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ABTRACT
The study investigated the effects of farmer-Pastoralist conflict on agricultural extension service delivery in the
study area, Datawere collected primarily by administering questionnaires to 50 respondents. Data were analyzed
using descriptive statistics. Resulls of the study shows that average age and Years spent in school were 35 years
and 10years while the major perceived causes of conflicts include increased pressure on land ( X =4.5 6), Search
for water and pastures ( X =4.10) and population growth. More so, results Jrom the study also showed that the
effects of farmer-Pastoralist make extension work difficult ( X =4.42, delay in completion of extension work (X
=4.38) and monitoring farmers progress becomes difficult (X =3.32). Constraints faced by extension agent were
bad road (X =4.34), Re-occurrences of farmers-Pastoralist conflicts (X =4.1) high cost of transportation (X
=3.86) and inadequate cooperation from community leaders (X =3.22). The study recommends that government
should adopt policies that would tackle the causes of farmer-pastoralist conflict in the study area especially in the
case of land control measures, provision of basic infrastructural facilities such as roads, water points and ranches

in the study area in other to fucilitate effective communication, implementation and functioning of extension
workers. There is also need to set up reconciliation committees in the communities.

Keywords: Conflicts, Farmer-pastoralist, Extension services, Extension agents and Farmers

INTRODUCTION

Agricultural extension is a science of social change with the basic purpose of increasing farmer’s productivity
through efficient production. It therefore cmphasized among other things like the use of fertilizer, impr’oved sged
and chemicals, Agricultural extension services assist farm people through educational p1:ocedurcs, improving
farming methods and technique increasing production, efficiency and income satisfying thlelr levels of living and
lifting the social and educational standard of living a rural life. Pastoralism often has mobile aspects but can ta'ke
many forms and be at different scales. The increase in pressure resulting from resource degradatlon and scarcity
natural resources has aggravate the situation of compelition between farmers .mnd'pastorahsts. In tfl}e area Yvhe:;a
the two-production system interacts, both communities are increasu_lgly c'onsul_ermg the optloII} ?1 expm:smr:his
each other’s holding. As a result, conflicts are getting recurrent and m.tensxﬁe_d in many parts o tfe.coun.ernyt, e
is supported by Blench (2003) that farmer pasloralist conilicts are 1nc.rea51‘ng both ?fl t<ti‘rmsNoi (::iil’]snsurvival
intensity. The farmer- Pastoralist conflict is one of the most complex social problems al ec 11.1gt ‘[%13 ;f g
3 it has direct impact on the survival of those involved who the country clepengs hca\gsy on, In te p

[ood and raw materials for industry and export in order to meet ever-growing demands.

Table 1: Socio-cconomic characteristics of respondents

B g Mean

Variables Frequency Percentage (%)
Age(years) . 50 %
3lyears and below 25
31-40ycars 3)3 e
41-S0years R
Gender

28.0
Female 14
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36 72.0
Male
yarital status s e
Mgrﬂ‘fd 3 14.0
Single . -
yidowed
] size
nuusclmll
f and below 3],'{ "o 4
6 mpcaplc 2 iy
11-15people Py
i status
fducational sts
Non formal Q i o
i ° 6.0
Primary 3 ‘
Secondary 10 s
Tertiary 29 S
Source; Field survey, 2019.

Socio-cconomic characteristics of respondents

The mean age was 35years.This agrees with the findings of Ezeh (2013) who reported that age range of extension
agents is between 40-60 years. Table 1 further revealed that, male respondents accounted for 72% and 28% were
female. The involvement of more male as extension workers may probably be due to the cultural and religious
belief of the rural people (especially in Northern Nigeria) which tends to restrict women to household domestic
chores. The findings also shows that 58

: \ %.oi' respondents had attained tertiary level education, 20% had attained
secondary level education, while 16% attained non-formal and very few 6% attained primary level education. The

level of education of extension agents agrees with the lindings of Ezeh (2013) who found out that the majority of
extension agents completed post-secondary education.

Table 2: Extension service rendered by (he respondent
Extension services rendered SA A [8))) DA SD WS WM  Position
Educating the farmer 33(165)  15(60)  2(6) 0(0) 0(0) 231 462 I®
Training farmers on new practices 3JI(1SS)  17(68) 1(3)  0(0) 1(l) 227 454 o
Teach  farmers 10

improve  26(130)  23(92)  1(3) 0(0) 0(0) 225 450 3%
productivity
Creating awareness on possible new 25(125) 24(96)  1(3) 0(0) O0(0) 224 4.48 4
techniques

Provision of advisory services 23(115) - 27(108)  0(0)  0(0) 0(0) 223 446 g::
I?r_mnolion of environmentally 26(130) 22(88) 1(3) 1(2) 0(0) 218 439
Inendly management methods

SDUI‘C(_‘; Field su l'\'ey, 2019 Nole SA: Slrong]y AngC, A:Agrce’ UD:Undeclded’ DA= Disagree SD=Str0ng1y
Disagree Ws= Weighted Sum WM= Weighted Mean Cut-off mean=3.0

Extension servie i J g t ; .
ervice rendered by the responden _ . RET T,
“sults on Table 2, shows that services rendered by the extension officers among n(;ﬂ;(e):, ?Smduc!ivity (X=4.50),
= 4.62), T raining of farmers on new practices (X=4.54), teaching Fal;jm'e - toszarvlices (X=4.46) and promotion
“Teating awareness on possible new techniques (X=4.48), Provision of advisory
ofenvironmentally friendly (¥=4.39).

wldem perceived causes of conflicts Sa SD WS MS  Rank
Ptfcui\'cd causes SA A ub 2(4) l(l) 228 4.56 I:‘d
Increaseq pressure on land 35(175)  12(48) g(gg 3(6) 202) 205 4l ;-n!
Search for water and pastures  20(100)  22(88)  3( 33)  6(12) 2(2) 198 3.96 e
p(’puliﬂion growth 19(93) 12(48) ; 11(8 ) 7(14) 0(0) 194 3.88
Extortion by community 14(70) 23092 6(18)

- 3.66 5"
Qddcrs 11 (22) 0(0) 183 ) th
Iadequyye grazing reserves  16(80)  12(4%) 1582 7014) 3(3) 170 34 SDESlronle
\Bbc\kiﬂmr SOMICES 7(33) 19(16) /l\—Agrcc UD=Undecided, DA= Disagree
- 5 ree, = :;
ouree; Field survey, 2019, Note SA= Strongly Agr¢

Yy = 0
: ) Cut-olf mean=3.
ISagree W= Weighted Sum WM= Weighted Mean
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Respondent perceived causes of conflicts

The farmer- Pastoralist conflictis one of the most complex social pr ket ,
gilrcct impact on the survival of those involved who the lcmmtry (!c|)IC|1?lhll\cc?$i1"; !c:.?“i?ﬁlj:ff: ot
raw materials for industry and export in order o mect ever-growing demands [;l the qu;c
conflicts are increased pressure on land (X= 4,56), Scarch for water and pastures ( X ri 1), Populati
(§=3.96). Audu (201:1) who op.incd that about half of the land conflicts are over bound:'lriéq lhln( ;)Lclfm H’rf’,w =
will neighbors or relatives who live close by, decrease in water availability : P adly

i as aresult of changes in global climati
peigh rel fiaivel ' ! climatic
conditions and migration ol herdsmen. In the past five years, it appears that there are more confllgiclq rclnll‘c‘lu:(b)

Jand snlc:m A_S }hc value of land increases due to population pressure, agricultural commercialization, and
urbanization, itis expected that the land sales market will develop over time. However, if property rights 11:9 not
clearly defined, there could be more cases of land conflicts related to land sales, i

B survival as it hay
of provision food and

ly area, the causes of

Table d: Effect of farmer-pastoralist conflict on Extension service delivery

Effects of conflicts SA A UD DA _SD WS WM Rank
mrkbecnmes difficult 26(130)  21(84) 2(6) 00) 1(1) 221 442 (o

Completion ol extension work are  23(115) 26 (104)  1(3) 0(0) 0(0) 219 438 2w
delayed

Monitoring farmers progress becomes  21(105)  27(108)  0(0) [(2) 1) 216 432 3v
dillicult

Destruction of mutual trust between  29(145)  15(60) 26) W) 1) 212 424 4
{armer and pastoralist

progamme  cvaluation  becomes 17(85) 30(120)  00)  2(4) 1(1) 210 42 s
difficult

Reduces turnover of extension work 13(65)  32(128)  4(12)  0(0) I(1) 206 4.06 6N
Source; Field survey, 2019, Note SA= Strongly Agree, A=Agree, UD=Undecided, DA= Disagree SD=Strongly
Disagree  WS= Weighted Sum WM= Weighted Mean Cut-off mean=3.0

The Effects of Conflicts on Extension Services Delivery

Table 4 shows that conflicts alfect extension services delivery (X=4.42), causes delay in completion of extension
work (X=4.38), difficulty in monitoring farmer (X =4.32), destruction of mutual trust between farmer and
pastoralist (¥=4.24), Programme evaluation becomes dilficult( X=4.2), reduce turn-over of exlension worker
(X =4.06), extension agent abandon work ( X=3.98), and hampers cooperative aclivities(mean=3.96),

Table 5; Socioceconomic loses among respondents as a result of conflict

Variables Frequency* Percentages (%)
Loss of lives 20 14.59
Loss of animals 33 24.08
Loss of properties 33 24.08
Migration 13 10.21
Reduction in crop production 37 27.00

Source; Field survey, 2019 *Multiple Responses Recorded

Socioeconomic loses among respondents as a result of conflict

The result shows that 14.49% of the respondents agreed that there was loss of lives during conflict, while 24.08%
accepled that there was loss of animals and properties during the conflict. Finding of this study is in line with the
s‘mdies of Aliyu (2015): Burton (2016). who reported that loss of lives and properties are some of the characteristic
feawres of farmer-herders conflict. Also, Adeoye, (2017) reported that herders-farmers clashes over cattle

destruction of crops; farmers’ encroachment on grazing reserves and indiscriminate bush burning by nomads
usually leads 1o loss of crops

Table 6: Constraint face by the respondent in delivering extension service in the study area

—%&‘mts\ SA A UD___ DA SD WS WM Rank
S I 23(115) 2392)  2(6)  2(&) 0@Q) 217 43¢ I¥
caccurrences of conflicts 27(135)  9(36) 8(24)  4(8)  2(2) 205 4.1 2m

High cost of transportation 14(70)  24(96)  3(15)  5(10)  2(2) 193 38 3"

Inildequr\lc coonerali i th
¢ peration  [r 5 2 161 322 4
o rom  10(50)  25(100) 2(6)  204)  1(1)

1graty Sl
fari:elrmn and displacement of 0(0) 11(44) 17(51)  2(4) 14(14) 113 2.26 5th
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