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The author concluded that the Bank of Agriculture is not 
efficient and effective in loan disbursement. The author 
failed to discuss the various loan schemes operated by the 
BOA. Even the microfinance scheme which is the focus of 
the study was not discussed. For instance, what is the 
interest rate of the microfinance scheme? What is the 
collateral requirement, if any? What is the minimum and 
maximum loan volume one can get under the scheme? 
What is the objective of the study? The first thing to do is 
to state the objective(s) of the study. The conclusion is 
hasty. The disbursement and repayment records alone are 
not enough for one to conclude that the bank is inefficient. 
The repayment records of 84% in 2014 and 121% in 2015 
contradicts the researcher’s stance on the performance of 
the bank. 
In analysing performance other issues such as timeliness 
of disbursement has to be considered. 
The title “Performance Analysis of the Bank of Agriculture 
in Katsina State, Nigeria” is not appropriate giving the 
present scope of the study. 
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