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 Abstract.
Ondo state benefited from the Federal Government recipient of credit, and through FADAMA provides support to beneficiaries with food processing and equipment.  This study tend to assess the impact of the benefits of the processing equipment supplies to the beneficiaries on the poverty reduction level. The population of the study consist of 42 groups of farmers with a total of 450 beneficiaries .Multi stage sampling procedure was adopted. Based on the preponderance of processors, purposive sampling was used to sample 11 out of 18 Local government areas across the three senatorial district within the state. Random sampling technique was used to select 30.2% of the beneficiaries from each group of participant to give a sample size of 136, structured questionnaire was administered to the respondents by the trained enumerators. Data obtained were analyzed using descriptive (means, frequency and percentage) and inferential statistics t-test. Major findings revealed that majority of the respondents were male with average age 46.9 years, having secondary education, mean household of 5 person. It was also observed that majority of them had no source to credit, and primarily had food processing as their major occupation. Findings also revealed an Improve poverty reduction from the lives of the beneficiaries. The study concluded that the assistant received by the beneficiaries in form of processing equipment ,has significantly reduced the poverty level of the recipients ,and had positively impacted on the outputs and income and as  well as substantial improvement on their lives. The study recommended among others that more awareness programs and enlightenment campaign should be mounted to sensitize the populace on the needs to be empowered economically and be self - employed especially in the present economic situation where there is scarcity of white collar jobs.
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Introduction
The provision of processing equipment to beneficiaries has been widely recognized as a strategy for poverty reduction in various contexts. Poverty remains a pervasive challenge in Nigeria, with various government interventions aimed at reducing its prevalence.  Poverty is a complex and multifaceted issue in Nigeria, with various factors contributing to its persistence. Government interventions, such as cash transfers, skill acquisition programs, and livelihood support, have been implemented to address poverty. However, the impact of these interventions on poverty reduction remains a subject of investigation.
This paper presents an impact assessment of government intervention on reduction of poverty levels in the lives of beneficiaries, specifically in  Ondo State, Nigeria. The study evaluates the effectiveness of these interventions in improving the socio-economic well-being of beneficiaries and reducing poverty. This study aims to contribute to the existing body of knowledge on the impact of government interventions on poverty reduction. The findings are expected to inform policy decisions and improve the effectiveness of poverty reduction strategies in Ondo State and beyond. The objectives of this paper are to; assess the impact of government intervention on poverty reduction among beneficiaries of the programs in Ondo State and determine the extent  to which government interventions improved the socio-economic well-being of beneficiaries?
This study aims to contribute to the existing body of knowledge on the impact of government interventions on poverty reduction. The findings are expected to inform policy decisions and improve the effectiveness of poverty reduction strategies in Ondo State and beyond.
Research Methodology
 This study was conducted in Ondo state , created on February 3rd ,1976 is bounded in the North by Ekiti and Kogi state; in the East by Edo State: In the West by Osun and Ogun state and in the south by the Atlantic Ocean. The state was a land area of 14, 788.7259km, with population 3,460.877 comprising 1,745.057 males and 1,715,820 females as at 2006 (NPC, 2006), with a projection of about 2.7% annual population growth rate. The State enjoys in luxuriant vegetation, a high forest zone in the south western Nigeria. The climate is tropical with two distinct seasons: - the raining season (April – October) and the dry season (November-March) the temperature throughout the year ranges from 210C to 290C while humidity is relatively high. The annual rainfall varies from 2,000mm in the southern parts, to 1,150mm in the northern area. The rainfall decreases in amount and distribution from the crest to hinterland. Ondo State is endowed with extensive land suitable for agriculture capable of producing cash crops such as cocoa, rubber, cashew as well as staple crops such as cassava, yam, rice, and maize, while animals include sheep, goats, rabbit and cattle are reared
This study employs a mixed-methods approach, combining quantitative and qualitative data collection and analysis methods. The study utilized primary data collected through surveys, interviews, and focus group discussions with beneficiaries of government interventions in Ondo State, it examines the impact of processing equipment on poverty reduction among beneficiaries of the government programs in Ondo state. By analyzing the effects of processing equipment on income generation, food security, and livelihoods, of the beneficiaries. The population for this impact assessment consists of 42 groups of farmers numbering 450 who benefited from the empowerment Programme (processing equipment support) Multi-stage sampling procedure was adopted. Based on the preponderance of processors, purposive sampling was used to sample 11 out of 18 Local Government Areas of Ondo State namely: Akure South, Akure North, Akoko North West, Ile-oluji, Irele, Okitipupa, Owo, Ilaje, Ose, Ifedore and Idanre Local Government Areas spreading across the three Senatorial Districts in the State. Random sampling technique was used to select 30.2% of beneficiaries from each of the groups of participants to give a sample size of 136.
Coding, data entry and data cleaning were carried out. Data obtained were analyzed using descriptive statistics such as mean, percentages, frequency distribution, bar charts and line graph. Inferential statistics (T-test) was used to determine statistical difference in outputs of beneficiaries before and after the program’s intervention by means of processing equipment support to the participant. Average quantity of output was measured in Kg /month/year, while average income realized was measured in Naira/month /year
 Quality of the training and equipment were measured on 3-point Likert type rating scale
(Good=3, Fair=2 or Poor=1)
Changes in output and input over the last 5 years was measured on 5 -point Likert rating scale. Significant increase in output and income
; = 5 points Increase in output and income
 = 4 points No change in output and income
= 3 points decrease in output and income
 = 2 points significant decrease in output and income 
=1point


Table 1: Summary of sampling procedures and sample size    
	S/N  
	Senatorial 
District  
	LGA  
	Name of processing group  
	Population  
	Sample size 
(30.22%)  

	1  
	Ondo North  
	Akoko North West  
	Ounjeloreawo  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	Ose  
	Bolorunduro  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	Ose  
	Brighter  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	Ose  
	Agbeserere  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	Owo  
	Agbelagba  
	10  
	3  

	
2  
	 
Ondo Central  
	 
Idanre  
	 
Ilako  
	 
8  
	 
2  

	 
	 
	 
	Odewu  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	 
	Gbalegi  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	 
	Apefon  
	11  
	3  

	 
	 
	 
	Awo  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	Ifedore  
	Aanuoluwapo  
	13  
	4  

	 
	 
	 
	Irepodun  
	13  
	4  

	 
	 
	 
	Gboluwaga  
	12  
	4  

	 
	 
	 
	Ilerioluwa  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	 
	Erogbem  
	7  
	2  

	 
	 
	Ileoluji  
	Iremide  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	 
	Aramson  
	10  
	3  

	 
	 
	 
	Asejere  
	10  
	3  



	 
	 
	 
	Olaoluwa I 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	Akure North 
	Olaoluwa II 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Irawo 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Yemade 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Joy 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Progressive 
	13 
	4 

	 
	 
	Akure South 
	Godswill 
	7 
	2 

	 
	 
	 
	Agbewumi 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Obelawo 
	12 
	4 

	 
	 
	 
	Mojere 
	13 
	4 

	 
	 
	 
	Asejere 
	15 
	5 

	 
	 
	 
	Ogo Oluwa 
	15 
	5 

	 
	 
	 
	Ajumose 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Arokobodunde 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Progressive II 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Itgesiwaju 
	9 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3 
	Ondo South 
	Ilaje 
	Agbajeokun 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Irele 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Irewolede 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	Irele 
	Ounjeloga 
	11 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Ifesowapo II 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Adanlawo 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Goodluck 
	10 
	3 

	 
	 
	Okitipupa 
	Asowojere 
	11 
	3 

	 
	 
	 
	Agbedara 
	10 
	3 



Summary: Ondo South = 15, Ondo Central =94 & Ondo North = 15. Total = 136 
Source: field survey  ,(2025) 
Results and Discussion.
 Findings shows that majority of the respondents were males (64.7%), mostly between the ages of 40-49 years with average age of 46.9years. The implication is that males were more involved in agro-processing in the State and are mostly in their economic active age to support processing activities.  Again, most of the respondents had formal education (91.9%) with over one-half of them having secondary education and above (53.7%). This implies that the respondents might be able to acquire   knowledge about equipment maintenance and access to relevant information on improved methods of agro-processing.  The household size of the respondents is also a crucial variable in the determination of their expenditures, incomes and labor availability. With a mean household size of 5 people, the respondents might have more mouths to feed and at the same time having advantage of family labor to complement the operation of the processing equipment which is a form of Labor-Saving Device, LSD especially for the women who are considered to be weaker vessels and vulnerable in their access to production resources.  It is pertinent to note that based on the findings, the respondents were involved in different occupations such as farming, trading and being an artisan but majority of them were into agro processing as their primary occupation (91.9%). This might be due to the processing equipment support intervention by government. Also, the respondents had experience of an average of 7.3years as processors which could have given them greater opportunities to participate in the Programme.  Furthermore, the findings revealed that majority of the respondents were members of Agricultural Cooperative Societies (79.4%) and had participated in government programs for an average of 3.2years but majority of them had no source of credit facilities (94.1%). This might be due to lack of collateral securities on their parts or the fear of recouping back credit facilities by the lending institutions. However, their contacts with Facilitators under government, at reasonable frequency by majority of them (89.4%), afforded the respondents different opportunities in their processing activities 
Table 2: Socio-economic characteristics of respondents in the study Area. 

	Variables  
	Frequency  
	Percentage (%)  
	Mean/Mode  

	Sex  
	 
	 
	Male  

	Male  
	48  
	35.3  
	 

	Female  
	88  
	64.7  
	 

	Age (yrs)  
	 
	 
	46.3 years  

	20 – 29  
	3  
	2.2  
	 

	30 – 39  
	25  
	18.4  
	 

	40 – 49  
	67  
	49.3  
	 

	50 – 59  
	27  
	19.9  
	 

	≥ 60  
	14  
	10.3  
	 

	Highest educational Level  
	 
	 
	Primary education  

	None  
	4  
	2.9  
	 

	Koranic Education  
	4  
	2.9  
	 

	Adult Education  
	3  
	2.2  
	 

	Primary Education  
	52  
	38.2  
	 

	Secondary Education  
	50  
	36.8  
	 

	Tertiary Education  
	23  
	16.9  
	 

	Household Size (members)  
	 
	 
	5 persons  

	1 – 3  
	24  
	17.6  
	 

	4 – 6  
	88  
	64.7  
	 

	7 - 10  
	21  
	15.4  
	 

	More than 10  
	3  
	2.2  
	 

	Primary Occupation  
	 
	 
	Processing  

	Processing  
	125  
	91.9  
	 

	Others  
	11  
	8.1  
	 

	Secondary Occupation  
	 
	 
	Farming  

	Farming  
	73  
	53.7  
	 

	Trading  
	48  
	35.3  
	 

	Artisan  
	15  
	11.00  
	 

	Years in Agricultural 
Processing  
	 
	 
	7.3 years  

	1 - 3  
	42  
	30.9  
	 



	4 - 6 
	53 
	39.0 
	 
	

	7 - 9 
	9 
	6.6 
	 
	

	10 years and above 
	32 
	23.5 
	 
	

	Cooperative Membership 
	 
	 
	Yes 
	

	Yes 
	108 
	79.4 
	 
	

	No 
	28 
	20.6 
	 
	

	Years in government 
Programme 
	 
	 
	3.2 years 
	

	None 
	2 
	1.5 
	 
	

	1 - 2 
	88 
	64.7 
	 
	

	3 - 4 
	43 
	31.6 
	 
	

	Above 4 years 
	3 
	2.2 
	 
	

	Access to Credit Facilities 
	 
	 
	No access 
	

	Yes 
	11 
	8.1 
	 
	

	No 
	125 
	91.9 
	 
	

	Sources of Credits 
	 
	 
	None 
	

	None 
	128 
	94.1 
	 
	

	Cooperative 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Bank 
	8 
	5.9 
	 
	

	Friends/Family 
	 
	 
	 
	

	NGOs 
	 
	 
	 
	

	Average Credit Collected (₦) 
	 
	 
	 
	

	None 
	128 
	94.1 
	 
	

	50,000 – 99,999 
	1 
	0.7 
	 
	

	100,000 – 149,000 
	1 
	0.7 
	 
	

	150,000 – 199,000 
	2 
	1.5 
	 
	

	200,000 and above 
	4 
	2.9 
	 
	

	Contact with Facilitator 
	 
	 
	Contacted  
	

	Yes 
	132 
	97.1 
	 
	

	No 
	4 
	2.9 
	 
	

	Frequency of Contact (if Yes) 
	 
	 
	Always in contact 
	

	Always 
	67 
	49.3 
	 
	

	Occasionally 
	55 
	40.4 
	 
	


          Rarely                                                10 	         7.3
          Never                                                 4                            2.9
Source ; Field survey ,2025

Impact of government intervention of processing equipment support Programme on output and, income  of beneficiary 
The study considered output and income status of respondents before and after government intervention in the determination of the impact of the Programme. Findings on Table 9 showed an increase in output for each of the processed products after intervention.  Moreover, Pupuru processing had the highest increase in output after the intervention, followed by food processing and Garri among others. Further analysis based on paired samples T-Test result for output before and after Intervention revealed a positive and significant difference before and after government intervention (T= 9.33, P<0.05). Generally, majority of the respondents (92.7%) indicated significant / increase in their outputs after intervention Furthermore, the results on Table 9 showed an increase incomes from all processed products after the intervention and that the respondents realized the highest income from food processing than any other products, while rice processing, cassava flour, tomato/pepper processing, yam flour, pupuru and gaari followed in decreasing order. Maize flour recorded the lowest income. The implication is that market outlets and marketing may influence pricing of the products and income realized.  Generally, majority of the respondents (92.6%) indicated significant / increase in their incomes 
Table 3: Mean output and income realized before and after government intervention and the percentage (%) changes 	 
	Product  
	Mean output before intervention (Kg/month)  
	Mean output 
after  intervention  (Kg/month)  
	Mean income before intervention (Naira/month)  
	Mean income  
after  intervention  (Naira/month)  

	Cassava  products  
	 
	 
	 
	 

	-Garri   
	232,580.00  
	364,085  
(56.5%)  
	3,922,200   
	8,847,700  
(125.6%)  

	-Pupuru   
	461,500.00  
	613,490  
(32.9%)  
	4,349,000 129.7  
	7,988,000  
(83.7%)  

	-Cassava flour   
	28,445.00  
	45,593  
(60.3%)  
	480,738   
 
	979,842  
(103.8%)  



7,911 	13,440,000 
	Rice  
	6,850.00 
	(15.5%) 
	11,280,000 
	(19.1%) 

	Food 
Processing  
	36,835.00 
	526,214.30 
(13.3%) 
	11,391,200 
	24,498,000 
(115.1%) 

	Yam flour  
	260.00 
	500.0 
(92.3%) 
	52,000 
	120,000 
(130.8%) 

	Maize Flour 
	435.00 
	734.0 
(68.7%) 
 
	23,000 
	45,000 
(95.7%) 

	Tomato/pepper 
	734.00 
	1,385.0 (88.7%) 
	1,175,000 
	2,270,700 
(93.2%) 

	Fish 
	NA 
	NA- 
	NA 
	NA 


Processing 

Source: Field Survey, 2025 
*Figures in parentheses represent the percentage (%) increase after intervention 
Table 4: Respondents’ ratings of   output and income realized after equipment support 
through government Programme 
	
	Output  
F (%)  
	Income  
F (%)  

	Significant increase in output  
	82 (60.3)  
	80 (58.8)  

	Increase in output  
	44 (32.4)  
	46 (33.8)  

	No change in output  
	3 (2.2)  
	3 (2.2)  

	Decrease in output  
	5 (3.7)  
	5 (3.7)  

	Significant decrease in output  
	2 (1.5)  
	2 (1.5)  

	TOTAL  
	136 (100.0)  
	136 (100.0)  


Source: Field Survey, 2025. 
CONCLUSION  In conclusion, it can be stated categorically, that food processing equipment support to some beneficiaries of Ondo Community, resulted to a significant reduction in poverty level  and had positively, significantly and successfully impacted on the outputs and incomes as well as substantial improvement in the livelihood status of the beneficiaries.  
RECOMMENDATION 
Based on the findings, it is recommended that: 
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]More men should be incorporated into this type of Programme with a view to increasing their economic capabilities in improving their household economies 
2. More awareness Programme and enlightenment campaign should be mounted to sensitize the populace on the needs to be empowered economically and be self-employed, especially in the present economic situations where there is scarcity of white-collar jobs. 
3. The coordinating Ministry should sustain the positive impact of government Programme by working with the beneficiaries to strengthen the various groups with the aim of being registered as Agricultural Cooperative. This will boost their access to credit facilities which can assist them to buy more processing equipment in the nearest future. 
4. Also, government Programme should collaborate with relevant industries to identify off-takers for bulk purchase of processed products from the beneficiaries. This will eliminate the problem of middlemen and enhance the incomes of the beneficiaries. 
5. In addition, government Programme should also liaise with relevant Organizations and Research Institutes on the needs to provide or develop better storage facilities that can increase the shelf-life of the processed products. This should include improved methods of packaging during transportation. 
6. The Parent Ministry  in charge of the Programme, that is, the Ministry of Agriculture, should liaise with the Ministry of Works and relevant authorities to repair the rural loads linking the processing areas with a view to reducing the problems of transporting processing inputs and outputs as well as the associated costs   
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