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Abstract 
Issues surrounding language shift and language 

extinction has become a source of concern to 

sociolinguistic in particular and minority language 

speakers in general. There is no doubt that many 

languages have gone extinction in Nigeria and many 

more are at the verge of extinction. Based on this 

assertion, this research work examined the relationship 

between language policy and the prospect of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State. It was a descriptive study 

guided by three (3) research questions and hypotheses 

with twelve thousand three hundred and forty-five 

(12,345) total population out of which one hundred and 

twenty (120) sample size were drawn using purposeful 

sampling technique. A researcher-developed 

questionnaire titled “Language Policy and Prospect of 

Jenjo Language in Taraba State Questionnaire 

(LPPJPTSQ)’ was used for data collection while face 

and content validity of the instrument was done by two 

experts in the field of languages at Taraba State 

university, Jalingo. Also, pilot study was conducted on 

thirty (30) respondents outside the study area, which 

yielded .74% coefficient with the aid of Cronbach’s 

Alpha Reliability Analysis. The data collated was 

analyzed using Mean, PPMC and Regression Analysis 

@ 0.05 level of significance. The findings revealed no 
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significant relationship between language policy and 

the prospect of minority languages; there is no 

significant relevance of language policy in meeting the 

problems of Jenjo language as well as there is 

significant moderating effect of language policy on the 

prospect of Jenjo language in Taraba State. Among 

others, the study recommended that the speakers of 

Jenjo language should prioritize the use of Jenjo 

language at home and abroad, and that Jenjo people 

should use their language to document cultural values 

and heritage, and encourage their younger generation 

to use the language. The study therefore concluded that 

language policy is essential to the promulgation of 

Jenjo language beyond its current status in the state. 

 

 

Introduction  

There is no doubt that Nigeria is one of the countries in the world with extreme 

linguistic fragmentation. This linguistic fragmentation is observed in terms of majority 

and minority languages, which is not unconnected with the size of the various ethno-

linguistic groups in the country, whereby only three distinct groups emerged as three 

major languages, i.e. Hausa, Yoruba and Igbo, each with over 20 million speakers. 

These are followed by languages of local importance, which are equally useful in their 

respective states, such as Edo, Efik, Kanuri, Tiv, Urhobo, Fulfulde, Igala, Nupe, Ijaw, 

etc, while the last category is those languages that are very small and only useful in 

their communities. For scholars like Agheyisi (2014), the last category is regarded as 

minority languages. In fact, Bamgbose (2012) used the terms major for Hausa, Yoruba 

and Igbo; minor for languages that are prominent in each state; minority for small 

group languages.  

Obviously, this classification, in one hand explains why minority languages are fast 

disappearing, since all over the world, people are not speaking minority languages or 

shifting to languages of wider communication (Sallabank, 2012). On the other hand, 

the classification further justifies displacement of the minority languages by the 

majority languages in Nigeria; the processes that are inevitable as being observed 

throughout human history. Little wonder, Suleiman (2012) averred that in the modern 

world, the decline of minority languages appears to occur much faster than ever before. 

In support of this, Krauss (1992) predicted that 90 percent of the currently 7000 spoken 

languages will not survive the end of the century. Similarly, Brosnaham (1995) 
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observed that the number of languages spoken in Nigeria is not approximately known 

but only 350 are acclaimed; the situation that underscored the fact that some minority 

languages had been consumed by the so-called majority languages.  

Today, however, there is enough evidence to lend credence to an estimate of about 

450 indigenous languages in Nigeria (see Osaji, 2007; Grimes, 2012). In support of 

this, Ogunwale (2013) reported that Nigeria has between 400 and 450 indigenous 

languages, out of which none served as a National language, only 3 emerged as major 

languages; some are regarded as minor languages while the remaining ones are tagged 

minority languages. Moreover, Ahmed (2013) maintained that minority languages are 

languages of small minority groups scattered unevenly throughout Nigeria, whose 

speakers together constitute only about 7% of the national population; minor 

languages are spoken by about 20% whereas about 73% of the national population 

speak the major languages. Going by this analysis, every minority language speaker 

still speaks one of the major languages, thereby easing the process of consumption of 

minority languages under such major language. 

The assertion above explains the philosophy of language policy. This is because 

language policy is a deliberate effort to influence the behaviour of others with respect 

to the acquisition, structure or functional allocation of their language codes (see 

Cooper, 1989). Simply put, it refers to the action taken by a state to regulate the status 

of the language spoken in its territory, this includes but not limited to the processes 

and mechanisms which influence policy decisions and implementation. For instance, 

in Nigeria, the Language Policy is a document of the Federal Government, which has 

statutory guidelines regarding the official use of different languages in the country. 

However, Adeniran (2018) observed that despite the emphasis of the policy on 

importance of language to national development, as a means of promoting social 

interaction and national cohesion, as well as preserving the nation’s rich cultural 

heritage, but the policy has a shortfall in terms of implementation. In other words, 

language policy is more of instrument to distort ideologies and orientations towards 

minority languages and their users so as not to maintain, promote or establish the 

socio-political position of minority linguistic groups. 

The assertion above lends credence to relevance of language policy in solving the 

problems of minority languages within the state. In support of this, Hoffmann (2011) 

argued that language policy is concerned with both the symbolic function of language 

within a society, and with the instrumental use that its speakers make of their language. 

For Kaplan and Baldauf (2007), language policy should be construed as a systematic 

attempt to resolve the communication problems of a state by exploring various dialects 

and developing a viable policy concerning the collection and the use of different 

languages. That is, language policy ought to seek to understand the languages available 

and illuminate the importance of those selected to be used for various functions within 
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the state. This explains why Owolabi (2014) construed language policy as a body of 

ideas, laws and regulations, directed towards rules, beliefs and practices intended to 

achieve a planned change (or to stop change from happening) in the language use in 

one or more communities. By implication, minority languages can only serve similar 

functions as national languages, if there is policy stipulation backing its usage for 

public events at the state level. Hence, the relevance of language policy in meeting the 

problems of minority languages in Taraba State cannot be underestimated. 

Moreover, language policy has significant effect on minority languages of the state 

and by extension on Jenjo language in Taraba State. For instance, the National Policy 

on Education (FRN, 2013) recommends the use of community language as the 

language of instruction in pre-primary and lower primary education and major 

languages are taught as subjects in secondary education; while English is used as 

medium of instruction from upper primary education to university. By implication, 

Nigerian language policy aimed at producing citizens that can communicate in English 

as official language, one of the three major languages and minority language of his 

community (Emenanjo, 2015). However, implementation of this policy excludes the 

use of minority languages (Jenjo language in this context) as medium of instruction at 

the detriment of major language (Hausa language) to the extent that the latter 

dominates events and activities in the community including medium of instruction in 

the public schools.  

At this juncture, it must be reiterated that language policy is required to formulate the 

use of Jenjo language among Jenjo people in particular and Tarabans in general. 

Again, it is the functional role of language policy to empower minority languages with 

codification (e.g. Jenjo language) to be used for governance in Taraba State. In fact, 

Norton and Othaniel (2020) had argued that Jenjo language possesses the 

characteristics of major languages such as language names, the standardized 

nomenclature code used to classify languages (i.e. ISO Codes) and the name to refer 

to the language (i.e., Autonyms) for its definite roles in governance. For instance, at 

the state level, Jenjo language can be considered for media activities and school subject 

in the primary and secondary schools with the possibility of being examined at Senior 

Secondary Certificate Examination (SSCE) or General Certificate Examination (GCE) 

Ordinary Level. However, language policy is required to promote Jenjo language to 

the level or status of the major languages in Nigeria. For Awonusi (2015), minority 

languages of certain status could be utilized as additional languages of the State House 

of Assembly. In this sense, issues surrounding the use of Jenjo language are within the 

jurisdiction of state government to legislate on its development. Even the fact that 

media and education could be used to promote Jenjo language does not mean its 

automatic acceptance by all Tarabans, but it will give Jenjo language a befitting status 

in the state. 



 

Page 139  JHSS Vol. 20 (6) 2022 ISSN – 3473-8749 

 
 

Journal of Innovative Social Science & Humanities Res. JISSHR2022 [3473-8749] Vol.22 

Evidently, the prospects and challenges of Jenjo language in Taraba State are 

dependent on relevance of language policy. Perhaps Agbedo (2017) was right to have 

observed that language policies have been used to promote one official language at the 

expense of others thereby leading to language loyalty and language vulnerability. By 

implication, language policy can be geared towards arresting those factors that hinder 

adoption and usage of a minority language for state functions. Little wonder, Owolabi 

(2014) argued that language policy is what a government does either officially through 

legislation, court policy to determine how language is used, cultivate language skills 

needed to meet national/state priorities or to establish the rights of individuals or 

groups to use and maintain languages. Indeed, language policy is highly required to 

preserve Jenjo language and promote linguistic diversity of Taraba State. Beyond this, 

it could be asserted that Jenjo language is in danger of disappearing in the 21st century 

without considering the size of the native speakers’ population, potent for use in formal 

communication, geographical dispersion and the socio-economic standing of its 

speakers.  

Although, it is important to say that language policy is a viable tool for shifting Jenjo 

language from being the language of local people to a language that is essential for 

participation in the state affairs. This is based on the feelings that the decline in the use 

of Jenjo language might place it on the verge of extinction as many other Northern 

languages that have gone extinction in recent times (Grimes, 2012). Indeed, national 

language policy is capable to mitigate the rate at which minority languages become 

victims of linguicide in every country of the world, Nigeria inclusive. It is against this 

backdrop that this study investigates language policy and the prospect of minority 

languages in Nigeria with reference to Jenjo language in Taraba State.   

 

Working Theory 

Numerous language theories have been employed in discussing language policy but 

for the purpose of this study, Liberalism theory will be employed. Liberalism is rooted 

in the work of John Locke (1689) titled “Two Treatises of Government” which places 

sovereignty into the hands of the people. The centrality of this theory is that people are 

equal and invested with natural rights in a state of nature in which they live free from 

outside rule. Being a political and moral principle, liberalism is grounded on the tenets 

of liberty, consent of the governed and equality before the law. Simply put, liberalism 

proposes social setting or a state organized on the basis of social contract, stressing 

further that each man has a natural right to life, liberty and property and state must not 

violate these rights.  

Liberalism as conceived in this context is activated and optimized under four essential 

elements, namely; individualism, egalitarianism, universalism and meliorism. Firstly, 

individualism values individuality and as such it entails a number of beliefs. For 
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instance, it is believed that individuals have rights by the virtue of being human and 

that the right is above the discretion of the state and exist social contract in the state. 

On the basis of such rights, the state should not impinge on sense of individuality of 

members of the state rather it should provide welfare to protect and promote sense of 

individuality. Though individual rights are subject to the harm principle which argues 

that individuals should be allowed to do whatever they want as long as they do not 

harm anyone else. Another belief is that individuals are self-interested and are the only 

ones who know what their interests are. Therefore, individuals should be allowed to 

make decisions to maximize utility and that any government impinged decision would 

only make the individuals worse off. Other elements such egalitarianism emphasizes 

equal opportunity for individuals in the state. The equality in this sense does not mean 

equal redistribution of wealth but entails legal and political equality. Similarly, 

universalism implies that the moral principles that follow liberalism apply to all human 

beings, no matter their culture, while meliorism speaks to the fact that human beings 

have the capacity to become better just as their social and political institutions could 

become better.   

 

Implication of Liberalism Theory to this Study  

From the foregoing, it is evident that liberalism focuses on the organization of 

activities in the state based on societal culture of every member of the state. Of course, 

the state is the leading force behind linguistic standardization and language policy in 

force. Considering the fact that Taraba State is blessed with over 70 minority 

languages, it therefore implies that the state has to design and decide an effective 

means of communication that is acceptable to the speakers of the minority languages. 

This is based on the feelings that societal culture makes various language options 

available and the state is empowered to explore and revise the ways of life which are 

made available by the societal culture.  

In doing this, liberalism theory places emphasis on the equality of opportunity for all 

minority languages in Taraba State to be considered for public events at the state level. 

In this wise, the diffusion of a common language in the state paves ways for equality 

of opportunity in terms of equal access to educational and economic opportunities, law 

courts, government services, and democratic process. Thus, equality gives room for 

Jenjo language to be considered as state language to enable Tarabans to participate in 

the state institutions. In a nutshell, liberalism could be used to promote minority 

languages to the heart of society since the highest value social order is one that is built 

around societal culture. This is essential to avert the extinction of minority languages 

in the state as well as to heighten the prospect of minority languages in general and 

Jenjo language in particular.  
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Literature Review  

The process of regulating communicative approach of a nation with respect to the 

resident language or languages within the nation is known as language policy. For 

Akindele and Adegbite cited in Egwuogu (2017), language policy is a set of deliberate 

activities systematically designed to select from, organize and develop the language 

resources of a community in order to enhance the utilization of such resources for 

development. This shows that language policy is geared towards integrating the 

community, region or country by designing a language for encompassing 

development. Little wonder, scholars like Ejikeme and Iyiola (2019) averred that 

language policy makers in Nigeria should culminate into the development of the 

numerous neglected minority languages. By implication, the authors’ observation 

acknowledges the size of the speakers of community language, the use of the language 

in formal communication, geographical dispersion and the socioeconomic standing of 

its speakers as factors threatening the neglected minority languages. Therefore, 

language policy ought to develop and contribute meaningfully to the propagation of 

Nigerian minority languages. 

The assertion above underscores the significant role of minority languages in social 

interaction, cohesion and unity, smooth interaction with community neighbours and 

as medium of instruction and course of study in our academic programme. This is 

supported by Adams when he asserted that where there is multiplicity of languages, 

all of such languages must be cultivated and activated to serve the various 

communicative needs in these different domains (Adams, 2013). Moreover, the 

recognition and identification of minority languages through the policy is a giant step 

to enable it stand side-by-side with English language in which a foreign language alone 

is used by a fraction of the population for governance, to the exclusion of the majority 

of the population. 

At this juncture, it must be reiterated that language policy is a viable tool for 

illuminating the essential roles of minority languages. Besides, it is important to 

emphasize totalitarian language policy that paves ways for minority languages to play 

significant roles in the government and nation building. In fact, in some cases, 

provisions are made for inclusion of linguistic rights of minorities with a view to 

providing equality for individual members of linguistic minorities including their 

languages (Spolsky, 2004). In other words, all the nationals including members of 

minority groups are encouraged to use any language in private, in business, in religion, 

in the press or any publications or at public meetings; and considerable support for the 

language rights of minorities is observed in the provision of education system.  

The assertion above shows that language policy is a sine qua none for promoting the 

prospects of minority languages beyond its immediate communities. Besides, 

language policy in this context underscores the fact that there is language right which 



 

Page 142  JHSS Vol. 20 (6) 2022 ISSN – 3473-8749 

 
 

Journal of Innovative Social Science & Humanities Res. JISSHR2022 [3473-8749] Vol.22 

is more of individual rights rather than the collective rights of linguistic minorities. 

Little wonder, Adebowale (2016) described language policy in terms of constitutional 

protections for minority languages within its territorial walls so as to accord equal 

treatment to all ethnic minority peoples of the state. By implication, language policy 

is capable of empowering minority languages for similar functions and roles as seen 

in the case of the big three (Hausa, Yoruba, and Igbo) in Nigeria. Hence, language 

policy ought to be used to protect, improve, and revitalize the status of minority 

languages to give it a befitting image like the major languages.  

There is no doubt that language shift and or loss is a monumental loss to the speakers 

of such minority language. In other words, the major challenge of Jenjo language is 

the language shift necessitated by the major language (Hausa) to the extent that the 

former is being threatened by the later. Little wonder, Johnson (2015) conceived 

minority language right as amiable stands for reckoning with minority languages in 

terms of power relations, political events, social and economic empowerment as well 

as social mobility of their speakers. That is, apart from the threat of extinction being 

faced by Jenjo language, Hausa language seems to dominate and subjugate the rights 

and benefits associated with Jenjo language in terms of politics, economic and social 

ties promulgated through language policy.  

Put differently, language policy can be used to fight for language rights as human 

rights among the speakers of Jenjo language. In support of this, Tollefson (2011) 

observed that an individual’s or ethnic group’s right to maintain the use of their chosen 

language and the right of all to acquire the dominant language should be viewed (by 

the state and by international bodies) in a similar way to other more generally 

recognized human rights, such as the right to shelter or the right to education. That is, 

language rights of the speakers of minority languages are crucial in ensuring that the 

challenges of minority languages are rectified through language policy. Hence, the 

Taraba State government can make it possible for Tarabans to speak language of the 

choice as a sign of respect for civil and human rights.   

Again, one of the minority languages with viability and versatility to assume state 

functions is Jenjo language. Though Olaoye (2018) averred that it is the sole 

responsibility of the speakers of minority languages to speak and maintain continuous 

usage, not the state. That is, the speakers of Jenjo language cannot be forced to keep 

the language by means of state orders, but to provide an appropriate cultural 

environment or a policy to keep members of the state to these speakers is very crucial. 

To this end, there appears two sided responsibility; the speakers of Jenjo language are 

responsible for using the language in public and state, provided there is legal backing 

to support utilization of Jenjo for public affairs at the state level.  

The assertion above lends credence to the fact that legal backing gives Jenjo language 

its rightful place in the face of human right. In support of this, Universal Declaration 
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on Linguistic Rights (2016) enshrined that all languages are collectively constituted 

and are made available within a community for individual use as tools of cohesion, 

identification, communication, and creative expression. Simply put, Jenjo language 

should serve as an expression of a collective identity and of a distinct way of 

perceiving and describing reality and must be able to enjoy the conditions required for 

its development in all functions. To this end, Jenjo language stands the chance of 

robbing shoulder with the major language (Hausa) and provides bilateral services for 

neighbouring states that speak Jenjo as well as investors in the state. This language has 

the potential of serving as an effective language of instruction in the lower level of 

education, while its versatility could make it become a field of study in the tertiary 

institutions of learning (e.g. Colleges of Education, and University). Moreover, its 

prominence could be noticed in dissemination of information through social and 

traditional media including the State Daily Newspaper as well as documentation of 

heritage and cultural values in printing form. To this end, Jenjo language tends to 

possess the same traits of the major language (Hausa) for ease communication of its 

speakers and non-speakers alike. Hence the government of Taraba State and 

stakeholders in language policy formulation ought to give necessary support to enable 

this noble language serve indigenous people of Taraba State.  

 

Statement of Problem 

It is obvious that language policy provides meeting point for language combination 

between different speech communities within a particular society. Grenoble (2013) 

maintained that where minority languages are endangered, language policy often takes 

the form of specific ideologies that underline language selection strategies. Perhaps 

this explains why language policy in Nigeria affects many languages especially the 

minority languages, but little is explored in this direction. For instance, in Taraba State, 

minority languages are threatened by dominance of major language (Hausa) to the 

extent that several minority languages are at the verge of extinction. Today, Jenjo 

language could be described as one of the endangered species of language in Taraba 

State considering exclusion of its usage as a medium of instruction in education system 

(pre-primary and primary education). Definitely policy implementation reckons with 

vulnerability of minority languages, but the role of language policy for the prospect of 

minority languages in Nigeria is not yet explored. Thus this study examines language 

policy and the prospect of minority languages in Nigeria with reference to Jenjo 

language in Taraba State. 

 

Objectives 

The general objective of this study is to examine the relationship between language 

policy and the prospect of Jenjo language in Taraba State, Nigeria. Specifically, the 

study aimed at determining the following: 



 

Page 144  JHSS Vol. 20 (6) 2022 ISSN – 3473-8749 

 
 

Journal of Innovative Social Science & Humanities Res. JISSHR2022 [3473-8749] Vol.22 

1. Relationship between language policy and the prospect of minority languages 

in Taraba State. 

2. Relevance of language policy in meeting the problems of Jenjo language in 

Taraba State. 

3. Moderating effects of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo language in 

Taraba State. 

 

Research Questions 

The following research questions were formulated to guide the study:-  

1. What is the relationship between language policy and the prospect of minority 

languages in Taraba State? 

2. What is the relevance of language policy in meeting the problems of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State? 

3. What is the moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State? 

 

Hypotheses 

The following null hypotheses will be tested at 0.05 level of significance:-   

Ho1: There is no significant relationship between language policy and the prospect 

of minority languages in Taraba State 

Ho2: There is no significant relevance of language policy in meeting the problems of 

Jenjo language in Taraba State  

Ho3: There is no moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State 

 

Methodology  

This study was empirical findings on the relationship between language policy and the 

prospects of Jenjo language in Taraba State, using a descriptive survey design. The 

target population included all twelve thousand three hundred and forty-five (12,345) 

civil servants across twenty-four (24) ministries in Taraba State. That is, twelve 

thousand three hundred and forty-five (12,345) constituted target population for this 

study. Purposeful sampling technique was used to select five (5) participants from each 

ministry. On the whole, the sample size stood at one hundred and twenty (120) 

participants. A researcher-developed questionnaire titled “Language Policy and 

Prospect of Jenjo Language Questionnaire (LPPJLQ)” was used to elicit respondents’ 

views and opinions on the subject matter. A pilot test was conducted on thirty (30) 

respondents outside the study area and reliability coefficient yielded .74% using 

Cronbach’s Alpha analysis. The data collected were subjected to descriptive statistics 

for proper analysis such as arithmetic mean, percentage table, standard deviation and 
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charts while inferential statistics (Pearson Product Moment Correlation Analysis and 

Regression Analysis) was used to ascertain the degree and the nature of the 

relationship between language policy and minority languages. 

 

Answering of Research Questions 

Demographic Data of Respondents  

 

Table 1: Showing Information on Respondents’ Proficiency in Jenjo Language  

Proficiency Areas   VH H L VL Total 

F % F % F % F % F % 

Speaking   221 41 170 31 85 16 68 12 120 100 

Writing  68 12 340 63 71 14 65 11 120 100 

Understanding  272 50 170 31 68 13 34 6 120 100 

Source: Field study, 2022 

 

Table 1 showed the frequency and percentage of respondents to each of the proficiency 

areas in Jenjo language and data collected were used to plot bar chart below. 

Fig. 1: Respondents Proficiency in Jenjo Language   

 
 

The chart above revealed forty-one percent (41%) of the respondents who agreed that 

they have a very high proficiency in speaking Jenjo language, thirty-one percent (31%) 

of the respondents affirmed that they have high proficiency in speaking Jenjo 

language, sixteen percent (16%) of the respondents who claimed to have low speaking 

proficiency in Jenjo language while the remaining twelve percent (12%) of the 

41%

12%

50%

31%

63%

31%

16% 14% 13%12% 11% 6%

SPEAKING WRITING UNDERSTANDING

Respondents Proficiency in Jenjo Language

Very High High Low Very Low



 

Page 146  JHSS Vol. 20 (6) 2022 ISSN – 3473-8749 

 
 

Journal of Innovative Social Science & Humanities Res. JISSHR2022 [3473-8749] Vol.22 

respondents agreed to have very low proficiency in speaking Jenjo language. By 

implication, a good (41%) percent of the participants in this study have very high 

speaking proficiency in Jenjo language. Also, the chart showed twelve percent (12%) 

of the respondents who have very high proficiency in writing Jenjo language, sixty-

three percent (63%) of the respondents have high proficiency in writing Jenjo 

language, fourteen percent (14%) of the respondents have a low writing proficiency in 

Jenjo language while the remaining eleven percent (11%) of the respondents agreed to 

have very low proficiency in writing Jenjo language. Therefore, highest percent (63%) 

of the participants in this study have high proficiency in writing Jenjo language. Lastly, 

the chart revealed that fifty percent (50%) of the respondents agreed to have very high 

proficiency in understanding of Jenjo language, another thirty-one percent (31%) of 

the respondents affirmed that they have high proficiency in understanding of Jenjo 

language, thirteen percent (13%) agreed to have low proficiency in understanding 

Jenjo language while the remaining six percent (6%) attested to the fact that they have 

very low understanding of Jenjo language. Hence, a reasonable percent (50%) of the 

participants in this study have very high proficiency in understanding of Jenjo 

language. 

 

Research Question 1: What is the relationship between language policy and the 

prospect of minority languages in Taraba State? 

Table 2: Showing relationship between language policy and the prospect of minority 

languages in Taraba State 

S/N Items  Valid 

No 

Mean  Decision  

1. Language policy allows the use of minority 

languages at different functions. 

120 2.59 Accept  

2. Language right of minorities is observed in the 

provision of education system. 

120 2.43 Accept 

3. Language policy supports individual language 

right.   

120 2.79 Accept 

4. Language policy offers protections for minority 

languages within its territorial walls. 

120 2.82 Accept 

5. Language policy is capable of empowering 

minority languages for public functions. 

120 2.90 Accept 

 Grand Mean 120 2.71 Accept 

 

Table 2 above indicates the opinions of respondents on the relationship between 

language policy and the prospect of minority languages in Taraba State. Based on the 

table, the mean scores of the respondents- 2.59, 2.79, 2.82 and 2.90 for 4 items seem 
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to above the mean of 2.50 for acceptance level. However, the table reveals mean of 

2.43 for one of the items, which is below the acceptance level.    

The results from the table indicated that all respondents affirmed that 4 items have 

strong relationship with the prospect of minority languages in the study area. The 

results revealed that language policy allows the use of minority languages at different 

functions, language policy supports individual language right, language policy offers 

protections for minority languages within its territorial walls as well as language policy 

is capable of empowering minority languages for public functions with mean scores 

of 2.59, 2.79, 2.82 and 2.90 respectively have direct relationship with the prospect of 

minority languages. However, the table further declined that language right of 

minorities is observed in the provision of education system with mean score of 2.43. 

In spite of this, the grand mean value of 2.71 indicates that the respondents are of the 

view that language policy has strong and direct relationship with the prospects of 

minority languages in Taraba State.  

Research Question 2: What is the relevancy of language policy in meeting the 

problems of Jenjo language in Taraba State? 

 

Table 3: Showing relevancy of language policy in meeting the problems of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State 

S/N Items  Valid 

No 

Mean  Decision  

6. Official policy is required to use Jenjo language 

for governmental activities. 

120 2.78 Accept  

7. Educational policy is in support of the use of 

Jenjo language  

120 2.33 Accept 

8. General language policy is required to use Jenjo 

language for media activities.   

120 2.88 Accept 

9. Language policy is needed for promoting Jenjo 

language as official. 

120 2.91 Accept 

10. Policies are required to protect and promote 

Jenjo in public institutions.  

120 2.75 Accept 

 Grand Mean 120 2.73 Accept 

 

Table 3 above indicates the opinions of respondents on the relevancy of language 

policy in meeting the problems of Jenjo language in Taraba State. Based on the table, 

the mean scores of the respondents- 2.78, 2.88, 2.91, and 2.75 for 4 items seem to 

above the mean of 2.50 for acceptance level. Conversely, the table shows one of the 

items with the mean value of 2.33, which is below the 2.5 acceptance level.   
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The results from the table indicated that all respondents affirmed that 4 items are 

relevant to meeting the problems of Jenjo language in the study area. The results 

revealed that official policy is required to use Jenjo language for governmental 

activities, general language policy is required to use Jenjo language for media 

activities, language policy is needed for promoting Jenjo language as official language 

as well as policies are required to protect and promote Jenjo language in public 

institutions with mean scores of 2.78, 2.88, 2.91, and 2.75 show relevancy in meeting 

the problems of Jenjo language. However, the table further declined that educational 

policy is in support of the use of Jenjo language with mean score of 2.33. In spite of 

this, the grand mean value of 2.73 indicates that the respondents are of the view that 

language policy is relevant in meeting the problems of Jenjo language in Taraba State.   

Research Question 3: What is the moderating effect of language policy on the 

prospect of Jenjo language in Taraba State? 

 

Table 4: Showing moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State 

S/N Items  Valid 

No 

Mean  Decision  

11. Language policy can be used to unmask the 

viability of Jenjo language in the state. 

120 3.02 Accept  

12. Policy is needed to ensure that other minority 

languages accept the use of Jenjo. 

120 2.86 Accept 

13. Policy ought to be made to reveal versatility of 

Jenjo language beyond its community. 

120 2.80 Accept 

14. Urgent legal backing is awaited for the use of 

Jenjo for public affairs in the state. 

120 3.01 Accept 

15. Policy is needed to elevate Jenjo language to the 

level of robbing shoulder with the major 

language.  

120 3.02 Accept 

 Grand Mean 120 2.94 Accept 

 

Table 4 above indicates the opinions of respondents on the moderating effect of 

language policy on the prospect of Jenjo language in Taraba State. Based on the table, 

the mean scores of the respondents- 3.02, 2.86, 2.80, 3.01, and 3.02 for items 11 to 15 

respectively seem to above the mean of 2.50 for acceptance level.  

The results from the table indicated that all respondents affirmed that items 11-15 have 

moderating effect on the prospect of Jenjo language in the study area. The results 

revealed that language policy can be used to unmask the viability of Jenjo language in 

the state, policy is needed to ensure that other minority languages accept the use of 
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Jenjo, policy ought to be made to reveal versatility of Jenjo language beyond its 

community, urgent legal backing is awaited for the use of Jenjo for public affairs in 

the state as well as policy is needed to elevate Jenjo language to the level of robbing 

shoulder with the major languages with mean scores of 3.02, 2.86, 2.80, 3.01, and 3.02 

respectively have moderating effect on the prospect of Jenjo language. The grand 

mean value of 2.94 indicates that the respondents are of the view that language policy 

has moderating effect on the prospect of Jenjo language in Taraba State.  

 

Testing of Hypotheses  

The following null hypotheses will be tested at 0.05 level of significance:- 

Ho1: There is no significant relationship between language policy and the prospect of 

minority languages in Taraba State. 

Table 5: An “r” Statistical Table Showing the Relationship between Language 

Policy and Prospect of Minority Languages in Taraba State  

Variables N Mean SD Df r-cal. Sig. Value (p) Decision 

Language Policy  120 5.31 2.17  

119 

 

0.02* 

 

0.82 

 

Accept  

Ho 

Minority Languages       120 13.53 3.42 

P= 0. 11 > 0.05 

 

From table 5 above, it is noteworthy to inform that a non-relationship was observed 

between language policy and the prospect of minority languages. This was 

evidenced with a yield of the calculated “r” (r- cal. = 0.02) at 119 degrees of freedom 

given that the obtained level of significance (p-value) is 0.82 as against the 0.05 

(statistical benchmark). By implication, the null hypothesis that says there is no 

significant relationship between language policy and the prospect of minority 

languages in Taraba State is therefore accepted. Hence, there is no significant 

relationship between language policy and the prospect of minority languages in 

Taraba State.  

 

Ho2: There is no significant relevance of language policy in meeting the problems 

of Jenjo language in Taraba State.  

Table 6: An “r” Statistical Table Showing the Relevance of Language Policy in 

Meeting the Problems of Jenjo Language in Taraba State  

Variables N Mean SD Df r-cal. Sig. Value (p) Decision 

Language Policy  120 5.31 2.17  

 

119 

 

 

0.05* 

 

 

0.52 

 

 

Accept 

Ho 

Meeting Problem     120 15.93 2.88 
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p= 0. 15 > 0.05 

From table 6 above, it is important to inform that language policy is not relevant in 

meeting the problems of Jenjo language. This was evidenced with a yield of the 

calculated “r” (r- cal. = 0.05) at 119 degrees of freedom given that the obtained level 

of significance (p-value) is 0.52 as against the 0.05 (statistical benchmark). By 

implication, the null hypothesis that says there is no significant relevance of 

language policy in meeting the problems of Jenjo language in Taraba State is 

therefore accepted. Therefore, there is no significant relevance of language policy 

in meeting the problems of Jenjo language in Taraba State.  

Ho3: There is no moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State. 

 

Table 7: Regression Coefficient Predicting Moderating Effect of Language 

Policy on the Prospect of Jenjo Language in Taraba State  

Model  Unstandardized 

Coefficients  

Standardized 

Coefficients  

T Sig. Decision  

B Std. 
Error 

Beta 

Constant 
variable: 

Language policy 
 

Dependent 
variable: Jenjo 

language   

14.913 
 

 
      -.040 

          
.900 

 
 

                 
          

.157 

 
 

 
-.024 

16.564 
 

 
           -

.256 

   .0000 
 

 
 

    .799 

Reject Ho 

.0000 < 0.05 

 

From table 7 above, it is worthwhile to inform that a significant moderating effect 

of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo language was observed. This was 

evidenced with a regression coefficient ‘t’ (t-cal.= .564 is greater than -.256 @ .0000 

and .799 level of significance respectively. By implication, the null hypothesis that 

says there is no significant moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of 

Jenjo language in Taraba State is therefore rejected. Thus, there is significant 

moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo language in Taraba 

State.  

 

Discussion of Findings  

Ho1: There is no significant relationship between language policy and the prospect of 

minority languages in Taraba State. 

Numerical evidences from table 5 revealed a non-relationship between language 

policy and the prospect of minority languages (with calculated r-value 0.02 and a p-
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value of 0.82 > against the statistical benchmark of 0.05). Thus, there is no significant 

relationship between language policy and the prospect of minority languages in Taraba 

State. 

In contrary to the current study, the study by Adebowale (2016) revealed that language 

policy is a form of constitutional protections for minority languages within its 

territorial walls so as to accord equal treatment to all ethnic minority peoples of the 

state. The researcher discovered that language policy is capable of empowering 

minority languages for similar functions and roles as seen in the case of the big three 

(Hausa, Yoruba, and Igbo), and concluded that language policy is used to protect, 

improve, and revitalize the status of minority languages to give it a befitting image 

like the major languages. In the similar vein, Spolsky (2004) reported that language 

policy give provisions for inclusion of linguistic rights of minorities with a view to 

providing equality for individual members of linguistic minorities thereby 

encouraging minority groups to use any language in private, business, religion, the 

press or any publications or at public meetings. Thus language policy accords 

considerable support for the language rights of minorities as observed in the provision 

of education system.   

 

Ho2: There is no significant relevance of language policy in meeting the problems of 

Jenjo language in Taraba State.  

Numerical evidences from table 5 revealed a non-relationship between language 

policy and minority languages (with calculated r-value 0.05 and a p-value of 0.52 > 

against the statistical benchmark of 0.05). Hence, there is no significant relevance of 

language policy in meeting the problems of Jenjo language in Taraba State. 

In disagreement with the report by Johnson (2015) who conceived language policy in 

line with minority language right in terms of power relations, political events, social 

and economic empowerment as well as social mobility of their speakers. The 

researcher concluded that language right is required to negotiate domination and 

subjugation of the rights and benefits associated with Jenjo language in terms of 

politics, economic and social emancipation. Again, the current study disagreed with 

the position of Tollefson (2011) that language rights of the speakers of minority 

languages are crucial in tackling the challenges of minority languages through 

language policy. That is, language policy will make it possible for an individual or 

ethnic group to maintain their chosen language in a similar way the dominant language 

is prioritized in the state.     

 

Ho3: There is no moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State. 
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Numerical evidences from table 7 revealed a significant moderating effect of language 

policy on Jenjo language In Taraba State (with regression coefficients t-cal= .564 > -

.256 and p-value .799 > .0000. Therefore, there is significant moderating effect of 

language policy on Jenjo language in Taraba State.  

In agreement with the current study, the study by Olaoye (2018) revealed that it is the 

sole responsibility of the speakers of minority languages to speak and maintain 

continuous usage provided an appropriate cultural environment or a policy to keep 

members of the state to accept its usage. Based on observation on the field, the 

researcher discovered that Jenjo language stands the chance of robbing shoulder with 

the major language (Hausa). Hence, the acceptability and continuous usage of Jenjo 

language among Tarabans largely depends on the language policy of the state. 

Moreover, the current study buttressed the Universal Declaration on Linguistic Rights 

(2016) that all languages are collectively constituted and made available within a 

community for individual use as tools of cohesion, identification, communication, and 

creative expression. To this end, language policy is urgently required to ensure the 

prospect of Jenjo language so as to possess the same traits of the major language 

(Hausa) for ease communication of its speakers and non-speakers alike. 

 

Implications 

The discussions above showed that language policy has to be encompassing to protect 

and promote minority languages in Taraba State. In this sense, language policy should 

be enunciated to the favour of socio-economic and political benefits of virtually 

minority languages in general and Jenjo language in particular. In fact, school-age 

children should be made to understand the essential role of minority language (Jenjo) 

in acquiring major language (Hausa) as well as in acquiring official language 

(English). The negative attitudes of parents towards Jenjo language should be 

addressed by professionals in the field while schools are compelled to comply with 

language policy that was designed to salvage indigenous languages by delivering 

lessons with Jenjo language so as to sell the importance of Jenjo language to younger 

generations.  

 

Suggestions for Way Forward  

Based on the findings of the study, the following recommendations are made: 

✓ The study has established that there is no significant relationship between 

language policy and the prospect of minority languages in Taraba State. By 

and large, the dependent on language policy for promulgation of minority 

languages within the state should be discontinued. In fact, each ethnic group 

should do everything humanly possible to sell its language to the world by 
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using traditional and social media to document cultural events in their local 

language.   

✓ Again, the study has shown that language policy has no significant relevant in 

meeting the problems of Jenjo language in Taraba State. It must be reiterated 

that only the speakers of Jenjo language can protect it from timely extinction. 

This is a wakeup call to the sons and daughters of Jenjo tribe to use their 

language (Jenjo) as often as possible irrespective of their base. Succinctly, 

everyone should see reason for speaking his/her language at home and abroad.    

✓ Finally, the study has established that language policy has some moderating 

effects on the prospect of Jenjo language in Taraba State. In fact, the fact Jenjo 

language has a huge number of speakers is enough reason to drive its usage in 

every nook and cranny of the state. Based on the study, policy is urgently 

needed to elevate the status of this minority language to major language in 

Taraba state.    

 

Conclusion  

Based on the research findings, it could be inferred that as far as Taraba State is 

concerned, there is significant effect of language policy on the prospect of Jenjo 

language in Taraba State. Though there is no significant relationship between language 

policy and the prospect of minority languages as well as meeting the problems of Jenjo 

language. On the contrary, moderating effect of language policy on the prospect of 

Jenjo language depicts the huge role of language policy in promoting Jenjo language 

in Taraba State.     
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