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Abstract
The study examined the prospect of Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) engagement in agricultural
extension service delivery in Edo Sate, Nigeria. Specific issues addressed included the type of Non-
Governmental Organizations (NGOs) operating in the study area, and their willingness to participate in
extension service delivery. Data were collected with the aid of questionnaire, from 143 NGOs selected from the
three agricultural zones of the state using Showball sampling technique. The data collected were analyzed using
frequency count and mean as well as Friedman test. The dominant forms of NGOs in the study area were; health
(53.1%), economic (vocational skills capacity building) (35.7%), advocacy/good governance (32.9%) civil rights
(28.0%), educational development (21%), environmental (16.1%) infrastructural development (8.4%), social
welfare (7.7%), Society watchdog (2.8%), conflict resolution (2.8%), agriculture (2.1%) and religion (0.7%).
Only few NGOs (23%) were engaged in entrepreneurial activities with crop and livestock farming being
dominant. The Freidman test (°=41.55) was significant at 5%level indicating that significant differences existed
among the NGO types in their willingness to engage in extension service delivery.NGO type such as agriculture
(mean= 3.93), economic (vocational and capacity building) (mean=3.75), and educational (mean=3.66) were
significantly more willing to engage in agric-oriented activities compared to other NGO types. It was
recommended that appropriate policies and enabling environment should be put in place by agricultural
policymaker to encourage NGOs participate in extension services, while linkage with ADPs be strengthen to
enhance production performance of those engaged in farm enterprises.
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I ntroduction

For more than two decades, the agricultural seofothe Nigeria economy has performed below
expectation despite the sum of money allocatedhe¢osector in each year’'s budget (Onyeahialam, 20023
realization promoted past governments in the cguotestablish several extension outfits, like Aggicultural
Development Projects (ADPs), River Basin Developméathorities (RBDAsS) and Agricultural and Rural
Management Training Institute (ARMT]I)

The responsibility for providing extension servides been largely that of government. According to
Erie (2006), Extension services in Nigeria haveagisvbeen provided through government owned agensies
the Ministry of Agriculture, the respective resdaastitutes that has spread across the countty witndate on
specific crops and livestock, Universities, andeothgriculture based intervention programmes. HEvellof
achievement of these government owned extensioncége has been of great concern to academics and
practitioners. Reason being that despite the latgeber of development programmes undertaken bipiht
and State agencies in Nigeria the living conditafnthe rural people still remain deplorable as as tbeen
identified with acute poverty, crude tools, poocdme, high infant mortality, low agricultural praztion and
lack of basic amenities such as portable watereectricity (Orhue, 2011). According to World BaBkudy
(2012), inadequate linkage between research aetgrh establishment are a major weakness of dawvelot.

In recent years, many observers have suggestedgtieultural and rural development strategies levou
benefit from increased collaboration between gowvemt and extension Organisations and Non-Goverrahent
Organisations (Egbuna, 2003).Donors in particulaveh started calling for more NGOs involvement in
programmes that have traditionally been implemenitedugh the public sector, and there has beercente
upsurge of donor interest in direct-funding of $vbhsed NGOs in Nigeria (World Bank, 2010a, 2010b).

Oladele(2004),in his evaluation study of AgricatiuExtension Services when World Bank Funds were
used to revamp the Extension Services in Nigepgedthat significant progress was made in thebéstament
of an institutional framework for a functional emgon service in the country and that some weaksasech as
harnessing of NGO efforts for a wider coverage austainability of the extension services requirpdcgl
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attention for the entrepreneurial orientation axision services to remain functional and relevarhe needs
of a majority of farmers.

However, NGOs are of different types and it wolbkdenormous to assume that the nature of the NGOs
has no bearing with their willingness to particgp@t agricultural entrepreneurial orientation egien service
delivery. Thus, to be more strategic in the emplegtror NGOs in delivery agricultural extension seswill
require an understanding of the different firmd\8Os available in the State as well as the disjpositf the
different NGO types to agricultural extension seevilelivery.

Objective of the Study

The main purpose of the study was to assess thiagness of NGOs to engage in entrepreneurial
activities in extension delivery in Edo State, NigeThe specific objectives were to;

i. characterize the NGOs operating in the study anea,
ii. ascertain the NGOs interest in participating in@dtural extension delivery based on type.

Hypothesis of the study

Ho,: There is no sign difference among the NGO typthéir willingness/interest to participate in agiioual
entrepreneurial activities in extension servicevaey.

M ethodology

The study was carried out in Edo State. The Staseapproximately 1,928,193 square kilometers gnjacted
population of 4,863,121 in 2018, based on the pimr growth rate of 3.5%. The state is mainly @grawith
majority of the people as farmers cultivating casbps such as timber, rubber, cocoa, plantain/tmr@hpalm
and arable crops such as fruits, vegetables, medmsava, yam and cocoyam. The keeping of livestack as
poultry, piggery, sheep and goat rearing is alsctred.

The population size of registered NGOs in the deat®mprising, 139 in Edo South, 15 in Edo Cerarad
9 in Edo North, (Conference of NGOs office, Edot&t2017).

The three senatorial districts in the State wempgsively sampled to give the study a state-widsu$o
Giving the population size of 163, the researchargeted all the NGOs. However, only 143 responga®
received from the target sampled and analysis vaasdon this Data were collected from the respdadan
means of validated questionnaire. The reliabilityoestionnaire was ascertained using the Tessiréethod,
which gave a correlation value of 0.872 which iadéd that the instrument was reliable. Descripsiagistical
tools, comprising frequency, percentage and mear u&ed in the analysis while Freidman test wad ts¢est
the hypothesis formulated for the study.

M easurement of Variables

Characteristics of NGOs

(a) Year of Establishment: The NGOs operators were ask to indicate the y&faestablishment and their
responses were categorized.

(b) Number of Branches: The NGOs operators were asked to indicate the eumibbranches they have.
Their responses were also categorized.

(c) Staff Strength: The NGOs operators were asked to indicate the pumbstaffs working with them
and their responses were also categorized.

Activity-Oriented

The NGOs were asked to indicate the activity theye into e.g. health economic (vocational/skill
capacity building), advocacy/good governance, cigihts, educational, environmental and agricultiiesed on
their major activities. Based on their respondesy twere characterized into health oriented, ecémoniented,
environmental oriented, civil rights oriented, agftural oriented, advocacy/good governance oriéknte
infrastructural development, social welfare, canftesolution, society watchdog and agriculture.
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Willingness of NGO Typesto Engagein Agric-Extension Rural Advisory Services Delivery

In order to categorize NGO based on their geneiifihgness to participate in agricultural extension
delivery, five statement relating to agriculturatension services were developed. The maximum andmam
scores obtained on the minimum was the five itemevdetermined. The maximum score obtainable wa4 20(

5 = 20) and the minimum was 5(1 x 5). The respaask was four (4) represent “Very willing”, (3) ‘Nimg”,

(2) “little willing” and (1) “not willing” represen the number of items/questions. In order to categothe
NGOs, the average of the minimum and maximum se@taken which was 13. The total items were summed
up; any score above 13 implied that the NGO ifinglto participate in the extension delivery, vehédny score
equal to below 13 implies that the NGOs is noting!

Results and Discussion
Year of Establishment

The result in Table 1 shows that about 28.0% ofNba-Governmental Organizations were established
between 6 — 10years ago, 26.6% were establishecgbetl1 — 16years ago, 13.3% were established bet&
— 30years ago, 9.8% were established between 25yeafs ago, 7.7% were established between 16 —
20years,7.7% were also established over 30yearsndule 7.0% were established between 1 — Syears ag

The average length of NGO existence in the studg aras 16years. This suggests that the NGOs had
some experience in carrying out NGO activities he study area. The above result is similar to Kdgam
(2011) finding and assertion that the long yearexgferience of NGOs promotes an understandingeohtiims
and values of their host communities.

Table1: NGO Year of Establishment

Age Freq Per cent M ean
(Year) age

1-10 50 35.0

11-20 49 33.3

21-30 33 23.1

>30 11 7.7

Total 143 100.0 16

Branch Networks of NGOs

Table 2 shows the Non-Governmental Organizatioasidit network in the study area. The result in
Table 2 shows that 72.7% of the NGOs had 1 -2dtres) 25.2% had 3 — 4 branches, 1.4% had 7raritles
while 0.7% had 5 — 6 branches. The average numbbranches was 2. This is relatively low, becatise
number of branches to a great extent determines N@l@lity to increase their outreach in the stadga. For
example, an NGO with only one branch in Benin tketeScapital will find it more difficult to coverctivities
that have to do with the grassroots people in gthetr of the State.
Table 2: NGO Number of Branches

Number Freq Per centage Mean
1-2 104 72.7

3-4 36 25.2

5-6 1 T

7-8 2 1.4

Total 143 100.0 2

Non-Governmental Organisation Staff Strength

Table 3 shows the staff strength of the Non-Govemtal Organisations. From Table 3, 42.0% of
NGOs had 11 — 15 staff, 34.3% had 6 — 10 staff)%4had 16 — 20 staff, 4.2% had 21-25 staff, whi@2 had
above 25 staff. The average staff strength wasvh®;h means the staff strength was low. Howevenjtéid
staff strength may prompt the NGO to network withews NGOs for a more effective and efficient sesvic
delivery. The result of the study agrees with BI(f891), who noted that the ability of public sectesearch
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and extension institutions to serve poorer farneemsspecially limited by inadequate financial suppbuman
resources and facilities.

Table 3: Staff Strength of NGOs

Staff Strength Freq Per centage
1-10 53 37

11-20 80 56

>20 10 7

Total 143 100.0

Characterization or Activity-Orientation of NGOs

Table 4 shows that NGOs in the state were invoivedl2 major activities namely health, economic
(vocational/skill capacity building), advocacy/googovernance, civil rights, educational development,
environmental, infrastructural development, sowialfare, society watchdog, conflict resolution,iaegiture and
religious. Based on the activities and percentagpanse, the result indicate that more than haif@®s in the
state (i.e. 53.1%) were characterized as healthdd§Os followed by economic NGOs (35.7%). Aboue3d
the NGOs were classified as advocacy/good govem@i®s were into civil rights, 16.1% were chardetat as
environmental NGOs, 8.4% were into infrastructutalelopment while 7.7% had a social welfare-origorma
Very few NGOs in the state act as society watch@8g%), and focused on conflict resolution (2.8@hly
2.1% of the NGOs were characterized as agricutbi@ded NGOs.

*Multiple Responses

Those NGOs directly on agriculture were (2.1%).ref@re, NGOs activity orientation is very fair with
total of (35.7% + 2.1% = 37.8%). However, more gffhould be made by NGOs to engage in agricukim
economic empowerment as part of their activitidsisTtan also be as a result of the importance oational
and skill capacity building drive to develop or esager the people in the study area. The above rsbkalws that
NGOs see the needs to advocate for good goverrmdribe people in the study area. This may be a&saltrof
foreign bodies who are interested in good goveraarfi¢he world.

The importance of environmental sanitation becomexessary as a result of climate change and the
need to protect against natural disaster in theystmea hence there is need for NGOs on envirorahesiaited
issues while in the case of infrastructural develept activities the results agree with Adebayo 798hich
reveals that among NGOs in Nigeria, those focusimgnfrastructural developmental related issuesidates.

The number of NGOs characterized as been involwezbiflict resolution was low, because the statgeys
relative peace.

This result shows that NGOs presently participaimggricultural related activities were few. Such
NGOs assist farmers with fertilizers, soft loans &gricultural production and training on how tceuatest
technology in improving agricultural productionu8tes by Graham (1990), Sollows, Thongpan and bpatfta
(1993), Watson and Laquihon (1993) noted that afitical based NGOs have developed innovative
dissemination methods, new technologies and newagament practices in improving the agricultural
production in the society. Mattock and Steele,(30t8/e asserted that most NGOs have not meet {iecesd
roles in agricultural development despite the thet agriculture constitute the major livelihoodtbé Nigeria
rural population. The implication of this therefpiie that the living standard of people living iaral areas
remains poor. More efforts are expected of NGOsnjglement more agricultural projects in order tgpmove
the living standard of people in rural areas.
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Table 4: Characterization or Activity-Orientation of NGOs

Activities Freg* Percentage
Health 76 53.1
Economic (vocational/skill capacity building) 51 35.7
Advocacy/good governance a7 32.9
Civil rights 40 28.0
Educational development 30 21.0
Environmental 23 16.1
Infrastructural development 12 8.4
Social welfare 11 7.7
Society watchdog 4 2.8
Conflict resolution 4 2.8
Agriculture 3 21
Religious 1 0.7

Willingness of the NGOsto Participate in Extension Delivery

Table 5 showed that the agricultural based NGOthadighest score with a mean of 3.93, followed by
economic based NGOx3.75), educational NGOs wittx € 3.66), infrastructural related NGOs £ 3.41),
environmental based NGO¥ £3.22), religious based NGOX+3.21), health NGOs (x =3.08), civil right
NGOs & = 2.94) and advocacy based NG@s=(2.92). The above NGOs score indicated theiringliess to
engage in extension service since their mean seere greater than 2.50. However, NGOs such asIsocia
welfare & = 2.44), conflict resolutior{ = 2.41) and society watchdog € 2.4) were considered not willing to
engage in agricultural extension services since #uwre were below >2.50. Overall, nine of theidentified
NGO type, representing 90%, indicated willingness eixpand their activity orientation and engage in
agricultural extension service delivery.

Table 5: Willingnessto Engage in Agricultural Extension Services by NGOs

Characterization \S/CVL)Irllengness Ranking
Agriculture 3.93* 1
Economic(vocational skill capacity building) 3.75* 2
Educational development 3.66* 3
Infrastructural development 3.41* 4
Environmental 3.22** 5
Religious 3.21* 6
Health 3.08* 7
Civil rights 2.94* 8
Advocacy 2.92* 9
Social welfare 2.44 10
Conflict resolution 2.41 11
Society watchdog 2.29 12

*willing [mean > 2.50]

Test of Differencein NGOs Willingnessto Engagein Agricultural Extension Delivery.

Table 6 shows the result for the test of differemreong the NGO types to delivery. The Freidman test
result(¥=41.55) was significant at 5% level, indicatingtthignificant differences existed among the wiltiegs

of NGO types in their willingness to engage in @sien delivery. Using a grand mean of 3.56, thaltesiggest
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that NGO types such as agriculture (mean=3.97)h@woic (vocation and capacity building) (mean=3.@6j
educational development (mean= 3.66) were sigmifigamore willing to engage in extension servicdivigy
compared to other NGO types such as infrastructlgaklopment (mean=3.41), environmental (mean 33.22
religion (mean=3.21), health (mean=3.08), giverirtlosver mean ranks (<3.56).

Table 6: Test of Differencein NGOS Willingnessto Engagein Agricultural Extension Delivery

NGO Types Mean Rank
Agriculture 3.93*
Economic (vocational and capacity building) 3.75*
Education development 3.66*
Infrastructural development 3.41
Environmental 3.22
Religion 23.
Health 3.08
Civil right 2.94
Advocacy 92.
Social welfare 42.
Conflict resolution 2.42
Societal watchdog 2.29

X*=41.55, df=11, grand mean=3.56

Source field data, 2014

Conclusion and Recommendation

The findings revealed that the level of the NG@slvement in agricultural related activities wasyw
low. Mattock and Steele, (2008) has asserted thst WGOs have not met the expected roles in agwiall
development despite the fact that agriculture étutstthe major livelihood of the Nigerian ruralgadation. The
implication of this therefore, is that the livintaedard of people living rural areas remains pbtare efforts are
expected of NGOs to implement more agriculturajguts in order to improve the living standard obple in
rural areas.

Based on the findings of the researchers, therefoneluded that significant differences existedhia
willingness of NGO types to participate in extemsiservice delivery. This could be as a result dirth
predominant orientation or activities that charaseetheir formation.

The researchers therefore, recommended that;

e Appropriate policies and enabling environment stidag put in place by agricultural policy maker that
will encourage NGOs to participate in extensionvae,.

e ADPs should link with NGOs in order to enhanceXt@Os capacity to deliver agricultural extension
services.

e The public extension service i.e ADP should equiatly the NGOs to farming groups to facilitate the
delivery of extension services to them.
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