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ABSTRACT

The study analysed the “Perception of farmers and Extension Agents on the Privatization and

Commercialization of Extension Services Delivery in Adamawa State, Nigeria.” Respondents were randomly

selected from the study area, and a total of one hundred and sixteen (116) respondents were selected. Ninety

three (93) were farmers while twenty four were extension agents. Descriptive statistics and rank correlation

coefficient were used to analyse the data from the findings. The result of the study showed that majority

(64.1%) of the respondents (farmers) were 40 years and below while for the extension agents 75% were below

40 years of age. Most of the respondents, 40.1% and 87.4% respectively (farmers and extension agents) had

Ordinary National Diploma or Bachelors degree as their educational qualification respectively. The study also

revealed that 41.3% of the respondents (farmers) strongly agreed that privatization and commercialization can

improve extension service delivery, while 42.3% agreed that privatization and commercialization of extension

service can help farmers to have greater access to farm inputs. Majority (90.8%) of the respondents (extension

agents) agreed that privatization will improve efficiency and effectiveness of the extension agents, while 50%

of them agreed that privatization can improve extension delivery. Result of the correlation coefficient revealed

that there is a significant relationship between respondents perception of privatization and commercialization

where r = 0.564. It was recommended that with the low level of income for the respondents (farmers) in the

study area, even if government will privatize extension, it should reach an agreement on how to subsidize it.

Similarly age, gender and educational level of the respondents should be considered when planning and

organizing for the privatization of the extension services.
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Introduction

There is an increasing interest among development planners and policy makers in the privatisation of

agricultural extension services in Nigeria. However, these efforts would amount to a waste, if not utilized by

farmers. The responsibility of making farmers to be aware of research findings is that of extension service.

According to Fadiji et al (2005) extension information is relevant to agricultural practices and development.

From government perspectives, whatever priority is given to production, extension will remain a key policy

tool for promoting ecologically and socially sustainable farming practices (FAO, 1997).

Until recently, extension is solely organised and funded by the governments. It has however, been detected

that, one of the obstacles to effective extension service is bureaucracy (FAO, 1997). According to Alfred and

Adepoju (2006) governments have found that they are less able to continue providing all the services

previously provided. Some functions of government have been curtailed, and others have been privatized. Such

changes according to Williams and John (1997) have been particularly significant in the formally centrally

managed economics. Public sector extension has been facing criticism for its cost and lack of efficiency hence,
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privatization of extension service. To buttress this, Alfred and Adepoju (2006), has observed that, government’s

dwindling development budget and extremely poor progress in raising economic and social well-being of the

populace through public extension, have led to the call for private sector involvement in the provision of

extension service.

It is against this background that the following pertinent questions are asked.

- What are the farmers and extension agents’ perception on privatization and commercialization of extension

service?

- Will there be acceptability of privatization and commercialization of extension service among farmers and

extension agents?

Based on the stated questions, the study became necessary to:

- examine the socio-economic characteristics of the farmers and extension agents;

- to determine the farmers’ and extension agents’ perception of privatization and commercialization of

extension service;

- to assess the acceptability of privatization and commercialization of extension service among farmers and

extension agents respectively.

Methodology

The study was carried out in Adamawa State, Nigeria. The state has three Agricultural zones, namely:

North, Central and South. Virtually all the zones have similar physical features in terms of geography,

vegetation, soil type as well as the types and nature of agricultural activities practised.

Basic procedures of random sampling were used in selecting the respondents. A list of all the villages in

the three zones was obtained from the state headquarters of the Agricultural Development Programme (ADP).

From the list, thirty one farmers and eight respondents extension agents were randomly selected from each of

the three zones. This brought the total number of respondents used for this study to 93 (farmers) and 24

(extension agents). The data were collected by means of interview schedules, and data collected were analysed

by the use of percentages and rank correlation coefficient.

Results and discussion

Socio-economic Characteristics of the Respondents

Result in Table 1 show that majority (64.1%) of the respondents (farmers) studied were 40 years and

below, while the respondents within the age range of 41 – 50 years accounted for 19%, and remaining 16.3%

were above 50 years. The implication of these findings is that a greater proportion of the respondents were

relatively young and able-bodied and still possess the strength for farming and therefore, could be more

disposed to extension contact. This contact if achieved is likely to place the respondents in the position they

could pass judgement on the relevance of privatised extension service (Alfred and Adepoju, 2006). From Table

1 also, it was found that male and female farmers were 79.3% and 20.6% respectively. More of the males

might have been sampled because they are the major decision takers when it comes to such issues like

privatisation and adoption of new technologies.

Findings as shown on the table further showed that 73.7% of the respondents had one level or the other

of formal education. The more educated the respondents are, the more likely they would be able to have

insight into the comparative characteristics of privatised extension with that of the conventional extension.

According to Table 1, only 15% of the respondent had more than 15 years of farming experience, and it

was also shown from the same table about the their age , where were majority were below 40 years of age.

Since a large percentage are young, it could be deduced, that the respondents perception of privatized

extensions would equally emanate from their youthful nature, which makes them to take the risk of accepting

the privatized extension service.

Also findings in Table 1, showed that 54.2% of the respondents have annual income of between N10,000

– N30,000 only. This is grossly inadequate to sustain the farmer and his family. Sustainable ways of

improving the income of the farmer have to be provide and guaranteed, this can be done through implementing

policies that can create ways were easy credit facilities and provision of affordable farm input at the right time

and in the right place. By doing so, the idea of privatization of extension services could be welcomed and fully

be accepted by the respondents, which could invariably help in improving the level of income and living

standard of the respondents.

Table 1, also showed the socio-demographic characteristics of the extension agents Seventy five percent

were below 40 years of age, 20.8% were 41 – 50 years and only 4.2% were above 50 years. The results
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showed that majority of the respondents were in their youthful age and will be able to carry out the extension

work effectively.

The findings further showed that 87.4% of the respondents had Ordinary National Diploma or Bachelors

degree or its equivalent as their educational level. The more educated the respondents are, the more likely they

would be able to have insight into the comparative characteristics of privatized extension with that of the

conventional extension (Alfred and Adepoju, 2006).

The working experience of the respondents, as shown by the result indicated that 66.6% of the respondent

had working experience of between 1 – 5 years, 20.8% worked for between 6-10 years, while 4.2% and 8.3%

had work for between 11-15 years and more than 15 years respectively. It is deduced that young people work

harder than older people. 

Contact with Agricultural Extension Service

Table 2 shows the level of respondents’ awareness for extension service. While 82% claimed that they

were aware of extension service, 18% claimed they were not, confirming the high level awareness, the result

showed that 56% of the respondents were visited fortnightly while 20% were visited weekly. The style of

visitation (fortnightly) was in consonance with that practiced by Agricultural Development Programme (ADP)

in Nigeria. The fortnightly visitation has been recommended to allow for monthly technical review meetings

(MTRM) (FAO, 1997, Alfred and Adepoju, 2006).

The result further showed that, 54% of the respondents were members of associations such as cooperative

societies, while 46% were not. Awareness of membership of association might have been created during the

extension contacts. Membership of association as canvassed by extension is usually to assist farmers form a

force by which they can obtain inputs and credit with less difficulty among other benefits (Alfred and Adepoju,

2006). To buttress this observation, the result of the study (Table 2) indicated that 73% of the respondents

agreed to have secured inputs through extension. As a boost for extension privatization, 61% indicated their

readiness to pay for extension service.

Table 3 presents the respondents’ (farmers) perception toward privatization of extension service, 41.3%

of them strongly agreed that privatization and commercialization of extension services can improve extension

service; while 42.3% agreed that privatization of extension service can help farmers to have greater access to

farm inputs. Forty one point three percent of the respondents indicated that privatization can provide to the

needs of the farmers at the right time, 36.9% of the respondents agreed that privatization will provide farmers

with greater access to extension agents, 27.1% and 27.1% strongly agreed and agreed that privatization will

improve employment opportunities for trained personnel, while 33.6% and 38.0% strongly agree and agreed

respectively that privatization is good. It can be deduced from the result in table 3, that the response pertaining

respondents perception towards privatization of extension service is positive.

Table 4 also presents the respondents (extension agents) perception towards privatization of extension

services. Majority (90.8%) of them agreed that privatization will improve efficiency and effectiveness of

extension agents, while 50% of them agreed that privatization can improve extension delivery, 90.8% of the

respondents agreed that the privatization can ensure farmers have greater access to farm inputs, 90.8% again

agreed that privatization will improve efficiency and effectiveness of extension agents, 45.8% strongly agreed

that privatization will improve employment opportunities for trained extension personnel, 65.5% of the

respondents agreed that privatization is good, while 90.8% disagreed that privatization will decrease

employment opportunities for extension agents. 

Table 5 shows the ranking of perception by respondents (extension agents and farmers). The result showed

that there is a significant relationship between respondents (farmers and extension agents) perception of

privatization and commercialization, where r = 0.58. This indicates that the level of perception of privatization

and commercialization by the respondents (farmers and extension agents) was 58%, this could mean that a

significant number of these respondents were of the opinion that there is need for privatization and

commercialization of extension services. This in essence if it becomes operational will go a long way in

improving agricultural production in the study area in particular and in the country at large.

Conclusion and Recommendation

The study was set to determine the perception of privatization and commercialization of agricultural

extension services in Adamawa state, Nigeria. The study sort information on the socio-economic characteristics

of the respondents and their perception concerning privatization and commercialization of agricultural extension

services. The study attempted to ascertain the perception of the farmers and extension agents towards

privatization of agricultural extension services.
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Table 1: Socio-Economic Characteristics of Respondents (Farmers and Extension agents).

Respondents Characteristics Percentage

Age (Farmers)

< 30 years 39.1

31 – 40 years 25

41 – 50 years 19

> 50 years 16.3

Gender

M ale 79.3

Fem ale 20.6

M arital Status

Single 21.7

M arried 64.1

Divorced 7.6

Widowed 6.5

Level of Education

Qur’anic 21.7

Adult Education 33.6

OND/NCE 21.7

HND/B.Sc. 18.4

Others 4.3

Experience in Farming

< 5 years 12.0

6 – 10 37.0

11 – 15 21.0

> 15 years 15.0

Level of Income

N10,000 – N20,000 39.0

N21,000 – N30,000 15.2

N31,000 – N40,000 14.1

N41,000 – N50,000 18.4

> N50,000 14.1

Household Size

1 – 5 60.0

6 – 10 37.0

Above 10 3.0

Age (Extension agents)

< 30 years 37.5

31 – 40 years 37.5

41 – 50 years 20.8

> 50 years 4.2

Gender

M ale 79.1

Fem ale 20.8

M arital Status

Single 45.8

M arried 45.8

Divorced 4.2

Widowed 4.2

Level of Education

Secondary 12.5

OND/NCE 33.3

HND/B.Sc. 54.1

Years of working Experience 

1 – 5 years 66.6

6 – 10 20.8

11 – 15 4.2

> 15 years 8.3

Source: Field Survey, 2007.

Table 2: Contact with Agricultural Extension Service by Respondents.

Variable Percentage

Awareness

No 18

Yes 82

Total 100

Frequency of Contact

Not at all 18

Weekly 20

Fortnightly 56

Occasionally 6

Total 100
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Table 2: Continue

M embership of Association

No 46

Yes 54

Total 100

Input acquisition from Ext. service 

No 27

Yes 73

Total 100

Willingness to pay for Ext. Service

No 39

Yes 61

Total 100

Source: Field Survey, 2007.

Table 3: Respondents Perception (farmers) Towards Privatisation of Extension Service.

SA A UD D SD

A. Privatisation can improve extension delivery 38(41.3) 27(29.3) 9(9.7) 13(14.1) 5(5.4)

B. Privatisation can ensure farmers have greater access 26(28.2) 39(42.3) 8.(8.6) 15(16.3) 4(4.3)

to farm  inputs

C. Privatisation can provide to the need of farmers at 19(20.6) 38(41.3) 13(14.1) 16(17.3) 6(6.5)

the right time.

D. Privatisation can not provide to the need of farmers 15(16.3) 23(25) 8(8.6) 34(36.9) 12(13.0)

at the right time.

E. Privatisation will provide farmers with greater access 24(26.0) 34(36.9) 11(11.9) 17(18.4) 6(6.5)

to extension agents

F. Privatisation will improve employment opportunities 25(27.1) 25(27.1) 17(18.4) 17(18.4) 8(8.6)

for trained extension personnel

G. Privatisation is good 31(33.6) 35(38.0) 7(7.6) 13(14.1) 6(6.5)

Source: Field Survey, 2007.

Note: Figures in parenthesis represent percentages.

NB. SA= Strongly Agreed, A= Agreed, UD=Undecided, D= Disagreed, SD= Strongly Disagreed.

Table 4: Respondents Perception (Extension Agents) Towards Privatisation of Extension Service.

SA A UD D SD

A. Privatisation can improve extension delivery 10(41.6) 12(50) 1(4.1) 1(4.1)

B. Privatisation can not improve extension delivery - 2(8.3) 6(25) 12(50) 4(16.6)

C. Privatisation can ensure farmers have greater access 2(8.3) 17(90.8) 2(8.3) 2(8.3) 1(4.1)

to farm  inputs

D. Privatisation will improve efficiency and effectiveness 3(12.4) 17(90.8) 2(8.3) 2(8.3) -

of the extension agents

E. Privatisation will improve employment opportunities 11(45.8 7(29.1) 4(16.6) 2(8.3) -

for trained extension personnel

F. Privatisation will decrease employment opportunities - (28.3) 2(8.3) 17(90.8) 3(12.4)

for extension agents

G. Privatisation is good 7(29.1) 15(65.5) - 1(4.1) 1(4.1)

Source: Field Survey, 2007.

Note: Figures in parenthesis represent percentages.

NB:   SA= Strongly Agreed, A= Agreed, UD

Table 5: Ranking of Perception of Privatisation by Respondents

Variables Farmers’ Ext. Agents’ D D 2

Ranking Ranking

A. Privatisation can improve extension delivery 5 2 3 9

B. Privatisation can ensure farmers have greater access to farm inputs 7 3 4 16

C. Privatisation can provide to the need of farmers at the right time. 9 6 3 9

D. Privatisation can not provide to the need of farmers at the right time. 4 3 4 16

E. Privatisation will provide farm ers with greater access to extension agents 6 9 -3 9

F. Privatisation will improve employment opportunities for trained 3 3 - -

extension personnel

G. Privatisation is good 3 4 -1 1

H. Privatisation can decrease employment opportunities for extension agents 2 5 3 9

I. Privatisation will provide farmers with less access to extension agents 3 7 -4 16

J. Privatisation can not improve extension deliveryR= .58 9 9 - -

Source: Field Survey, 2007.

One of the major findings showed that, a large proportion of the respondents were below 40 years, which

fall in the class of the young able bodied people who are potential risk takers, and there is a significant

positive relationship between respondents’ perception and privatization and commercialization of agricultural

extension services. It is also recommended that, areas where farmers can fund, among the components of
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privatized extension service, must be well defined so that they would not feel exploited. Also, it was

recommended that with the low level of income for the respondents (farmers) in the study area, even if

government will privatize extension, it should reach an agreement on how to subsidize it.

Finally, an enabling environment, through government policies should be created for private organization

to function.
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