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Abstract

The study evaluates advisory and extension services activities in chukun local government area of kaduna state. A
total of 80 respondents were Interviewed through a well structured interview schedule. Frequency counts,
percentages and 4 — point likert scale were used in data analysis. The findings reveals that majority (74.7%) of the
respondents were between 21 — 40 years of age. While 63% were married. Furthermore, majority 53.16% had 1 — 5
members in their household while the majority 59.5 had no formal education. In addition 79.7% has more than 21
years of farming experience and 76% of them belong to one cooperative society or the other. Majority 74.7% of the
respondents claimed they had no access to extension service and on the contrary. 76% of the respondents claimed
that they had access to advisory services. The findings revealed that majority (76%) of the respondents who claimed
that they had access to advisory services admitted that it had a positive impact on them. The study also highlighted
the perception of the seriousness of the constraints faced by the extension service which includes problems of
funding, poor incentive for staff inadequate training of EAs, institutional bureaucracy and mobility and logistic
problems which are considered as serious problems. On the contrary, the advisory service does not face the same
serious problems as encountered by the conventional extension service. The study recommended revitalization of the
extension system in Nigeria and that more private, public and nongovernmental organizations should be encouraged
to provide advisory services to farmers.
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Introduction revolution in Asia country. It is important to
Formal practice of advisory service note that after the time of Green revolution,
started in late 1800 AD. The first modern there was widespread perception that is had
agricultural advisory service was established in become ineffective, inefficient and fiscally
Ireland during the potatoes famine in 1845 unsustainable (Anderson et al., 2006; FAO,
(Swanson at al., 1997). During the colonial 2010). As a result of the above, there is a current
times, commodity — oriented technical advice interest in agricultural advisory services as a
was in many developing countries, while mean of reaching out for pro-poor development
agricultural advisory services, were generally by promoting agricultural productivity, increase
established in the 1950s and 60s. These services food security, improve rural livelihood and
were designed to bring new knowledge and promoting agriculture as an engine for pro-poor
techniques from public research organization to economic growth.
a broader spectrum of farmers (Purcell and
Anderson, 1997). Nigeria had faced serious development
challenges since 1960 when she became
Agricultural extension services started independent. The poverty rate stands at about
in the United States of America in 1914 70% in 2005 from 20% in 1980. The 2004
following the promulgation of an Act in the Human Development Index (HDI) stand at 0.466
parliament. In the 1960s and 1970s the ranking at 151 out of 177 developing countries.
development of agricultural extension was seen The country takes a 57 position among the 95
as major factors in promoting agricultural poorest countries in the world (Pinto, 2005;
development particularly the launch of Green Sodangi, 2011). Rural poverty is a serious threat
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to food and nutrition security in sub-Saharan
Africa (SSA) specifically, in Nigeria where it
remain a challenge despite the country’s
plentiful agricultural resources and oil wealth
(Ogunlela and Ogungbile, 2006). It is against
this backdrop that this study sought to:

i. examine the socio-economic characteristics
of rural farmers in the study area

ii. determine the respondents
extension and advisory services

iii. determines respondents perception of the
satisfaction derived from advisory and
extension services

iv. examine the constraints faced by the
extension and advisory services and the
farmers perception of the seriousness of the
constraints

access to

Methodology

The study was conducted in Chikun
local government area (LGA) in Kaduna state,
the LGA has a land area of about 445, 659km
with a projected population of 368, 250 people
according to 2006 census figure (NPC, 2006). It
is one of the 23 LGAs of Kaduna state. The
main occupation of the people is farming with a
large number of civil servants and traders, some
of the civil servant and traders are also involved
in farming on part time basis (Banje et al.,
1995). The area receives an annual rainfall of
about 1100mm and a mean temperature 29°%
(Norman, 1994). The climate is suitable for the
cultivation of varieties of crops like maize,
legumes and yam. It also favours the rearing of
livestock such as cattle, sheep and goat with
abundance of grasses and shrubs (Barje et al.,
1995).

A well structured interview schedule
was used to elicit information from the
respondents. Primary data were mainly used for
the study. Eighty questionnaires were distributed
and 79 were found to be valid, bringing down
the total sampled size to 79 respondents.
Descriptive  statistic such as frequency
distribution, percentages, Likert scale type and
means were used for data analysis.
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Results and Discussion

Table 1 shows that majority (74.7%) of the
respondents fall within the age range of 21 — 40
years. Thus implying that most of the farmers
were in their middle aged which is the
productive age. The relatively youthful age is
advantageous for carrying out farming activities,
this findings is similar to that of Ugwoke et al.,
(2007) who reported that 79% of the respondents
were within the active age range of 21 — 40
years.

Table 1: Distribution of the respondents according
to their socio-economic characteristics (n = 79)

Variables Frequency Percentage
Age

Below 21 7 8.9
21-30 13 16.5
31-40 46 58.2
41-50 13 16.5
Total 79 100
Sex

Male 61 77.2
Female 18 22.8
Total 79 100
Marital status

Single 4 501
Married 63 79.7
Divorced/separated 12 15.2
Total 79 100
Household Size

1-5 42 53.1
6-11 24 304
11& above 13 16.5
Total 79 100
Level of education

No formal education 47 59.5
Primary education 22 27.8
Secondary education 10 12.7
Total 79 100
Farming

Less than 10 years 4 5.1
10— 20 years 12 15.2
21 and above 63 79.7
Total 79 100
Membership of

group/society

Yes 60 76
No 19 24
Total 79 100

Source: Field Survey, 2014
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Table 1 also shows that majority of the
respondents (77.2%) were males while only
22.8% were females. This is not surprising
because most farming activities are usually
carried out by the males, these can be attributed
to the fact that farming requires an active and
able bodied individuals. Results also shows that
majority (79.7%) of the respondents were
married. This implies that majority of the
respondents are responsible peoples with
additional responsibilities of catering for their
household and this may be the singular reasons
why majority of them seeks for advisory
services to improved their lot

Table 1 also revealed that most of the
respondents (79.7%) were illiterates, this will go
a long way in affecting the rate of dissemination
of information to them, and this may
consequently slow down the process of
acceptance and adoption of new innovations.
Majority of the respondents (79.7%) had been
farming for more than 21 years. This implies
that the respondents had acquired enough
experience to make them effective and efficient
farmers. Similarly about 76% of the respondents
belong to one type of cooperative society or the
other and it is only about 24% that does not
belong to any type of cooperative organization.
This implies that farmers in the study area can
take advantage of the opportunities that are
usually made available by donor agencies,
NGOs and other agencies that are involved in
providing advisory services.

Table 2 revealed that majority of the
respondents (74.7%) claimed that they don’t
have access to extension services, this cannot be
dissociated from the current decay in the
country’s extension service, on the contrary,
majority of the respondents (76%) claimed they
had access to advisory services, this may be as a
result of the extension service which is no longer
functional.

46

Table 2: Distribution of respondents based on
their access to extension and advisory services

Variable Frequency Percentage

Access to  extension - -

services

Have access 20 253

No access 59 74.7

Access to advisory services

Have access 60 76

No access 17 24
Source: field survey 2014

Donor agencies, NGOs and

development partners (public private

partnership) are now providing advisory services
to the farmers, this is in agreement with Rivera
and Alex ( 2005) who held that innovative
advisory methods have gained ground, such as
group based and participatory approaches for
providing advisory services for alleviating
poverty.

The result in Table 3 indicates that
37.5% of the respondents received advisory
services from Fadama 1, Il and IlI; this implies
that Fadama programmes is making an impact in
the local government areas and in the state as a
whole. Other sources from which farmers
received advisory services includes UNDP
(25%), USAID (18.75%) ,NGOs (12.5%) and
others (6.25%).

Table 3:Distribution of respondents sources of
advisory services

Source Frequency*  Percentage
Government source - -

Fadama I, I1 & 11 60 375
UNDP 40 25

USAID 30 18.75
Non-governmental 20 125
organizations

Others 10 6.25

Total 160 100

Source: Field Survey, 2014. *Multiple responses
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This is in conformity with the claims of
Anderson, Feder and Ganguly (2006) who
opines that “there is a current interest in
agricultural advisory services as a means of
reaching out for pro-poor development by
promoting agricultural productivity, increased
food security, improved rural livelihood and
promoting agriculture as an engine of pro-poor
economic growth. This is also in agreement with
Williamson (1986) who distinguished three
sectors that may be involved in financing and
providing agricultural advisory services via: the
public sector, the private sector and non-
governmental and non-profit organizations, civil
society organizations from different sectors.

Table 4 revealed that majority (84.3%)
of the respondents were not satisfied with the
performances of the extension service, this is not
unconnected with the present decay in the
extension service. On the contrary majority
(74.7%) of the respondents were satisfied with
the performance of the advisory service, this
also is not unconnected with the present
commitment of the organizations that provide
advisory services.

Table 4: Distribution of respondents according to
their perception of extension and advisory services
performance

Variable Frequency Percentage
Extension service

performance

Very satisfied - -
Satisfied 10 12.7
Not satisfied 69 84.3
Advisory services

performance

Very satisfied 59 74.7
Satisfied 15 19.0
Not satisfied 5 6.3

Source: field survey, 2014.

This is in conformity with the claims of
Kristin Davis et al. (2006) that organizations
that provide advisory services are more

47

committed and usually ensure that farmers are
seen as partners in the technology generation
process rather than simply recipients of
technology, they however support and provide
facilities for people who engaged in agricultural
production to solve problem and obtain
information, skill and technologies and
improved their livelihood and well-being.

Table 5 shows that 24.19% of the
respondents received advisory services in form
of training in acquiring skills that will make
them efficient in using their resources, 20.16%
received crop related advisory services, about
16.13% of the respondents received advisory
service in livestock and poultry management.
Others include market linkages (12.09%), agro
processing services (7.26%) and 2.02% in
fishery related services. This implies that
advisory services providers provide a wide
spectrum of services for the purpose of
alleviating poverty.

Table 5: Advisory services activities from which
respondents have benefited

Variable Frequency*  Percentage
Crop related service 50 20.16
Livestock services 40 16.13
Fishery related services 5 2.02
Agro-processing services 18 7.26
Skill acquisition services 60 24.19
(training)

Poultry/livestock management 40 16.13
Market linkages 30 12.09
Others 5 2.02
Total 248 100

Source: field survey, 2014 *Multiple responses

Table 6 shows the constraints faced by
both extension and advisory service. For
extension service the respondents perceived all
the problems to be serious, in exception of poor
coordination between research and lack of
qualified staff. For the advisory service the
respondents perceived all the problems as not
serious in exception of inadequate funding.
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Table 6: perception of respondents on the seriousness of the constraints facing extension and advisory

services
Variables Means (X) Remark
Extension service
Inadequate funding 3.49 Serious
Poor incentive of staff 2.50 Serious
Inadequate training for EAS 2.60 Serious
Institutional bureaucracy 2.55 Serious
Poor coordination among research/ extension system 2.30 Not serious
Lack of qualified staff 2.29 Not serious
Problem of mobility and logistics 2.70 Serious
Advisory services
Inadequate funding 3.50 Serious
Poor incentive of staff 2.24 Not serious
Inadequate training for EAS 2.15 Not serious
Institutional bureaucracy 221 Not serious
Poor coordination among research extension system 2.04 Not serious
Lack of qualified staff 2.15 Not serious
Problem of mobility and logistics 2.20 Not serious

Source: field survey, 2014

This implies that the conventional
extension system is facing serious problems
which needs urgent attention, this is in
agreement with the findings of VVan den Ban and
Hawkings, (2002) and Dayo, (2010) who
pointed out that agricultural extension is facing a
number of serious problems in this era for which
it is not easy to find good solution, on the
contrary the advisory service is facing less
problems and that is why it is presently doing
better than the conventional extension service
because the term “pluralistic” advisory services
refers to the existence of a variety of
institutional option that exist for financing and
providing agricultural advisory service to
support and facilitate people engaged in
agricultural production to solve problems and to
obtain information, skills and technologies and
improve their livelihood and well being (Kristin
Davis et al., 2006)

Conclusion and Recommendations

Results of the study shows that majority
of the respondents (74.7%) falls within the
middle age range of 21 — 40 years considered
appropriate for enhancing productivity. Also
majorities (79.7%) were illiterate, implying that
extension or advisory services may be slow
down because illiteracy is a factor in the
adoption process. Similarly, majority of the
respondents (74.7%) claimed they don’t have
access to extension service, whereas, 76%

claimed they had access to advisory services, as
such advisory services is having an impact on
the farmers than extension service, all the
recipients (76%) of the advisory service claimed
it had positive effect on them. The result
indicated that the extension service is facing
serious problems which it is not easy to find
good solution, advisory service on the other
hand is not facing serious problems as the case
with the extension service.

The following recommendations were therefore
made:

i. Reorganization and revitalization of the
conventional extension system to bring back
to shape and to regain its lost glory

ii. There is need for adequate funding of the
extension organization

iii. There is also the need to encourage public
private partnership

iv. More organizations, like donor agencies
nongovernmental  organizations, private
sectors and public sectors should be
encourage in providing advisory services to
close the gap created by the inefficiency of
the conventional extension system
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