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ABSTRACT

The study investigated the risk source and risk management practices among yam farmers in shiroro local governmg,
area of Niger State, Nigeria. A sample of 92 respondents was selected for the study through simple random sampliy,
technique and data were collected using a structured questionnaire. It was found that

a greater per cent of tf
respondent are faced with the problem of poor storage facilities,

diseases, and poor market which makes them
adopt strategies like off-farm income generation, membership of association, and adoption of new technology. Th

study also reveals that soil management techniques, use of advanced storage facilities, membership of association
access to credit, and risk index were efficient with mean efficiency level of 0.842. The study recommends thi
infrastructural facilities such as good road network, and improved storage facilities. Extension programme shoull

be improved on, and use of improved secdlings should be encouraged among farmers in the study area.
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INTRODUCTION

Food production decisions in Nigeria are made mainly
by small scale farmers who face a number of risks. In
response, farmers engage in some risk management
practices which may have social and economic
implications not only on the farming household but the
entire economy. Risk is a probability of threat or damage,
injury, liability, loss or any negative occurrence that it is
caused by internal and external vulnerabilities and may
be avoided through pre-emptive actions (Business
Dictionary). Risk is an important aspect of farming
business, this is as a result of weather, yield, price,
government policies, global market and other factors that
cause wide swing in farming income (Kimuraetal., 2010).
Risks have been classified with reference to agricultural
production under six traditional sub-groups which
include; production risks, marketing risks, financial risks,
institutional risks, obsolescence risks and human risks
(Emery ef al., 1987). These risk-sources are brought about
as a result of three main causes which are: environmental
variations causing productions and yield uncertainty,
price variation causing market uncertainty, and lack of
full information. All these are significant in Africa
agriculture where unreliable rain, pests and disease out-
break cause wide variation in resources availability and
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crop yield. Hence the farmer cannot plan with ceria™
his or her decisions are subjected to risk. However. farme
make decisions in a risky and ever changing environ
Therefore, consequences of their decisions are £0¢
not known when the decisions are made, and 0u<"
may be better or worse than expected. Chan==
technology, legal and social concerns, and th
factor itself also contribute to the risky environ™
farmers. However, agricultural risk are not indepenc
but linked to one another and are part of the sys«" -
include all available tools, practices and policies

to manage risk. Today, one of the factors most! impt
for the current food insecurity woes of the world
extreme weather-induced conditions such as 4"
floods (Adejuwon, 2006). This is as a resul!

change and climate variability which has bee?

as long-term and cumulative consequences ¥

of human activities such as deforestation
of ozone layer depleting gasses throt
processes (IPCC, 2010). Based on
revealed myriads of impacts on the o
ceonomy, which also translates

global and national food secu
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Agriculture(2011), Nigeria accounted for about 70 percent
of the world yam production amounting to 17 million tones.
These farmers operate mainly within the limits of their
highly insufficient resources which tend to constrain their
capacity and capability to employ most recommended ri-sk
management technologies. As such they are often left with
only the option of cither Jeaving their farm operations at
the mercy of natural risk factors or at least applying
somehow ineffective stratcgies based on indigenous
knowledge. This diminishes the ability of these farmers (0
optimize yam production for both domestic consumption
and for income gencration thereby affecting the food
security prospects of the entire population.
Based on the foregoing, it was thought necessary to
explore the various risk sourccs and the current risk
management practices among yam farmers in Shiroro local
government of Niger state, Nigeria and its implications for
achieving food security in Nigeria. The necessity of this
study is underpinned by the fact that there seem {0 be a
gap in knowledge existing in the area of this subject matter
in relation to the study arca. Therefore, this study was
conceived to fill this perceived existing gap in knowledge
as a contribution to knowledge towards effective policy
formulation.
Simifarly, it is hoped that the result could be used for
planning and implementation of yam production
programme. [n this study, risk_sources.and management
practices among yam farmers in Shiroro local government
arca of Niger State, Nigeria was examined. This study seeks
to describe the socio- economic characteristics of the
farmers in the study area, identify the various sources of
risk in yam production among the farmers in the study
area, describe the various risk management practices
among yam farmers in the study area, estimate the effect
of risk sources and management practices on technical
efficiency of yam production in the study area, identify

the constraints associated with yam production in the

study area.
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and lack oft's -.a.re_ ’9‘-“’- Table 3 shows the sources of constraints showing
io-cconomic: hag%d { that the most sources of constraints faced by the
i i 'Qif_._ racteristics of the respondents
i f s eausncy Percentage
310 10.87
2 38.0
2 2717
16 1739
6 6.52
90 97.83
2 2.17
21 22.83 _
1 11.96 A,
34 58.69
6 6.52
I 11.95
7 79.35
7 7.6
1 1.07
Inheritance  Community land Rented  Leased  Purchased Not specified ]
82 5 2 0 3 0 :
74 4 0 10 3 !
57 6 5 12" % 8 4
76 1 3 4 2 0
51 12 9 13 1 0
Percentage -
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Source: Field Survey, 2013.
| Assaciation of Agricultural Economists
Pp 483

Sl ng rian %
st e L e

Scanned by CamScanner



