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ABSTRACTH I AR, Y

HO study analyzed the okra production among commercial farmers in Federal Capital ‘Tervitory, Abuja, Nigeri,
Primany data were collected through a well structured questionnaire administered 1o randomly sampled okry
fmens o the aty, from four area councils namely: Gwagwalada. Kuje, Bwari.and Abuja Municipal Arey
Counail The data collected from two hundred and twenty-one (221) farmers were analyzed using descriptiye
statistics, commercialization level and profit analysis. The result shows that the average age of farmers wyg 57
seanss majonty were educated and experienced farmers. Commercialization index indicates that the

household
commercialization of okra production was 31.22%,.

a confirmation that they were oriented  towards
commercialization. The profit analysis showed that commercial okra production is profitable with an average of
N316. 728 per hectare. The major problems faced by farmers were inadequate capital 1o expand production,
madequate storage facilities and bad roads. Farmers need 1o be educated on new techniques in the storage of
okma
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INTRODUCTION

The term vegetable is used to describe the tender edible shoot. leaves. fruits
consumed whole or in part. raw or cooked as a supplement to st
known vegetables, and it is very eood for the body (Olasant
vezetable is one of the staple food components whose production has continued (o increase (Udoh and Akpan,
2007). According to (Bakhru, 2003) the main sources of farm income for small and limited resource farmers arc
basically arable crop production, vegetables and non-vegetable crops. Okra is the Most important fruit vegetable
crop and a source of calorie (4550kcal/kg) for human consumption. It ranks first before other vegetable crops
{Babatunde ¢r of.. 2007). It is one of the most commonly grown vegetable crops in the tropics (Njoku, 2009),
Okra cultivation and production h portance to the economy

as been widely practiced because of its im
development and can be found in almost every market in Aliica.

and root of plants and spices that are
archy foods and meat. Okra is one of the well
an el al.. 2009). In most countries of the world.

Agncullurz':l commercialization involved a deliberate action on the part of agricultur
of production in such a way that a greater part of the crops produced is tor
ngena. there is 2 wide gap between domestic food supply and de
is bccz!usc agricultural productions especially arable crops have
?)“cramlg’:n"izt:mil: drtsgllc lhe‘f:ol'n|)m:mivg advunlflg‘erof producing in large quantities for commercialization. 1
g ederal (,clpllél! Fc!'nlur{/ (IF.C.T) has mostly been in commercial production, th"
el il T T;)'(I-m:“fms s df:hncd' as I.zu'gL" scale px:uducliun ol okra to the populace in the -CIII:\:
i) .ns. 'f" m ol |)‘I()-d~l!Cll()ll IS aimed mainly for large sales, it production are P""'
agricultural business which 5?:::5'3530{] O'. ‘dlllcr?nl I'.c'll needs and interest of the consumers, this also tcriucricz‘:!
achievemen(s of farmers, apar li.l'()l']‘l ;‘::cl;p‘lr(?! ’blusmcss. management, it equally leads 10 c""'clp,r:“[';b,»(,(,(
Butrients deficiencies i th Mﬁ(fsnm’.v(’ﬂucs of okra to mankind and its ill?llll)/ to 5c‘l‘., okra
solittio T body. Therefore, (hig study analysed the costs and returns in commercial 0%
: N the Federal Capital Territor Abuja. The specific obieetiv e jocio-economt
characterisfics of i BT i Y, uja. I'he specific objectives are 1o describe socio s
e study area; dete 5

¢ rmine the comme
om okra production ang identify problems

al producers to use factors
exchange or sale (Okezie, 2000). I
mand of most food crop (Ajibefun, 2003). [his

y -

3 : . A ol sl
remained at subsistence oriented level in mo

maximization, alsq aimed at

o . et E&LIMG
reial level among farmers: estil
neemA LA . v : v 1
associaled with commereial okra plmlucll‘"

-
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L jucted in Abuja the Federal Capital Tervitory (F.C.T), located in the Sewzumu}_w grassland of
SISy Was SOV belt of Nigeria, 1U1s bounded on the North by Kaduna State, the west by Niger State. the
: e ':"‘“'""“v-‘ and southwest by Kogi State, It falls within latitude 70” 20" North of Equator
- i‘I\\“ .;nd‘ 00 39", F.COT occupies 4 land area of 8.000sq kilometre, It has an estimated
’ sl 1,300,139 disaggrepated into 733,172 males and 673,067 females (.Nilli()llill Population
2012). The estimated farming population is about 93,092 whereas the estimated Okra farming
10.000 (I C.T A.D.P, 2010).
and Sampling Size

iy the Tour ared councils of the Federal Capital Territory. Abuja okra farmers constitute the
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Lale frame. Multistage sampling technique was used in this study, in the first stage. cleven
¢ \‘-“1-“\‘\ villages were randomly selected from the Tour councils namely. Kuje. Gwagwalada,
\buja Arca Municipal. A total ol two hundred and twenty-one (221) commercial okra producers
. .“1.|| Data Analysis . Gt e : o
W lected was analyzed using descriptive statistics such as frequency counts, mean and percentage.
C U evel, cost and returns of okra production was analyzed using budgetary approach (profit analysis).
11w AL é 1 4
The budgetary approach used is given as:
W fit=TR TC and TC =TFC + TVC
where TR = Total Revenue: TC = Total Cost; TFC = Total Fixed Cost; TVC = Total Variable Cost, Return
10 investment = RATC:

i

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Socio-economic € haracteristics

Result in table | show that the average age of sampled farmers was 57.25; an indication that the respondents are
active to be commercial okra producers. This result is similar to that of Ehirim ef al; (2014), in their study of
okra producers in Imo state; they found out that the average age was 52 years. Further analysis showed that
majority of respondents had secondary school education; this means that majority of okra farmers can read and
therefore will be able to adopt new technology and go commercial. Table | also shows that majority of farmers
tad farm size between 2 and 4 hectares, an indication of commercial production. The farming experience
indicate that majority of farmers had between 21-30 years. This will have a positive relationship with their
production level, this result is in conformity with the findings of Ehirim er af; 2014. In most cases, family
labour. hired labour and a combination of both are employed. From table | it was discovered that majority
(84.16%) of the sampled okra farmers used joint or integrated method, this is expected because of the large farm
size used by the okra farmers.

Household Commercialization Level on Sampled Okra Production

:I‘he field research result of the household commercialization level of Okra production in the siudy area as shown
in the table 2 indicated that, the value of okra sold by the household on the average was N 105,946,000, whereas
the value of okra produced by the household on average was found to be N 206,860,000. The household
commercialization level for the okra production calculated as the percentage of quantity sold over quantity
ilz;rvested (quantity sold/quantity harvested * 100) had an average of about 51%, this means that the production
of okra among the farmers in Federal Capital Territory household was averagely oriented towards

c . . . L3 1 1 . .
(;mmercuah.zauon. This means, their index value (51.22%) away from 100% which represent the highest degree
Ot commercialization.

&
08ts and returns of okra production

in‘::h?:tul::i()btai"ed from the field research in table 3 showed that, the average revenue from the okra production
g g area was found to be N 936,018.00 per hectare whc;reas the' tot.al cost was found to tfe N 619,290.00
204 i o ,band this resgll to N 316,728 profit per hectare. This sFudy indicates th_at ti_xe enterprise is profitable,

¢ commercialized in Federal Capital Territory, Abuja. Okra enterprise in Abuja can serve as an

additjq ; 4 -
nal source of revenue for household, simply because there is high demand for it to make soup with it.
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The probiams O o ““1 (e result abtained from (he field showed
n ol okra Base
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o would always visit the
atible with the farmers’

(1)
farmers and introduce nEW technologics or ne
environment as well as solving their problems they encounter on daily basis.
2) The farmers themselves OF federal government should assist by providing feeder road so as to link up to
market in the city.
(3) Ihere should be more supply of improved seed varieties for the okra farmers (0 be able to improve on
their tarm production.
i4) Also. government and non-governmental organization should grant loan to the okra farmers in remote
farming communitics.
(5) Adequate storage facilities need to be provided for the farmers in order to preserve their perishable
product.
I'able 1: Socio-economic Characteristics of Okra Commercial Farmers
Variables Frequency Percentage
Age
11-50 37 16.74
51-60 117 52.91
61-70 60 2715
0 7 ST
Total : 22| 100.0
I_ducational Status
No formal education 10 30
Primary education 16 793
Secondary educati =
ndary education 107 481
I ertiary education 59 B
; & 26.09

Source: Field Survey.2013

[ able 2: Household Commercialization Index on Sampled Okra Production

Value in Naira (IN)

em
Gross VolueOhrasold =~ = - L
Gross Value Okra produced 105946000
Amount consumed + gifl EO(LSGU-OOO
Household commercialization index ~;~I0§:,000

e

Source: Field Data, 2013
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1. Cost and returns of okra production in study area
; LOSL S )

Table - \verige Cost (N/hi) wind I.,LEEXEL'W“ e e~
frems e e,
Fived Cost 198.870 83.46

| 5,910 2.19

hand fork 1,380 1.84

Ganden fork 000 0.28

Digging mattoch 2,500 1.05

Rake 3.000 1.26

—-ry 800 0.34

e 17.000 7.13
o158 2250 0.91

sovate

Watening LCan 890 0.37
onpibit 2.000 0.81
Depreciation 500 0.21

rotal Fixed Cost (TFC) 238.790 100,00

y artable Cost

Okra seed 0.800 1.79
Fertlizer 150.000 39.42

| ransportation 100.600 26.44

Sced dresser 2.600 0.68

lotal Variable Cost (TVC) 380.300 100.00

Total Cost (TC) = (TFC + TVC) 619.290 '
lotal Ave. Revenue (TR) 936.018

Profit = TR-1TC 316.728

Benelit-cost ratio I'si

Source: Field Survey, 2013

Table 4: Problems faced by the Okra farmers

Specilic problem I'requency Pereentage Cumulative Frequency Cumulative Percentage
() Bad road 2 9.50 0 0

(b) Inadequate capital 115 65.61 21 950
(¢) Inadequate land 6 2.72 166 75.11
(d) Inadequate water supply 10 4.53 172 77.83
(¢) High cost of transportation 13 5.88 182 8236
(1) Inadequate storage facilitics 13 5.88 195 8824
(2) Lack of man power 4 1.81 208 91.12
(h) Pest and disease 2 0.91 212 95.93
(i) Others 7 3.17 214 96.84
total 22| 100.00 221 100.00

Source: Field Survey. 2013
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