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RESULTS AND Discusston

>0Clo-economic - Characteristics  of the
Respondents

The Tesult indicated that 83.30% of

the sampled
5 are male, while the remaining 16.70%
are females. About 43.30% of the respondent
had quaranic education. The average age of the
sampled farmers and years. - of famming
experience are 35 and 20 years respectively. The
average household size was eight, while most
farmers: (42.20%) had a flock size - range

between 11 to 15. All the respondents employed

only family labour in managing their enterprises.
Most of the farmers ~either purchased or
inherited their flock. The result further indicated
that the majority of the farmers (83.30%)
. adopted the extensive system of management.
This is in agreement with findings of (Ayoa_de et
a, 1993, ; Abubakar et aj, 2000, ; Jirgi and
- Tanko, 2008). Under the extensive system of
management, animals.are kept either in huts or
Open shade, this exposes the .amma_ls to
unfavourable conditions which leads to disease
infection, hence low productivity.

 cost were

was0.829wrichimpliesthatabmt82.9%ofme
variationinilmne(v),isexplainedbyﬂveirm
variables X, to X (feed cost, labour cost, medical
Cost, other inputs cost and fixed cost) induded in
the model, while the remaining 17.1% is as a
result of factors not included in the maodel. the
variables feed cost, other input cost and fixed

’ significant at 1% while labour cost and

medical “cost were significant at 5% and 10%

" respectively. The coefficients of all the variabies

induded in the model are Positive. implying that
1% increase in any of the variable holding others
constant will lead to a resultant increase in the
income of the farmer by the corresponding
coefficient values of the variables.

 Allocative Efficiency
A resource in

(input) is considered to be méstly

. efficiently utilized if its Marginal Value Product

© efficiency indices in small ruminant

- in table 3 indicates that al| the re

“small ruminant production were underutilized.
- Small ruminant producers can

efficient use of resources for

1981). " The resource-use
Production in
e3. The result
Sources used in

productivity(Kay,

the survey a are presented in tabl

increase their -
profit by increasing the use of these resources.
The farmers should be éncouraged to form

cooperative in order to pool more resources for
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increased small ruminant production in the study
area.
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Tablel: Costs and Retumns of Small nnirnnsprodudiminsosoloalsovermmtmeas, Niger State,

Items ¥ B Sheep Goat
Average Value Percentage Average Percentage

h ™ _ Value (N)

Costs

Variable Costs

Labour 93,080.00 26.44 30,700.45 14.12

Medical Cost 19,750.00 5.61 14,900.00 6.85

Feed Cost 106430.68 - 3023 5500023 253

Other Inputs Costs 25,675.50 729 2025015 9.32

Av. Total Variable Cost (ATVC) 244,936.18 120,850.83

Fixed Cost (FO) 107,135.00 30.43 96, 534.00 44.41

Capital Investment

Total Fixed Cost (TFC) 107,135.00 96, 534.00

Av. Total Cost (ATC) 352, 071.18 217,384.83

Av. Total Revenue(ATR) 398,534.00 248,750

Gross Margin (GM)= ATR — ATVC 153,597.82 127, 900.13

Net Farm Income (NFI) = ATR - ATC _ 46,462.82 31, 366.13
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Variables " Regremge—lead equa unction (lead equation)
Constant "
\\wﬂt
Feed Cost (X;) 1.553 7313
Labour Cost (X,) o7 3132
Medical Cost (X;) . it *397.313
Other Input Cost (X,) 1.001 TR
Fixed Cost (Xs) 1.287 gyl
1.951*
i3 : ' 0.829 3.894%=
F Ratio - 813570
Source: Field Survey, 2007, *+» - e

tswgimmam 2 1% level of probabiity, ** = Sigrificant at 5% level of probabiity

Table3: Estimated efficiency Ratio )

Variables A MVP MFC Effidency ratio
Feed Cost (X;) - 10,327.45 1393.67 7.41
Labour Cost (X,) 5,020.75 1255.22 3.999
Other Input Cost (X,) 6,656.65 1579.5 4214

Fixed Cost' (Xs) 8558.55 " 1095.28 7.814

Source: field survey, 2007
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