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 ABSTRACT e -
{ Z: his .s‘f:;r/_}’ :;.\‘..scsscd ﬁ?r‘r;;cr'.\' [7(11'/17/'17(1!1'01; in agricultural cooperatives in Mokwa Local Government Arca of Niger w____
State. A mulii-stage randomm sampling techni 'l i 2 g ; g : o
;Pf‘immy daia n-cr':* collected u.w’né str?:clurcdi Z’Ir'/iv‘/‘f(l);:;(j:‘;;{ (’*(())rl:;'/f f: : ]'20 ,Ml‘)o”'dc”“ .W/"’ edutod Scale/'”r"”e'm
| Ertsantda RO W ! complemented with interview scheduled. Both descriptive
und inferenital statis tics were used to analyze the data collected. The result of this study revealed that majority (§2.5%)
of the respondents fall within the age range of 21 < 55 years with a mean age of 39 years, while §2.6% r)f t/z’e
‘re'ts:pmm'c‘nis /m.n’ secondary education and above. J\/forrc so, about 64.2% of the r‘csp’()n\a"enfs 641[16’.5'4[(36[ to the
;{j{'/CLTI‘fl"(’IIC"T.‘\' of coopérative societies in the study area. Logit regression analysis result showed that the value of
gﬂ“l"(ﬁ‘f"'fni qfderqi'm:‘na/io;; Rwas 0.5758 implying that about 38”0 of the var;'atiorr in the dependent variable is
|explained ?{\:{/13 -mdcpena’enr variables in the logit regression model. The age, gertder, household size eclucaziona;/
status and jarming experience were all significant at 1%, 5% and 10% respeczi\,lely and direcl‘/y related to
participation in agricultural cooperatives in the study area. This implies that one unit fncr(;asc in any of the variable
will .’a:a’m an increase in the level of participation in an agricultural cooperative. It was therefore recommended that
cxiension agents should enhance participation of farmers in agricultural cooperatives in order for them to benefit
fromactivities thatwill improve on their agricultural production. ‘ o
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E\f‘* ; RQQUCTIQE o ' , _ cooperatives are the largest producers of fruits and
Cooperative societies are legal, institutionalized and’ vegetables for the nationals market in Burkina-faso,
voluntary organizations characterized by the values of . responsible for 77% of cotton production and 90% of
.sclf-l‘leip, sclf-responsibility and democracy equality. - national milk production in Cote'd'ivoire and 70% of
According to Enyeribe (2001), c¢ooperative. the wheat production surplus export in Uruguay. All
iassoclation consist of group of people who join, over the world cooperative movement has remained
itogether to perform functions which they cannot. the vehicle of developmental services to farmers.
undertzke as an individual, help to provide some Generally, cooperative efforts tend to be directed
services that is people concerned, operating on a. towards namely agricultural cooperative society,
group for the solution to their problems and does: Thrift and credit, multi-purpose, fishery and
business for the motive of service and not for profit- -~ - marketing cooperative societies. Farmers all over the
making. Cooperative is a voluntary organization in: world faces the challenges of accessing basic
which people come together on basis of equality for: __agricultural inputs individually, it becomes more
the protection of economics interest (Ugochukwu,” " severe with respect to developing countries especially
12000). It is an autonomous association of women and men, - African countries if they do not participate. in
’ who unite voluntarily to meet their common ec_onomic. social; agricultural cooperatives. As posited by USAID (2003),
- ard cultural needs and aspirations through aJ"J.il_m)’ owned ﬂ'}d; the purpose of the Agriculture Cooperatives in
| democratically controlled enterprise (lntgmanohal Fund for Ethiopia is to improve the efficiency of agricultural
| Agricultural Development, 2012). According to Intcmational, markets through development and promotion of

Labour Organization (2007), cooperative enterprise model:,
exists in many scctors;, including agriculture, consumer issucs,
marketing and financial services, and housing. More so,’
cooperatives provide 100 million jobs worldwide and count:
more than | billion members. Agnicultural cooperatives play

an important role in supporting small agricultural producers:
and marginalized groups such as young people and women. As:

modemn, business-oriented agricultural cooperatives
active in input supply, autput marketing, and
extension of credit. An evaluation carried out by the
International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) in 2010 in
Eastern Africa revealed that increased participation in agricultural
cooperatives had resulted in improved crop productivity,
production and income. It proved to be particularly beneficial for

| hlghlightcd by Ikcpefan. (.2004)' the report of women, female-headed heuseholds, people with low literacy
j' International Labour Orgamzatl'on' (]LO)‘ Ov“ U?cﬂ_; levels, and farmers with ‘medium-sized landholdings. In
/. contribution of cooperative socicties to economic Nigeria, Idrisa et al. (2007) posited that the level of
- growth showed that the livelihood of nearly 3 billion participation of individual member in the activities of
people or half of the yvor}d population' was m.adc' cooperative societies to which such a member belongs
secure by cooperative enterprises based on the United - determines the level of awareness of such member

Nation estimates of 1994 and that agricgltural“
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cuducted  Mokwa
r State with latitude
ngitude 113 \ rth of the equator. 1t

~<ﬁ\ *{_‘” GAs of Niger State and
eresent Lavun Local Guvernment
I g " ECQE _There are four (4) districts in
= TGA which are: Mekwa, Muwo, Kudu and
11 land area of two hundred and

>, and itcovers 3 it
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(220) square kilometers with a total po"nl ation
43 (National Pepulation Conuuission,
vopulation as at 2014 using J2%

&7, About 85 percent ot the land
nent is characterized by
annual raintall mnging from

1600mm and t:'.upcr.aturc mnging from 23°C -
Agriculture is the major accupation of the
, of the population engaged in

farming. The major foad crops includer yam, beans,
nce, millet, groundnut, maize and sugarcane, and
raised animals like; cattle, goat, sheep and others, The
people living in the study area are pmmmm.mtl\
Nupes with some Gwaris and Hausas also present

(Niger State Government, 2007, *

Sampling procedures: Sauple populations were
basically small-scale farmers that are members of
agricultural cooperative society in Mokwa, A
fnuhistagc random sampling techmque was emploved
m selecting the respondent for this study, The first
stage wwolved random sclection of two {2) villages
from each of the four (4) districts in Mokwa l_\\i‘;\l
Government Area to give a total of eight (8) villages.

Second stage was the random selection of six (0)
villages out of the selected eight (8) \‘:ll.n.u using the

and finally, the third stage was the l.mdom \clectmn of

listofregistered cooperative societies in the study avea

fwenty \f_m Prrtnets from eaclh ol the wix (O Villages
A total ol vae Dondred ad - wenty (1)
espondenty o thix, study. Data were collevted witly
the ant ol W ell m\n(mod qu\wn\\un\\m‘-
\\\\\\Num wted by personal tnterview sehedutes, Botly
Josetip e (egqueney distribution, p\*t\\*nl e g
mean) ad wivental sk e \l\m( fegte ssiotnodel)

were tsadasthe ol tor the analysis, :

uh

lcwn‘.l\w vessfon Analy NE
qession Was used
pnllup.nmn ol

(0 detenmine factors
pespondents
ooperave societies, The penetal logit
v mathenu atically caprossed as

Logit ey
mthueneag
agtenliug al
rearession model
ol\\‘\\l\l' low:
V= NN, S LN RUPN . . Sh

Where
Y t\l\m pation of Respondents

C\\‘]\M(\\\L\\\\ 1, No =)
N\, Ageinveans
N, = Gender (Male -
\ ——\l\{‘it;\l\‘tnlu\‘ (Mared = 1,

~Household stee in number
\ = Bducationallevelinye cats ofschooling
X, = Farming experience i yveis

W apnealnal

1. Female =0)
Single = 0)

N = Ineome i

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION .
Socio-veonomic character istics of the vespondents |

The socto-ccononue variables exanned were ane

marital status, sender, educational level, tanuing
{ houschold sice of the respondents, As
() of the
BNUARNAT

EXPLLICHLE il
revealed e Table 1o majonty
respondents tall within the age range »of 2l
implying that they e W thetr most productive age
while 93589 of (he respondents were male, Mote so,
majority {70%) of the respondents were manned with
only 4.2V of e divoreed while 93,99 of the
n\punduux had household \\.\ from 1 10 witha
mean howschold size of 7 pewons. I terms of
cducational level of the l‘\‘.\‘“\\]ldcnl& A0V RR AR
and 1S8% had tertiary, secondary and prmary
education respectively tmplying that the respondents
were highly educated, This inding 18 i agreement
with Tduisa e el (2007) who stated that the lngher the
level of education, the more people parieipate o
NUNANRITANN ‘.\l,\‘h\n(‘\ ¥ O ol the
tespondents had faming experience between o 13
vears mthe study area,
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able 1. Smm-cwnnmlc ch'u -\cicnsuce of the rcspomlcnts : :
chcnpuom Frequency Percentagcs
AGE (yrs) 8.3 i
<20 10 -0
) 6 ' e
| 31-40 43 §§3
41 - 50 i 40 .
_‘56 ) 21 17.6
. GENDER - -
- Nale - 42
“ Female . 5
| MARITAL STATUS . 760
| Married xl\‘é e
i Single [ !
| Widowed , 13 ]40.28
Divorced 5 ‘
SENGL \j
l]l:')s ENCGLD - . 965
C6-10 71 o 59.2
L1 -15 4 3.3
| > 15 . ] 0.8
EDUCATION
Non formal 2 1.6
Prmary 19 15.8
Secondary 55 45.9
_lLJ-l.'L!"_\ 44 36.7
FARMING EXPERIENCE
1 -5 . 3 2.5
6~ 10 ' 46 38.4
It - 15 46 38.4
16-20 25 20.7
Total 120 100

"Source: Field Survey, 2013. ;o

Types of Ceoperative and their Funchms in the

StudyvArea
The respondents for this study were all membels of

‘agricultural cooperative society in one form or the

others. Table 2 revealed the various types of

| agricultural cooperative they belong to in the st tudy

area. Majority (56.7%) of the respondents belong to

" agricultural credit and marketing cooperqmc 17.5%
| belongs to thrift and credit cooperative, 14.2% belongs

| to farmer's processors cooperative and 11.7% belongs’

to farmer’s producers cooperative. More so, 1n terms of

Table 2. Types of agricultural coo eratives and their functions in the studv area -
P B

functions perform by the coopcmuves 34.4% of the
respondents attested that the cooperatives function in
providing relevant market information, assistance in
rural development (21.7%), provision of extension
services (19.5%), provxsxon of agricultural inputs
(17.5%) and. provision of credit facilities (7.53%)
implying that cooperatives as attested to by the
respondents discharge its primary rcqpousﬂ):lmes in

the study area.

Descriptions Frequency Percentages
CQOPERATIVE TYPES

Farmer Producers Cooperatives { 14 11.7
Farmer Processors Cooperatives - 17 - - 14.2
Agricultural Credit and Marketing Cooperanvc 68 56.7
Thrift and Cred:t Cooperatwes ) ‘ . 21 17.5
FUNCTIONS ‘ L o4 . : ~
Provision of Credit to Farmers -, 8 A .9 | 7.5
Provision of Agricultural Inputs : 21 : 17.5
Provision of Extension Services 23 19.5
Assistance on Marketing Information 41 34.4
Assistance in Rural Development 26 219
Total 120 100

-Source: Field_Suryey, 2013. ..
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Eifectiveness of agricultural cooperative -

The effectiveness of agricultural cooperative societies
is the quality of being able to carry out cooperative
development programmes that will be beneﬁc;ial to
members of the cooperative in a given community. As

g R

Table 3;:mzijority (64.2%).of the rcsponden::\_

e

shown in:

.confirmed the ‘effectiveness of the " agricultury)

cooperative societies while 35.8% of thﬁ respondents
stated that the agricultural cooperative were ng -

effective in the study area.

Table 3. Effectiveness of agricultural cooperatives by the respondents

. —
Effectiveness Frequency Perc;nztages e
Very Eftective L 55.’0
Effective 5y
Not Effective 10.0
Total

Source: Field Survey, 2013.

Factors influcncing Participation of Respondents
inAgricultural Cooperatives :
Logit Regression model was used to determine the
factors influencing participation of respondents in
agricultural cooperatives in the study area. The
result of the logit regression is presented in Table 4.
The value of coefficient of determination, R’was
0.5758 with an adjusted R*of 0.4941 implying that .
about 58% of the variation in the.dependcnt variable
is explained by the independent variables in the logit
regression model. Gender X, and education X; were

significant at 1% level of probability; age X, a‘md
household size X, were significant at 5%, while
farming‘cxperién'ce X, was significant at 10%. They
were all"’directly related to the dependent variable
implying that one unit increase in any of the '
independent varjable will result in an increase in the i i
level of participation in the agricultural cooperative.

* Marital status X;-and income X, were not

significant; therefore have no influence on
respondents' participation in cooperative

Table 4. Logit Regression of factor influencing participation in agricultural cooperative

Variables Coefficients -

Standard error’

1.70*

Age (X)) 0.0533 - 0.0313 ‘
Gender (Xs) 0.1762 ©0.0672 . 2-6%:;“* '
Marital status (X3) 0.1508.. - 0.6032 0.25°
Household size (X,4) 0.1732 :0.0888 1.95%
Education (Xs) 0.1397 .+ 0.0558 5. 50%**
Farming experience (X¢) 0.0566 +0.0245 - 2.31’f*
Income (X5) 0.29806 - 1.02779. 0.29™°

R=0.5758, Adjusted R = 0.4941 and F value = 2.56.
Seurce: Field Survey, 2013~ * e

*%% implies significant at 1%, ** implies s_i.gnificzn'nt at 5% and * impliesvsigniﬂcant at 10%:

CONCLUSION :

Based on the evidence from the findings of this study, .
it can be concluded that there is high participation of
respondents in agricultural cooperative with majority
attesting to the effectiveness of cooperatives in the
study area. It effectively functions in providing the
basic needs of rural farmers particularly in the study
area. More so, socio-economic characteristics such as
age, education, farming experience and others were
found to influence the respondents' participation in
agricultural cooperatives in the area. o

RECOMMENDATIONS

From the findings of this study, tlfe following
recommendations were made: e :
i. Though, agricultural cooperative were found to be
effective, there is need for government to set up

administrative supervisory -committee that will

Scanned by CamScanner

supervise the activities of agricultural cooperatives for .
better service delivery.

ii. Income and marital status were found not to be
significant in respect to participation in cooperative.
Hence, -there is heed for financial institution .
responsible for provision of funds to assist rural -
farmers by providing flexible credit facilities through
cooperatives that will enhance more participation.

1. Provision of extension education by the extension
agents to' farmers ‘on the need to participate in
agricultural cooperative will g’b ‘a long ‘way in - |
cnhancing their benefits from ‘agricultural

cooperalive. _ : ' " b
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