicated (that almost

»

three-fourths of ‘the respcndents could not do anything on their own. But
’ . ¢ ' ' .

the majoritg;of answers from anothermpart of the April suryey (Question 41)
‘ AT : _ . : P .

» ' Y

1’67 o s N . ‘;.'

[ » - ’ : ; . o . N
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seems to indlcate that this’ laékJof actlon potential was due more t¢ economic

.

’than soclo-political llmitations. Most cited 1s lack of cash as the main

obstacle to actlon_and not because a chief or older male figure would not

7

agree to the action. ' ' _ .

A lastiremark can be nade‘at this point. If the lack of money

s *

were the only obstacle to action, why are. thererxn:more actlons Whlch do not
require money, for example in the areas of health? 0bv1ously there is a
'contradiction: Rural spectators .are not 1nterested in actlons that do not

generate cash 1ncome, but that they easily could undertake. In contrast,
K3

actions which promise economlc returns, require an initial money investment,
™)
:which the peasants do not have. Thus, they will not start such actiens.

_This v1c10us circle of poverty could. explain the "re51stence to~innovation"
of:the "traditional"_peasant. )

As a conclusion, to.this section, we ‘can say that there is no ev1-
‘dence to indlcate more than minimal 1mpact of TPT programs on its audlence
in terms of stimulation of decislons and action. . But we can recognize a
fcomplicity;fin a‘ﬁoney orienteé activity. That is, where actions have been
claimed, there seems to exist inithe individual the knowledge'ﬁhaticertain
activities are profitable. We will,ekplore in ngrevdetail this point in the

-~ o . . .o

following section. °

6.2. Memory impact , ‘ _ | N

6.2.1. : Introduction

ct}ons claimed to. have

been undertaken as a conseque ce of TPT were purely "iﬂtentions"" We also

;
*

Buggested the possxbility that the intentions were only "retentions" (see ‘ §

2. In the'previous ction we showed that thl

Section 6.4. l ). Different ways of programming seem to play the1r role in

a» ®
increasin the retention of TPT broadcast material among TPT watchers. 3

N~
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In January as in April one precoded question wa% asked of the

TRT viewers about the subjects which had been treated on TPT (Quest;on 33,

‘January; 54,'April);' The interviewers waited for spontaneous answers and

v

checked the borresponding box if they c01ncided with subjects that had

! . " 'y
been broadcast. ‘
6.2.2. . | Long term:effect: Joverall retention | )
From the January survey we find the.Yecall datd reported in ? e
Tahle-l with the.following results; agriculture programs were most often. l:

suggested in the free recall, next were water programs, then grouped,toge—

ther were - employment, sav1ngs and housing,‘animal husbandry Was last.

6 2.2.1. Recall of TPT themes

Agriculture
L ® ' ' .
_ If we look at Appendix K for the cgmplete 1976-77 list of TPT

programs; we notice that in this year there were a number of reruns
for instance "the choice of a land for.a plantation"i(ciassified in our
_ . : : ' . _ Y
list as a TPT program on agriculture) had first been broadcast in June-l973
- e

This fact might partially explain the h1gh rate of recall £ agﬁiculture,-

but it is far less 1mportant than the general perception of TPT 1tself among
peasants that‘it is telev;sion especiaily meant for'themselveé (Grant.and."

. s . .o
. 3 e .

Seya, 1976 : \15). It is obvious that“the large number‘of_broadcasts “about
e . _ _ " - .
agriculture created since 1973 has influenced both the'perception of TPT *°

and the level of recall for agriculture. Froﬂ*a report %y Grant (1977,

'Appendix C) we find evidence about. the weight giign to agricultural suﬂpect”
matters in the TPT programming. We find that the TPT programs on agriculture
represent about 20'percent of the total number of broadcasts since the beginning
of the project in 1973 . One can speak here‘of_a "repetition“ effect, viewers

9

10
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»probablyhtend'to recall agriculture programs more because they have seén

many more of them than other kinds of probrams. We must not. forget that:

" in the previous section, we réported that one-half of actions reportedly

undertaken were in the agritultural sectors. fhevconcluéiondis ¢iear:

TPT has placed

whose main work is in this area have reéponded.

-]

TABLE 6-2

TPT prograﬁs subjects 1973-1977

-

Subject areas - " - l

: ' ; ) «
Agricultgre o

Health~‘ o  ?-;$

Water T

Folklore, traditions . ; )
Housing ' % ? .
Education o
Savings

Livestock raising . :'@
Urban life |

Labor

'Enyirénment

Miscellaneous

A'Toﬁal , ' : oo

v

- Water problems " R s

phasis on agriculture:and, not sufpriéingl?; rufal people

-

J

Total  programs

25

’.iig,
.;é
13

0

TR R RRRC I, -

s

128

e
.

. A$ we can aléo&see in Table2 the TPT Water Series has high rele-

vance for Q}ewers. Consequently it is not surprising to find the Water programs

amohg the topics which have the highest recall rate (after agriculture) in the

« .

A
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January survey. Especially when we kpow that most of ‘the rural people are

constantly faced w1th serious water problems. In'another_section of this

Ry

’ paper (7.5.5. ), we report'that "water problems" are the.mpst often mentionedf

problems in the rural areas. Even though the Water Series was done about a

year to a year and a half before the 1977 surveys, people stlll recalled the

14

'series. One can speak hege of a long term effect which seems to confirm the
assumption that a ™v series based on-'a campaign is more sutcessful than ana

: independent serles of programs that have no relation to activities by other

agencies. - - ‘ - : N ; -
"~ Up to this point, we have dealt only with the recall of TPT
’themes or subject areas. In addition. we'would #ke to examine in more

detail the .content of some programs, and speciflcally about recall of the

advice included in the program format from the beginnlng.

e

6. 2 2.2. Recall of TPT adbice

a

5 D e
In the January survey~49uestlons 72/73) we asked TPT viewers whether

e

gthey could remember any adv1ce given by the programs they had watched " Results

for the total sample showed the following, .' | . /wf
_Area of advice 'xf - - .j Number of respondents_ -
Water suPPlY: wate§ cleanliness ' . \ 81 -
Health, hygiene . . "775
" Agriculture : S | , o . 57 | ;
Sayings;.budgetingb, _ ' j ";‘ ' S ‘37
_ Livestoct\ralsing , i S o . 25
Rurd} exodus i _ o 20°
-CooPeratives : e ‘ . 19 ¢
Modern Housing'. L / I ; B ' | .k§ .
Jobs o L 16
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Inuall categories, many- examples of advice weré very general but some were

&

quite specific. In the area of hygiene ' eleven spectators declared that S

a

homes and courtyards should be kept clean,.one stated that you should destroy

places where mosquito larvae could breed Another discouraged throwiug garbage

s
in the courtyard or the river. Im housing, seventeen spectators lauded‘%hgk
Q. .

idea of constructing new, modern houses, one had learned to use the.plumbline

as a valuable technique. There.was often guite a'range of examples of advice S
within any chosen ‘area. in savings and‘budget‘.we found the following recali'“*ﬁ
»of thehfollowing items;' be foresighted don't waste money,lspend your mon:y
wisely, don t live beyond your means, save your money, put your money in the

bank, don't keep too much money around the house. If we look at the responses‘

village by village, we can detect which pieces of advrce appear the most widely

spread.

‘Piece of_advice - . -"i'i . - Number of:;illages.where mentioned
?ilter'water . . ,‘ C H X _ ‘,, v ',‘ St 14
‘auil& modern:houses _ r' 11

' Build a latrine L ‘ {:~ o R ]

Put money into the bank . . ,l_ , ‘; 6

Keep the house and yard clean - - » L 6 '

: v : ‘ 'S

Learn a profession ' o 5

'Raise livestock . | v _ ‘ _“1 ' o . 5 T -
:Return to work in the.village,. L ;T . j ‘5 ’

Dig a well 1 : L o ‘ ‘ o ‘ {., 5 - BERY
l'Haintain a'good plantation ’ . . 5

3
.

. In general TPT advice géts through to the audience. In every village a long
) ! . r‘;,'.-. . ) . j N . P

list of.things to do or not to do can be rattled off. Often, however, the

[ 4




-156~-

advice is general, such as’ "hygiene" or "plantatlons," thus revealing ‘that .
some specgators know perfectly well the general developﬁ'nt goals that the

s
government is pushlng them toward In thlS respect, as a sen51tization

progrdm, TPT seems to have potential.

’ .
pl 3

6.2.1.2. A short term effect: TPT recall January - April
o )3 :

i

& We have examined‘what TPT viewers recalled best when surveyed in
- Py . B .
'January.' In a‘Sense‘it was a recall of all previous TPT programs. In April

‘ however, we had an opportunity of measuring recall more specifically between

the first and second surveys, a period of about three months. One series we

were especxally 1nterested 1n was one ‘on animal husbandry which broadcast

-
L]

four of the seven planned programs in the series between the end of January

BN

and the end of February, 1977 (Appendix C for full, list). s

Wheh we’ examine the recall flgures from the April survey (Table 1), t

. .

we find that the h1ghest recall for TPT programs 1s anlmal husbandry._ People
were more llkely to recall the t1tle8~of TPT "programs- on animal ralsingithan

on other topics, fﬂbican suggest several reasons why this would happen:

a
n

‘first, the prOgrams presented a step by step method for ‘animal care and raisingi

aﬂd related- it closely to profit maklng, something, as we have seen, that TPT .
.
viewers are/mostointerested 1n;,second the element of ‘the recencygof the
. . 'y :

programs (about one month or' so before the survey) would also help account

B

]t‘or high recall L o S s
.: ' : o ! ‘ . ‘ '_ . . ) .
The second_ best recalligikopic in April, as in Jamuary, was.water.f
We rememberfchat the Whter Seriesaw”'_first presented as part of a national: b
. . . ! . h

action campaign (Lenglet .1976) ymade a~considerable impact'at that

L”time. A number of programs from the séﬁies were also repeated which may
-

halp account for the high zecall of the topic.

Q . ﬁh':'ﬁf‘-‘..' . . 7:3




to apply“the modern animgl ralsing methods they had learned very few of them'

pondedyéha‘ thé§ did not have the initlal capital for adoptlng th1s new ;'

. . '.'-157- ; o | _ . iwh.
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\— )

.- As a conclus1on to xhis section on the 1mpact of recall and reten-

tion of TP%LprOgram topics, we should underllne the . follow1ng 1) that TPT seems

to have best results when TV programs are part of a longer ser1es, 2) that

o~

" the reruns of former ser1es programs also seem to re1nforce recall, and

g

3) that programs glv1ng specific advice seem to be recalled best.

_6.2.4.‘. : Anlmal husbandgy. a case study

We would llke to examine in more. detail the 1mpact of the livestock

raising series bedause 1t was the only one wh1ch was measured in both surveys

s

and therefore provides us with some small measure of control for effects.j

In- Aprll we found that 69 of 120 TPT spectators (or 58 percent) were able to

Y

recall at least one of four of the programs that had been presented More-'

)

over, 26 (or 22 percent) were totally correct in the1r answers,. 1dent1fy1ng ‘-

the four animals of the TPT programs. Once more we can undérline a relatively

good rate of retention. . 4

However, when the same 120 spectator?yrere asked 1f they were golng
’ )

¥

%ngwer the question.' Twenty-eight out of 120 (or 23 percent) res—”
technique Moreover)\\he majority of the respondents emphas1zed the need of
extension agent to help them., Also, they were SO conscious of the dlffl—,

culties they would have in obtainlng the suppért of the v1llage chlef and the’
e T

,sub\ fect in the enterprlse that. they. finally admitted they they were not at

"qll1F¢ady to begin any moHern livestock enterpglse. d

\d » "
:;' _ There was one more’ aspect of the animal ra1s1ng series that needs
. . . N . a . .

8.
‘mention. As we mentioned in Chapter 1I, we had hoped to. ident1fy a small ‘sub-

e

sample of cattle raisers who were attended by SODEPRA the extens1on service

for aniﬂhl raising We reasoned-that if th1s EPT series, which was sponsored
by SODEPRA, was to have any effects, it would ‘most affect the clients of that

I/b :_‘.:".V ,

-



agency; In January we 1dentif1ed 39 respondents who sﬁld they were: SODEPRA

’

-»cliénts.- They\were in both v and non-TV Villages andnso«coula act as experlv

- s

. mental and controk\ind1v1ddals fqr the 1mpact of TPT. A-spec1al questlonnaire

was cpnﬁtructed for them to be applied in Aprll 5. ' v-'p .
| . In April lO of the 39 persons were absent from the1r v1llages and

severaf others could not be 1nterv1ewed for- Other reasons; As a qonsequence,nwl
only 15 from TV and 12 from non-TV villages were finally.inte;yiewed-; Résults:f

. ' '

showed. that those in TV villages did not attend TPT se551ons very°much at all
o B O |
.and that their tradltlonal v1ew of cattle raising had not changed Most of

the cattle naisers were in the traditional Northern part of the country and

were illiterate. They way well have -been the most difficult type of perlev'”

7

collaboration from, field agents of the sponsorlng agency or spe~1a1 national

r -

attention as in the Water Series, TPT programs may 51mply not® reach or change

e
v

thgir target aud1enqgs. - ’ - R EP I .
# - ¥ . Lo .o - . BRI
Sy s . o . :

v, T . L ». . ) . . . o . . . ) i - ' 4. L=
‘/26¢3. . . ? .General conclusion o Lo Lo S : ;
- :¢_‘ * - - . . v . -

P *

P o The exact impact of the TPT televxsed ser1es is 1mpossxb1e to sort

" » L N S - .
o '7._ R .
’ out for a number of reasons. Flrst, even among TV . progEams TPT is, not easxly
¥y . B

distinguis&ed in the’ minds of rural viewers from other prograMs, espe%}ally
the e also meant for the same audience like the Minlstry oT’Information s .
2 ’- ‘ Wt

'h;ationdl Cup of Progress, qr the Planning Ministry s Promov1llage ser1es IR

fir the Ministry of Agriculture s Maga21ne Agricole, (all also meant for -

v

-

fan s. ) Messages on . these programs: coxnc1de and complement, though they are
i 1 . - R :

not ordinarily coordlnated with those on similar topicu produced by the’

fMinist of Primary and ™v Educati In, addltion to TV programs, there are
2 °‘) , _

/'1

R -t

. extonsion agents, training coursesﬁ%prinﬁ#d materlals and infoxmal channels

& ’ o . . .
e . )/;‘/177 K ,.l.q‘> ,. . ‘

- et
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_of lnformatlon (Such as literate chlldren brlnging home new‘ideas from,
: s K f Ca

. school) which fmpact on the llves of rural people. It 1s less }mportant to-

Vel
.

3"sort out the exact\;>fluence of each 1nformatlon sounce than to see* whether

. ‘ ' . : j -

'ﬁhe ovetall result 1s 1mprovement of the quallty of llﬁe of rural people.

P

N Nevertheles?, judglng TPT on the basls of the two surveys,

- Ad D'l
B - A,

it has somé- impact*"nbthose «who v1ew in terms of retentlonlknd\irpall of

. . g . ,F._ v
general topic areas like agr1cultuze and qater- it also seems to help v1ewers
S . -rjx 3 :
"recall speciflc pieces of advxce; regardlng actions TPT seems to get people
S . t

to want to. carry out certaln act1v1t1es suggested by the programs but there-

;o is little evxdence that these inteﬁtlgﬁg are often put into actual practlce.
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PERCBPTIONS -OF 'I'PT AND PERCEIVEQ, TPT

. ’

o - " BENEFITS AND TPT BENEFICIARIES N

s

v tions have been prgvlously disc'sed (Kaye and Lenglet, 1975 41-42; Grant
Ve .g» 2 :

._4"_"“ Aﬂn‘d séya, 1976 .15-20 and Benveniste, 1976) There is evidence that though

; people sometimes confuse TPT With other TV prograxns, "they do have some

L ]
well-expressed feelings abOut the content of TPT.
N3
In thiskection we will pnesentv some additional findings about
E 'p..,..,,,.-\ -

peOples attitudes concerning TPT programs. There are four sections.

First, we will see how t!;’e respondents feel about the veracity of the TPT

I

programs. Secondly we will discuss some a@ditional responses regarding the

- infotmation or. . trainj.ng purpose of TP'P programs T’hirdly, ,ge will present

'some da,ta_ about who e. villagers perceive to be the main beneficiaries of
. - w ) > fa

the» TP'I‘ prdgrams and the reasons why._ Here as elsewhere we must ‘be aware of

' ."-

the . various response biases thatcan influence our findings.
.‘ N }'.: ) . ‘ . ) ‘. . ) W | . ‘v.‘-
© 7.2. . . TPT's truthfulness T - o
‘ - . o«

. : : 3
e .:_\ '1'vg and consﬂen,ily TPT, is =peroeived by & large majority of rusa‘l

poople as a "truthful" medium In 1975 (Grant and Seya)\*the question Was
y t é -
asked "What you)see in 'rPT, is itf/al or_ unrbal?"l, and. the same questfon
5 \
. was repeated in the January questionnaire (2 75)‘ In 1975 most village.

&’\ -groups inte,rviewed agreed that the TPT programs were rea,l ("Reql because

-

.‘»‘

..n-i

ﬁ.,,ve find the same things in our v1rlage that we see on TPT ") and ;in January

S
1

1%2 9l percent _af the TPT spectators also 2greed The follow-up question RN

4 LR
askiq why people thought that the ™v programs were "true" or "faise" did
» - ﬁ' . . 'y N Tt
" S , N e e o : : x / .
7 : . . - ) Sk - 1 79 v . S <\ '
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not produce any results which need reporting. We feel thatﬁthe.range of.

Y ’
R ) - v ‘

various’possiblehateitudes toward the TPT‘?rograms is very Qﬁll desCribed .

. * . N $ .

"in Grant and Seya (1976 : 15-21), to which the reader is refes;red.2 ,
£ _‘ A -

7.3, TPT's training purpose . ‘ B

4

.ﬁwgln January 1977 there was some interest in the relationship between‘

A = *

- the. TPT'S p‘.ﬁrams and skills learning as an immediate consequence of watch1ng

TPT,e This in;p‘!ptgwas fed by the growing contradiction within the TPT.pro-*

. tox

ject between TPT's education and tra1ning purposes ind1cated by their name '
l\’.‘ ' :

ﬁ"éduCation extra-scolalre") and other'mbre expllcit obJectlves emphaslzlng

- F O - -

information and-sensitization (Grant, 1977). ,Moreover, a couple. of weeks™. ..
. , Sy " . K

before the pre-survey three TPT pragrams on employment had beern broadcastis. .

-

which had been acclaimed by the Ivorian press'as an importantiway.to make the
. ™ ¥ _ > _

population aware of unemployment and -the f?b high aspirations of formal
' . . . ¢ . ' ., . . ! \ '

school‘graduatejiéi.’ P ' S ® e

" A v . ‘ » L .
. We asked the TPT spectators in January two.questions. First,

* whether they thought that the TPT programs had allOWed the young' to learn a

job (Q 68).  And secondly, those who said "no" to the first question were

' N e S
asked whether TFT should teach a job to @he young. , _
- N o [}
‘ Almost oné fourth of the 191 respondents t& the ﬁgrst quest fon d1d

not'prOV1de an answer or.said ‘that they did not know. This probably 1nd1-'
L

. cates that the questlon was not well understood or did not make much sense.

. -
a B

a *

. Out of the l46 emainlng respondents 57 percent thought that +the . TPT. programs

had allowed the ybung to learn a job. Why 83 TPT spectators belleve that the
¥
TPT broadcasts have taught ‘a job is difficult to assess, especial}y in light
B A - . h
‘of the fact that oply 31~ percent of them reported hav1ngvfeen d;e or more

.t

e
of three TPT Broadcasts dealxng with Jobs . mentioned in- the previous para-
. . . o ‘. ‘ .‘ i ' . .,’/l
gl_r;lphf _)) o . ' /- 1 8 0 -_ | . .
. . iy A r. . .\ e ) N , . ] . ' . ,
Q & T ) _— : ol » o ’
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The majority (65 percent)vof those who said "No" to the;first
queStion'thought it to be'a task Qf TPT to teach job-skills-to the young.

Thirty-six percent of those who thought so had seen one of the- "job" broad-

casts. k- : ?

«

Thus, it seems that many TPT spectators are not- sure whether the.
‘.r"'

n

. ' s
- TPT programs have taught{

5 'spec1f1c job—related skills, but at the same
is an 't . '
RN, v 3 \
time there is some desiqg.fthat TPT shopld do this. .
7.4, Perceived TPT beneficiairés R )
7.4.1. "Who profits from TPT?" . . '._ ' ';/
. N T " "'- - ..

As we observed in the foregoing chapter and as documented else-—

N « o

where‘.there is very little.empirical evidence which shows the actual benefits

-and the actual beneficiaries of the TPT programs.'.We wantéd to;know whetherv‘

- -

this fact was apparent in the mindsof the ?;I.spectators, or'whether'they

believed that there were indeed. people who profit from TPT. In/;his sectlon _

>
[N

we will deal with this question .

-

\
-

'.'\'\

. To this end we will first present “the distribution of responses,‘fg'

to the very direct-questiqn waho profits from TPT?" (Q. 61, January).

ki ! . ‘%‘ .
The majority of the TPT spe ators (65 percent) belrevas that "everybody".

"profits from ‘the broadcast‘
-, zd

‘the broadcasts are-called*'

' This is not surprising, given the fact. that

for Everybody -Thus ‘their answer 1s Just a

.

reflection of the program title. Whlch 1s a TPT impact in itself already!
\Q -
" If spectators belieVed that bénefits from out-of—school TV were
- ’ ‘ Fd 3 AR RN
,access:Lble to a min.om.ty ﬁf people (20% dld), we were 1nterested in know:Lng v

..,their perceptions of who ihe beneficiaries were, ‘Table 7—1 lists these
] L 4 R . s . . . .
- perceived minority" beneficiaﬁes. , 557' B o .
N d . ra _ ‘ ,' . N ) . )
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TABLE 7-1 K -

. _ .
Perceived "Minority" Beneficiaries of TPT

h , .' ';;
S Nl
Beneficiaries Frequency
' Spectators 14
. ] N ) .. \ »
Farmers, péasants , I R :iil
Youth .65 :
villagers i ' A ' T T .
R . ) . . ;\, a? » ]
Children o _ 3 ‘ - P 2 8
Those who are interested = = . , b, X
- - _ : R .- ’ ;
Those capable of working » 1 b e
. : . ‘ . N e 9. g
. . B . ! . e ) %
Those who have never traveled = - ~ e el ? :
~ Those who need information ¢ *
? ' . R - . Q 9 . ) @
Those who are: strong and intelligent s M 1 5 7
’Those who want to become more intelligeni @ . g ] 1 @
*Those“vho‘ apply the advice giveén . . . . 1 -
- ‘ »6 ® . N A
Those attentive spectators ,“ s - 3 LI 1
. ' Q
e . ]
Those in the coqperative ' ) » . -
. : N - )
Teachers .
. Total | _ | T |
. - . o - . . - - ". o [

* Number of TPT spectators who answered "orilygsome peoplen‘for Q. %61
@ . . P - ._ C ¥ l .
;Since many of these categories overlap, one can'COnstitute a compo-

site profile of .the perceived beneficiary: a young peasant who is strong,

R ‘J

'3concerned and an attentive spectator of TPT. A request for justiflcationx

Fl

for .the particular beneficiary revealed the following types of* responses-

v -~

Youth: because they don't know yet what life is; they can‘learn about morality.
o . . . . . o , T .

BN x : S
. . N ..
) . 4 . o . V.
¢ . o &
. - 4

3 o
.
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. Youth: becahse they have the strength to apply the advice of. TPT they,are v

" not tired in the evening - o T a
% : ,

R .
: Attentive spectators: many other spectators come  to chat, not to listen.”

’thiIdren:' because one day they will change their living condition.'
. . . xf( o,
Farmere. because if they conscientiously apply the advice they wlﬁl earn '

t

‘more money. . o o .
7.4.2. Contrastingfpairs of beneficiaries
We suspected that a swers to the previous questions‘ anot be

o

extremely enlightening,so we preferr‘d to force the r

* . 'y f N “'1““
women versus men, rich versus poor, villagers versus city dwe &ets
- .

;.dichotomies. What strikes one most is the large n".l frequnddnts. xﬂj
. [, b W ’ 79“ :' o L.
However, the- range of percentages og non—re“ onden§§@ . ». 3? 19 xb 32, -

_fWas €a8; er or more. '34

v . " -~

l'ded ch&bes » was impossibl?

. -~ T
he ® s ) IR TN S .Hv &
the both' category. : » , e e

. o . ! . 'x e

This is also indicated by the varying perce,tages of respondenaaggho selected ﬁ

It appears that the. TPT spectators, who dafe to ‘make- a?choice,
~ 1 N - ,.'

believe that the young, male villagers who watch TPT are most likely to be

the Erime benefiéiaries of the TPT programs, and that benef;;sg$hey derive : 3’
’ \NA"’;’ [ Lo

t) .
w}ll accrue to the entire village rather:th?y4€51phe 1nd1vidual-him— or herself.

%3 5 -

This does not mean that,@in people s opinion, women or, the elderly are excluded
1 o \_4 .. ) ‘ v . \ ,

e

“‘.. '..‘ °183 ) " g ‘ N



S e !'orcedxChod.ce Bemkﬂ-cimfies °f TPT’

L (N .'191):'

|z

U
€
—

spectatqps., _ }" s

. N ¢
1" K v v

Both sphct&to&s al'x L, m‘p-spectat;ors

B Lo ‘l\i s . .‘v"

pontekaow T Fs g e

~

CMommswer . /i L

. .'If‘
T
I
‘

4

: a, *-Literate people

‘.7

Old people

\'oun*g pedple - \..." N

} Both ola and young

Noanswet o Je o 7

 Momen T \ _, _ - B

; Both Ben and women : S 91

" Don't know ' - : . ' 8

No.answer ST : e T 53

Non-m spectd‘t;ots _"‘ o e ;:"'j-' ‘ 2 .

2



Table 7-2 }Ccntinued) ./ ﬁ; f-j.
| . o : e
: , ] Y
~~mch'&op1e~ - 27 14
L ‘ ‘:- ' “‘/, : . .
p&gr peup].e - g "33 - 17
L ".9' - I Joe
‘;E‘ Botﬁ&rich ﬁnd poor} s 65 T 34
; 7 4
“‘j” ' " . 59 .3
/‘ | ‘ ‘ *‘ 1
. o
74 39
‘o St 12 e
| a9 . 26
.f gﬁ 5 . 3 »
2 51° 27 .
i
A 76 40
Nt 17 9 :
' '. ..Bath e village and the ir;div:.dual B . 28 15
oon,tkmﬁfa" S T .8 4
o g ) - i . .) E '
| | o B2 .32

swer_ - ) L . :
: [ I v ) : @
x-ﬂw.f N
. t’Q,;e$?(January)_"Who‘benefits more from TPT programs?"

n, . oo . Cor L $ ,

é fr0m benefiting. Moét'reséondents seem to agree that being literate or illit-

.{fgerate does not make much of a dliference in ternfqgg/benefits. This is in

contradiction witg our other research data indicating-that education is almost

.the only variabie which is signxflcant;y and P051t1ve1y related to TV/TPT

watching and impact. B o ‘) o X "
—~ . _ . : o PR
e (41 ‘ ; r
3 Y



Whenever the category "both"'was chosen, the respondewwas inv'!'ted

to eladborate on why or how TPT could benefit both parties. Foﬂ’the pai

' men-women several TPT spectators cite separate values of advice and/or infor-

4

‘mation for each. While in some—programs, women learn about housework,

’

children, and infants,lmen receive instruction on how to farm, and how to

» i

become richer. For other pairs, too, Jual beneficiaries and benefits are

?

".recognized'. Says one spectator, literate people who are unemployed,' and

illiterates wm the ‘farm -- both find a, message in 'I:PT Another

spectator elaborates. the literates learn that hav1ng a job is of paramount
importance; illiterates learn how to improve their plantation. The poor
learn how to. cult.lvate, the rich how/to keep their money. Youth learns how

.to create aplantation: elders how to improve theirs. It seems that each .

A

person at his level and position can find a program addressed to his ‘'state..
'] . /’

And this could be a correct reflection of the varied nature of the TPT pro-

-

grams and the fhtent "of the Out-of-School agency. To a certain extent this

is, " confirmed" by the result that the highest percentage of "both" respon-
3

" dents ig found among the "very regular" TPT spectators. Tthse wh ’rag*tch TPT

, F
almost all the time have seen programs which seem’ to be beneficial for aé

5 - 2 A - v
the members of the 7 pairs proposed 6 e - . %ﬁ
- There is a second type of divided benefit/beneficiary. %me res- ,ft
s e -

pondénts say, for example, that the rich give the poor an example, that the

g

spectatbrs communicate what they see, hear and understand to non-spectators,

2

that literates explain the progr'am message to the‘ illiterat}.-s, agd that the

?

elderly giwe advice to youth Whether indeed such flow of communication takes

k‘.x . -\‘u,. n

- place on a large scale we do not know. I M - . -l~~ - -

6‘ H
A third reason why several groﬁps nu.ght bgnefit is that the - same
) . [
'I'PT message could be- usefu’l for different people. An example is the following
. 4 . g .
s . L L it;‘ R

.
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“When youaare~rich you should practice the same hygiene as the poor.“ And '
: this woald“be a reflection of a number of TPT programs, the ‘prescriptions

of which seem  to apply to almost aNerybody irrespective of" soc10-economic

'

status. A fourth type qf benefit for both elements of one pair involves : .

~

a moral rather than a’ content-oriented message. The following comment by .

- a spectator leads one to, consider tbe value of TPT as a potential raiser
. '. B
of moral values or a stimulus to the downtfodden and the discouraged "The

rieh are lazy and need to reform themselves: the poor'need encouragement "

The encouragement which TPT is said to offer is also expressed often when a

' TPT or an evaluation team visits a vil}age. If it is' sometimes mentioned’
that TPT pleases ‘the VLllagers because it treats their problems and presents
thebrWayof life, it is invariably‘remarked by villagers during a site viSit:

_"We are greatly encouraged by your ShOWlng you cared enough to leave Abidjan

K

and travel to our faraway village to see us." A final type of divided benefit

is the case of classic village solidarity~ "The benefit from'the youth's work

i
goes to the elderly, for young peasants work for the old ones who are- too

frail.” The benefits are from the labor of one party and bestowed upon the _
‘second'party. And this perception seems to be confirmed by the findjing that *
. the entire Village, in contraséﬁio the.indiVidual is the prime beneficiary.
Those TPT spectators vho said that it was the "young" or "young and

| old" who profit most from the TPT programs were asked "Why". ‘Their 7nsw§rs, .'
categorized by the researchers are presented ip/Table 7 3_, They speak for .
themselves, although it is.interesting to note that amonq the older respondents

(45 years and more) the first -answer category prevailed 'fff
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TABLE 7-3 . . .
RN ) ."".- . - . - 'S .
Reasons Why The Young Are Perceived as Beneficiaries of TPT .
. . € . E . . * ) “ ¢
. 'rhey have the physical work power - ' - 45 32 .
- They lika modem life o . 3 4
. ‘ » N

They want to go'.to the city . H - S22 R §

The future belongs to them ' | S 1s 10

They have the ‘physical work power ) ) : , T s .

.and" they want to go to the city o - 5 3 )
: 'rhe elderly do not watch ™V ' : ) 5 - “‘ 3 \
’ v'l'ha .Youbh understands TV . @ ' 6 _’ .e 4
D . . ' . <. - y -
“Other | " o 6 4

Don't kndw 2 1

: \ R
. No answer . _ 49 33 .
Total number of“TP'r spectators .
responded that the "youth" or the : .
"youth and the elderly benefitted e . " aw
, most from TP‘r S . . o 141 - 98
. \'.‘_‘ . . s . . . . . . . - X ‘ .- .
,* Q. 66 (January) "Why is it that the young benefit most' from TPT?" '
. . v ‘ . ‘_:-, . E - - . . ‘: ) .
4 . - v A
‘** Due to rounding off, this is not 100.08." ~
L o IR - » , @ . o
" . B : B _ S : v o
. e '
N A *
roo ‘ b
. ’ .‘ » ’ 4
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. 7.4.3. f'Ruraliexodus - - ,?

s e . R ‘

o We have seen before (Section 3. 2 9 ) that the)rural exodus of the
young ia perceived as a crucial problem in- most of the sample villages.

'

, Therefore we wanted to examine whether the. TP oé/pudience felt that this pro-
14

blem was exacerbated by TPT; or whether TPT ¢ be the basis for a solution.

Ct

-We asked the respondents whether, according toothem, TPT helps the young'to

+

o organize themselves locally, in the village, or to induce them to go to the
“city (Q. 67 Jan%xary) We are aware@the almost implicit answer which is
included in"the question s formulation itself. Therefore the résponses should
be regarded with caution. Three-fourths of the TPT spectators thought that
- TPT helps the young to organize themselves locally.. Only 5 percent thought

| that the programsinduces the young to,go to the city._ Fourteen percent of..
the 194 T;Zﬂs '

T
reason. If these responses are a, true reflection of. the spectators' opinions

pectators did not give an answer, but we do hot know for what g

v

about the TPT programs it means that there is: a large TPT goodwill among,"

at least, the JTPT audience. This goodwill coupled to the image of truthful—,

o>

v

: B
ness the TPT programs carry, means that TPT might be a potentially‘effective

means in the struggle against the rural exodus. Thus we see that according

»

to many TPT spectators the young profit most from watching TPT and that one »~

of the benefits is the help they receive to organize themselves locally

instead of going to the city. This does not exclude the possibility that‘the

general TV programs, and even the TPT programs, exert a counter—influence in

showing‘the “attractiveness"*of-the.city. s is discussedfih fe next .
:isection. S i - "‘ i}"_é o .; T | }',

7.5, Perceived TPT benefits '

.-7.5.1.  Urban -effect _ o :

: ; . o . ' k o
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- In this section we will deal withvgvo "benefits" or feffects" as

. ' . . t
a . ’

 percéived by the TPT ape‘cta‘t_ors. It is almost a universal observation that
telévision is an Eha_n»ph_e'nomenon. Thus the introduction of t'elevision .in
. .‘i:';he ru;'al a‘reas' of the I\zory Coast could have a "negative" effect in ‘T:‘hat
,it .shoira7'urban models of,‘behavior which are not conducive' to a "proper" -

.

P ' t;ansforma'tion of the rural areas". We examined this effect by means of

. -

Questions 70 and 71 in the pre-questionnaire. o ,
It has also been argued that if TV or TPT programs -‘are to be

accepted by the village audience and are to have a beneficial 1nfluence on .

- changing village life, they should be relevant to 'the realities of the '

N

. vi.llagera., This: issue was prgbed through a number of questions in the January .

'and April questionnaires dealing.wmth village problems and the question whethet-
,village problems ‘were treated by TP'R o E ' . ‘_‘
’ )

P One of the ob)ecti,ves of the BTV experiment? in”; e_./I_vo{y Coast, for

school pupils' as well as for adults, is t?ys{’é{ th rural exodus. Does'the

+

VTV present. ide;s and innovations which tend to glorlfg c:.ty life, or. does 1t
I

'reinforce the value of rural life 'h(o different ™V pro rams, for e-xample,.the
‘ 9

,~~

) evening news and the TPT program, ‘may teinforce cogtradictory models. Is 'rp'r, .

| inasmuch as spectators are able distlré'uish its 'p"rograms' from'the',general-' _
) ' ’ wE Y % T
* 'I‘V programs, perce,ived as favoring o¥ su!)gesting a model of urban living? 'rhe

r M

,\

questior{" "Does TPT teach you to lgive li‘ke city people} elicited the respon-
[

. 9 >

. ‘ ’ H V .y

7-.4.‘). The second surpr:,se ‘is that We expected thét\ most of the responses .

.' A :
¢ ny:

would be .E;the yes and no categpry, because in fa\. :

@ " It 1.90_'.. B
‘: . : DR R PR ‘ B Nooat , D ',.‘
S Y T ! . e S :
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ot - “ e . . TABLE T~4 - - T
. Y B % N R -
Y ST _ Thel"Uroaq: Infioence'of_TPT Lo " BTN _
_ . | . . o / .
N . . ‘_ b" ‘ » . . o . (,'- 3 "
| . ' ' Lo ' C NG .»1/ L T
Nq ’ . . . . ' Lo I3 ' ‘ R - ‘ . N : '4 | "/! . ;37 ' b al ' 19 ’ :
Yes T - ) : : 122 -
i C e e R
‘. Yes and mo " .- : S - ) 1 . ’ 1 |
' A - . . . ' : . "' R ‘_..' ‘ .
Don't know S PP 18 . 9 ]
Po answer’ . F . lu ed3 T g ,
otal humber st T spectators o . 7 af i 10
Total number of TPT spectators - . . .- ; , . -1 T -7 100 .
<_.“. ) E . ) . - . ‘ . '. . N v ‘. . - v ‘A.A
. . T o R . . { S ; . - . XY
. . M - . N :’ " v(,. v' ° ) N .
* Q. 70 (January) “Does TPT teach you to live like city people?"
. T R " . o . - ". Lo L& '/' o R
‘ :; o . ~' ey // ‘ ) * .
‘as well as urban audiences have been broadcast in the past¥ addressing life‘-
# . = . .
conditions in both situdtions., But here we find only.one respondent who _ '?
. says, yes and no". Both “surprises“ become ‘more understandabIe when teViewing
gl
eqponsea to the follow-up qﬁestioh.vl“ﬂow does orydoes‘gg§_TPT‘teach you to
. ‘ AT d‘ o - ‘-‘ s .' . . s
live like city people?" . ‘ rﬁ s v IR AT wv~, 'T
R :’ . . : : . 4
The 122 positive respoﬁhents advanced 143 rgasons why they thought
that TPT taught them to live like c ty people.
N
,in four main categories. . # e _ | , _ i
. I ;5 T Q) city liv1ng associated w1th TPT leSSons S
LT T .- ' o . .
o : »(2)_city liqing d% a model of attractive ljving . . s
t . (3))city living ?ssociated w1th material benefits ; V
. . ‘e ! a;h
}1(4) city liging associated with wealth. L o o
: A o o . > .
7.5.1.1. Citxiliving associated with TPT lessons o .o ‘_ .

hl ’

N ‘The 16 reasons which fall into this category are listed in Table. 7 5.

[
- : . ) N : -




brought to mnd are hot necessarily those Of TP'I‘ but‘

. sh&uld be copied; that is what the villagers are presently doing is v

. o b . : " “173- g o . '
L : L \ C . . \ . - v N
A e b ¢ ) .
« o TABLE 7-5 ; 3
a.‘ : EPRC DAY Y ‘ : N
' 'Q Mpcct:s of c:ity Living Associated With TPT" Lessons 2

A . ) -

Rl S S P . ' " Number of réspondents
L ;», }3_,...» ‘o - . ] 1..v‘.
uPi’ltor vator C T ~ e L0 . N8 .

. ’
v ! - )'- ’ Py
Save money PR : v . 2
A N Q ‘ Ve ) o . ~ - ¢ .
Qpcn bank account 3o 0 ' 1 *
'. . ‘ \ + . 1 '. B - . > . ¢
C:are tor babies oo . s . Y -
, . RS 2N . . ¢ :
. A / R D N .
Lo Avoid d ases/ SR ‘ . ‘ <1 T -
‘Get a :Io‘b‘ v T LT - ' 1 Vel
- . : ‘t 5 ’ g . . » N 'd
mpty garbage into trash.dans . ] 1 :

— . . Ea ., - v .

o Clean up around the house . . s L

‘. “ m‘tal . .q,.'" ‘_‘ - . '.‘ S ¢ 1'6 ' - -)-

e :}_ R , }_. . ,}‘t:ﬂ N
] ."' 4 . ‘ v ‘ ) ): . ‘. ,.: - . . . '. -
¥ : 'l‘he first comment one can make about this: list is that the respon- ¥
, dentf seem to want to slip into their answer»s -(as into some others) the proof
that they h:a‘re )>een attentive to ’IEPT hrdadcgsts. It is’ not ‘the kind of :
S . ' . Y
response e&ected Secondly, ﬂ‘s either ixdplicitly or. explicitly under- "

- stpod that these pieces of advice are fol.lowed in the oaity. pne should filter y

’ “waﬂs 1n the vil!ge "because a}l city dwellers filter {:heir watei- " 'rh.gg, T
there seems to be a sense that the urban" behavior suggéSted over television L&
should be folldyed by everyone. This can ‘also be noted in. the next- category.

. 7 5: 1. Z.M.fiving as a. model -of attractive liv:.ng lg S

' o 'I'he 59 re‘hsons list.ed in Table 7-6 reveal fee;ings of envy as the “,'-

have-not villagers are struck l;y images of how the' "haves" live-. The images :

%

of TV prOggams in general’

»

f"Stores,'_' "l’eetinqs“ !l‘here is an acceptance thai: w}iat t‘.hey see is *good an .
. | J

"
vrong
. : ’J- iR W Te Ty ‘, - P
‘}". . ,« 1. 4 “ ". : ) T v, :' . ERNAIY §
. . Y . . ; . . C . : @ .
S - R -\ . - ) : e .. - v % .,
7 3 . P . *s " . -
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. Aspects 9& City L ing*as a Model of Attractlve L1v1ng v' L e
o ’ ‘ . S A,Numherébf respondents
Hygiene,-oleanliness . .f Lt ',r;’.‘ R A i . ’A32" T~
Imitate city people S - S o . : © 16 .
Lot L A ' ;

See Abidjan . 2 .
What is modern is go/9 L. 2
-Good‘health LT : ' T ' : i
Good‘maneers e . . PR

) L . . ,' ’ . : . ‘
Good meritality
‘See'stores“ .
'See big meetings . e S \\._ SRS R T
‘ v K RN . Lo e } *

. . \ | . . . - . 3 . .

. . ~ .

') .
' ~>
rThe most popular response concerns hygiene and cleanliness.- These.general

texrms refer in the#specific responses first*to personal hygiene, then to.

e ]

cleanliness of one s house and courtyard, and th1rdly to drinking clean Waterh—

The predominant aspiratiOn seems.to be'one”ofjgood health, and secondarily

of good appearance."' "J '

7 5.1.3. City liv1ng associated with material beneflﬁs R -

The 43 reasons of Table 7- 7 refer in particular to specific material

benefits rather than to a generally better state as in Table 7-6. The most
. e
jpopular item, modern hou51ng, ‘tould also have been 1ncluded in Table 7-5,

a0
-5

for in 1976 there was a series of TV programs on rural hou51ng . T The refer—‘

[ : - > N

ences “to good dress must be skewed, for. twelve out of seventeen responses

9 L)

-

emanate from one village, where’ the researqher seems to'have systematically ,

- .

. . AN L. . )
a . - LN ) ¢
v N i !
.
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_ . - maBE 7-7 7 S
L S PR ——. S ’ . -
Aspe ts of C1ty Living Aksociated w1th Materlal Behefits T
oo e T L ~Number of respondents
. vl."-. ) g .' ‘>\ : - B K . . 7
‘Modern Koﬁ%ing,' - . S e - - 21 N
- . - . . . | 4, .
. o R v i ¥ . ‘&-.- ) ¢
G60d clothes S _ T e k\ N e oo _
Good eating HE - - : _ o 3 R
. : . . ! B . W o . o " . . . . _:.‘})” n
. Vehicles"- ; T 6 : o 2. o L
L I N v . T
: o b v R v '_m'v IR ; .
~(Furn’lture, . o o _ A_
- Total ?' - _ ‘7' € ot : , - ‘43' o i
e L | L
~ 4 . L oo . T _ _—

e . P

D .. - -

.;imposed the{answer.?? mention- elsewhere of gQOd clothes is shared among
. 'several villag

es. In all references to material benefits, one is. especially

-'conscious of the aspiration 1\/prent in TPT participation.- to be better off

like city people. Table 7-8 Wlll accentuate this underlying theme._:

-
LS

w7 5. l 4 City living assoc1ated with&wealth _~" e -t

"people who 1ive in the city have more.- Because of.their wealth'they_

~

enjo better livin condltlons. Peasants can get richer too, but _onl
Y g Y

[ - °

through hard work"- Such 1s the" reasoning wh1ch.liesbbfh1nd this llst of v ft'
comments presented 1n Table 7—8. While the previ ¢hree categories (TPT

N

: adv1ce, material°benef1ts, model behav1or) can be subsumed 1n the present one,.
it becomes clearer whyapeople think/that TPT' teacheS' villagers ta'live like
city‘dwellers. To some this question meant whether TPT tells one how to

g /work hard to earn mo;e money-‘ one gﬁ%&tator summed up hlsmanswer.'v"Yes, TPT :

B

.,‘- -

-

. teaches&me how "to live in luxury, becauée of the'wealth of the city people..

. '\./ '\
ij pectaté?f da.notﬁeypect,the wealth to corie from'the outsr?e//to be inherited,

tl. 3
~

or to involve city~type labor. One villager put 'if this way“ "We cultlvate
!‘5,4 L '« T :

Nd . hd - '

' -. . . . - .o . ) ) ,( Lo ) - .
\) ‘ [ '.," . ', - Vo . - Yt"‘tl')"i.v"\‘j . .,
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e T - . 'TABLE'fQ%\n‘ : . ‘*ﬁi, DR .- N
g e A S Ne - SRR - .
S Aspects of City Living Associated with Wealth ‘ R
, ==t - C - e mh o R
. .o ' B . . ’ ’ o -“ .. BN - . v“ " ' T
l - "'/ Number. of. respondents
Work well to earn'money' . : -9
R Y . Yo - .
" 'Mon Y _4'.‘ T - ‘ ' v?-,\ Y- X ) 6 .
%yo k well l -5
. 3 - 4.-
Better living conditions ] , . -5
Total S v I ' o 25 -
\ B * N ' . o . o . -
—‘i‘ “;. »v\ ’ } - o . C . - .o L !

B

cotton,~coffk¥ ‘and eggplant to t}y to earntmon'y,'as,in the city.“' "ia.

’as in the City“ refersto ﬂbnef{ not the means of its achISltlon.." W
N o
. Most spectators who said that TPT does not teach one how to live

. B \

oy o . . Lot l
like city dwerlers either evoked the money or Wealth differences between Clty‘

Y . ~ .

) dwellers and rural people or they felt that TPT was more’ rural than urban /4 -
.“ : N\ ] . . .o . .
: N B L

oriented. Some comments on the financial distribution were. “we aren't \

LY

paid by the month the way they are in the city” or. “we can't have what thg

Clty dwellers have or “we villagers don t have the same means.“.n-- . o

5

Ten percent of the spectators considered TPT basically a program for'f

, .rural farmers bne clarified his point of View in the follow1ng ‘ -
. . ‘ N -»/'
. manner: '“In TPT we see people working in the fields. In the city they work“

L

r o ‘\-
b}n offices.“ Another %ﬁnt further than noting the difference, he declared .-+
. £ & . )

hisg affiliation ‘to’ rural life. “As far as I'm concerned, I have no in&ention

~.

. of ﬂBVing'to the city. What I see on ™ helps me in my small vrllage life.

/ o ..
The other things don t interestéme.“ This | indicates that he was aware of the_,

. ,u

other~(urban?) TV messages. VA thif% believed that TPT was’ deSigned mostly

for the farmer. 4%&...Howpver,-if we have business in the city, such as Sif‘ﬂ
- ’ 4 * A - : ‘:s -

o applying for an ID cqu TPT terfsfus/how to do it.ﬂ (mhe respondent'is”

‘ ‘ . Lv\ - ’ .._. ) . 2 “.\' . A .
S = o
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‘broadcast _in 1975, ) -m‘ o "'.Z' . .\~*.-' ,“" Qg.' . jgf.d;

> .. p ~ . ' - 2

' 7.5-2- Urban versus rural effect _ R S ;]'_- .d

o~ . -~
. . . N .

L3

) graphs of thls Sectlon (7 5 ), we, flnd that the contrastlng perceptlons
. - . ) \-; . l,? f : k .

. ) ' - ‘ ‘
seemed / Flrst, thef responses to

’ . . S ‘“" -
. . .

l

' 1mp11ed dlrectlon of the questlons wordlng.z Apparently the respondents pre

= o < ‘e
~ e

. .}'. ’, N
se the 1mprovement of rural 11v1ng oondl— .
. . & ;'., kS 3 . . ’ vy

w - N : -
: tlons durlng a maxlmum of one hdhr per week. On the other hand durlng the
. . A | . ,,". EEPI I '. ' S

:,}*remalnlng" 35 hours oﬁ.TV Qrogrammlng the TV screen* lS saturated Wlth "urban"
5‘."-.\"’ :

.

' messages in the form of newsgasts, sérlals, documentarles, etc, An%\there fﬁ

Y S . . : L . -

: 1§'ev1den for example,'ln s;\ti NS 4 2 and 5. 3 6 and in Seya and Yao -

9 the '
41977) that the v11lagers are’ also exﬁbsea - though probably to a 11m1ted

L\ - . w4 ..

degree. to these general RTI programs. Thlrd there 1s the very piau51b1e

T . . . -
.

R
.

| -
: explanatlon tmat the TPT 1ewers do not*thlnk.xhat 11v1ng}11ke c1t$5590p1e

@ i -.4', . . A -
means one has to move to the c1ty - per%aps even the opposrte. If-ln the

. I A
mlhd of the. spectators'"moderﬁ 11v1ng" ls equated wlth "c1ty 11v1ng

':1 modernlzlng thelr own 11v1ng congltlons automatlcally means’followlng the
\ urban model. .1":’. F‘J .-, }f i:’t.- : 9,'3‘f. S §7

K . . ’. N M . . ‘ N ' . ._- . . . ., -‘. A‘l. \ .
'g7,éﬁh; --Vlflage prgbiems and TPT progr&ﬁi ;j_~ :._,‘-;'!- N

“.In ordér to obta1n a better 1é€§\€; what extent the TPT programs were )

.. v

' relevant to~thg v1115gers e asked in the pre- and post-questlonnalres whether

\

: d’what klnd of pioblems e&@sted in the v111ages and whether these problems 131
LN R : i :
, were dealt w1th by the ‘TPT programqmn.., » if) S '-’(;

\‘l ‘ _— . T . 3 _' . . L e - ,l .




i e e
Lo N .. BRI . R

' ‘_‘1 . “ In Sect:Lon 3 2 6.. in the context of the ma.ln development problems

-»
N .. ¢

‘-, -n. ’}-. » - _'\_-

» ;

of~.the 22 sample v:Lllages we d:LstJ,hgu:Lshed already four categor:Les of

N KS <

,\* ~
’ responses t@Quest:Lon 4‘2 (Apx::Ll), each COnta:Ln:Lng 25 percent of the 161
- N . g LR | .

answerslg_: (l) probleng related to water (potable water, wells and :

h
dra:Lnage) ’ (2) prleems re]aated to health (constr.uctlon of a'ﬁ ?ary),

- .
s

(3) prob,lems related to h0us:Lng (stone house constructlon and rezon g),q*

- . Kd

and (4)\ a/d:l.vers;,ty of pr’oblems concernklng 1’.ack of money, lack of 1and

’

- _. i N . R

-v:Lllage access:Lblllty, etc. For a complete llst the reader :Ls>~referred to
1 R . .

N

When we aéked the responden whether the maln problem %had ’ ""_. L

bl

megt\:loned was "treated" on TV (Quest;on 43 Iﬁpr:n.l) 53 percent of them said
' "yes" and 3l perCEnt said. "no" Three percent "d:Ldn't know&.zand l3 percent

~

i : L
dcd not g:Lve an- answer._ Th:Ls could be consxdered an 1nd1cati’6n that for at o
N ™ o

least. half of the TV/TPT audlence, the p"rograms haVe ‘some relevance.- In

January we asked/flrst whether TPT dealt w1th any v:Lllage problem "(Questlon

v -

77), and lf SO, what these problen\s »were. In Apr:Ll t’he order’ was reversed.
. - . .

f1rst/med what the v:Lllage problems <Were .and next whether they wer/e, ‘ ?
L) . Y . . '
déalt w1th on TV. ' The response d:Lstrlhut:Lon to the January, "whether" ques- .
[ : k . B ." .

tlon was almost 1dent1cal to the dlstrlbutlon of ‘the. Apr:.l ,"whethér" ’questxon" '

~ Y

Seven percen?: rema:Lned w:Lthout a response,.B perc;nt "dJ.dn t k.now", 53 per-

- . . Lo~

. _ . o
’ ‘cent said "des" and 3l percent of {e TPT spectators sa:Ld "no" . When ask:Lng

“ ~

. . % 1 )
/-' what the’ v:Lllage ,problemsJ wer ‘(Quest on 70, January) we obta:Lned the responses ‘

eel that thls l:Lst is an ed:Late reflect:Lon of the
. ﬂ .1-
4T programs brojdc‘ast :L‘n the perJ.od 1974 l976. Also

. Y

_ l'isted 'in Tablel 7-9. We
\ ,
naturg and number of

: .8 ! : :
because almost all ’I'PT spectator ment:Lon a problem covered by the TPT programs,'

\ - oy, the

‘'we, can- con¢ ude é;hat many\’rPT programs«vvé:e releVant,fo‘r the spectatoEs.. Whe-v

.‘ 1her noii—spekstg ors do- not watch TV beca(;se the programs ar’e ndt rele_yant to 'C

«wl . K LT /_- “‘_\ . 4« \_) <3 l
the:Lr ?feeds,, we do not know. R t/ i I S ,v, FaeN R

o : : RN _N’p.
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e TABLE 7-9 S ¢
Lo "/J '%4. . . “ ; i v .
Vlllage Problems Dealth With by TPT Accordlng $o Januhry TPT Spectators Ty
RN S e . ) T B Pt '
e s ey e B R ’ :
e o T ; : PR O ) e e . “
e Sk . T ¥ g e, -\f o —
Agriculture (1nc1uding cooperatives and . ‘ ‘ﬂ’*3"¢ . : PR .o
1ivestock rarsmg " _— - .29 ? '
i .y e‘-’ I ¢ - i ' > E -
> . v .
Water'(lncluding water fllters and well ' ' L' LT - oo .
'constrUCtlon) . o A /* - 53 o200
ﬁou51ng REr B . b e 26 3 .14 : '
) C ’ o ) o ’ "‘.,‘/',: R : ' . ' R a
Health and hyglene (1nclud1ng 1atrune o /i R S .-"'
' constructlon) : , /‘WP o 23 N V.
Savings-and budgetingi v . 'l" '.. T 16 . - 9 -
: N ‘. L o N &
: ¥ 1 K ‘“ . : o , , b“ .
Rural’ exodus ST o L &
o X . ) ,\,C.)_' i / “ s Jo o . . .
e . R A B
. // ST | S 1
: N / . . o " ) o L : .
185 - 100 2

Cages -
" school e . ~':’ o
. u . f
Lo d

.Total : DL i
In order to probe somewhat further<§e\asked in Aprll whether

’ L as

aF'not begn covered by..(7 IR

there were other 9ruc1al v1llage problems whlch h
hat/%roblems these ‘were

[
&
AN

the TV/TPT programs (QUesélon 44), ané’lf so,
(Questlon 45). In the responses we agaih observe a large non-re onse cate~-

H
gdry (17 percent), whlch, of cours?, afﬁ?cts the 1nterpretatlon of the resuIts,
_" T Q

Of the 151 persons who gave an answer- 57 percent sa1d "yeSv and 33 percenq'sald

?n “. The dlfferent problems that have.not been treated by TV/TPT are
summarlzed in Table 7- 10. The ﬁlrst left—hand column shows the number of " 1nd1-

' e ¢ I . :
v1dual respondents men;#onlng the problem. \The rlght—hand column classifi -
the responses by the number of v1llages in whfgh at was mentloned When com-

m par1 g Tables 7 94and 7-10 1t ‘can read1 Y be observed thdt there is 1ndeed a
- . ‘ - ~ .‘ "nzih'v. _,.. ‘
_‘ . j—‘ . —.. . .,‘ "'., | o f‘. i
e 7. . .~ 41 88 R ., \) d_*‘». ‘. ‘ ‘\ ( .
' & - T 2
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Number of
v111ages"'

o e . s
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g

. 8t / _’ T \‘«)4
. . . " TABLE 7-10 . e
' ‘Village” Problems Not:Shown on Telévision"ﬂc"
o &s According to April TV Spectators = : T
. ) - o R S J:Qfﬁ”7 v
- S e o ~ Numbey of +*
. ; e L 1nd1v1dua1 -
) . : Y o ' responses -
SR A : Py
No eléctricity L T -
A S . o *e ' T ) \

Neither 'mediqal,center nor,maternity . ';f ' 8

“

No

-No

R -

market

wager

- school -

. "Sub-Prefect"

b ]

No road. S L ] . v ‘T\\/T"s
3 T N . . O o .

Nd.rgzdhing

- Animald—zﬁe@se ' - : ' 1.

-No income earnlng job . : - 1
. Y ° - CL ' : :

No SODERIZ°of"fiqe . N oo . . R \1
~— ) L . . o ' | . ‘ N . |
,No teacher -, :'-}.n SO e

Problem of the. succession of the. - . L

v111age s chlef

% - : .

‘NQ TPT programs

' qu:al. N ' ' o oA
\} S ﬁ o - - .._ b

n the loca

adl .
u:%éw
S in
) \ .
3 . ) .

1 Ql)va. - s

*. The total of 44jvi}1agkjsin Wﬁ}dh a "non-treated"'problem was mentloned,v~ﬂ

3

ST /.L-r -_--"--QHQJE;‘J 76 1o '_i:}; TV v111age were ment;oned.

‘
b

-

3



l;”contrast between the problems which are covered by TPT (JanuarY) and the t e U1~f
: probfems which are not covered (April). However, the_"v1llage problems"'-;}f *;£ff'
in fable 7-10 do not seem to be as approprlate or(adapted a’ subject for -“_:iiﬁré.
i‘ a: TV program as the problems of Table 7 9. ”.; L ’{a‘_ ";fjt" éé;.'lﬁ
. Thus, from the foregoing evidence it can be concluded that.althgdgh ?{‘VF”
! S - : + .
mb;e than half of the TPT or' TV spectators agree that important village. ‘+l\. _
- . » " ~ KEN
“problems are being p;esented and discussed in the TPT/TV progtams,nzhere are o
a large number of probIems whose solution does not lle in_ the sensiticationﬂ
‘or "1nformation" approach of\TPT;3 For-many village problems~other‘input§' - Ei 5
*il 'dlsocio;economic changes ane required in order to sglve them. TPT or TV :: e

L ) , . hE

pro ams could contributé-to a general awareness of ‘these probiams, and -have
' ’ N 1 oe, . .
xprob b ,done‘so especially during the two Water'Series,-but‘the real sQlutions
o . “r P s e . ‘~ R - . B
must be foun in'increasing individual purichase poyer, in fundamental, changes . Yo

) o . v ; . ‘. Ve w . . . . ‘4, . )
- of the soci —econbmrc structureﬂ=1n:massive improvements in the soc1al and _

T ) )
- - : _ X L -
b4
-material 1nfrastru*ture of the rural areas, in short, in. a fundamental re-
~ %‘ « e ’ = - L. ! » T . SRS -
direction of sta:e development pollcies.- N -
¥ . k. . ) . . hl .
g . ? : ) / .. ] -7 , ! - .
R T - o . 3 s ; ! jf- S
. Lo ?d, ‘- ) . vdu S
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The word "vral“ not only means -"real"; but also "truthful" N Thus, the -
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quest\.\asks about "reahlty" as well as “truthfulnes
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)2.- See also Seya and Uao, 1977 : 33. = . . . ', IR

3. - 'I‘wen@—nlne percent of the January TPT spectators repo;:ted that they -?
.. had seen at least one" of these programs (Q 54) . The three programs

. weres; "No Jobs" (ll/l‘7/76),’ "y wams to be a worker (ll/24/76), and
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. R
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v’

'ade.nJ.stered by ifferent researchers.i ‘In the 1n‘stance of one ACRI
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not. one of the respondents repl:Led “both“, and in. the case ‘of another

-« b ' o

' .ACRI nearly evéryone anSWered "both",\we conclude that the researcher
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- . .

b 'varlables dl.d not produce s:.gnlf:Lcant results. We did not flrld that any

performance of the ACRIs. o

. . . T
a .

o

»of the 1ndepe3dent varlables made a d:Lfference in what forc d cho:.ce was

R

'_'made.
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. CHAPTER VIIT
'§ . .. CONCLUSIONS AND. RECOMMENDATIONS

: What conclusionZCan'be drawn from the research'findings presented in
S o _ o .
the - fore901ng chapters’> The pr1nc1pal conclu51on is thatthe Ivorlan Out-

: of-School Educatlonal telev151on progect works, though mlnlmally and

'inefficlently. It also has'the.potential.to”amellorate 1ts operatlons: . the .

- reach oftheIPTprograms-could'be increased in part through'lmproving their

. . . ~T . . i - .
- - . . e - . ! . L}
. . . . .

' form_and their reception. ’ S

. _rﬁ\h\*\',- v S

(_\B.l.‘ | Conclusions- S ' Q,.
oL - - Before making specific recommendations we should keep in mind two

maifi findings: . B . o o v '\, ' - : N
. . o~ ?-.‘. . - . Lo . ._ . ~/,

1. The TPT programs reach only a small segment of ‘the rural adult

o

a

"population. ‘Although the TPT audience is Qery small, 1tlls«d1ff1cult to

-

. ' ' , ! - -
grasp in one or two statlc p1ctures its characterlstics for two reasons:

flrst,uthe audlence is fluid: and not really organlzed 1nto a core of regular .

v1ewers, second, 1t ls/9omposed of dlfferént soc1o—econom1c groups whlch

come to watch TPT.w1th various 1nd1v1dual motlvatlons;g And it 1s not exaggera-

-t1ng to say that a- large part of the TPT aud1ence is not d1rectly 1nterested -
{ﬁﬂ.ln the TPT ‘sessions per se but rather in the TV programs. OnQ can see."TV'
9jfor everybody as really everybody s TV. )

" by thelschool )

\":' T '_2. When comparlng the. TPT attendance data report

:dlrectors w1th natlonal attendance estlmates (Frltz, 1976'and Lenglet and
]

'_McAnany, 1977) we can make the addlta..,\sal conclus:Lon th t th} effective parti-—

«

‘ . ‘

oei atlon in the beg1nn1ng of 1977 ‘has never been so low sxnc the reguIar TPT

broahcasts began 1n October 1974 These f1nd1ngs Suggest that the OSTV
~.<,- \M" . . . ~. .
systemkls presently in a dlfflcult 51tuatlon. However, most é} the problems

.
~

have. exlsted 51nce the beg1nn1ng of TPT programs and have been suff1c1ently
. . °© g . X .x
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: expla1ned~1n the prev1ous reports . Our pufpose in these f1na‘ pages is not L
. N - 5
Y
agaln to give an exhaustlve llst of .Obstacles to the efilcr?ncy of 0STV- but Sl
. Ca. S -
:‘to empha51ze some contradlctlons in the OSTV~system, in its adult educatlonal,_

N
\

'S . : .

methods and 1n the objectlves of 1ts programs. - ) ' ’ , : : ’/

,

‘.t First there are. two conceptlons of adult rural educatgon underlylng

-

“the GSTV project whlch are, as’ the practice shows, 1rreconc111able3 rurals

animatlon and formal educatlon.; On the one hand 0STV has the characterlsths

[ ]

of rural anlmatlon when it stresses the v1llage or’ the farm as the. 51te of

’
-

_1nstructlon and actlon, the anlmator who should serve as'a catalyst of v1llage
development the techﬂlcal vocabulary or know-how, the peasant's'wofld, its

act1v1t1es,v1ts dlfflcultles as a frame ofvreference.' On the othor hand

. OSTV has 1n fact the characterlstlcs of tradltlonal formal educatlon when we

" observe in the Q§TV pract1ce‘the importance of the schoolﬂrhiéh is traditionally

a place of talk rather';han'action, the use of_Primary School Teac%ers as
animators, the‘use of traditional transmissionhof.knowledge, the central govern-

. } ’ . ] . - Y
ment and natlonal development plahs as' a frame of reference. . . ;”

[

. K 1,
. The amblgulty of the OSTV progect is als revealed in the TPT messa&es
| .

where most of the’ t1me a search for adapt1ve solutions is made "in the: pers—

~

,pectlve of 1ntegratlon 1nto the moderntworld W1t?8?t rupﬁure wlth certa1n tra—

a.'

It « -
* - . e 'Y

. L y
dltional values" ‘ - : e

Concernlng thls p01nt we would llke to empha51ze another meortant

©

hfiﬂﬁ;ngj the labk of actlon undertaken as a result of TPT v1ew1ng. The

dlfferent socio-economlc grbups who compose thé TPT audlence have somethlng

3

in- commgn. - the general lack of means whlch prevents most of the peasants
- - ;

j N L ;, ‘ - : N
Quotes from,1976 OSTV documents deallng with TPT objectlves.‘ :




-jincome nor result in?a”gain of prestige for

f-cultural productlon, clean water, better housing, etc.; L

"1977.; In contrast our, flndlngs ~show that the TPT system could be an effectlve'

mgQVernment}policies;

- 8.2. Recommendatlons

- (R) d Reorganlzatlon ‘of TPT programmlng .

EERERES: - B
R S

o

'from undertaklng most actlons. Thérefore it is- not surprlslng to flnd that

. - -
. A : -

-7the 1mpact of TPT is m1n1ma1 in. terms of aetlons for‘v111age development 1n

,".‘J<

.spﬂte of peasants' de51re for better 11v1ng condltlons. But at'the same tlme,'
. . I 4 .

. LI Pl
o S . - : B

’ rural spectators are not 1nterested in actloéf'whlch ne1ther generate cash
h

em-asvwe found in.the case'of
e . Co LA .

health programs.% In contrast, lt can be stated that the TPT programs attaln
. ' e -

fthelr sen51tlzatlon objectlves in terms of retentionjéf TPI themes and adv1ce

."wheﬁ<they deal w1th the 1ssuq§ thag}beople feel are cruc1a1 for . them, agfl—’

PR ~

[ .
e

- v

TPT educatlonal methods and the form of~most TPT messages underllne

L SN P : -

that actlon is not the prlme concern of Out—of*School educatlon~ In the ,

,documents of the OSTV lt becomes ev1dent ‘that the objectlve of actlon ("working

"groups" "collectlve actlon“) progre551ve1y lost support and was’ abandoned 1n

N — .
. . i
? . ?

propaganda instrumentzln.the rural'areas for“sen51tlzlng:peasants to centraL;n_

LY

Y

S

f'_ff The recommendatlons presented here are deduced ffom the survey

,“:reported here.. They suggest that the OSTV, be1ng aware of its p0551b111t1es

: Hand llmitatlons, reorganlze 1ts programmlng and 1ncrease the interest. for and

P S , S v

'the cred;blllty ‘of TPT L j._u.._" '.“uj: L

. n . - B . .
a~ Ce B .-

[

'Recommendation 1: Progfams should ‘be broadcast on time. -MoreoVerL

there‘should be'strict_obserVance of the program.schedule.

e

Recommendation‘Z;' A more eff1c1ent use of T films should be

. SRR
cbtalnadby Sebroadcastlng TPT programs whlch were popula a ong the rural

B LA . ) . S .S

E R . )
L3 ' L ' . P X W



co-187- s S

: ‘ e . . e .
aud1ence. Thls desmre was expressed by many peasants who,hadﬂheard abOut

and/or seen broadcasts such as Warlbana, a program in the cred1t and sav1ng

. .
. ’ .

' ser1es. The reruns should be announced well in advance. '

- d '-v_

Recommendatlon 3. TPT. pr rams should be presented as a.longer ;

. serles in. order to draw people s attentlon ‘to a problem examined from d1fferent

~ . -

perspectlves. A good.example was.the Water Serles.

7 . L
- - N !

Recommendatlon 4z More TPT pr0grams should have

e " o, - .

ThlS appears to have -a greater effect than purely educatll

'f telecasts. We encourage the Out-of School Educatlon Department to. contlnue "z
. - . » . ¢
produc1ng serles such as - SIKATIO, a dramatlzatlon about the problems of the '

‘

rural exodus and urban llfe. .

. Recommendatlon 5-(In the programs the local language or an- Afrlcan

#L French as opposed to a metropolltan French should be used whenever posslble,~ o
-,_‘ l
- .ln order to stlmulate 1nterest and to 1mprove the efflclency of communlcatlon.

' For 1nstance, Senoufo was used in a’ recent ser1es on cattle breedlng., Efforts

1

s in this direction should be cont1nued.

~

’ (B)g. o Increa51ng 1nterest in TPT . :

Recommendatlon 6: A natlonal 1nformatlon campalgn should be

launched to re—afflrm TPT's sen51tlzatlon objectlve, and to- renew the popu—

latlon s 1nterest. Radlo would be .a good means of d1ffuslon for such a
'i campalgn.: It would also prove useful to ga1n the support of the local offl-.
‘ c1als (v111age chlefs and PDCI Secretarles) | 'We cannot stress engugh the
_ neceSSLty of the ch1efs backlng 1f TPT lS to have success in the v111ages.".

Both modern and tradltlonal channels ‘should have c?m%lementary roles.

Recommendatlon 7 . Weekly radlo announcements could 1nform v1llagers

‘—4of;coming programs. Of course, thls would require the regular broadcast of

~ .

;the announced TPTuprograms. ,
. ! N -,;; o




l"to lead group dlscu551ons for adults.'

, about programmlng changes. . e ' ._' S . ' L

‘TPT audience;, Only 1f the last. three recommendatlons can be carrled off w111

“:_programs will rema1n “within the school settlng and that- the Pr1mary School

these recommendatlons to be minimal qnes.— requir}ng
P

‘essentlally Organlzatlonal changes. - We. should not forgetA however, that

1f TPT is, reak}y to’be -an effect1ve catalyst for v111age deyelopment, essen— )
. .

-

t1a1 1mprovements must be made concernang the anlmatlon 1tse1f and- the. i

. 9l . . -
. . ) . ? B r . .
coordlnatlon between the d1fferent cooperat}ng agenc1es. :

e

(©) '-"vReorganization of reception'structur% ' R T S -
: : _Tecep- CEEE S .

- Recommendgtion 8:. The teacheréanimators must be paid in order to

e ° - n Coy
. .

1ncrease the1r w1111ngness to organlze the llstenlng groups.:_. ) 4%

Recommendatlon 9: The an1mators must have speclflc tralnlng
' : ' : , . » . e,
. . ' o ' ’* : - ’. <oy
) _ . C . "
19commendatlon 10- ~The anlmators should rece1ve on t1me the support
. T Co ( - .o
documents for the scheduled TPT programs and should‘be-notlfled in advance.

. s .

..
Y

T )

3
[ 4

Recommendatlon 11: Institutional‘channels ahst be created to -

»

< . . . . A i

coordinate the actions of TPT animators and the field agents of the organiza-

: tlons sponsorlng the TPT programs.

-~

@ o
"ol :

_the llstenlng groups have a chance of be1ng transformed 1nto groups for action.

,In thls chapter, we have con51dered as a g1ven fact that the v1ew1ng of TPT

I

';teachers w1ll contlnue to be the only ones ava11ab1e as TPT an1mators.

R . .

v . - . . . o ) . . X &

As one qan see, our recommendatlons apply essentlaLly to the rural L
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(QUESTION 40 »s_"AppL'mH.E SEULEMENT AUX ENQUETES QUI ONT DES ANIMAUX)- . l

A,qﬁ ':.'- L " o '-,;  L e
-40, A propos ‘de’ vos . animaux, pouvez—vous ndus direr;.....A«'. ) i‘._' "bfA ._-595
: L e "'. - .o K ,:' ‘;_’ - - " ) N - B
ag'; 232-1A S st vous parquez Vbs aninaux TR o :
Ta . 1 . . . . . - . . . .
EA;'EQQ' v si Qoué-les7faites'Qééginerg g R :f =
- E Qu. iy ) s V.
e LI ST | . ' ! L : Y
ST R A T LT
o 223;232.'f ' Si vous: g;;>fa1tes déparasiter . ceL T
- (Yrnon -. . sivous leur donner a manger des déchets nénagers o -
\'“'OUi - 4
.Y () non® - e T
R ”/" (-) non applicable A

2




. i c\_ a.l“'- [\;f' "f‘__,“! 1_:; i,”a.-'-irg = R 7;_;f-?'!

v, TELEUISIGN e L L
41 éinez—vous les GﬂlJSlOﬂS a la télcvlaion? o 4 fﬁ') non- '

B R L Cw o e .o Lo (‘) oyl )

SNy e e L : X

e . . * o -

42, SI NUN,pPUEQUOl? 'oao;_oo!0_;!00.04'_00",‘700.00:00-00oao'oo.ooo.'olooco';o »....‘.;..l gf&’?. \

. R : N - Lo _ o ‘ T e
’ ooaoo'oooo‘n‘aooaooaoaoo.ootoao-ooa:o'g.odaoo.'ooao?’_{)oaonoOotovtoutooooaoda%-oQo:"f
. T, Voo T . * . ) ' ' . h o . ‘ Q . . *44. LR : R -
T S Y - SEESPPLE
20 T(FIN DU QUESIIONNAIRE POUR CEUX QUI ONT REPONDU NON A LA QUESTION 41) :
- v - - P ) . . = - 4 N . - - . /D . : . '.*7 .
SR Lo S U SN o, .
 43. «SI 0UI,’ est—ce que uous sqfuez les:ém1881onq tre ‘souvsnt, de tehga_en temps,
'\’ou pres \‘Jamals? ” e o ; .-
‘ e Tl ‘ g L ( ) tres soU\/ent ."\4 . . !
I o ( ) dé temps en’ temp: S - ) ,
')i E f'233»~ o ",T A « - (') prestue jamais . @

_ i o , _ _ o
- 44, QU suivez-vous les émissions’ télévisuelles? .

\a‘l'école""l

/\'A f‘\o - ‘

() 3
f - P
B ) l,:»_'-;.": T o T o ’ ) chez VOUS
T B ) %hez quelqu'un d'autre
S | | .
45 Quelles sortes d'ém1851ons regardez—vous? o .

e 4a S () "Midi Nagazlne". o R S . _
' ' () "Telé Actpaliter o o

,(u)\"NouVelles du ”aYS" - |
 c( ) émlssion rellgleusa : . | . SR o
-(');varletés locales ("au vlllage ce ‘soir," "mensongc dfuq’fiiﬁil—,,;
> j(é)'varlétés 1nternat10nales : . ,. .‘\ LT | .. :
-.‘(1):feu1lleton ("le Saint, " "Kogak " "Colombo " "H ua1l~F1ve-U n "NBYa")
() sport (bahon, catch bo%e, "sport panorama") . | .
- ( )i"Télé pGur TOQS" L J'i.. = - J
5 Veomment ca vagh e .-.‘j.f"J}' ‘4 |
f_(() VCuisinelper Toflsm ;’ S ' -
"'(b) "F?Uteu1l blanc" co iﬂ_ e ' o
(') "Témoins de notre temps" o ‘_W\v) B
—_— (- ) cinéma (longs métrages) . - | )
s l(-)‘documdétalros ("les grandes batailles du passé," “Anerl‘a " ete,)
) autre ...,......,...et:..;-....}.....,....,,..

v ot ° .Z’.. _ B [ ’ ‘ N
f'_46" Quelles autres 6missions aimeriez-yous T8QaRdEr? sesesescecscersocsssotasses -

f .....'.’.._,....'.?...‘,’.....4.{.._...._.{...."..:'..‘..:.-;:;'-..2._._1-_'4.'7....‘.-........67..5...4 ceee

E;BJ!;‘. B o B SR _ : L




47. A quoi sert lavﬁélévisiqn? f' ()& dlstralre T _. wg I R -{&
. . . ) X B : . . !

A - I NS -

. - - -15) éﬁlnstruire les erifants ‘ L , A_f
3 S L “( ) a instrULre C@n général) T el
, ' () lnstrULri et a distraire '": S .§
1 - ,'h.i . ) ( ) :d aytro phose .l.......I;....... ...I.?..II..\Q—J
| L 3 ( );Qe sais pas . Do e . S !
& by r K 2, b . . a ' .
v - ., k N /\ . Y .

- : I . B I SN
- 48, QQel§fjoprs su vez—vdUS les émissions télevisupllesq R " &;_ o f,i

gt o *( ) lundi. Y o L

‘mardi - T N S S T w

dimanche

()
; r?, - ' (Qmmmmwi A - 1“t' o
| i;-f-- R ; '.T. 7 5 | ¢) Jeudi :\%—_fp o ; :. :. - |  ~: .
T o . ) vendredi ;  E L . RN
| ;9 i B ' L - ( ) samedi L S SRR _;,; :
.‘b:u‘ ( ) ok - ] ) / .
()

.;;fg e T  Qf: . _?: selon 1 évenement (match etc ) .
ST = : LS

Q.‘

49, Savez~vous que le mercredl et le vendredl a,par ir de 20 H1y 1'd‘cé«le\l;l'sa.on de
‘1t'école. présente des émissions appelées TELE PO TOUS SU*VleS de dlSCUSSLGﬂ '
spécialement pour vous, villageoi®?’ s

. —
ot

o e ) non :::: R _ . _

- f 4
PN "N o
(51 NON, DITES—LE—LUI ET POURSUIURE L'ENQUETE)
- 50, SI ouL, ass:.stez-—vous 3. ces émssmns, TELE POUR TOUS, mamtenant? _
R .;;- _ ( ) non. L R
; o ( ) oui _ L =
‘51, _5I NON, est-ce que ‘vous y-avez assisté auparavant? = . ( ) non -
) S ' C - R BT ”’ ( ) ou1 . ;i'
-(SI-LE SUJET REP_DND QUI A LA QUESTION 50, POSEZ~LUL-LA dqésnom-suwhmc) o
o o oo ] S - ..' . . ! . ) . NS

Tt

52, Combien de fcis par mois ass:stez—vous a ces éﬁlsSith,-TELE POUR TOUS?(V” —_—
| | ()1 fois par mois f_g' o }1 B P

‘"
.

() 2 fois par.méis * - | |
()3-4 fois par mois . ° AR e o

: ( ‘) chaque fois qu! telles ont 1ieu
) (A)‘,autre qc,cccchc-QccqlII:IQ'IQQIOQIIIQI'QQQQQQQ .
ﬂ.r.g'wll‘- .- .




o . _ L B D - P
53,' pUUquUi<ﬂ'aSSiStCZ‘UDUo pas (plua)faui émissioﬁs; TELE POUR TOUS? Co .

;,
—

)sJe n'ai pas le tenps > : o T e

'(‘)‘JB suis: fatlgué du - avall do la- Journée - T e _
f',_ ( ) Je‘he comprends pas: le frangais _; .ﬁyw .&_- s o N T;. ) gv s
.,’ () est du barratln ) Ces RS e
f?gﬁ.;‘,( ) clest de: la sorcollerle R o ' e, éf;
DY ¢ )_la téléViSlOﬂ pervertlt les moeurs' R S, s
}~:;ﬂ () lvécole clest le domalno des enfants | .
.7(‘b_c'est pour les, Jegnes ? S i, ’ﬁ o L.\. o ::k
f, . ¢ )Tc est_pour les hommes v ,*‘> .b _,.". . jf -
T () ctest pour les citadins ot S , VAN .
( 3'giest pour ceux qui n'ont rien & falre ‘ \., __:'f.;ﬁﬁ T
- ) c'est une perte de temps _ _ | A .
- .( ) mon mari ne mty autorlse pas . S T s ‘ .
'(')‘JB ntaime pas les questions que pose. l‘anlnateur apres 1 émlssion .
' -(f)'l’anlmateur nous empéche de suivrd les ém15510ns su1vantes Y la télovisiqn
: (s)'J'ai des problemes avec l'anlmateur . _.' R - o
( j“il y a tout le temps des palabres S T L /, o
()1a télévision n'apprend-pas s parler le frangais. . - » _
‘_J¢(=) jtaurais voulu que ce spit en dialecte: quel dlalncte? ........ﬂ..;.;.:..}.}..
-&'_ (,)_de toute fagon par manque de moyens Je ne pourrals pas- prathuer les consells_
j (.) L'horaire ne ‘me convient pas . -_'1"' . - b
() 1es jours mercredi. et Vendredi ne me. convmenncnt pas’ ’
f(_h’);:autre ......
.  ~ ( )_ne sais pas . : 'Z S ”i; B 5 v
S : . L i _ _E s ‘
SR (51 LE SUJET N‘ASSISTE PAS DU TUUT AUX EMISSIONS TELE POUR TDUS,
&{* T ST C'EST LA" FIN- DU QUESTIDNNAIRE) SR S
H54;i De quol parlent les ém15510ns TELE POUR TDUS que vous avez vues°
: N ' o (').agrlculture (cooperatlves, CIDT, café) _
. ( )'problemes de l'eau, filtres, etc, ‘ _31; o
RS . ' “(s)"préVOlr les dépenses, épargne, "Koutou Kouakou" S
. o (mebita - 7
N ;n .(M).santé hyglene, nutrltlon 4& ; L R ;hv
o - _(')lmétlers, travail ' | L
[_°’, _ - () autre- .. ’
- cdt , (:)-aut#e,;...J;,:,}g.....;...;a..i.. . i ,

216, - -

Qaue7-unua d'auance le SU]Bt de chaoue émission. de TELE POUR ToOUS? . RS non




564"

57,

. 587

59, -

-.SD._1Pranaz-vous la parole pendant ces discussiong tras souvent, qualquafois, ou- Jama,s7

| 6’1

'discus31oﬁs. Est-ce qu allas vous intéressant en -génagt *al? .

ESI NON pourqu01? -

( ) parCB qUT\ooccccoocoooococooooo;oc'oodococ000000‘001000000000 ’ o n: )

- () par un 6ldve

2 RV ~feqe, L0
'. " . ,‘-'. . . ) . . A} . . ) ‘ . . . ' . . . . {b,)
SI 0OUI, commaAnt? . ' T : : . : :

RN 'y ) par un maitra o o - R e e
. A .-par une autorlté du V1llaga". o ':'y(ﬁ v //ff, L J
\f, ’ ap la radlo ~ T '. ‘ S ) .
T autre R R P
7] @ ‘ ' <

Immédiatamant apres emlssions TELE POUR TOUS l’anlmateur angaga das

-~
K4

-

: () non : {,)), _ \

() e n'y suis pas habitué o L o o .
( ) elles font perdre du temps o :“ " o ”""',_7 S R o
'( ) 6lles nous ampéchant ‘de voir las~ém1831ons suivantas E 1la téléviSLOn o

) Je neApaux pas contester ce que la taléviéion ou l'anlmateu; m'enSaigne
LN

e
-

.

ST ouz, ou1, poutquoi? S

( ) parca qu'allas précisant cartainas notions 3

( ) parca qu'allas nous donnent 1'occasion da prendre la parola g
( ) parce qUB 000.00000000000010000.0000000000000000’.000'000.0.0000.0 (

//A ' ( ) tras souvant j".\af y - __‘-- R
' ey . ) o 5 ' )
: .‘ ( ) quelque?ois S ~£‘

. . ( ) Jamais S : ;;; o i‘.;"'7 N T
¥ '.v_\ . - n . . . ‘ R T L .7
" ": B » i . . .. . ». . ‘ \. . ’-: . . N - . ‘\\‘ . N :— .
BENEFICES el e Lo .‘f OIS SR
A qui ast-ce qua TELE POUR TOUS proflta? ()3 tout le’ monda ' A e
’ o - o . o () a2 quelquas—uns saulamant e
coe oo o () ﬁrvous~méma-
A o R - () a parsonné . - o
'..\:’?'1 :._/. -‘: Co : o EON ’ " - - T R \ ‘_- . :
(SI LA REPDNSE EST "a quoLques-uns sau&emant,", - IR
, i e possz LES oeux QUESTIONS SUIUANTES) X L
.. N ..’\i / ‘ )




~ . . )

e _ . e : , “ SR : oo B
2 62¢ A QUL PTECISEMENET vueeeseunnoaoesssnsnesnnssssoseonnocesssnevses o
3 it e o 'L,( .b.- A a :
*63£ “Poyrquoi & qu7f;;.,...iz;,.....;......,..;...;;....;....,.,.;,.s;,...g
:,;,;;%:ﬁ;........,,...f,....;.;,.......;.;.g..,?...;....}:;{.a,-.,\;l..'“_4
 §7',ff" (QUESTIUN 648 IL EsT NECESSAIRE DlAMENER LE SQ};}’A CHOISIR - )
T | UNE DES 4 POSSIBILITES POUR CHAQUE LIGNE) R B
3 ’ La
A DU e T
‘644 TELE POUR TDUS profite qurtbgt-é‘qpi? : Jlﬂ B . \i‘ .
I; () Speciateups ' (")‘qon LT '(.)Alés deux ( ) ne sais pas )
S . .~ 7. gpectateurs . SRR L
() lettrés () illettrés ( ) lez deux - (<) ne sals pas’ i
'?‘(ﬂ)ﬁﬁieﬁkf;'f ( ) jeunes ( ) les deux _.iQ;)}ne.éaié.pas*»;;'i o
() femmes - () hommes . (‘)eles deux ( )ne sais.pas - -
.j.('j_ridhgs_' . '.(g) pauyrés' S 0) les deﬁx":~(5) ne sals pas’ .
©().villageois . (°) citadins () les s deux - ( ) 'fle sdis pas
() tout 18 ° - () individu' ( ) les deﬁx}5 ‘(fﬁgﬁéwéais.pés'
s yillage* o : L ) '
(REGQRDEZ LE NUWBRE ‘DE FUIS QUE LE SUJET.A REPUNDU "185 CEJX "
-L;;.=. PUUR CHAQUE FUIS PUaEZ LA QUESTIUN AU SUJET: "Conment Justlflez-
.»;  S © . .vous que TELE PUUR Tous proflte aux - deux?")' Ll - “ ;15
T < _.;.,...1...,..;,..:,Eli.,a.....1;..,,...-,,.4-.{-...f....J,.,.., -

..,.-,p.i.---;..yh..-.-ffno.--.-.-.-}-.-oo-lnnigo0il1mn..-¢i0.! T
o o-td;.--;-{qi-ntao'{-i--onnnnnnip---.#bwii-..i.-mmoﬁnonotncgni.
e Wﬂ_l-» IR 6 . . .- -

oibo&pnom‘o‘-%nt‘--.o}-b}--00.--onqp-nO‘.-19-ofo;b@.-Onongi;obq
RPN R - i . w . . .

- . ’ P .
..........'.’.Q.._..'_......."_‘Q..J.......-........\......'..-........,‘*

% { . - o ] IR C ] ) . . oo . . . . . . . . . . -
" . .

g .m...’.c.o-o’-fnffo.co-o-;nooOo-:-wono!.--fo?n-pnnon,ot-gnjo-o’ Af\-
O (51 PUUR LE SUJET CZ SONT LES JEUNES, QUI PRUFITENT IR
o o '”r, F,j DE TELE: PUUR Tous, POSEZ LA QUESTIUN 66), - .
v, - . . ) -.‘ ] .

“LGG Pourqu01 est—ce que ce uont ‘les Jeunes qui profltent de TELE PEUR TUUS?

2 s ( ) parce qu'lls orit la Porce phy51que pour falre aes trauaux _

) s ( ) parce qutils’ alment la Vle moderne .
& ( ) parce quoklos gouno& ont’ envle d'aller en ville R .
) ( ) parce que 1tayehir- est A eux ' ’ ' ";

( ) autr@ .:......-0-..--.-.0-0,.400;-ql-..--.-.00.-.-....0-.0.- . ‘i ) N k

.“‘ o ~ »l P - ‘ a . . _. . R

; 57. A Votra avis, TELE PUUR TUUS améne plutﬁt les S}QQBS as organiser sur. place
‘ au Village, ou a allor en VlllB _ o ' S
.- ] - N

[Kc i | e | "

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC



68,

' 69,

;-70;P

T3¢

‘Estece que TELE POUR

'Pensez-VOus que lBSLconseils donhés

e T 12

Jusqu a maintenant, est-ce quu TELE POUR TOUS a permls aux Jeunes d'apprendru

un métier? _ o B o . o | f; :
. - () non © 'f o -J." o :
. - .v: R “ ()out U . . L - t.i”: L
v : . '( ) né_ _Sais‘vplas. ! . ) 4

(ST LA REPONSE'EST NON, POSEZ LA QUESTION 69): .-
TOUS devrait apprehdreiaux jeupes un méfier?f
., ()non_- : :

B ()

oui
.né"sais'pas
Est—ce que TELE POUR TOUS apprend .v;Ure commé‘leé,geﬁs deOla ville?-

3

) non |
y OQ13" e
3 T |

ne.séis pa§_
(ST LE SUJET REPOND “oui" OU "non," FAITES,EXPLIQUEROCONMENFS R
. ’ Wik, S
N e

Comment? -...-.'.ooooo._.o'oo.oooio.;_._..o,o.'o,oo.oo-.o_.'..ooo'o..o...ooo"o..'.oo.o.o....o-

[ ’ . . . T s e .

0'0.&...;‘.'0.‘.0.0ooooooo;lotl....ioo.,......0..i'...m...'..b.“....t........ ? e
. \ s . o . A, . -

-
1
i

PR

TELE POUR TOUS vous nnt aidé dans uneg action?
(¢)pon " |

C ( ) oui ‘j@ L

T . A

s’

SI UUI, quelle est CéttB a‘C‘tiOf.]? XEXE oL.-o o“\o"'.-'. . . es0escsace .o.'o"o jc’-._. .o o_; s eee X

e

. B - . R X . . v
. B . . . ; . e . y
. ......,.............I......I......-....,.O.-_‘.........I....!..........‘..........'

L4

' 7;\\ A votre av;s, qu1 faiﬁ TELE POUR TOUS? P ; .}“- o L S lJ’

() le gouVernement
() les blancs . I L
( ) Ies maitres (Educatlon Nationala)

( ) aUtre ..........’................’.........
- "..¥k13' ..(.) ne qais pas.fi y

Ce que vous voyez a TELE POUR TOUS, est-ce que ‘© sst vrai ou est-ca que c‘est fauxt
' ' ) clest faux ' '
( ) c'est vréI iy

-~

A




TN S k-
76'”‘pourQHOi?"*"f"‘"""'F"""---;p--.;;...,.....,;,;;.ﬁ..l;;.’.,..‘ .
! . : ’ . o R R S .
ea®e0 e ’».'..’ a'e e . f etscsseecsae ? ’ [} . ee f scae ¢vq aee ’.. cescscgcanse .;;_. ceese s ceee

. Is
-

77. Est—ce que les mémes probIemes qul ex1stent'dans votra VLllage ont 6té
: abordés -dans une émlss;on TELE POUR TOUS?

TR _.: - ) ( ) non - I ., L Ca
( ) oui )
B o S ( ) ne. sais pas

(s1 LA7REPUN§E_E5T.ﬂoui,U passz,LA QUESTION 78)

,,78;":Quels SOnt.éesquoblémes? .-;-;uuuquau,c-;cqugyuuoouu-&-ococf;-oQO-@;c;

} . R . e - E .
-.'.I..III.I..‘..II.I.‘..III.I.I.!IQI.I.I.Q.I‘C...III.I....I'.I.....I.[.

PRI : ' ' - ’ ’ . “ .
'f?g. fcltez quelques COﬂSEllS donnes par TELE PUUR TUUS._...............-.......

- <
...II¢...IQ0.0II¢.¢.¢¢..¢¢...¢I..IOcI.c.IIOOCCIIIQOQOIOIIQOCQIO.!...‘!.O..

.z.....o.u...u.ocu.uu!.uyccuuu¢Q.00..l.¢.¢¢q¢.¢¢uoococou..!u.!uq..q.'...!.C
. - . .
e

'_ BQ.'-Est-ce que VOUS avez vous-méne appllqué un de ces oonsells? v';

S L | ‘ () non
“ _y . - ( ).ogi

<
' .

.81.  SI NDN‘ pOerUCi? .-o¢;;moo-duuo;cﬁoo§5;§ut{¢o¢.;;.uocfuocso.;.;ucﬁohObcu;_

e

. - . . . . . N
' . . . .

Béb"SI:UUT,‘lgquei7:;.;..5.1;;.-.9;..,;;(oo...o;.;}...;...;....;--a;-c....;;qq
83. rp0UquDi? ..1.(00;.ng¢¢;cco¢o.oodo¢¢;o@¢;uo¢¢.;oo;obobfo..;;;,;oo;ocbo.gi

(FIN DY QUESTIONNAIRE)

b Y ‘ ) . o !

600'.000.00@0.5.6-0.-..¢¢.i¢1.o.¢¢.¢.cbciocqo.ooouocqol....bu.cmn.é..‘o.;.:"'



“ POUR LES VILLAGES SANS. LA TELE ,K;_ S U,

feieviston . . . B
1g. Avéi-vbus'enteﬁdu parler-de 14 télévision? : ,,(l) non
. L - | () oui

I

 (SI LA REPONSE EST wnon," ‘LE QUESTIONNAIRE EST FINI)

2. SI QUL suivez-vaus lgs énissions 3 la télévision?z - (

. (31 NON,_PQSEZ LA quSTIQN 8) -
.3+ SI DUI, regardez-vous les émmssmons 3 la télévmsmon tres SOUVBnt de temps
en temps, ‘ou presque. Jamais? P .

&

() trés souVent
() de temps en temps

[

() presque‘Jamais

' 4;- Uu SUlVBZ-VOus les émiss;ons a. 1a télévmsmon? . b
'_' B (') dans le village voxsmn Co
? ( ) en VLlle . o
. 5, Quels jbﬁrs«suivez-vous les émiésiona télévisuelles? - & B
R | ) et e
4 () mardi ' ‘. ' ' - v
f\‘l"‘ . ( ) merrt‘edi . l. . .
: - | () Jeudt - ,
. L ( );VBndredi H
() samedi
(j)“dlmanche ) _
_ ’ .( ) selon l'évenement (match, etc )
; lﬁ@ . . .
- ' 232?1




‘ll_ 46;‘ Quelles sortus d‘amissions regardoz-vous? iAu; o ' " . fo_'s

' o (:)i"midi NagaZlne" . ‘ B ' o
"Télé Actualité"- . ,
"Nouvelles du, pays" i
ém1581on rallglausaA - s ,

variétés locales ("au v1llags ce soir," “mensongo dlun solr," atc, )

variétés Jﬁtarnatlonales'

fau1llaton ("le Saint, " "Kogak " "Colombo n "Hawa11-F1va~0 " pMaya," otc

£

- sport (balon, catch, boxe, "sport panorama," etc.) s
) "Télé pour Tous", ) B o h :
" Comment  ga. va?" . o |
"Cuisine' pour. Tous“ '? 4'4‘
Y "Fauteuil - blanc" A ‘
"Témolns de notre temps" _ Af
: b cinéma (longs métrages) C o )
‘documentaires’ ("les grandes batalllos du passé " “Amerlca,"‘etc )
& 4

T e s N S S S S S N S S S N S

‘aUtI‘e ..I...........................................'..4 1

N . : : * - - M .
AN N AN AN PN SN PN SN N N N ~

7.~AQUellas;autras'émissions aimeriez—qous-fsgarder? feeeviveentseniesdesenens
-,..;.;}.;,;..g;;f.;.;k,...,;.,.,..;{.....;;;...;Q.;g;.....ﬁ;.a.:..,......;,
'5511....;.£.,1..q.....J...;-,....r;...1..~,,,;J.....;.s...;;;..'......gg.q-

! e o : , M
: . C o ~ : |
8. A quoi sert la télévision? "y.a' distraire

T B R A
S o

>
w’

instruire les enfants,

ml

ihstroirar(en oénéral)

x‘b,

instruira et ‘a distralra

é aUtre ChOSS .ooo.o.oooooooooooo.ooo.oo.o.o

Y’ v_'v g
,m'

"
(
(

o

‘ne sais pas

. .(FIN DU QUESTIONNAIRE) ' = g S




STERE DE L'ENSEIGNEMENT PRINAIRE o ‘A'PPE_NDIx‘ B
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MY
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

x “.x .
B o - ¥ A
Club ou. acsociation o
T L T L %
:Membre d'un grouge de jeunes et/ou d'un mouvement de ' R
. . - LR * ) . ) . ; 8 .
-« ' coopérative, GVC () non {.} oui i B :
Activifé'proFéssiohneila princjbale_ ol < . ’
U ) p;auteur - cultivateur (production pour la venta)
() culuivatcur (procuctlon pour autc-con,ommatlon] ¢
) mena”ere _ i
. Lt ] manoauv u.¢OUVFIOP chauffaur, petit ccmmergant
03 fonctlonnalrc, cdﬁfi s, égent_de terrain . . N
[_] tran porteur ‘ s . ’
{) arti%ar [fallleur ncnu151er. sculpteur, pctler...]-
() (gros] Pommergdnt L _
R . - f, * !
'[~] sans‘emploi v
,-‘q? .‘. L4 V‘ ,
Revenu annuel - . _ .
. _Qupe f101eo ,Enéadremer‘ Poids| Apport
o en ha par Azents| Fingrcier
Café >
 Cacqb
Riz . ) - |-
Coton :
) — * g/ 4
Tubsrcule : .
Banane . v
Céréales - o | )
Arachide .
Légumes. . ) ) '
Elevage \ o BRI
e . B \
‘Autres types'qé‘Eevaqu :. a s o
R S )
- 22-- Total ¢ g
234  oAk .
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23.

‘24,

¢ . e

18, Nembre de pexsonnes é chargu, Y comoris 1’ enquutu ?
' ‘4............... personnes
:119. 'Revenu moyen par téte . : e
; o A ; ~
sotal [question 17) di v1g5 Har le nombre de personnes
a charbe (question 18) .............}..;t
"ELEVAGE L E
‘;20.‘~Est-ce que vous avez des animaux [poulets. cabris. moutons.j
- boeufs. etc’) S C)mon -7 () oud
| o o o |
21. Est-ce ‘que vous aviez das animaux au‘mois de janvier lorsque
' "notre Cquipe est Dasqwe par ici ? ,
' € non ()oui - -~
22. Si”les réponses’aux questions 20 et Z1 pe.sont pas les mémes.7

N ' dmandez 10 I‘;';Iisqn.v du ‘Cha‘ngeme'nt e ae n.- s e -_- c_‘n n_l'.o TEEE) . o- LR R

QI,-...I...‘....II'Illl.l..ll‘....l."..i.l.lllq.l‘..l.l..'.l.‘.llllll“‘
. . - . . 3
-,

.llll‘lll'll.lilllg.l..ll‘.l....l"....."I.'COI‘.II.Ill..ll'l.l.ll.‘l,

a.

N ‘
Pour votre élevage. utes vouJ encadré par un agent de la SDDEPRA ?
. ' ( ) non " - () oui

;Si.NQN,'pouquoi né pratiguez-vous pas 1'élevage modérhe.? i

manque de moyens
pa;'de vocation . | o _ : -

trop faii"Uﬁnt

pas. d* ancadrement‘:' ) o
pas de:main dfoeuvgis : e

aUtI‘E: ;llll‘._l...i. .‘....‘.!...'.';'..‘.‘..‘.....,

)
)
) i pas assez lucratif S ;.;_
)
)
)
)

ne sait_pas

@

(Consigne : Si OUI, . se rbporter & la Fin du quostionnaire. D la -

- part.e intituléa "Pour les e.ncaurr's .DODLPRABZO 1 e

- .
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INITIATIVES - . . .
T o ) 3
25, " Dans votre cas, qui prend 1'initiative de la réalisation des projets
suivants ?}4‘§.j S |

vous-mdme .. . -
. , xp

4

- a—ﬁ}

: .'25A.4Conatructioh!d’Une.haisbh

)
) parents
)
)

i . - p
\ conjoint ;
::’ S . ¢ autre'---_n-‘:----‘.n--‘--'-----‘.--o.
. 4| . 19 . t. P .
- ' : - e JRES
. ’ a,

- 25B. Elevage moderns . = . vous-méme ¢

)
. v ( ) parents " ,
. o ) cod&baht
d ) ) autre .;,....{:t.....i.;.:;....
° X . .

‘vous-méme

‘: ZSERiCréationld'Uné plahtation

] . .
) ’ ') parents ' o R T
* h )‘conjointl

e

-

i% o jf1 xl;5u

250.- Création de ccopérative ‘vous-méme

-
parents

conjoint * © ..

D S " )

aUtI‘e Ssasessssonsns --4':/'-:‘.‘-

Lt y - . S . , . \.‘ :
. o . . ;’— - \.»=~'-_ N . . . i ] C c o
26, RQuel p?qjaﬁ,ppuvez-vous.reallsepxtout_seull? T T S

3
.on‘n-o.ln-.v..‘.Tﬁ.'o-n}nn-no-o--.n.“----.nn-_-_n-n-.-v-n'n-nn..‘--nvn'.“‘.-nnn'nnbcilnn
i.ocoo.n.o..-"-..--n--_.-n-n-a‘----nca-.-n'.-ni--o...---'--nn-j--,"o_.'nn:-'i'.'i';-‘u--'

. . | : . : 7 - . L . L
e . E oy ‘ - e - e
o -~ .

TELEVISTON G T -
27. Suivez-vous -des fmissions 3 la tels dépuis'janvier 77 ?

o ]'nqnf () oui. #'{ st

) autre tyesicicenaveneniiiasha]




28.

- 32.

'Y

4

Si NON, pourquod. E ,
() jen ai e pas ’ia v ) o
) () -je n'od pas 1€ temps 3;
_f." ) oroolﬂmcs avac un ou lus maltres { P
[ ]autl‘e .: Cl.IICIICIII.,O.C.!IIOO:I..OII.'C ’ Q

[Consigne ‘in du qucstlcnra¢re pour ceux qui onf rrpondu NOM
a la question 47, sauf pour CbUK qu1 qont enCadrFs par 1a SUBEPRA]

.

Si DUI. est -CB gue denuig janvmer 77 -vous su1vez les umi,sion, tres

souvent; de temps en tenp S, pu presque jamais ?

. ——te., A -
}' ] . L. .
v & Ny trés gouvent~'~~y
g%. (']i’e'*.f:u-ed temps © !
: () presque jamais ! _
‘ e
DD suiv§z-VoUs'le3 émissions téiémisuelles ?
(}altécole - S O
) chez vous ' e E
) chez qunlqu un d autre . ,_-" o S ¢

- 31, Si‘vdhs'suivez les énissions & 1l'¢cole, qudlé.jouns v allez-Vous 7
TR » - VS R '

7/
-

) lundi ' '_ o o L e - ;

') mercredi - .f' o &
i‘jeudi.' : :_ E ._ o .

') ‘vendredi - B

) samedi

BE dimanche L

N . o
4—\\4—\4—\#\:\\4—\-4—\'3—\

) sclon-l'wVanment (match. etc.) o

L ]

‘Quelles sortes d’&nissions regardez-vous ?

() TPT sgulement »
) TPT et RTT Nationale = A

‘k . CYRII geulanent 5.1 ' o ;ﬁ

() ne sait pas .. ' 5 e
o . . < &G

oo
TN

I
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v . [
¢
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- 33. Depuis janvier 1977, la t51&.a traité plusieurs sujets. Est-ce gue
vous Vous souvenez d'avcir vu des €missions SUT ceessesssnasans .
" N - - ® to ' . ’ v

N T

Elevage = - o () non; ),801 () nsp

- SIKATIO - ()oron C(Joui () nsp
-Education des jeunes ' ()onon . )oui () nsp

. Habitat - R U ronen () oui () nsp

¢

Artisans, artistes _'f ( J.hon”

-~
PR

oui

Fau filtric . | o J"ndn: ( ) oui

G
. . Epargne(Tianlo, CHDA)- . ) onon (") .oui () nsp’
. Réponses aux questicns . () non () oui . () nsp’
S . Bilan et souhaits (regortage (') mon (') oui - .(") nsp
©+ sur publiés TPT) ) o L
(Consigne : si ‘tnquétté n'a vue aucune de ces émissicrs,
' @gest la:fin duiquestiohnaire, sauf'poq;-ceux,qdi‘sont
encadrés par’ 1a SCDEPRA) -
: . - . %
S

-.-34.. Quels sdirs'sontvgaSSées CES EMISSIONS=13 7 teitenncnecnsansnnnarns
/{ .' ...,,. S ®ant 88 ge’eaafantg - ) ?.-.‘. . -'; a's @ a8 § 6 ae s a .. 68 aa gt afonsres s l..
. . ) . Y : o ) . - '. . . - "t

-~ 35, Depuis‘janvieg, qua st passe-t-il inmdédiatement aprés ces .’
~ émissions 2 o o - .

animation

on rezorde 1'émission suivante

on va 3 la maison- = - T
aUtI‘S H -.-;-'.--v--'..-u‘-:---.--o..,o-.p } . '.,"

(
(
(
(

-

*

228

- —_‘;r»

~




ELBSL”:”'ll y a/Le 1’ 1ﬂ1nation, prene*-vous 1d pdrole nanddnt tes

‘;1scuss*on° : trus scuv arit, quelnue‘nls. ou 13m315 ’

S8 :
( ) tr=s souvent ) N .
’ (G nuelnuefois - ' e
o . . s
f()jawais L e

37, Cepuis janViér 1977, t ce que ces nm*ss*ons vous, ont iﬁcité

v

“ 'a-prendre des dédisiﬁns ? - A ( ) non— ) .oui '_"’.

'38,, Si. OUI qu'est-ce fque vous avez déc dé de §éiré.? tavessieane

] . .
IIII.I.'IIII...:I.l...III.’.III..IIQI..I.IIII.I...'.II..I.I.I.

.
-

ISQ.' Qu'est-ce que vous_évez'déjén$aiﬁk?';.,....;..,.;..}..,;{;;.

- ) .
...-..u.n..n--id.;u.u..uu..&uu.uu.uoo.uupu...uoonoﬂqu.ufxuuf
Lo T . Lt . b k

.e;.-...,..,...,.._;.....,?i.';.;.;.._...‘.'.'.'..,—;_.37._..'.......v.".-...
o= . ."J-' . . . C . | . . .
GD.J'Q@-est~c$'que v&us n'avez pPas Genéor311pu réaliser'?‘;...;..
._._'.........,'..f.'.......f.,_...}a................._......:...;,.Q..;.‘-‘.~v

¢

,41..:PdquUoi ? S o oo o S .

» . ' - ' ‘

) mahque'de moyens finaﬁcierS'} : o
) les vicux font obstructzon

) marquc d' ncadrement

—~ o~ o~ o~

) v

) autrb . .II.j..il.iI.I.AQJl....II..J!.....I.I.

- 42, aniteét,;g problﬁmé principal de vptfe'village ?

=S
]:eéu . ‘
) argent _ o ._ r
) santé |
) habitat - . o
']vtprrJin de uultura : o o f_ﬂ- S -\\
)
)
)

(
(
(
(
(
() route. . . , :3éf)v
(

(

vihicule
autrg ‘:‘v...:;..I.'..‘I';’;.‘I'.II.v.IIl;I.;I;II(I.IO'..II;.. . '
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a4,
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-1: 47 [y

.43,

-

45y

Si0uT,

,questions sy

- : - ! .
’ .- .
. - ’- : ;;.-"- . . o ‘...."
Ce probléme a-t-il &t4 aterdé a la Téie ? -

()rnon - () oui.

Y a;t il d°’ autrns prcblemrs cru01au4 du village qui n alent pas L
été abordés 3 la Tclﬁ '

( ) non ( ) oui-

-
a

‘lesquels ? . h ;f L.

1. -,ilnll-t.lll-l’o-'lllllol-l-l’---l-'t'-llllgn'--_jul---ll--l-c..-.q
. . S . W - .
L R N R R R R R I R N R R I N R N R R N R N N
<,
3-.--’.----r-'m‘n'-n-u‘-u?--.uvru_n“c---l--'u---'--l“-_---‘--'------u.-‘---’-

. _" ).’._ w
(Consignc Pour ceux qui ont FPDDHuU é] la ques 10n a3 qu ils

ont vu des émi 0, posez les

'*'ns sur 1! tlcvage et/ou’ SIKx

De quels anwmaux a- t on pa 14 dans les em15510ns sur 1’ clevarc ?

. poulet'
porc -',f”,'i.j fouT
mouton | v ' |
Eoeufs

autre :

. PR . : . .
S e sses st i sssstssa st antsananertas

(
1
€
(
¢
(

ne sait.pas.

2 ' . * «

fDonnez un conseil hour "haqgg pSche 01t°e dans la question

'precédente.

,
-lu.---.-u-nu-cc-n----ru.---'unn-0-----------u------_-l"------'---"u_-

---.----v---_-.-.a-n---l--d.v'-'-‘----u-----v---,u-qu--‘u_..-_-'}_.'--c------.-

-

@ 8885 8088080800880 ssersEaEteNaEsNIEsengenaasgssssasRAanBsERsa,

C,- . : Lo
---'-'---.------c--ucc-------.-:----;.'.--'--.--,---.-----q_--l------l--.cl"
-.-..‘--;’-n-9-'-.n_.---------n_'-‘---n-.---m---‘--c--_‘---_-v----------.---_'-

b
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® 0 8889 88 88 248 a8 a0 s 60 s & 0 A" 08P as S S 0S8 Qg 4 o 9 a0 8 a8 s L[]
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-7 . . 3 e
ch . = S PY -
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.o § \4’

~ T . . -
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- 48. "Pour chague conseil que vous avgz cité, donnez dus'précisions
"'-.---.'---.---.------..----.---.la_-.-----‘--‘.---.o--'-‘_-v-.'--'s...--....-.- ' . T
v‘,'l.’l_--ll.-.l------.‘.-----’-.--ll.-‘_---cn‘--:--v--l-----.----'----v-.--n...-“-‘,_o'---

.
-.n-.---------t-.-_--l.---(------a--‘------.l--._..-\--.-.-l"-"tn-'--q---,‘-
. - s . 9 . & . .".,‘
. ’oe . . o . N B . a .
LI R O I O R R R R R R R
L.

4§3u.Est ce que les conseils donﬁéé & 1a Télé_sUr 1'slevage squisent -

pour. entrepréndre un élevage moderne 7.

7

0D non “ () oui
" o . ‘ _‘:.\ ) . . . K ¢ ' e
X 50' SiNUNI que faut-il deplUS ? l‘..!.-.--l_;l'-‘-bt;l‘l-l.l‘l.l;ll‘.lagg.

-'Dll'l_-l-------'l--otn"-_---.-.--------n-l-.'-.-n-‘.-l-----i-------'

e . C . o o . .4:"“ ) 50 S

.'lncv---’----.‘-.ln-_-".-'--.--o-----v-i-.---.-'---T--l.--;an_-....-..--l.-l'---'-_--_ o - .
' o . e N . I
Sﬂ;_ Quelles sont les démarches a falre danq le V111age et hors dub EO j_33? _
' fvillage pour 2tre encad & par un agont de ‘la OD;PRA.? o .wl';ﬂ _f e
: _. . . . . . | ._ - e . l(
dans le Village H .........»’...:...;4. llil aa’e -'-'-lo------ --l-.--- --._-.--.‘- [ ]
l.r....-...-‘.l--lnlcc‘-'li-lt.--ll'.r-!:l--l.ll-l.l_--l'-l.-c"cn.'ll-...;-i'-- . - : 51 o
A | S o 1 |
*‘~hDI;S dU Village :';-il’;'.‘.-l-l---c"‘--v-l-'-‘---.l!----:.lllln_..;I.l-... . [l‘ &]/
; -i----‘;---..---c--l-lc--'-ll----.-'---;-:;--'--_;--‘.---l---n-;-’l.---- ._ 52

SIKATIO R R R T
52, PVB’—VOUS vl Un ‘ou Hlucieurs épisodes. da SIKATIO le-féuille'oh;
"hebdomadairo do TPT présertﬁ le vendredi soir. ? '

(‘) oui, plusieurs épisodes - o 7 T o .. T3
- ) oui, un épisode . . ' )

”*[Cstigne : St la'répon e"éstbou*" continuez. Sille sujet n'est -
'\pas sOr 0 dit qu'il ne_ aalt pas, creuser la question; cortinupr

seulenent si le quet eqt au courant du feuilleton)g'




. . - apeEwpIX C

Broadcastlng dates and t1tles of TPT series on anlmal husbandry

~pate . - . mitle
12/3/76° * Hog, raising Sy

"12/17/757; e ”-»Sheep.raising R .
) o ; S

/7777 S e - Chicken raising: -

-1/26/77 leestock ralslng 1n the Ivory Coast

. _ A
- . |

. . "{/
L 2/2/77 . ' -Constructlon of a,pen'or epital'

RS
)

:ﬁexperlmental”

?
) '

)

.Q.‘ )

2/4/77_ Chlcken ralslng (repeat)

27977 | o

: Treatment of the’anlmals

T

.5/18/77 -Marketing of cattle

.
e
.

J6/22/775 _ s .2 > Marketing of eattle_grepeat)- S

Sk s.
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Village Depantment Sub-prefecture Prinaty school ,
T 4 e 1nspectorate Populatlon
T ‘\ R n gl Total’
. Bougousso: %““oQiennéEn”“; ko Gdlemé 462 Bl 979 |
v Toda, a7 T "9; b % L6170

FA

'Paabenefla Béuafhlé‘--v-“ , ‘81nfra . Bouafle "’l. g 2% el

u,‘. oo ' .
Py .t v N ‘ t
RN T Ca

\Yezlnala f Bonddukou‘f ""Bondbnkou. : ,;“.Bon_doukou_ L 46 %1

D0 (paabénéila had 2 TVschool i Aprii w0

o
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" Villages without a TV school in January 1971¢

LIS OF VILLAGES TNCIODED IV WESNBIE

Dlstance in kms.‘-- )

0 nearest tow

0
'-,..‘Nnggpurgue  sowditld Boundiali .vnbnnaiali' G 61 160 60

; L K S

Timbo - Bouake o Prikr0” M'Bahiakro (:435' 400 835 40

9 -

. Vlllages w;th a Iy school in January 1971 .
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difficult:

diteiult

difficult savanna 231
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dlfflcult savanna .

o A

nediun -

easy

~ easy"

' diffialt

' ;foreét“ o

" Region <-\ .

.' savanna -

savamna. ' |
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forest
wooded savanna -
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic
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1006
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APPENDIX'F . . . 1 RO
., The initiators and financers;of'infrastructurai_innovétibhsl
hd . L ) . X ) . . 3 . )

in TV and non-TV villgges

TV villages . . - - Non-TV villages S .Tofal '

‘Initiator Financer Initiator Financer - Initiator Finahcer'
well °. g5 "2 . 5 1 a6

Watertower v ' T T T TR o

P

School ?1;, g . 3 .3 s - 1 [ J. ", 3 6

O T |

'Electricity g C2 -i 2 o .?. '=. - ¥:  2 2

‘Rezoning

'"Cbope:ativé g o3 s s e 3.0 -

Cotal - i g 13 15 -
v 27 . . 1aqae - 8 s .t 3m . 19 (20)
_Legendﬁ g govérnment_édminiéttatibn~ . .
. : L R L 239 o
S e G e e s _‘ ‘%‘_ o (Continued)' o .“ B




\ C ) N - . ASPENDIX F (Cpntinued)

P . . \__l . . . BN

Y

»%BdEQia&al'Villagers-or village'

e -

V. v1llage councrl

intellectuals #l

g + v government and v1llaf
Loy

-There are dlscrepancles between the number of 1n1t1ators and the number

of financers.¢ Thls as, well as the fact that we do not have 1nformatlon

t.about the 1n1t1at1ng and flnan ng of. all 1nnovatlons reflect the dlffl-_

.culty for v1llage ch1efs to recall how certaln v1llage 1mprovements

_were made; R S

Y

ERIC .. R 40

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.-
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APPENDIX G’

The mnstiurgent_deveiopmént problemé in the 22 éample viilages-i'

-

-

' Maternity

jDis?enSﬁiy
Roads § b:idgesJ
7Reiqning'
village-

improvement

-

School completion
and extension

» Becoming a- Sub=

Prefecture

Agricultural
- mechanization
No ' store
¥ : R
No covered
marketplace
" No youth
center .

-No;c00§§;a;iQé -

“Want -extension
cord for TV =
receiver for TPT

Total

.-Water-"mj :§ “f‘j

; 16 TV villages -

N s

)/Tﬁ:

13
9 S ._.”'5.6'
5= . .'31
4 - -ﬂ?j

~ Appendix G -1

(N

N

100%)

xS

T oyq

-. 83:_‘

. 83

50
K

17

17

. 6 Non-TV villages = All 22 villages

v« (N.= 22 =

. 14
10
7

55

11

N

¢

100%)

- ;3.;&§Fﬁgﬁ

64
45 -

23’

18



APPENDIX H
o . R o A
Total number and kind of field agentS'in'the 221§amp1e villages

t

. Y

) '16¥TV Villages Lj o “6;Non—TV Villages » All 22 Viilages
_ (N.= 16 = 100%) (N = 6 = 100%) SN = 22 =.100%).
. o o , = ! : B g

SN s N s N %

'Héalth agents or o : = ’
agents of the =~ . S e L '
"Grandes Endemies" - . 5. 31 . - . . 3 50 . -8 . 36

:CIbT* 3 -i -. E':.”l4 _ :-;25"v ..  : 3j1“ 5o :-ﬂ | .--7 N 33 .
asooEpaat A | :4»-  :7'25. a .2 33 i . : ;6}' 27
smicr . a w1 s o
 $bDERIz ; ﬁ:‘ :- _.‘3 ;" .19- | P él_ .35::' ﬁf:' -i ‘ : ‘23; f
‘ON?; l'if N _' 1 e '1 ‘é__ TR 3 ”1§ 1
‘Agr;eg;ga?e ; T s 19 S Te - s ”eﬁ "14f
”CAITACI'~.- j _.' 2 :_.13_I3 '_'l. - - :' ; 2 . 9
Animal.tractioh ';% : ; _. '-'*;- R ' ' Bl 4—:' . 1 _S“_
SODEPABM_?' R 1 - 'ié o ; S ',;i_ : 5; 
Number of fiéId agéhésléer yi1lage :' ": '; - f.“ .‘_‘i
_&o kgén;“' | 3 "i | 19 - ', B! "; i17‘ ROV 18
fi'agénp B _ ‘1_ ;. 5 : - 31...:_ ;}".-' : ,;v__::.‘ | ;f5” ] 33
2 agents - 3i¢l o3 9, | f'_ i'“- $f 50 e, 27 '
3 agents -. . sf }25”' '.1 | ii - _:+— _ .lf »4'~ ,:18f
-4 ég;;Fs a '_ : —_— »_fq5f S - 7__;_¢ e ; .
S:aggﬁts. ' :_ . -

6 7. 2 - . 9

_é‘agénts'

R L

L
Motal * 16 100 . 6 100 22 _ 100

*‘Identification_of-these agehcies'iSvgiven in Appendix L.

'
"

T : t£3?l£3-




_APPENDIX I’

bi;tripﬂtion of ethnic-groupé in the sample:villagés

-

Non-TV villages - = o - . -

Béugpussd' o - I % -J'Ef .100% -
Fouala 'j}@_:' .y' o _ . e ©100%

ce 4 N e
Niempurgue oo : S . ..7100%
Eéabénéfia S - . ] - 86%

Timbo o 100% . S o e

Yézimala : .’ . o _':"' ._z: .'“' = o C - 1o0%

TV Villages - = .. +
Bibikoréfla - '

wos T Lo
Bouapé | | ' -

fouia»'
Growania | em. - an

Kanaopieu o L .. SOﬁ’ T :- .

xépi . L .. T10% . 87%

ad

‘Kongoti a . 80%

Kouaméziankro N 5%

Niénankaha ¢ .. T 108 - 83%

‘N'zére - - 90%

sapia . - . oo%

Siolakaha . ' ] ) ' T ;f'.  ' flOd%i.'

Tiaha . R S 1008

Torosanguéhi':' ‘ f. o o ' . -'_' H..." . 93%

Rkan. . Bété Dan Lagoon“Méndé_ Sénoufb",Voltaian' _

Len

" 10%
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~ APPENDIX J:

. List-of mainfvillage development pibbleﬁs'as perceiQed‘ 
by ‘the individual respondents (Qﬁastion 42, April)'_:

~

. Water problems-‘ijil"". ‘ ;j . SRR : _ oo r“:J_V
- Water in;géhgrél e : ' '” I -  ) a.;” . és.‘r‘:
‘Coﬁ;tfg?;iéﬁvéf;é'seboﬁdtggblic'w;#lu - f": : :; »'1..f
,‘éoﬂst;uctibh of a.firgt.bﬁblic well o "'”{_'_ 'f}" ";
'D?éinage . . ;~'.;F.. __f“'~_' “* , f‘ ..,f' 2

o

Health problems

‘Health in*génerai o -   ‘ _;fh: L S . .39

Constrdctiohfgf a dispensary = - - . ) o - ‘_.b - 2

Housing problems . .
préing in general S _' 7'33 S
Rezoning - . I T ‘ I 4

House construction

.Misceilanéous probiems

' Lack of monéx.;_,', x o : ,1_-. - - ”....19
'_Lack dfilaﬁdi‘jfvv ' ‘: S ‘*.ﬂ - S .. 8
;Becdming;é;séusffrefectﬁgé ‘ _ ‘.' "_, v,gv-' T | ?
'Havinétﬁj(fV)'scﬁaol ' ” S ) ' ‘J o .F.U ,.;vg ' ‘  .
?ﬁabiné a céoperafive  S o o, S g
1‘Prob1ehs sefwéén young.éhé oid '%_'13"7'f'.f  ,'~"f =  .2:
-:2fobiem; withﬁmar%iééé“ ,: ‘11 T” » :_. “} | l?.?;;- 2.

LY




APPENDIX K -

~ - ..+ List.of TPT Programs Broadcast .in 1976-77.

pate ' A . ', Program tltle _'

:_10/6/77;7" 2 ;"f_ The Spendthrlft .(Credit&and SaVingci saries,'rerun)
10/13/77 } '._l'. . Warlbana (Credlt and sav1n§s serles, rarun) |

. 16/20/77, : _;5v' arlanlo. (Credlt and"aav1ngs_sar1ea,.rerun)
_16/27/77 -f_ - .- - Why not ua? (éreéiﬁ and~sauings Sarie§, rerun)l'

| ii/03/77‘-" o Ch01ce of land | -

'11/10/77 : ,':\_ ' vCoco rge nursery

-11/17/77,j 7 No work

:¢11)24/77 " .. fzaI want to be a norkerl o ‘”:; . /4_

. 11/25/?jf;:__' . .‘f.If I had known<(Bank1ng)

i12/01/77_." ' ~ No 1d10¢ work '“n ’:. af o 'n',_n' S s
’712/03/77 :,b - f?i Hég rai$ingtf: - | | |
wenom ¥uur;biéycie.

212)15/77"_:_;¢a _ }'éette:”to 1iv§fin the’viiiagel 
ii]/17/77-r . -"Shéap_raising:' | | |
.i§/22/77 'f‘._ 'l.-.-Rose -and Landry ”:.': . “_fi : .‘. .
.01/05/77 ;”'.;;» .SSummlng up and hopes for the’ future  : _;;“ n.” N
:aOi/07/%71 ,* "'  -”'Poultry ralslng | -I |

i 01/12)77-” : : : ,11C1ean11ness 1n the ulllage ".f f." v.i“ s - IR
é$01/14/77 R I:fji_fartis;s éiaru}aanS.f;folklore-. ?fi _ :% .
,""‘01/19/77. R ‘xg'p_ra,l-_’;éoi;s_i'ng . _'.thg roof .

; 91/26/77 BEUEEE Aninal raisinguinjfhé'Ivor?'cdaét__f

RO

'-01/28/77_ '": _;il_,aRurai‘nousing iﬂﬁne'waliiﬂi‘ e , g
o - Ao -

ey ; \‘
AR




R ' hff o ' v'f‘ coe prendix K. (.=. “inued)

- R -'.! ‘ oo L - ) ) . ’ . 1
- 02/02/77 . -, - - -Construction of-an animal pen
'02/04/77 _t - POultryjnaising: . (re-run) -

02/09/77 N ' FFLivestockfoare’? , SR J”'."J . _ {w:

~~oz/1y/77 7 Filterea water - .

_02/18/773 . :f_ s Tianloé_"the truth” = (re¥run)
92/23/77 L o ‘Getting drlnkable water : C o 5'. .
O3/04/77'.:' e "Aftlsan in the v111age

03/99/77' - .3ohag,_‘Regroup1ng cooperatlves

-93/11777'.. f _?j o Answers to your questlons (ONFPT(thepulmary teachers)

ey ' e o o
.03/18/77 A .-"Xears 2, 3, 4" (BNDA, Natlonal Bank of Afrlca Development)

032377 . pducation of youth 1 T . M

T

-

'.03/56/77.f_ n.:ﬂ”: l}Education of'youthiZ%tudentsi parents and the school) P'ff
“.04/di/;5,a'i'e '€ _ .Slhatlo. "You too, all mlxed up »:%%?

04/08/77h.... ,:hop Slkatlo-' "That is not 3lshonest"ra rn;;,w' | . ':.wq
:'04/13/77 | : p.jt_<Educatlon of’ youth3(the good 11fe and'the;lost_years).'

. 04/15/77 - o 'S}katio::h"Ah, so that's ABIDJAN" -

-04/20/72 ’ o “A Serles_“Yao and Konan“
L 04/22/77. 0 Slkatlo-f Caught redhanded at the port 'ff":_ .J{fax

04/27/77 ~' ;;] : ~_SA@M§Ci>— plantlng __1;_,:;; ";w-f ,_... - ‘;a&._
) 'A.. . L . E ' o q -’ . e E . ,°_ T .".~_ # L i '..
. 04/29/77 . -Sikatio: "Do we go or'do we stay?“ S :8/’/J R

-

.05/04/77 s =.'f' Env1ronment 1 (the forest 1n the Ivory Coast)":'
'7v05/1l/77 F”k- . tf Env1ronment 2 (a tlme of 1mba1ances)

":05/13/71 T AnSWers to your questlons v?g;””-};A%.ﬁf

05/18/77 = -.'f_,' Anlmal ralslngw(the marketlng of beef) S ‘_i; N

. > t | .. - . a ' . '4 R R .,_.v;, e
’.‘05120177. Co Educat:.on of yOuth4 (the auld, the famlly and the Flty)
P . A S O
;+05/27/77, 0 v )J- Pompo (a cultural fllm) CoL _;_*
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Environment 3.: "What to do?, What to propose?"
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- | f‘_'-- T . "‘ . . N - ' o ‘ A‘PPENDIX L‘. . . “.f-.- . LR} -
: PSR ) L L o k » R N
4 ' . ca " Lisg.of Abgreviations_;J“y . ) o AP .1
. ACRL . ”Agent Charge du Receuil d Informatlon (Pedagqglcal Couqﬁeler ' &
.. o 1' . ‘ W . - : .-
& ‘e
. charged w1th collectln% data aad d01ng’eva1uat10n researchf ' o
v“ B * . . e ” < A g\} A .
S far the Evaluatnon Serv1ce of the’ Mlnlstry oé“Prlmaﬁy and Tg N
. ] o e . . 0: 'ﬁ". ¢ . . o . - g Y v.:
1-Educatlon). L A i; ,;f.', & : ‘Q;'w :
. . . K . . . B . )vv o B s ) » .
“ ‘ oo ’3*?
- CAITACI Compagnle Afrlcalne Industrlelle d@’Tabac en Cote d?&v01re e
o . R ’i . N " . . . q
' ~(Afr1can Industrlal @obaccp Company in’ the. Tvory C?&st L e
y o h . - Y
! CATEL . Compagnle Afrlcalne de m%}ev151on (Afrlcan Telev151on Company)‘“
. ! L * K o
- cImoT Compagnle Iv01r1enne du Developpement des Elbrés Textlles
. . Sk Y ..lx_s‘ ar O!‘ . Lo ) "
(Ivorlan Company for the Development of Textlle Flbers)
. .o _“‘v e e . - . ¢ #
~ TIIOP - Instltut Iv01r1en.d'0p1nlon Publlque (Ivorlan Instltute for :
N L . . f“: . ; E ‘:P... ., . {_‘ X - 0 4
A ”Publlc Oﬁlnlon Research) o ;‘:"~ -
Y . Y ) oo . . . * . 2 . ‘
-ONPR- . - Offlce Natlonal de la Promotlon Rural (Nat10na1 Offlce of Rural b
Promotion . u_..i ey f ,"3¢;;‘f’ B
'ﬁOSTVf,.’f Out of Sch001 Educatlonal Telev1sxon Departmént of the Mlnlstry W
: . = .
of Prlmary and TeleV151on Educatlon (Dlrectlon de: l ﬁducatlon o
B o . AT e

',Extra—Scolalre du Mln. d Educatlon Prlmalre et de la Telev1slon

) RTI,C:vff hRadlo Telev151on Ivolrlenne (Ivorlan Radlo and Telev151on) ?

N I o

‘SA?héCIvg.'Compagnle d Asslftence Technlque pour 1a Modernlsatlon d'Agrlcul—'
; J,?f d'ture en Cote a Iv01re (Technlcal A551stanoe Company for the:
e . \:L' . 'u‘, . R s

jf-,,‘Modernlzatlon of Agrlculgure in the Ivory\Coastl R

- . . .

PR <

'fSODEPRK“F'ﬁSoc1ete a' E;at poig le Developpement de 1a Productlon An;male

(State Company for the Development of Anlmai Productlo:) flﬁsf-fu
’ SODERIZ %Sod&ete d Etat pour le Seveloppement de la Rlz:;nlture (State i
ﬁ?!. : P L _ L . g{ L ‘#ﬁ'”_,’“:fﬁ
“»'8" o . . ‘ : '. - - A : ‘!ﬁ L ‘ s o S € . Ve . ":.v
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" APPENDIX M

List of Research Reports.Dealing with'the.bperation and Impact

- of the Télé'Pour‘Tous Programs - |

- 1. . Reportswpublished under.the auspices.of.the Evaluation Service-of the

o Z.J.Ministryuof Primary and Television“Education. Abidjan.'

‘ (Reports_maried with an * were written under contract With:the'U.S._-
Agency for lnternational Development.) | o |

*Benveniste} Annie. L'Action'd'Animation Entreprise pour Eucadrer.la

. Reception du Programme d'Education Televisuelle Extra—Scolaire en

3 ’ ’ .
_C6te d‘Ivoire.l Analyse des Resultats Observes dans Quartre Villages.. -
oL B -, o - . ‘ . . i . \. . . ] B
-1976. ] _ _ i' B o o s' o
: -v. - ) Y ! ' : Q!
" *Benveniste, Annie. The Reception and Animationaof Out—of-School Educa—

a - . . r ¥
. . v s :
L . . . 1

‘tional'Television Programs in the Ivory Coast. A‘Case Study of Four

<

Villages. 1977. (English Summary of Benveniste, 1976)

Dorr,iVolker. La Cha1ne du Productron Televisuelle de l Extra-Scolaire._

_ alcul de Certains Moyens Necessaires pour une Production de. Base\?e 40 ou

o

‘de 35 Emissions de 30 Mlnutes par An._1975

Fritz, Rudiger. le Public Atteint par Tele pfur Tbus. 1976

.*Crant, Stephen. .Out—offSchool TV in Four'V1llages, 1974, .

‘ *Grant Stephen. An_Administrative Historygof Qut—of-School Educational
Telev151on in the Ivory Coast 1977

*Grant, Stephen and Seya, P1erre. VlSltS to Twenty-Three Villages to

-

Determine the Impact of the Water Series Produced by the Out—of-School

CTV Department, November - December 1976

Appendix M-1

o250




Appendix M (Continued)

A*Kaye, Anthony and Lenglet, Frans. A'Report on Outéof—schoollTelevision

in the Ivory Coast before ‘and - durlng 1ts F1rst Operatlonal Year, 1974 75

[

*Klees, Steven. Cost Analysis of Non-Formal ETV'Systems: A Case study;;
o of the "Extra—Scolalre" 5ystem in the Ivory Coast 1977;

Lenglet, Frans. Les Cellules\Vldéo et Recherche pendznt la Premiére y

\hnnée Opératlonelle de l‘Educatlon Extra-Scolalre; 1974 75 Une

Evaluatlon des 1eurs Act1v1tes. 1975..

: Lénglet, Frans. - Rapport a* Evaluatlon du Stage pour les Animateurs Extra—A

5colaires, Bouake, 22 -27 Septembre 1975 1976 o ".,' .

"k

Lenglet, Frans. Connalssance de 1a Carte de Cote d Iv01re, 1976.

*Lenglet, Frans. he - Impact of 25 Telev151on Progams on "Water Produced'

4

/' and Broadcast by the Ivorlan Out—of—School Educatlon Pro;ect._ 1976}

/"'\\

A . *Lenglet, Frans and McAnany, Emile. Rural Adult Educatlon and the Role

e

':of.Mass Media: A Comparative Ana1y51s of Four Projects. 1977.

'fSeya; Pierre and Yao; Faustlnf _Telev151on ‘for the Rural African'Villaée:
.Studiesdof Audiences and impact in the Ivory'Coast;. 1977;

.2. ‘Internmal Reports of the Evaluation Servide - - ., . ., o o

Seya, Pierre. La Collaboration entre.l‘AnihateurfExtra*Scolaire et les’

?

Z-Agents de Terrain. 1976. . L 1 S __j o :

Yao,‘Faustin. Les Raisons de 1a Falble Part1c1patlon des Vlllage01s aux
Emissions.TéleviSuelles'Extra-Scolaxres. ‘1976,

R.'
s

'33, -%ﬁ?orts publlshed under the ausplces of the Out—of—School Educatlon
ﬁépartment of the M;nlstry of Prlmary and Telev151on Educatlon, Abldjan. »
N 'Appendixlﬁ--'-;'z' - 93

'3.1.'

L. B L0




- T -'_e ~ Appendix M (Continued)

- . . !
[ ot . T R . s

Ansellem; Joseph and Bouchet, Elisabeth. 'Reseaux diEcqute en.Espace.;

Urbaln. Abidjan: fcentrelde Recherches Architecturales et Urbaines,

1975;,

2Jeanne Cambra, Gaétan and Zeba Elle. - Pe t on Tester

une’ Em1551ons TeleVLSuelle avec des, Images Fixes? 1975

BlSSlllat, Jeanne, Jouet, Josxaney Lenglet, Frans, and Zeba, Elie.:

L' Experlmentatlon de Quatre Flashes Educatlfs.c 1975

BlSSlllat, Jeanne Jouet J051ane, Lenglet Frans, and” Zeba, Elle.;_‘
, N G = 1( IRy
P ‘ Enquete sur la Comprehension de l'Aff;che Eau,-Filtre%nSante. 1975
. - ] .. K . . ' . . ‘u-.._.-. 4 . . - ’ R :. .
Bourgault, Louise. L'Ecoute des Citadins. Un Rapport sur l Ecouté
. 0 — . A n v{“ »x
des.Emissions,Exﬁra-Seolaire a ABZaban. 975. ) W g
Colloque sur les Technologles de l'Educatien Extra-Scolalre }
' du 7 an 12 Janv1er 1974 1974. E N . k , -/?'
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