ANALYSIS OF POVERTY ALLEVIATION ON PLANTAIN AND BANANA FARMERS IN OVIA SOUTH WEST AND OVIA NORTH EAST IN EDO STATE, NIGERIA
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ABSTRACT

The study focused on poverty alleviation among plantain and banana farmers in Ovia South North East Local Government Area of Edo State. It answered the following questions (i) what is the socio-economic characteristics of plantain and banana,(ii) what is the perception of farmers on the profitability of plantain and banana production in their area, (iii) what is the constraint faced by plantain and banana farmers (iv) what is the value addition of plantain and banana among respondents. The data were collected using well structured questionnaire descriptive statistics was used to estimate the socio-economic characteristic as well as the constraints of the farmers inferential statistics was used for the hypothesis. The result of the analysis indicated that majority of the respondents were male (62.5%), formally educated (70.8%) married (79.2%), with a farm size of 1-3ha (51.7%). Also the farmers had a mean household size of size persons and a mean age of approximately 44years. They also had a mean farming experience of 11years. Majority (81.7%) of the respondents combined both plantain and banana farming. Also, it was discovered that majority of the respondents (82.5%) needed training in processing high quality plantain flour. Under the poverty structured, plantain and banana farmers had high proportion of people classed as non poor (79.6%) with a mean income of (37,948.31) majority of the respondents (mean = 2.99) agreed that a combination of plantain and banana farms alleviated poverty as they were able to enroll their children. Also, transportation was a major constraint faced by plantain and banana farmers with a mean of 4.66. it was also shown from the analysis that there is a significant association between the farming type practiced by the farmers and their poverty status. Income of the respondents who engaged in plantain/banana production (839,68.60) in plantain only (131,250). Finally, sex, education and family experience had significant relationship with constraints faced by the respondents. In conclusion, a combination of plantain/banana farms was found to be more profitable and hence alleviated poverty more, compared to individual planting of these crops.

CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY

One of the most challenging problems comforting the Nigeria nation today is how to significantly address the problem of a widespread and rising incidence of poverty among the populace. Available statistics shows that as much as 70.8% of the populace lived on less than us & I a day and are thus classified as extremely poor. This is an increase from 15% in 1970, 46.3% in 1985 and 65.6% in 1996 (Fos, 1996). Apart from death due to starvation and other health hazards that these poor people are rarely faced with, poverty induced hunger and malnutrition are known to impair mental (intelligent quotient) development in children and could lead to a large loss in quality of life, productivity and economic growth in developing countries(Von,2005). Empirical evidence on the level of poverty in Nigeria is that the poor are predominantly the rural households that depend primarily on agricultural income. (Philip et al., 2009).
Poverty is a multi dimensional phenomenon that affect many aspect of human conditions ranging from the physical, moral to the psychological (Agbi, 2013). It is defined as the state of being poor or deficient in money or means of subsistence. The concept of basic subsistence is a measured by the availability of infrastructural services such as safe water, sanitation, solid water collection, health care, schools and security. (Agbi, 2013)
Poverty can also be defined based on the concept of access to opportunities and resources, concern for human rights and environmental challenges. Other factors include exposure to violence, injustice, powerlessness and uncertainty in the face of unexpected situations like sickness, accidents and natural disasters. Poverty in Nigeria is characterized by hunger, homelessness, disease, malnutrition, high child mortality rate, family disintegration, unemployment, human trafficking, child labour, kidnapping, killing, sexual assault, drug abuse, prostitution and high mortality rate (Agbi, 2013).
Poverty alleviation involves the improving of the lives of poor people (Shringal, 2000). Poverty alleviation is the result of overall economic growth and result from an increase in human and physical capita (Krugman et al., 2009). According to Bharati (2005), the process usually followed in poverty alleviation programs is as follows:
Find the main activity of the target group
Turn the activity in an economic activity capable of generating income
Involve as many members of the target group a possible in the economic activity.
Educate the target group on personal finance to enable them use the generated income to improve their lives
This process is expected to diffuse through the community.
In a bid to overcome poverty of Nigeria, government has initiated different policies and structural programmes between 1997 till date. These programmes includes: Directorial of food, Road and Rural Infrastructure (DFFRI), Better Life Programme (BLP), National Directorate of Employment (NDE), People’s Bank of Nigeria (PBN), Community Bank (CB), Family Support Program (FSP), Family Economic Advanced Programme (FEAP), Poverty Eradication Programme (PEP), National Poverty Eradication Program (NAPEP) and National Economic Empowerment Development Strategy (NEEDS). Their aims are to ameliorate the suffering of the people by providing them employment opportunities and access to credit facilities to enable them establish their own business. (Adebisi, 2011).
Plantain and banana are staple food for rural and urban consumers as they provide an important source of rural income, particularly for small holders who produce them in compound or home gardens (Nweke et al., 1988). Banana is the world’s second (2nd) most important fruit crop after oil palm. It is grown in 130 countries worldwide. World production stands at 71 million metric tonnes while plantain is grown in 52 countries with world production of 33million metric tonnes (FAO, 2004). However, no African country is ranking among the top 10 countries for banana production in the world wide eight (8) African countries are among the top world producers of plantain with Nigeria ranking as the fifth highest producers of the crop (FAO, 2004). Presently, plantains are of less importance than banana in terms of world trade in the genus but in West and central Africa about 70 million people are estimated to derive more than one quarter of their food energy requirement from plantain (Robbison, 1996).
Acceptable to Nigerians, plantain and banana is a versatile food in the kitchen as well as raw materials for many popular delicacies and snacks. This reason plus the growing population of Nigeria leads to an enormous increase in demand for the crop in the consumers market. Among plantain products are plantain flower, chips, beer and ethanol. The ripe ones are sliced and fried in oil as “dodo”. Over ripe ones are both compacted and fried in oil as “dodo ikire” or mixed with plantain flour to make “ekuru”, a delicious local dish. In some parts of Nigeria, selling of roasted plantain “boli” and fried whole fruits “ogene” are both thriving business that provide job opportunities for thousand young girls and women. Ogazi (1996)
The unripe ones can be fried in vegetable oil to obtain plantain chips known as “pekere” in Nigeria. Plantain chips are the most popular plantain products in Nigeria. These are sold on the streets or by small and medium scale companies which deliver them to super markets. The peels of plantain are used as animal feed for livestock, manure and mulching materials. The peels constitute valuable fodder for goats and sheep. Ogazi(1996). Banana can be eaten when ripe, it is used to make banana juice. Some people eat the fruits with groundnut, rice or to drink garri. Apart from being useful as staple food for human being, it can be used in preparation of various products as juice, jam, soft drink etc. it contains carbohydrate, calcium, iron, fat, phosphourus, vitamin A, B1, B2, and C (Ngeze and Gathumbi, 2004, Anochilli and Tindall, 1986). All these attributes of the product offer it a high demand in the market. It can thus be seen that there is a large market for the products of plantain and banana farmers. 
Agriculture is considered the core to the anti poverty effort (World Bank, 2005), so it is only natural to expect that engagement in a productive business like plantain and banana farming will yield income and thus further the goal of poverty alleviation for the farmers.
1.2
STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 
Nigeria is one of the most resource endowed nations in the world. But socio-economically, Nigerians are also among the poorest in the world (Etim et al., 2009). The poverty situation in Nigeria is quite disturbing considering the vast human and physical resources that the country is endowed with (Okunmadema et al., 2005). Many initiatives and projects have been under taken in order to reduce poverty; the reduction of poverty is difficult challenge facing most developing countries where the average majority of the population is considered poor. According to Ogwumike (1998), evidence in Nigeria shows that the number of those in poverty has continued to increase from 29% in 1980, to 46% in 1985, it declined slightly to 42% in 1992, and increased very sharply to 67% in 1996. By 1996, estimates had it that more than 70% of Nigerians live in poverty.
NBS (2007) revealed that about 69 million people were living in poverty in 2004 which represent 54.4% of the Nigerian population. Sectorial disaggregation show urban poverty rate of 43.1% and rural poverty rate 63.8% in the same year (Adeyonu et al., 2002). Incidentally, the rural sector is the predominant sector in Nigeria economy. Evidences abound that among the rural poor people, the farming households are poor. For instance Federal Office of Statistics (FOS) (1999), Olaniyan and Bankole (2005) reveals that in 1980, 1985, 1992, 1996 and 2004, the incidence of poverty were 32.1, 43.1, 38.7, 72.3 and 64.4 percent respectively for Nigerian farming households and 16.3, 37.2, 36.0 58.0 and 59.2 percent for their non farming counterparts respectively. This shows that poor families are more in farming households than non farming households in Nigeria.
While a plethora of poverty reduction programmes have been put by various governments in Nigeria, poverty enabated calling to question the effectiveness of these efforts (Philip et al., 2009) hence the need to identify and examine alternative strategies or solutions of these group out of poverty.
Plantain and banana have been crops of extra ordinary significance to the rural poor household and the human societies. Cultivations of both crops is mainly a medium gestation agricultural investments as against long gestation agricultural investment such as cash crops and livestock production (Philip et al., 2009). In the absence of functioning capital, credits coupled with failure of government to put in place safety nets for the rural poor household, it is difficult, if not possible for a resource poor farm household to invest in long gestation farm projects. It is against this background that plantain and banana production will be focused on as a means of boosting rural household income. A number of questions then arise:
What is the socio economic characteristics of plantain and banana farmers in Ovia South West and Ovia North East Local Government Area
What is the perception of farmers on the profitability of plantain and banana production in the area.
What is the value addition of plantain and banana among respondents
What is the poverty level of plantain and banana farmers in the area. 
What is the contribution of plantain and banana farming enterprise to poverty alleviation among the farmers 
What are the constraints faced by plantain and banana farmers in the area
1.3
OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
1. examine the socio economic characteristics of plantain and banana farmers in Ovia South West and Ovia North East Local Government Area.
2. assess the perception of farmers on the profitability of plantain and banana production in the area.
3. identify the value addition of plantain and banana among respondents.
examine the poverty level of plantain and banana farmers in the area. 
4. assess the contribution of plantain and banana farming enterprise to poverty alleviation among the farmers.
5. identify the constraints faced by plantain and banana farmers in the area
1.4
HYPOTHESIS 
H1 there is no significant association between the farming type and farmers poverty status 
H2 There is no significant difference in income from the different plantain/banana enterprise.

1.5
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

The study will sensitize all the three (3) tiers of Governments on the alarming rate of among the Youths poverty and the need to promote Vocational Agricultural Training that would assist in massive production to reduce the youths‟ unemployment. Through this study Government would be able to keep properly the record of Youths unemployment in Edo state and this can help in planning of poverty alleviation programme. The finding will enable the educators, researchers, and general public to consider ADP programme as a means of poverty alleviation. In addition, the study will bridge the gap between the previous studies on ADP and poverty alleviation and also serve as reference for further research studies. 

1.6
SCOPE OF THE STUDY

The study will examine the socio economic characteristics of plantain and banana farmers in Ovia South West and Ovia North East Local Government Area. The study will also assess the perception of farmers on the profitability of plantain and banana production in the area. The study will further identify the value addition of plantain and banana among respondents. The study will further examine the poverty level of plantain and banana farmers in the area. More so the study will assess the contribution of plantain and banana farming enterprise to poverty alleviation among the farmers. Lastly, the study will identify the constraints faced by plantain and banana farmers in the area. Hence the study will be delimited to farmers in Ovia south west and Ovia North East in Edo State.

CHAPTER TWO

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

INTRODUCTION

Our focus in this chapter is to critically examine relevant literature that would assist in explaining the research problem and furthermore recognize the efforts of scholars who had previously contributed immensely to similar research. The chapter intends to deepen the understanding of the study and close the perceived gaps.

Precisely, the chapter will be considered under the following sub-headings:

2.1Overview of Poverty in Nigeria

A concise and universally accepted definition of poverty is elusive largely because it affects many aspects of the human conditions, including physical, moral and psychological. Different criteria have, therefore, been used to conceptualize poverty. Most analyses follow the conventional view of poverty as a result of insufficient income for securing basic goods and services. Others view poverty, in part, as a function of education, health, life expectancy, child mortality etc. Blackwood and Lynch (1994), identify the poor, using the criteria of the levels of consumption and expenditure. Further, Sen (1983), relates poverty to entitlements which are taken to be the various bundles of goods and services over which one has command, taking into cognizance the means by which such goods are acquired (for example, Money and Coupons etc) and the availability of the needed goods. Yet, other experts see poverty in very broad terms, such as being unable to meet “basic needs” – (physical; (food, health care, education, shelter etc. and non – physical; participation, identity, etc) requirements for a meaningful life (World Bank, 1996). Poverty may arise from changes in average income or changes in the distribution of income. Let us for instance, assume a relationship between the poverty line (L) below which an individual is poor and the average incomes of the population (Y). The poverty index will decrease (increase) as L (Y) increases (decreases). Since higher average incomes are above the poverty line, other things being equal there will be less poverty. Among the “other things” that are equal is the distribution of income. Compare for instance, two countries with identical mean incomes (and poverty line), but with one having a wider area of distribution of incomes (that is one with greater income inequality); poverty will generally be greater in the country with higher inequality, since there will be relatively more people with incomes lower than the poverty line (L). Thus, the distribution of income has an important influence on poverty. Social science literature is replete with attempts by economists and social scientists to conceptualize the phenomenon of poverty. Broadly, poverty can be conceptualized in four ways; these are lack of access to basic needs/goods; a result of lack of or impaired access to productive resources; outcome of inefficient use of common resources; and result of “exclusive mechanisms”. Poverty as lack of access to basic needs/goods is essentially economic or consumption oriented. It explains poverty in material terms and specifically employs consumption -based categories to explain the extent and depth of poverty, and establish who is and who is not poor. Thus, the poor are conceived as those individuals or households in a particular society, incapable of purchasing a specified basket of basic goods and services. Basic goods are nutrition, shelter/housing, water, healthcare, access to productive resources including education, working skills and tools and political and civil rights to participate in decisions concerning socio-economic conditions (Streeten and Burki, 1978). The first three are the basic needs/goods necessary for survival. Impaired access to productive resources (agricultural land, physical capital and financial assets) leads to absolute low income, unemployment, undernourishment etc. Inadequate endowment of human capital is also a major cause of poverty. Generally, impaired access to resources shifts the focus on poverty and it curtails the capability of individual to convert available productive resources to a higher quality of life (Sen, 1977;Adeyeye, 1987;Ogwumike, 2002). Poverty can also be the outcome of inefficient use of common resources. This may result from weak policy environment, inadequate infrastructure, weak access to technology, credit etc. Also, it can be due to certain groups using certain mechanisms in the system to exclude “problem groups” from participating in economic development, including the democratic process. In Sub-Sahara Africa (SSA), the agricultural sector was exploited through direct and indirect taxation throughout the colonial and post-colonial decades leading to poor growth performance of the sector, heightened rural -urban migration and employment crisis. In urban SSA, Silver (1994) suggests three paradigms of exclusion: the individual’s specialization that cannot be accommodated in the factor market (specialization paradigms); the various interest groups that establish control over the input of available resources, for example, on goods and labour markets and simultaneously foster solidarity within the respective interest groups (monopoly paradigms); and the individual which has a troubled relationship with the community (solidarity paradigm). Poverty can be structural (chronic) or transient. The former is defined as persistent or permanent socio-economic deprivations and is linked to a host of factors such as limited productive resources, lack of skills for gainful employment, endemic socio-political and cultural factors and gender. The latter, on the other hand, is defined as transitory/temporary and is linked to natural and man -made disasters. Transient poverty is more reversible but can become structural if it persists. It is generally agreed that in conceptualizing poverty, low income or low consumption is its symptom. This has been used for the construction of poverty lines. Various theories have been advanced in order to put in proper perspective the mechanics of poverty. The orthodox Western views of poverty, reflected in the “Vicious circle” hypothesis stating that a poor person is poor because he is poor, and may remain poor, unless the person’s income level increases significantly enough to pull the person in question out of the poverty trap. To the classical school of thought, such improvement can only be real and sustained, if and only if, the population growth is checked and the “limits of growth” are eliminated. Further, the early classical theorists in the attempt to illuminate on the concept of poverty based their analytical framework on the laws of diminishing returns which was believed to be universal in content although this was later upgraded at the time of Alfred Marshall and his contemporaries when the law of increasing returns in industry was more clearly articulated. Understanding the nature of poverty perhaps received a boost following Marxian theoretical formulation largely based on the principle of exploitation of labour. Marxian theoretical formulations presents the economy as ultimately polarized into a few rich capitalists and the masses made up of the poor miserable workers. Technological progress, it was argued, would be labour saving, resulting in displacement of workers to join the reserved army of the unemployed, whose presence depresses the wage level. Joseph Bocke developed a model of dualistic economies which was later popularized by Arthur Lewis. In accordance with this model, the national economy was divided with two parallel institutional production sectors, namely, the traditional sector and the modern sector. The latter is dominated by foreign trade, technology investment and foreign management and is characterized by the beneficial values of discipline, hard work and productive creativity. On the other hand, in the traditional sector, the static low- level equilibrium conditions advanced by the vicious circle of poverty theory are said to hold. According to this school of thought, the subsistence life style and a cultural value that are antitheses to economic growth and modernization dominate. Local ineptitude and the people’s apparent lack of response to normal monetary incentives to hard work therefore provide explanation for poverty. This intuitively implies that the poor person is the cause of his/her poverty. Understanding the nature of poverty became upgraded with the modern theoretical approach that considers the income dimension as the core of most poverty -related problems. Poverty may arise from changes in average income, or changes in the distributed income. Equitably distributed income increases the chance of the poor to have access to basic services (food consumption, housing etc). Indeed, it is now generally agreed that although there is close positive relationship between per capita income (PCI) and the measures of well-being, it is not so much the level of PCI which determines capabilities but how it is distributed. The argument for growth as a precondition for poverty reduction is because it increases, mean incomes and the narrowing of income distribution. Again, a major lesson that can be drawn from the conceptualization of poverty above is that any attempt to design pragmatic approach to poverty alleviation has to adopt mixture of strategies since poverty is multifaceted in scope and dimension.
2.2Poverty and Poverty Level

Generally speaking, the literature on poverty level can be looked at from both the micro and macro analysis. On the micro side, it has been noted that poverty determinants at the level of households are mostly omitted in the aggregate analysis and this conceals information at the microeconomic level (Collier & Gunning, 1999: 83; Christiaensen, Demery & Paternostro 2003). Also, Ravallion (2001) stressed the importance of micro economic approach in the examination of poverty determining factors in the presence of economic growth. He used household survey data from a sample of 50 countries and 120 indications of poverty change to estimate an average growth elasticity of headcount poverty at -2.5. He concluded that this average conceals variations across countries and calls for more micro and country specific studies on poverty determinants in a growing economy. Recently, literature suggest that the key micro level determinants of poverty generally include household size, education level, household composition and size, assets owned by households, access to basic social and economic services, sector of employment, number of income earners in a household, sex and ethnicity of household head, rural versus urban location, among others. Beginning with education level, Geda et al. (2005) used household level data to examine poverty determinants in Kenya. By employing binomial and polychotomous logit models, they found that poverty status is strongly associated with the low level of education among other factors. This result is in agreement with that of Anderson et al (2005) who used multiple regressions to examine determinants of poverty in Lao PDR. Similarly, Apata et al. (2010), who examined determinants of rural poverty in Nigeria using probit model on a sample of 500 smallholder farmers, found that access to education improved probability of existing poverty. Furthermore, they found that the key role of education in poverty reduction is further underscored by evidence from farmers’ exposure to workshops and seminars. Studies of Rodriguez (2011), Mexican, Eirini and Panos (2011), and the Sinnathurai and Brezinova (2011) which focused on poverty determinants in Sri Lankan estate sector, supported this result. Ibrahim and Umar (2007) also found that poverty incidence falls with the number of literate adult males and females in the household. However, Tshediso (2012) using a logistic regression method found that education level is insignificant in explaining poverty in South African female-headed households. This result is contrary to findings from other studies. Another key poverty determinant in microeconomic literature is the set of household size, composition and number of income earners. Again, empirical evidence posits that incidence of poverty increases with household size (see for example, Geda et al;. 2005, Ibrahim and Umar, 2007 and Rodriguez, 2011). Ibrahim and Umar (2007) further found that among farming households in Nasarawa State, Nigeria, poverty incidence reduces with the number of household head income sources and with the number of household members employed outside agriculture. Regarding asset ownership status and access to social and economic services as determinants of poverty, Apata et al. (2010) provides evidence that access to micro – credit and market as well as ownership of livestock asset significantly contributes to poverty reduction. Their study also showed that bias against women in property rights has negative consequences on poverty. Anderson et al. (2005) earlier reached a similar conclusion. They found that access to agricultural inputs is among the main determinants of poverty, measured in terms of per capita consumption in Lao PDR. They further concluded that higher poverty incidence was a feature of minority households because of their restricted access to productive resources and not because of lower efficiency in resource used. More recently, findings by Sinnathurai and Brezinova (2011) support the earlier empirical evidence that access to market and infrastructure significantly and negatively affect poverty in the real estate sector of Sri Lanka. Surprisingly, Adeyemi et al. (2009) in their assessment of determinants of poverty in Sub-Sahara Africa found that lack of access to health care service is not important as a determinant of poverty. On the influence of location variable (rural or urban) and of sector of employment on poverty incidence, Geda et al (2005) found evidence that poverty status is strongly associated with engagement in agricultural activity. This is similar to the findings of Dawood et al. (2008) with the recommendation of productivity stimulating investment in Pakistan agricultural sector. Rodriguez (2011) also found similar evidence that being an agricultural, domestic, transportation, manufacturing (casual labour) or sales worker is positively connected with the probability of being poor. Sinnathurai and Brezinova (2011) noted that agricultural employment has a negative but insignificant effect on poverty incidence in Sri Lanka and this finding was corroborated by Ojimba (2012) who found that poverty incidence spreads more with agricultural employment. Considering the macro analysis of poverty determinants, it has been noted that works on macroeconomic determinants of poverty are scarce (Agénor, 2005). This is despite the need to understand how microeconomic decisions on poverty alleviation can be contained within macroeconomic outcomes. Literature has shown that there exists links between macroeconomic variables and poverty. First, is the transmission from economic growth to poverty. A common consensus now is that sustained economic growth is a pre-condition for sustainable poverty reduction (Kanbur, 2001). Growth can reduce poverty through employment generation, higher labour productivity and increased real wage. However, the observation that growth only is not sufficient for poverty reduction prompted the promotion of ‘pro-poor’ growth policies to eradicate poverty (see for example, Epaulard (2003), Agenor (2005), Akoum (2008), Azis (2008), and Tarabini (2010)). It is therefore expected that economic growth which is characterised by lack of employment generation, high labour productivity, quality education at all levels, and manufactured export competitiveness, for instance, impact less on poverty reduction. Nevertheless, evidence abound that links growth with poverty reduction (see World Bank,1990). This is especially so when growth and distribution policies are sound and intertwine. Macroeconomic instability, which may be due to exogenous shocks (natural disasters, terms of trade shocks, reversals in capital flows etc) or monetary/fiscal policy failure, is another determinant of poverty. Such instability may be associated with stagnation or declining GDP, double digit inflation rate, high public debt, huge current account deficit, among others. Macroeconomic shocks and policy failure explain poverty because they constrain the poor from using their greatest asset, labour. When low or negative output growth is its source, macroeconomic instability results in higher unemployment for the poor, hence increased poverty level.
2.3 Poverty Alleviation Strategies in Nigeria

To reduce poverty various schools of thought advocates a number of measures(Ijayi, Ijayi, Bello, & Ajayi, 2011). Nigeria gain her political independent on October 1, 1960 from the British government. With political independence, various successive government had taken different strategies aimed at alleviating poverty and thereby making Nigerians to be self-reliant economically. The following strategies amongst others have been undertaken by successive Nigerian governments. 

• At independence, government first attempt was the farm settlement centre. This attempt was to develop the food-sub sector for both the cash crop and the food crop. Few years later, the programme was short lived as it was described a failure by the Gowon Administration that came in 1967. 

• The General Gowon Administration later introduced the agricultural Development project (ADP) in 1973. The ADP was then jointly financed by the World Bank and the Federal and State governments. The programme was then aimed at promoting integrated rural development.

• The Olusegun Obasanjo administration in 1976 introduced the defunct operation feed the nation (OFN).The major aim of the OFN programme was to raise the awareness of Nigerians towards self sufficiency in food production. With all the money pumped into OFN, the programme did not produce the expected appreciable positive result at increasing food production.

• Again, the Obasanjo government promulgated a decree to ensure that land-tenure system was abolished that all land belongs to the government. The policy was aimed at ensuring that people were not hindered in their attempt to farm. It was believed that with more food production, there would be better standard of living for the citizenry .

• During the second republic (1979 – 1983), former president Shehu Shagari introduced the "Green Revolution". Though Nigerian forest had been green before the green revolution, the programme again could not go far as there was no zeal and commitment by the operators of the programme.

Again, during the second Republic, the government introduced "austerity measures". It was a policy aimed at ensuring that people spend wisely. The austerity measure came in as a result of the extravagance spending of the civilian government of the second republic both at state and at the federal levels.

• The Babangida regime in 1986 introduced "the structural Adjustment Programme” (SAP). It was a programme, which was aimed at making Nigeria reliance industrially. Though SAP in principle was a good programme, but the then government of the country was not committed to its faithful implementation.

• Another major step aimed at alleviating poverty in Nigeria is the National Directorate of Employment

(NDE) by the Babaginda Administration. The NDE's sole aim then was to reduce unemployment with greater emphasis on self-reliance and entrepreneurship. The programme was very laudable but it was not faithfully implemented.

• The Directorate of foods, roads and rural infrastructure (DFRRI) was another laudable programme by the Babangida government (1985 - 1993) which was aimed at alleviating poverty.

The main aim of DFRRI was to open-up rural areas, construct feeder roads and bridges, water supply etc. Again, the officials in charge of DFRRI became corrupt and the programme lost focus.

• The Peoples Bank was another laudable programme by the Babangida Administration, which was aimed at giving small loans to small and medium scale enterprises. As laudable as the programme was, it suffered same fate of the "Nigerian factor" of corruption.

• The better life for rural women, was initiated by the wife of former president Babangida. The programme was aimed at raising the standard of living of rural women. Though the programme was good, it was hijacked by urban elite women. Nigeria then believed that the faces they were seeing on Better Life programme were not that of rural women but that of urban elite and affluent women.

• It must be noted that government created the family Economic Advancement Programme (FEAP) in 1997, which was meant to be giving loans to Nigerians. Again, officials in charge of this programme turned it to a family project with Nepotism, being the order of the day.

• The Obasanjo Administration set up Nigerian Economic Policy in 1999-2003. The programme was to enable Nigerians to be better placed towards articulating ways of using its subsequent annual budget to realize the developmental goals stated in their policy statement.

The Olusegun Obasanjo administration since inception in 1999 put up a number of measures aimed at alleviating the suffering of Nigerian masses. Such policies include:

• The adoption of measures to stimulate production and broaden the supply base of the Nigerian economy.

• The government has also reformed the tariff policies on a number of times with the aim of promoting industrial diversification and economic sustenance.

• The deregulation of the nation's economy, which was aimed at returning many government businesses to private hands in order to promote efficiency. It is believed that with efficiency, there will be better and more production of goods and services which will improve the living standard of the people.

• The recent debt reduction/cancellation crusade is another bold step aimed at alleviating poverty. With debt reduction, managing the funds which had hitherto been used to service debts could now be judiciously spent internally to improve the living standard of Nigerians. 

2.4Agriculture as A Means of Poverty Alleviation

Historically, few issues have attracted the attention of economists as has the role of agriculture in economic development and poverty reduction, generating an enormous literature of both theoretical and empirical studies. Much of this literature focuses on the process of structural transformation of economies, from the least developed in which economic activity is based largely on agriculture, to high-income countries where industry and services sectors dominate. A declining share for agriculture in national employment and GDP is an inevitable consequence of economic progress (Byerlee, de Janvry and Sadoulet, 2009; Timmer, 1988; Cervantes and Brooks, 2009). This is largely due to higher income elasticities of demand for non-agricultural goods and services. As their incomes grow, consumers increase their consumption of manufactured goods and services faster than their consumption of food. Paradoxically, the process is usually accompanied by rising incomes and a lower incidence of poverty among those who depend on agriculture for a living. Lewis (1955) was one of the first of many development economists attempting to explain the paradox. He viewed economic development as a process of relocating factors of production from an agricultural sector characterized by low productivity and the use of traditional technology to a modern industrial sector with higher productivity. Lewis‟s theory was interpreted as advocating industrialization and used to justify government policies that favoured protection for domestic industries and, explicitly or implicitly, taxed the agricultural sector (Kirkpatrick and Barrientos, 2004). That theory and it implications for policy have been largely debunked by later work and the degree to which economic policies of developing countries discriminate against agriculture has lessened dramatically in recent decades (Anderson and Valenzuela, 2008). A paper produced by DFID (2004) emphasises the historically close correlation between different rates of poverty reduction over the past 40 years and differences in agricultural performance – particularly the rate of growth of agricultural productivity. The authors see links between agriculture and poverty reduction as being forged through four „transmission mechanisms‟: 1) direct impact of improved agricultural performance on rural incomes; 2) impact of cheaper food for both urban and rural poor; 3) agriculture‟s contribution to growth and the generation of economic opportunity in the non-farm sector; and 4) agriculture‟s fundamental role in stimulating and sustaining economic transition, as countries (and poor people‟s livelihoods) shift away from being primarily agricultural towards a broader base of manufacturing and services. They go on to note that the potential for future poverty reduction through these transmission mechanisms depends on the extent to which agricultural productivity can be increased where it is most needed. Many recent studies focus specifically on quantifying the relationship between agriculture and poverty. Bresciani and Valdes (2007) frame their analysis in terms of three key channels they say links agricultural growth to poverty: 1) labour market, 2) farm income, and 3) food prices. They provide a theoretical framework for investigating the quantitative importance of those various channels and then report findings from six country case studies. They conclude that when both the direct and indirect effects of agricultural growth are taken into account, such growth is more poverty reducing than growth in non agricultural sectors.Bresciani and Valdes emphasize especially that agriculture‟s contribution to poverty reduction is consistently greater than is agriculture‟s share of GDP. For their case study countries, agriculture‟s contribution came mainly through the labour market channel. They caution however that growth strategies based on such findings may not be valid in circumstances where the agricultural output mix does not feature labour intensive crops and livestock activity. Equally problematic for such a strategy is that much progress in agriculture historically has come from the introduction of labour saving technical change. In a paper done as background for the World Bank‟s 2008 World Development report, Ligon and Sadoulet (2008) combine time series and cross-section data to estimate regression coefficients connecting consumer expenditures by decile to agriculture and non-agriculture GDP. Their findings are consistent with claims that agricultural sector growth is substantially more important than non-agricultural sector growth for those households in the lower deciles of the expenditure distribution, i.e., the poorer segments of the population. They find the opposite result for richer households, i.e. that the expenditure elasticity non-agricultural growth is much higher than for agricultural growth leading them to conclude that their findings are consistent with claims that agricultural sector growth is pro-poor. Christiaensen and Demery (2007) point out that the contribution of economic growth to poverty reduction might differ across sectors because the benefits of growth might be easier for poor people to obtain if growth occurs where they are located. This reasoning implicitly assumes that transferring income generated in one economic sector or geographic location to another sector or location is difficult because of market segmentations or considerations of political economy. They too find that growth originating in agriculture is on average significantly more poverty reducing than growth originating outside agriculture. Similarly, Montalvo and Ravallion (2009) find that the primary sector rather than the secondary (manufacturing) or tertiary sectors was the real driving force in China‟s spectacular success against absolute poverty. They conclude that the idea of a trade-off between these sectors in terms of overall progress against poverty in China is moot, given how little evidence they found of any poverty impact of non-primary sector growth. While most empirical studies show that agricultural growth is relatively more important than growth in other sectors there are exceptions, underscoring the existence of potentially important differences in the sectoral GDP elasticities of poverty across countries, depending on the structure and institutional organization of their economies (Loayza and Raddatz, 2006). A common finding is that the poverty reducing powers of agriculture declines as countries get richer (Christiaensen and Demery, 2007; Ligon and Sadoulet, 2008). Gardner (2000), for example, found that gains in income from off-farm sources was the main reason rural poverty declined in the US from the 1960s. Econometric analysis by Warr (2002) based on pooled data for Indonesia, Thailand, Malaysia and the Philippines showed the services sector as having the greatest reduction on poverty. Time-series analysis for Taiwan reported in Warr and Wang (1999) found industrial growth to be most poverty reducing. Similarly, Ravallion and Datt (1996 and 2002) found that the elasticity of rural headcount poverty with respect to agricultural growth in India is less than half that for non-agricultural sector growth. They speculate that the latter occurs because of rapid growth in the informal sector of the Indian economy. Interestingly, using a similar method of analysis for China Ravallion and Chen (2007) estimate that agricultural growth had four times greater impact on poverty reduction than growth in the secondary and tertiary sectors.
2.5Plantain and Banana Farming

Plantains are starchy bananas which make up one-quarter of the total world production of bananas (Musa spp.). Unlike the sweet dessert bananas, plantains are a staple food which is fried, baked , boiled (and then sometimes pounded) or roasted, and consumed alone or together with otherfood. About 70 million people in West and Central Africa are estimated to derive more than one-quarter of their food energy requirements from plantains, making them one of the most important sources of food energy throughout the African lowland humid forest zone. In Africa, plantains are grown for home consumption, not for export. The area between the lowlands of Guinea and Liberia in West Africa and the central basin of Zaire in Central Africa produces one-half the total world output of plantains (figure 1). West Africa produces two-thirds and Central Africa one-fifth of the African output. In terms of cost per hectare, per ton and per unit of food energy, plantains are also the cheapest staple crop to produce.
2.6A Review of Plantain Production, Problems and Prospects

Until recently the bulk of fruits consumed by Nigerians came from the wild, homestead gardens and traditional cropping systems. In the traditional cropping systems, fruit trees like citrus, mango, guava, pawpaw, plantain/banana and pineapple are encountered as intercrops in the plantation of cocoa and kola, mostly in the south (Adelaja and Olaniyan, 2000). They are also encountered as boundary plants, shade trees in villages and sidewalks ‘volunteers’ along village and township roads (Onochie, 1975). Others are found in front of residential buildings and behind the yards as hedge rows or ornamentals. In southeast Nigeria, plantain bananas are unconsciously produced in home gardens and rarely found in farm lands closer to the farmers’ homestead. With the increasing awareness of the health, nutritional and industrial potential of the crop plantain banana, attention is now going into ways and means of increasing the output through large scale production rather than the hitherto backyard garden approach. Plantain and banana belong to the family Musaceae. Plantain is generally taller and bears fewer, larger and looser fruits than banana. There are several varieties of plantain varying in size shape, and number of fruits to a bunch (Irvine,1969). Plantain and banana are very important food crops in the humid forest and mid-latitude zone of SubSahara Africa providing more than 25% (percent) of the carbohydrate and 10% (percent) of the calorie intake for approximately 70 million people in the region (Irvine,1969). Plantain is a large herb with pseudo - stems built up from the sheath and it originated from Asia. It is grown both in the tropics and sub tropics with Central America and West Indices producing most of the crop (Yayock et al 1988). Musa spp, a plant genus of extraordinary significance to human societies; produces the fourth most important food in the world today (after rice, wheat and maize) (Abbott, 1992). The following varieties of plantain and banana are available in Nigeria: Plantain; (Local) Obino 1 ‘Ewai, Orishele, Isiokpo, Agbagba, Hybrids Cardaba, Bluggie. Banana: (Local) Paranta, Omini (Exotic): Dwarf Cavendish Caros Michel (Adelaja and Olaniyan, 2000). In Ghana Plantain banana is produced in the forest regions and transported to urban centres such as Accra on the coast. Although South East Asia is considered to be the centre of origin of Musa species, a remarkable diversity of plantain exist in Sub-Saharan Africa, each of these types is grown in a distinct sub region (Ortiz et al 1996). In Nigeria today, the commercially important plantain varieties include the French and horn types. In general the choice of varieties to grow depends on the availability of planting materials, market preference and ecological factors (Yayock et al 1998). In Abia State climatic and soil condition are quite conducive for good growth and development of all known tropical crops. Annual productions of plantain and banana are about 20,000 metric tones with an average of 14 to 15 tones per hectare in the state, (IITA 1996). Plantain best thrive in Umuahia, Aba, and Ohafia Local Government areas of the state where farm land are left to fallow for over 3years (IITA 1996). Plantain thrives in a well-drained, fertile, sandy-loam soil of up to pH 4.5 and annual rainfall of at least 1200mm distributed over at least six months (Adelaja and Olaniyan, 2000). The economic importance of plantain banana makes the crop an invaluable tree crop in a country like Nigeria where health, nutrition and dietary implications of foods are of top priority in most intellectual discourse. In addition to being a staple food for rural and urban dwellers, it is a source of income particularly for smallholder farmers who produce them in compounds or income gardens. Plantains are relatively high value products, in common with most other horticultural crops. The gross value of their annual production in Sub-Saharan Africa exceeds that of several other food crops such as maze, rice, cassava, and sweet potatoes (11TA, 1996). Plantain and bananas based foods contain most of the micronutrients required by both children and adult for optimum growth and development of the body. The daily dietary allocations recommended by FAO for children under five years are 14mg of Iron, 10mg of Zinc, and 400μg of vitamin A (Latham, 2001). According to Honfo, et al(2007), the daily consumption of plantain foods by children provided approximately 0.88mg of iron, 0.26mg of zinc, and 24.55 μg Retinol Activity Equivalent (RAE). Besides, for non-pregnant and non-lactating women, FAO recommends a daily intake of 48mg of iron, 12mg of zinc and 800 μg RAE of vitamin A (Latham, 2001). Following these also, Honfo et al (2007) found that the daily consumption of plantain derived foods for mothers provided approximately 1.80mg of iron, 0.6mg of zinc and 43.35 μg RAE of vitamin A. Availability of plantains and bananas can be affected by the problems encountered during their production. In Nigeria according to (Hahn, 1991), most plantains and bananas are produced in the kitchen garden, on areas ranging from 0.5 to 1.8ha. This leads to demand which far out weighs supply in the country. This is because farmers still adhere to the traditional practice of producing their crops at their dockyard or where it incidentally grows and they do not have access to improved cultivars of plantain and bananas. Other problems which militate against the production and marketing of plantains and bananas include, lack of adequate information due to lack of extension services (IITA, 1996). Another problem is inefficient marketing system as put by Akinwolemiwa, (1975); the sellers of fresh produce are a host of disorganized small enterprise exploiting the situation. Little thought is given to grading, packaging and presentation. There is no organized marketing system for sale of plantain and banana products. This arises from lack of information between buyers and sellers to facilitate movement of the product from place to place. There is also a lack of grading and standard weight measurement resulting in erratic price setting and movement especially as plantain and banana are delivered to the consumers from the villages by middle men (Ngeze, 1994). Some other problems encountered in the marketing of plantain include inadequate road transportation network especially leading from rural to urban areas, thus causes post harvest losses which arises due to delays during transportation. Also harvesting the fruit at a wrong time may lead to poor quality product being brought to the plantain or banana industry. Akalumbe et al, (1990) concludes that post harvest losses were found to constitute a constraint to the marketing system, particularly at the retails level of the system. Finally, inadequate research is another major problem militating against plantain and banana production. According to Ngeze, (1994) research in various aspects of banana and plantain husbandry has for a long time not been given the priority and importance it deserves, when compared to other main crops, especially those known as cash crops. There is also low or absence of government funding for research. Furthermore, in the course of literature search for this study, it was found that available report on the economic prospects from plantain banana enterprise that is specific to the farmer as an entrepreneur is scanty. This also constitutes a problem to production/availability of plantain banana because of lack of knowledge of the profits or otherwise from the business enterprise. In light of the foregoing, this paper is designed to bring to the fore those pertinent problems and also the prospects accruing from plantain banana production as a viable farm business enterprise that can be grown on a commercial scale.
2.7 Importance of Plantain in Nigeria

The demand for plantain within the country is high, with supply struggling to meet demand. This has hampered the status of this crop as a foreign exchange earner. It remains an important staple food, as well as the raw material for many products. It also serves as a source of revenue for many people and as raw material for industries producing value-added products in many parts of Nigeria. Plantain occupies a strategic role in rapid food production, being a perennial ratoon crop with a short gestation period. The crop ranked third among starchy staples after cassava (Mahihot escultenta) and yam (Dioscorea spp.). It is a major source of carbohydrate for more than 50 million people. In Nigeria, all stages of the fruit (from immature to overripe) are used as a source of food in one form or the other. The immature fruits are peeled, sliced, dried and made into powder and consumed as ‘plantain fufu’. The mature fruits (ripe or unripe) are consumed boiled, steamed, baked, pounded, roasted, or sliced and fried into chips. Overripe plantains are processed into beer or spiced with chili pepper, fried with palm oil and served as snacks (‘dodo-ikire’). Industrially, plantain fruits serve as composite in the making of baby food (‘Babena’ and ‘Soyamusa’), bread, biscuit and others (Ogazi, 1996; Akyeampong, 1999). Though fruits are produced all year round, the major harvest comes in the dry season (November to February), when most other starchy staples are unavailable or difficult to harvest. Thus, it plays an important role in bridging the hunger gap (Wilson, 1986) as well as assisting farmers in having cash at hand through sales of plantain. In Nigeria, plantain peels are used as feed for livestock, while the dried peels are used for soap production. The dried leaves, sheath and petioles are used as tying materials, sponges and roofing material. Plantain leaves are also used for wrapping, packaging, marketing and serving of food. In comparison with the situation in the past three decades where plantain was regarded as food for the elite in the cities or food for birds in some villages, plantain products (chips, flour) are now flooding the streets, even in the dry, non-plantain regions of Nigeria. Presently, unlike in the past few years, processing of plantain has turned into a big business, both in major cities and small towns in Southern parts of Nigeria. There are over 2,000 small scale plantain chips processing businesses and several medium scale producers in the Lagos metropolis alone. In the Southwestern part of Nigeria, several plantain flour processors are developing and the market seems to be expanding each day.
2.8Banana Production in Nigeria

Banana (Musa sapientum) and plantain (Musa paradisiaca) over the years have occupied considerable positions in agricultural production across the continent representing the world’s second largest fruit crop with an annual production of 130 million metric tons [1]. The African continent is among the prominent producers of bananas with Cameroon, Kenya, Cote d’Ivoire, Tanzania and Uganda leading in Africa [FAO,2006]. Further, there is evidence that Africa leads in the top world producers of plantain with its world production positioning at 33 million metric tons with Cameroon, Nigeria, Rwanda, Ghana, Uganda and Democratic Republic of Congo being the main producing countries (FAO, 2006). Plantain and banana are in the midst of the most essential staple food crops in the humid forest zones of West Africa [Faturoti et al, 2007]. In recent years, the status change of banana and plantain from food to food/cash crop further enhances their importance. Apart from their contributions to food and nutritional security in rural and urban areas [Faturoti et al, 2007], these crops have become key sources of revenue as they are not only traded within the region, but also exported to other countries of the world. This notwithstanding, the sustained production of bananas and plantain in the continent, is endangered by several yield constraining factors especially under smallholder management. However, the potential for improving productivity and yield stability of bananas and plantain is thought to be high and would improve food security, increase the agricultural component of the gross domestic product and improve the living standard of the farming population by increasing their incomes.

CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1
Area/Scope of Study

Ovia North-East is a Local Government Area of Edo State, Nigeria. Its headquarters are in the town of Okada.  It has an area of 2,301 km2 and a population of 153,849 at the 2006 census. The postal code of the area is 302. Okada is a town in Ovia northeast local government area of Edo state.Ovia North-East have 13 wards .Agho-Ozomu is a community in Oghede ward and the seventeenth (17th) polling unit in INEC 2021 database

3.2Sampling Procedure/Technique

According to Nwana (2005), sampling techniques are procedures adopted to systematically select the chosen sample in a specified away under controls. This research work adopted the convenience sampling technique in selecting the respondents from the total population.

In this study, the researcher adopted the convenient sampling method to determine the sample size. Out of all the entire population of farmers in Ovia South West and Ovia North East in Edo state , the researcher conveniently selected 120 out of the overall population as the sample size for this study. According to Torty (2021), a sample of convenience is the terminology used to describe a sample in which elements have been selected from the target population on the basis of their accessibility or convenience to the researcher.
3.3Data Collection

Two methods of data collection which are primary source and secondary source were used to collect data. The primary sources was the use of questionnaires, while the secondary sources include textbooks, internet, journals, published and unpublished articles and government publications.

3.4Validity of data collection instrument 

Validity referred here is the degree or extent to which an instrument actually measures what is intended to measure. An instrument is valid to the extent that is tailored to achieve the research objectives. The researcher constructed the questionnaire for the study and submitted to the project supervisor who used his intellectual knowledge to critically, analytically and logically examine the instruments relevance of the contents and statements and then made the instrument valid for the study.

3.5Measurement of Variables 

The measurement of the variable was shared between male and female farmers in Ovia South West And Ovia North East In Edo State, Nigeria. With a 62.5% population been male plantain and banana farmers.
3.6 Data Analysis

The responses were analyzed using the frequency percentage tables, which provided answers to the research questions. 

CHAPTER FOUR

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents the analysis of data derived through the questionnaire and key informant interview administered on the respondents in the study area. The analysis and interpretation were derived from the findings of the study. The data analysis depicts the simple frequency and percentage of the respondents as well as interpretation of the information gathered. A total of one hundred and twenty(120) questionnaires were administered to respondents of which only one hundred and ten (110) were returned and validated. This was due to irregular, incomplete and inappropriate responses to some questionnaire. For this study a total of 110was validated for the analysis.
4.1Sources of Information of Plantain/Banana 

Table 4.1: Demographic profile of the respondents

	Demographic information
	Frequency
	percent

	Gender

Male
	
	

	
	69
	62.5%

	Female
	41
	37.5%

	Age
	
	

	18-25
	15
	19.5%

	25-30
	24
	24.7%

	31-35
	43
	29.9%

	36+
	25
	25.9%

	Marital Status
	
	

	Single 
	13
	20.8%

	Married
	87
	79.2%

	Separated
	0
	0%

	Widowed
	0
	0%

	 Educational qualification
	
	

	WAEC
	30
	25%

	BS.c
	20
	16.6%

	MS.c
	40
	41.6%

	PH.d
	10
	8.3%


Source: Field Survey, 2022
4.2
Source of Credit 

Table 4.2:  Mean Response on question 1

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	SA

4
	A   3
	D   2
	SD  1
	X
	S.D
	DECISION

	1
	commercial banks
	40
	27
	18
	25
	5
	2.74
	Accepted

	2
	cooperative societies
	40
	10
	35
	25
	5
	2.59
	Accepted

	3
	supervised agricultural credit
	38
	42
	20
	10
	3.9
	2.98
	Accepted

	4
	Nigerian agricultural cooperative and rural development bank (NACRDB)
	35
	20
	30
	25
	3.4
	2.59
	Accepted


Source: Field Survey, 2022

In table above, item1 with mean response of 2.74 accepted that commercial banks is one of the sources of credit for farmers. Item 2 with mean score of 2.59 also accepted cooperative societies. Item 3 with mean score of 2.98 further accepted supervised agricultural credit. Item 4 with the mean score of 2.59 also accepted Nigerian agricultural cooperative and rural development bank (NACRDB). Item 1,2,3,4  have mean scores 2.50 and above. This indicates that respondents accepted in all the items that on the sources of credit for farmers.

4.3
Constraints faced in plantain and banana farming 

Table 4.3: Mean response on question 2

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	SA

4
	A   3
	D   2
	SD  1
	X
	S.D
	DECISION

	1
	Climate change
	38
	29
	18
	25
	4
	2.72
	Accepted

	2
	Pest and diseases
	38
	14
	28
	30
	3.4
	2.54
	Accepted

	3
	Transportation and distribution
	38
	28
	30
	14
	3.9
	2.81
	Accepted

	4
	finance
	35
	29
	25
	21
	3.4
	2.70
	Accepted


Source: Field Survey, 2022

In table above, item1 with mean response of 2.72 accepted that Climate change is one of the constraints of plantain and banana farmer. Item 2 with mean score of 2.54 also accepted Pest and diseases. Item 3 with mean score of 2.81 further accepted Transportation and distribution. Item 4 with the mean score of 2.70 also accepted finance. Item 1,2,3,4  have mean scores 2.50 and above. This indicates that respondents accepted in all the items on the constraints faced in plantain and banana farmin
4.4
Perceived contribution of plantain and banana farmers 

Table 4.4: Mean response on question 3

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	SA

4
	A

3
	D

2
	SD

1
	X
	S.D
	REMARK

	1
	Creation of employment
	40
	30
	27
	13
	3.4
	2.88
	Accepted

	2
	income for small holder farmers
	39
	40
	20
	11
	3.1
	2.97
	Accepted

	3
	Contribute to food security
	38
	15
	47
	10
	3.8
	2.73
	Accepted

	4
	Creation of internal and external investors
	44
	20
	27
	19
	3.3
	2.80
	Accepted


Source: Field Survey, 2022
In table above, item 1 with mean score of 2.88 accepted the statement that creation of employment is one of the contribution of plantain and banana farmers. Item 2 with mean score of 2.97 also accepted income for small holder farmers. Item 3 with mean response of 2.73 further accepted Contribute to food security. Item 4 with mean response of 2.80 accepted Creation of internal and external investors . Item 1, 2, 3, 4,  all have mean scores 2.50 and above. This indicates that respondents accepted in item 1 to 4 on  perceived contribution of plantain and banana farmers on poverty alleviation.

4.5
Perceived impact of production enterprise on poverty reduction 
Table 4.5: Mean Responses on question 4

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	SA

4
	A   3
	D   2
	SD  1
	X
	S.D
	DECISION

	1
	Creation of employment opportunity
	35
	25
	28
	22
	4
	2.6
	Accepted

	2
	Financial independence
	40
	24
	28
	18
	3.4
	2.76
	Accepted

	3
	improve the economic growth
	38
	30
	25
	17
	3.9
	2.80
	Accepted

	4
	improving the socio-economic condition of the poor
	45
	30
	25
	10
	3.4
	3.07
	Accepted


Source: Field Survey, 2022

In table above, item1 with mean response of 4 accepted that Creation of employment opportunity is one of the impact of plantain and banana farming on poverty reduction. Item 2 with mean score of 3.4 also accepted Financial independence. Item 3 with mean score of 3.9 further accepted improve the economic growth. Item 4 with the mean score of 3.4 also accepted improving the socio-economic condition of the poor. Item 1,2,3,4  have mean scores above 2.50. This indicates that respondents accepted in all the items on the perceived impact of production enterprise on poverty reduction.

4.6
Areas of training needs 

Table 4.6: Mean responses on question 5

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	SA

4
	A

3
	D

2
	SD

1
	X
	S.D
	DECISION

	1
	integrated farming systems
	32
	40
	25
	13
	3.7
	2.84
	Accepted

	2
	integrated pest and disease management and technologies for soil and water conservation
	28
	38
	32
	12
	4
	2.76
	Accepted

	3
	products that make up the staple food
	25
	40
	30
	15
	3.8
	2.62
	Accepted

	4
	 technology driven development
	30
	35
	25
	20
	3.2
	2.61
	Accepted


Source: Field Survey, 2022
In table above, item 1 with mean response of 2.84 accepted that integrated farming systems is one of the areas of plantain and banana training needs. Item 2 with mean response of 2.76 also accepted integrated pest and disease management and technologies for soil and water conservation. Item 3 with mean response of 2.62 further accepted products that make up the staple food. Item 4 with mean response of 2.61 accepted technology driven development.  Item 1, 2, 3, 4  all have mean scores of 2.50 and above. This indicates that respondents agreed on item 1to 4 on areas of training needs.
4.7
Perception on profitability of plantain, banana 

Table 4.7: Mean Responses on question 6

	Options
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Very profitable 
	70
	38.96

	Not profitable
	10
	25.97

	Undecided
	30
	35.06

	Total
	110
	100


Field Survey, 2022

From the responses obtained as expressed in the table above, 38.96% of the respondents said very profitable, 25.97% said not profitable, while 35.06% were undecided.

4.8
Perception of the profitability of enterprise 

Table 4.7: Mean Responses on question 7

	Options
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Very profitable 
	85
	77.27

	Not profitable
	10
	9.1

	Undecided
	15
	13.63

	Total
	110
	100


Field Survey, 2022

From the responses obtained as expressed in the table above, 77.27% of the respondents said very profitable, 9.1% said not profitable, while 13.63% were undecided.
4.9
Product produce from plantain/banana 

Table 4.8: Mean Responses on question 8
	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	SA

4
	A   3
	D   2
	SD  1
	X
	S.D
	DECISION

	1
	Biscuits
	40
	22
	25
	17
	4
	2.59
	Accepted 

	2
	Bread 
	35
	28
	25
	22
	3.4
	2.63
	Accepted

	3
	Plantain flour
	25
	30
	38
	17
	3.9
	2.5
	Accepted

	4
	Plantain chips
	40
	28
	22
	20
	3.4
	2.79
	Accepted


Source: Field Survey, 2021

In table above, item1 with mean response of 2.59 accepted that Biscuits is one of the product produced from banana. Item 2 with mean score of 2.63 also accepted Bread . Item 3 with mean score of 2.5 further accepted Plantain flour. Item 4 with the mean score of 2.79 also accepted Plantain chips.  Item 1,2,3,4  have mean scores of 2.50 and above . This indicates that respondents accepted in all the items there are strategies that will be used to improve service employees in other for quality service.

4.10Test of hypothesis 

H1: there is no significant association between the farming type and farmers poverty status 

H2: There is no significant difference in income from the different plantain/banana enterprise.

Table 4.9: Pearson Correlation Table showing the relationship between farming type (FT) and farmers poverty status  (FPS)
	
	FT
	FPS

	FT
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	.821**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	.000

	
	N
	110
	110

	FPS
	Pearson Correlation
	.821**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	

	
	N 
	110
	110


Source: Survey data, 2021 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)

The Pearson Correlation result in Table 4.9 contains the degree of association between FT and FPS. From the result, the Pearson correlation coefficient, r, value of 0.821 was positive and statistically significant at (p< 0.000). This indicates that farming type (FT)  will result in farmers poverty status (FPS). 

Thus, FT and FPS are correlated positively. 

Table 4.10: Significant differences in income from the different plantain/banana enterprise.
T-Test

	Group Statistics

	
	Income 
	N
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	Std. Error Mean

	Plantain| banana enterprise
	= yes 
	65
	208.4000
	46.49821
	9.29964

	
	   No 
	45
	236.2800
	40.35838
	4.66018


	Independent Samples Test

	
	Levene's Test for Equality of Variances
	t-test for Equality of Means

	
	F
	Sig.
	t
	df
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	Mean Difference
	Std. Error Difference
	95% Confidence Interval of the Difference

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Plantain| banana enterprise
	Equal variances assumed
	.555
	.458
	-2.878
	109
	.005
	-27.88000
	9.68683
	-47.10319
	-8.65681

	
	Equal variances not assumed
	
	
	-2.680
	36.814
	.011
	-27.88000
	10.40195
	-48.95996
	-6.80004


From the first table above (Group statistics), we can observe that 65of the respondent said yes while 45 of the respondents said no. The mean showed that there is a mean difference of 27.88 between the income from the different plantain/banana enterprise. This difference was further explained by the standard deviation of 6 between the two groups.
The rule states that if the Sig (2-Tailed) value is greater than .05, conclude that there is no statistically significant difference between the two conditions, while If the Sig (2-Tailed) value is less than or equal to .05, conclude that there is a statistically significant difference between the two conditions.
The results shows that  Sig (2-Tailed) value (.011 and .005) is less than .05. hence we conclude that there is a statistically significant difference between income from the different plantain/banana enterprise

4.11
Relationship between respondents social economic characteristics and production constraints faced 

Table 4.11: Pearson Correlation Table showing the relationship between respondents social economic characteristics (RSEC) and production constraints faced (PCF)
	
	RSEC
	PCF

	RSEC
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	.721**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	.000

	
	N
	110
	110

	PCF
	Pearson Correlation
	.821**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	

	
	N 
	110
	110


Source: Survey data, 2021 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)

The Pearson Correlation result in Table 4.11 contains the degree of association between RSEC and PCF. From the result, the Pearson correlation coefficient, r, value of 0.721 was positive and statistically significant at (p< 0.000). This indicates that respondents social economic characteristics (RSEC)  will result in production constraints faced (PCF). 

Thus, RSEC and PCF are correlated positively. 

CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

5.1 
Summary  

This study was carried out to find out the poverty alleviation on plantain and banana farmers in Ovia South West and Ovia North East in Edo State, Nigeria. The study had five specific objective which aimed at examining the socio economic characteristics of plantain and banana farmers in Ovia South West and Ovia North East Local Government Area,  assess the perception of farmers on the profitability of plantain and banana production in the area, identify the value addition of plantain and banana among respondents, examine the poverty level of plantain and banana farmers in the area, assess the contribution of plantain and banana farming enterprise to poverty alleviation among the farmers and identify the constraints faced by plantain and banana farmers in the area. The population of the study was 110 consisting of both male and female farmers  in Edo state.       
5.2 
Conclusion 

The credit source for farmers are commercial banks, cooperative societies, supervised agricultural credit and Nigerian agricultural cooperative and rural development bank (NACRDB)

The training needs of farmers is in the area of  integrated farming systems, integrated pest and disease management and technologies for soil and water conservation, products that make up the staple food and  technology driven development.

Some of the product produced from plantain and banana are biscuits, bread ,plantain flour and plantain chips.

5.3 
Recommendations 

Based on the findings from the study the following recommendation was made: 
 

Government should provide adequate funding for Edo state Agricultural Development Project (EADP) programme to make her achieve the programme of poverty alleviation among farmers in the state. 

Efforts should be made to eliminate all identified constraints that prevented farmers from having effective access and awareness about ADP programs  

Extension agents should be employed and deployed to all parts of the state to create awareness on the existence of Edo state Agricultural Development Project (EADP) and its programmes that can create self employment among the farmers. 
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APPENDIXE

QUESTIONNAIRE

PLEASE TICK [√] YOUR MOST PREFERRED CHOICE(S) ON A QUESTION.

SECTION A

PERSONAL INFORMATION
Gender

Male ( )

Female ( )

Age

20-25 ( )

25-30 ( )

31-35 ( )

36+ ( )

Marital Status

Single  ( )

Married ( )

Separated ( )

Widowed ( )

Education Level

WAEC ( )

BS.c  ( )

MS.c ( )

MBA ( )

SECTION B

Source of Credit 

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	Strongly Agree


	Agree   
	Disagree   
	Strongly Disagree  

	1
	commercial banks
	
	
	
	

	2
	cooperative societies
	
	
	
	

	3
	supervised agricultural credit
	
	
	
	

	4
	Nigerian agricultural cooperative and rural development bank (NACRDB)
	
	
	
	


Constraints faced in plantain and banana farming 

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	Strongly Agree


	Agree   
	Disagree   
	Strongly Disagree  

	1
	Climate change
	
	
	
	

	2
	Pest and diseases
	
	
	
	

	3
	Transportation and distribution
	
	
	
	

	4
	finance
	
	
	
	


Perceived contribution of plantain and banana farmers 

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	Strongly Agree


	Agree


	Disagree


	Strongly Disagree



	1
	Creation of employment
	
	
	
	

	2
	income for small holder farmers
	
	
	
	

	3
	Contribute to food security
	
	
	
	

	4
	Creation of internal and external investors
	
	
	
	


Perceived impact of production enterprise on poverty reduction 
	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	SA


	A   
	D   
	SD  

	1
	Creation of employment opportunity
	
	
	
	

	2
	Financial independence
	
	
	
	

	3
	improve the economic growth
	
	
	
	

	4
	improving the socio-economic condition of the poor
	
	
	
	


Areas of training needs 

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	Strongly Agree


	Agree


	Disagree


	Strongly Disagree



	1
	integrated farming systems
	
	
	
	

	2
	integrated pest and disease management and technologies for soil and water conservation
	
	
	
	

	3
	products that make up the staple food
	
	
	
	

	4
	 technology driven development
	
	
	
	


Perception on profitability of plantain, banana 

	Options
	Please tick

	Very profitable 
	

	Not profitable
	

	Undecided
	


Perception of the profitability of enterprise 

	Options
	Please tick

	Very profitable 
	

	Not profitable
	

	Undecided
	


Product produce from plantain/banana 

	S/N
	ITEM STATEMENT
	Strongly Agree


	Agree   
	Disagree   
	Strongly Disagree  

	1
	Biscuits
	
	
	
	

	2
	Bread 
	
	
	
	

	3
	Plantain flour
	
	
	
	

	4
	Plantain chips
	
	
	
	


