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Ahbstraet

The siud;. examined the capacity building needs ol farmers lor sustainable poverty alleviation in Niger Stale.
Migerin. To achieve the study objective. 373 respondents were randomly and proportionately selecied [rom three
Iocal Government Arcas in the State, Validated interview schedule with reliability coeflicient of 0.82 was uscd 1o
colleet data, Data collected were analyreed wsing descriptive and inferential statistics. Resull of the study revealed
that 56.00% of the respondents had no formal education, while crop (96.00%) ard livestock larming (67.43%) were
the predominant livelihood activities of the respondents for poverty alleviation. The mean annual income of the
respondents was N152,436. Major urcas ol capacity building needs of the respondents for paverty alleviation include
crop and livestock farming as well as sustainable fishing stralegics. Socio-cconomic characteristics such as age
(r=0.392), family size (=0.312) and cooperative membership (—0.307) had signilicant corrclation with involvement
ol respondents in livelihood activities. Therefore. sensitization ol farmers on diverse agriculwral livelihoods was
suggested o enable them obtain more apportunities for sustainable development and poverty alleviation. Also. the
paper drew attention o the need o consider age. [amily size and cooperative membership of farmers when planning
and implementing agricultural poveny alleviation programmes in the State,
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INTRODUCTION

Poverty is one of the most serious problems in Nigeria  poverty. il they wre given the necessary scirvices and
wday, Despite the efforts of various governments lrom  supporl, Aceording to them, for each percentage growil
independence 1o date, poverty among the people has in agricullural vield. there is 0.6% to |2% reduction in
been on the increase, Available Jdata indicated that by poverly. Also. World Bank {20073 reported that Ghana
1960 the poverty level in the country covers ahoul 15 reduced poverty umong rural farmers by 24% between
percent of the population and by 1980 it grew Lo 7% 1990 and 2003, mainly through capacity huilding in
percent. In 1985 the poverty level was 40 pereent. 133 firm ol empowerment. It is the recognition ol the role
1996 the Federal Office of Statistics estimated the  agriculture can play in puverly alleviation that led 1o its
poverty level in Nigeria at about 66 percent (Mationil inclusion in most poverly alleviation programmes across
Poverty Cradication Programme (NAPLP). 2001), In the States of the federation,

20004 the indices of poverty in Nigeria greatly increased

to 70 percent and there arc a number of real indications Motwithstanding the apparent widespread of agricultural
o show that the present poverly level has gone up  poverly allevintion programmes in States. particuarly in
i Ademola of al., 2011). Several reasons account for this,  Niger State has oot yicld the desired result of
according W Olomola (1995) agricultural potentials are sustaimgble poverty alleviation. United Nations (20001
far lrom being fully realized and this has unpalatable  indicawed th world agricullure in the coming 30 years
implication for poverty alleviation and sustainable  will - undergo far-reaching cconomic and  physical
ceonomic  development.  Unfike  other  sectors.  changes o which sircss on natural resources and climate
agriculture plays a vitl role in employment amd ineome change may act as constraints to supply. Similarly.
generation as well as in the provision ol raw malerials  Molles (20023 pointed out that the depleted state ol wild
for indusirinl development and  forcign  exchange  lish stocks is due W o erfishing and inereasing
camings. Therefore. agriculture  and furmers  in degradation of coastal. marine. [reshwater ccosystems
particular meril support for many rensons. for instance. and habitats, The author further stressed that growth in
hirtle ef al{ 2005) and de-Janviy and Sadoulel (20010} humuan populations exerl increasing pressure on natural
siressed that farmers have greal capacity o reduce  resources,  changing  the  ccosysiem vig  various
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developmental projects without duc consideration lur
the natural resvurces sustainability. Thus, the task of
sustainable development and poverty alleviation in the
face of depleting resources requires capacity building
whereby relevant stakeholders and o ‘manizalions con
strengthen, ercate, adapl and maintain eapacity over
time. with the objective of assuring sustainable growth
and improving the lives of the slakeholders (Eremic.
2006: lssa ef al., 2010), While lending credence to this
pssertion, Ilivasu (2000) argued that capacity bullding
strengthen institutions and improve access of larnwers
services, The researcher further udded that capacity
building supported the development ol enviruonmental
friendly,  low-risk, low-cost  technologics  and
management practices relevant to larmers. 1 is expecled
thal capacity building will provide opporiunitics for
(armers Lo acguire skills, put skills o productive use as
well a5 develop good mental and physical abilities 1o
give the maximum oupul for development and poverty
allevigiion on  sustainable  boses U @5 against  this
luh:kgﬁ!und that this study waes carried oul o provide
cmpirical rescarch information on capacity  building
needs of farmers. This will likely result into formidable
policy  loundation  block sustwinable  poverty
alleviation in the State and nation ot large, The wsage of
the study’s findings would be in the area of knowledge
development and design ol relevan cupavity  building
sirategy for sustainable development and - poverty
alleviation based on the need of the Tarmers, The specific
uhjectives of the study are Wy

i, deseribe  socho-cconomic characteristics ol the
respondents;

determine  agrieuliurnl livelihood activities ol the
respondents for poverty alleviation.

fur

iii. nsceriain annual income ol the respondents:

iv. identily arcas of capacily building needs of
respondents [or sustainable poverty alleviation: and

v, determine relationship between  socio-coonomic
charocteristics of respondents and involvement in
upricultural activities.

METHODOLOGY

Niger State falls within Guinea Suvann. ecologival pone
ol Migerin. The State lies between fatitudes #3327 and
H"30°N and longitudes 3"30° und 7°20°0 Annual
rainfall of the State range from 1600mm in the south 1o
| 100mm in the forth wilh average monthly emperature
range of about 23 1o 29°C, The major sceupation of
the people s erop and livestock arming (Niger State
Cicographic  Information System. 20071 The samplc
design for the study was based on the agriculiural
activities in the Siate, In line sith this considerition. 3
Loenl Government  Areas  (Kotcha,  Wushishi - ond
Paikoro L{As) one from each agricubiuenl wome in the
State were randomiy selected. hereafler, & villages

o H

were rundomly chosen from cach LGA o obtain 9
villages in all. Based on the population of larmers in
gach village. a ol of 375 respondenis were
proportionately sampled for the study from established
sampling frame of 3730 farmers,

A validated interview schedule which was subjected 1o
Cronbach’s Alpha reliability test (F=0,82) was wsed W
eollect data i February, 2014 ol which age and
educativnal  level were measured in years. while
coopertive membership and ses wore measured 0
dumimy and houschold size was measured in pumber.
Livelihood activitics were determined by asking the
respondents to indicate the pumber of agricultural
getivities they partake in. Annual income way measured
in naira. Capacity building needs was measured by
using @ d-point Likert scale of great need =4. some
need=3, litde need =2 and no need = 1. In caleulating
the capucity building needs. the values of the scale
(102 05 0d) were summed up o obtain 10, The sum was
further divided by 4 w0 get 2.5 which is the mean, Any
arca of capacity building with & meun score of 2.5 and
ahave depiets major need of capacity building and any
grea with mean Jess than 2.5 was regarded as minor
need of capacity  building. The data enllected o
plbjectives 1. 203 and 4 were analyzed using descriptive
statisties  (frequency.  percentage and  mean)  while
ohjcctive 3 was achieved using inferential stutistics
feorrelation analysish This sudy was limited w0 only
three Dacal Government Areas of Miger Stale Migeria.

RESULTS AND IMSCUSSION

Socio-Eeonomic Characteristics of Respondents

The resull fn Table 1 showsd that more than half
(52.00%:) ol the respondents were within the ages of 31-
divears, This implics thal the respondents are still in
Wweir  active  productive  ages  which  would  be
instrumental o povery alleviation and guest 1o build
capacity, Figure in Table 1 also revealed that majority
(53, 34%) ol the respondemts had household sive of 16 1w
33 members, The large lumily siee of the respondents i
expected o mutivate them o participale in man
ceonomic activities to alleviae poverly. In addition.
Fable | indicated that 73.87% ol the respondents were
male while 26.13% were female, Similarly. Table |
revested that 34.14% of the respondents were membiers
ol conperative societies and the remaining 43 86% were
parl miembers,  Furthermore, Table 1 showed  thal
majerity (30,000 of the respondents had oo formal
cducation, This low educational status may posc scrivus
problems that may alfeel farmers” capacity building. In
bultressing this point, Uimar er ol (20083 stressed that
seiquisition of formal education is necessary for ever;
person in respective of oceupational profession.
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Table 1: Sociv-cconumic characieristics of respondents

Socie-economic Freguency Prerevmiare
chamcterisiics

Ages(Years)

1130 75 Tk
=10 195 32,00
A1-50 42 11 20
51-00 36 9 6l
fil and ahove 7 7.200
ol 375 TR
onsehold sire

|-5 A0 Lih i
b=10 45 120
I1-1% 90 2.
I6-20 L M b
2]-23 100 2007
Tatal 375 (LR
Sen

Male 217 T3.87
Femaleg 48 My i3
Total 373 ph A1
( noperative membership

Yes 203 2014
M 172 IR R
Toinl 375 | £
Fucationil status

o Formal education 20 A6 0D
Primary educalion 90 2400
Secondary education i3 1467
Teminry education 0 5.3}
Tatal _1?_5__ IR

Source: Field survey. 2014

.-‘lgrh:l.ilhlrnl Livelihood Activities of Respondents Tor
Poverty Alleviation

Table 2 indicated that crop sub-seclor constitutes the
most duminant agricultural activity ol the respondents
in the arca for poverty alleviation. This is ey idenced by
the involvement of overwhelming majority (90.00%) ol
the respondents in crop farming. Livestock larming was
next with 67.45% respondents. Moreso. 30.13% ol the
respondents practiced (ishing in the wild rivers. In a
related study, Haylor and Bland (2001) reported that
integration ol fisheries to other lorms of livelihood in
some communitics in Asia resulied in income increase
and  bhetter  livelihood.  Similarly. 41.00% ol the
respondents partake in animal traction husiness. In rural
communitics in Nigeria where aliernative source of
income generation outside farming are usually scarce.
empowering more larmers o gequire traction animals
would contribule to poverty alleviation in the stucy
arca. However, only 16.00%, 10.13% and 9.07% ol the
respondents. respectively, engaged in lpod processing.
aquaculture and apiculture which i attributed 1o ek of
capacity  building in  wrms ol p oductive  assel
Consequently. the respondents are failing o utilize these
agricultural opportunitics to their adyamage. Potentially.
food processing and apiculture pro vides o lot of
opportunities  for  farmers o caim meaningiul
livelihood in agriculture for sustai wble  ceonomic
development and poverty alleviation. Chus, prosductic @

il
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assel provision compenent of capacity building must be
addressed for sustainable development and  poverly
alleviation in the area.

Fable 2:  Agricultural  livelihood activities ol
respondents for poverty alleviation R
Apriculural lvelihood activities®  Frequency Perecitage.
Livestock farming 153 6T A5
sarketing of aprcultural products 4 33.07

Food processing 2li] 16 00

Farm Tabowir husiness 136 627
Agjuaculine 3R 013
Animal irpcion business 156 L e

Crop fanming 1l oy (MF
Farestn product business i 2ib 53
Amenlture 34 .07
Apro-mpul doaler 25 B BT
Fishing 88 2013

93

Source: Field survey. 2014 :
*Multiple responscs

Annual Income of Respondents

Fable 3 showed that the annual income of 35.46% of the
respondents ranged between MN100.000 and N2ZODOM,
while additional 32.27% of the respondents realized
hetween N201.000 and N300.000 as income, The mean
annual income of the respondents was N152. 136 which
i< an indication that majority of the respondents are low
income carners. When the mean amount is converted 1o
LIS dollar. it is equivalent to $896.68 which is a pointer
that most of the larmers in the study area are living
helow the poverty line i.c. living on less than $2.50 a
day . Capacity building in this regard should emphasis
on provision of  marketing  information and - basic
infrastructural lacilities such as construction ol road
networks and markets  for casy  tansportation and
murketing of agricultural produce from rural 10 urban

centres 1o carn more  income  lor sustainable
development and poverty alleviation.

I'able 3 Annual income of respondents

Incame () Freguency. _ Percentage
T K3 J2.567

JOb e 200 I i3s3 35 Al

i it 0,00k 121 3227

Aldwavie S0 IR0 16 il

Virtail YA [LALERALE]

Muean IS AIASRYG GR)

sonree: Field survey. 2014

Capacity  Building  Needs ol Respondents  for

Sustainable Poverty Alleviation

The mean values of 3.70 and 3.34 respectively. revealed
that most of the respondents are in need ol copacity
building in the areas of erop and livestock farming in
order 1o increase production and alleviate poverty
(Tahle 4y, Similarly. the mean ligure ol 3.27 implics
that the respondents are in need of capacity huilding on
qustitinalle  fishing  strategies W reduee the
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overexploitation of natural stock. which the respondents
stressed. is getling to its limit. These arcas  was
followed by climate change (3.15): which suggests that
the respondents are in need of capacity building un
climate change adaptation strategics for sustainable

production and poverty alleviation. Other arcas ol

capacity building nceds were food processing (3.03).
aquaculture (2.63). sustainable forest product utilization

(2.58) and apiculture (2.51). Attending o these arcas ol

needs will go a long way in building farmers” capacity
for improved production and sustainable  poverty
alleviation among farmers in the study arca.

Table 4: Capacity building needs of respondents for
sustainable poverty alleviation

_ Capacity building needs i Mean  Remark
Livestock larming 554 Major need
Food processing HUE Major need
Aquaculture 263 Major need
Crop farming 370 Major need
Marketing of product .09 Minor need
Sustainable forest product utilization 138 Major need
Apiculture 251 Major need
Animal traction business 126 Minor need
Climate change 3.15 Major need
Agro-input business §.72 Minor need

_ Sustainable hshing strategies 327 Major need

Source: Ficld survey. 2014

Relationship between Socio-cconomic
Characteristics of Respondents and Involvement in
Agricultural Activities for Poverly Adleviation

As shown in Table 5. age (0.392). lamily size (0.312)
and cooperative membership (0.307) had significant
correlation  with involvement ol respondents —in
agricultural activities: indicating that one unit increase
in these socio-cconomic variables will lcad
involvement of farmers in more agricu.iural activities in
order 1o alleviate poverty. Involvement ol farmers in
social organizations cspecially cooperative societics
could enhance reception of government assistance in
form of loans. subsidies and other services. It also
provide forum lor capacity building. In an carlicr study.
Olomola (1995) reported that one of the most important
factors determining the level of involvement of farmers
in agricultural livelihood activities is the size ol Family.

Fable 5: Relationship  between  socio-ceonomic
characteristics of respondents and involvement  in
“agricultural activities for poverty alley jation

Sacin-cconomic characienistics Correlation values

,"\!'L' [ 3ur=
Family size Lo B
Sex [IRE
Cooperitive membership TP

_ Lducational status NI E iy

Source: Computed from ficld survey data. 2014
*Significant at 3% NS: Not signilicant

CONCLUSION

Based on the findings. it was concluded that crop and
livestock farming was the common livelihood activities
of the respondents for poverty alleviation. The annual
mean  income Trom livelihood activities ol the
respondents was N152.436. While major arcas of
cupacity  building needs ol the respondents  for
sustainable poverty alleviation include crop. livestock
and lish farming. Age. family size and cooperative
membership  had  correlation  with involvement ol
respondents in livelihood activities.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Yensitization of farmers on diverse livelihood activitics
should be carried out to cnable them obtain more
opportunities for sustainable development and poverty
alleviation. Specifically. more emphasis should be given
(o lood processing. aquaculture and apiculture.

Finding revealed that animal traction business is an
alternative source ol income  generation for poverly
alleviation. Thus. farmers should be empowered. This
could come in form of loans through the State’s Poverty
Alleviation Programme. To facilitate this. larmers
should be cncouraged to form viable association
through which traction animals could be made available.
Capacity building strategy in the area of crop and
livestock Tarming would invelve provision ol improved
crop varieties and animal breeds. To cnhance [armers’
access 10 improved crop vaietics. communitics and
associations should be encouraged to establish their own
seed farms while the government offers them the
necessary technical support.

I:ducation and information dissemination is crucial to
sustainable development. Therefore. capacity building
strategy for fishing should focus on creating awareness
on sustainable lishing strategics such as none use ol
explosives. poisons and compliance with gear control.
dectaration of fish caich and  closed arca/season
reeulations.  Also. marketing information and skills
needed  for  aquaculture.  fisheries.  forest product
utilization and climate change management should be
disseminated.  This  could be  achieved  through
denonstration by skilled extension workers who should
pay on-lfarm visit to the farmers regularly.

[0 build farmers capacity lor more productivity for
sustainable development and poverty alleviation in the
area. government. non-governmental oreanisations and
even patriotic citizens should embark on provision ol
relevant productive assets and infrastructural lacilitics.
Given the poverty level of the farmers, the productive
assets and technologies should be provided as loans at

highly subsidized prices.
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membership of
planning and

Finally, age. family size and coaperative
the farmers should be comsidercd when

implementing  any agricultural - poverly alleviation
programme in the State.
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