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I Introduction

Nigeria economy is mainly an agrarian economy with o
people engage 1in agriculture and agricultural activities (CBN,
country’s agricultural sector is synonymous to achieving economic developrnent. | o '
agriculture to Nigeria’s Gross Domestic product (G.D%’) is an indication ; io,w‘f'ver' the contribution of
resuscitate the sector : ; P) is an indication that more sull neec to be
(CBN2003).Th (O%xmdm,lo%). The coniribution of agriculture 1o GDP was put J, \(,,L done «
»2003).The poor growth recorded in the sector is a reflection of fi i as put at 41.3% in 2002
country in which th n of food crisis ct ; ,
, e rate of population growth exceed urrentlv experienced in
g put at 25 ont t the rate Of fOOd rod p o s F'enced in [htf
g percent and population growth at 3 R production. Food growth rate |
(2606), Nigeria with the population of at 3.5 percent leaving a food deficit at 1% i , s il been
i e over 140 million people has variety of f; g f.\wm ding to RIFAN
i hectares of land suited for rice prodsz;mough RIFAN has revealed that, Njg actors that favor rice production
I Nigeria per capita consumption is very"!)(‘:‘ ng“éever, despites the large e)lp.anzzm;‘ iha5 approximately 5 million
| and production was estimated to be abou':yé m-ﬁPSe Nigeria needs 5 million ;nc(:r‘ e ponuctiin. o i
: iiton metric top ; X =ric tons of milled rice per ve
was 84% in 1998 aind 2 milli s of milled rice leavine a < ‘ 1Ce per yeal
il Hlion metic tons j + 2006). Statis; ving a short fall of 2 mill
300 million U.S. doll & " . Statistic st all of 2 million
> o>, ars 5 . 0% 10OWS tha Q b = i ) ) 3
rice production, in addi{;O:OchO(}'Zl. This dampens the of 5 million metric tontgbe“ sufficient rating for rice
semunar that 578 million U,S doilacmn'al Bank of Nj er(}pe. of. possible impmve;“wab_esumated to cost about
expensively cultivated crop ang frs worth of rice wasg' ia informed parjc; ent in the level of domestic
major food crop commod; orms the stq ) imported i, 2 pants at RIFAN/CBN organi
G odity that ple food f 002 [RiF , ( organised
olds, the demand for rig, p.. of consig, Or over 5()0 A.2006]. Rice i
countries (Akande, 200 or rice have b & r201€ importan 0% of the world por ce is the world most
assumption ﬂm’dE 2) I?Om%tic d INCreasing atamu;? for food security popul?tion . Rice is one of
rate of imported ri T1S€s af the | for rice is pra; faster rate in N €Xpenditures and incomes of
ce evel of } o Projecteg in ngerla than i -
% an in other West African

ver 70 percent of the countrv’'s 120 m
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study area is
j|0° North and

;’all 1000mm — 1200mm (Misari, 2002). Th

. derance of rice farmers in the area .For this stud Ve Purposively selected
o et of the local government area because of their proximityyto ébifggs were purposively selected
W“’ ivation and hence high concentration of low land ri . ver where they practice low

j wdf“” ad gidisaba. Simple random sampling technique
; . e A total of 200 low land rice farmers were
» glecwd ice farmers in each _scleded. wllage.' Prirr_lary data for the study was collected with aid of well-

p Jestionnaires. The mfon?lau-on obtalneq include: socio-economic characteristics, number of plot
G ity of herbicides used in liters, quantity of fertiliz i

: Fnggon er used in kilogram, farm tools used. Others
e s B god &n'm' ing operatl-olys and returns ﬁ'om the rice farm. Descriptive statistics was used to
nclu ¢ soci0 economic characteristics of low land rice while farm budget model was used to find

d:;:bility of lowland rice farmers as stated below.
P

€ proportional size of

- parm budget model - ; : : :
A parm budget is a detailed physical and financiai pian for the operation of a farm for a certain period

Theaim of 8 farm budget is to compare the profit levels of different kinds of enterprises (Olukosi et al.. 2005). '

NFI = GFI —(VC + FC) - (1)
Where:
b NFI= Net Farm Income
GFI= Gross Farm fncome.
vC - Variable Cost.
FC = Fixed Cost

Table 1: Socio-economic characteristics of respondents in the study area (n = 200)

Age (Years) Frequency i Percentage
21-30 70 35
3140 54 ] 27
41-30 49 ' 245
Above 30 27 ‘ 135
 Education acquired I
R Qur’an 105 5245
t Western education a 4.5
F Qur’an and western 86 ‘ 43
~Tg experience (Y ears) _
<}0 27 | 135
b e T 93 l s
B s -t G 21-30 69 ; '{j '_\
T = Above 3] 9 453
Ot 3T o {hectares) ] ¢
B o, LT 78 = B
W 79 120
S“”W 43 | 110
survey, 2013.

of fa

A ; fes 1
» avg;,p[?ys an important rofe in the farming activities as it determines the effectiveness and competence
e

inl;,bmt).' for rice production. The result in Table 1 shows that Majority (86.5%) of t:)xe reﬁ:’"‘l‘;‘;‘;
wig~. “ithi - Pime age group of 21- 50 years, this implies that, rice cultivation 1 fione .\‘ .W;m%) o
‘ id 76.670/ N this age bracket. This agrees with the findings of Adeola et al. (2008) and Sani et al. (2 i
A ::fm a,e“?f € s are within the age bracket of 30-49years of age. This is because these categor ;?5 0
f g i"‘:ml 1. have the ability to ?;DNY the require labor in agr‘i‘cultural activities uz' boost‘ ;ﬁgdllilluetll. 2::3
' wa“”lh ource use efficiency .The result on Table 1 further revealeq t‘hat all the tdrrrtler:‘ :ology -

il &%d :f‘llher This could lead to increase in awareness and adoption Ot. - rodu.ctlon‘ T;W technique
| VIng of the farmers in the study area. This is because literate individual accep

"oy, 6 illi : chows that majority (86.5%) of the
lb‘""«».d""i\e than illiterates. The result in Table 1 also sho £ farming experience

E N My ar P e 5 - P vE. 1‘he years 0 - e
E Uy QMQ had c“'t'vat'(_’“ experience of i ISR ‘“.‘d :?bo ¢ berter farm management practices
1&% IS expected to increase individuals” experience © R 0l N
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Costs and return of paddy rice
The average total cost 0

* hectare. The average total cost of paddy rice produ
include cost of input like Jand preparation. W
transportation spraying cost, fertilizer application cost -

preduction in the m:a«
f paddy rice production 1
ction IS
eeding. harves

area

n the study

771.95kg/ ba.
zer applicatio
ere subsistence producers with |

ow

a) realized in the study 5,
: a

area was M21765.7 for the rice farmers
made up of variable cost and fixed cost. Variabje nnﬂ
st

sting. transplanting  threshing. winnowiy,
< g

Table 3: Average costs and revenue structure of paddy rice hectares in the study area

En—. The Mn-.—N:u i .,. ‘.

{and acquisition S:..QM:. ;
inheritance indicating sep
(2001) who from his
ode in Nigeria beca

e 3 A

USe he obyy; . /4

The table shows that
n, since the output is

ltems Avemgemdys  Amounf  maa’ brs Perceatage
Laad preparation 8.3 4250* 425 17.19
Transplaating 6.0 2400+ oy 971
Weedmg 50 2000%* 25 =
R - - 8.00
estng 50 1500% 25
Piisowicg - s 10.11
: 2600%= > -
Transportation 3 5 10.52
3 1s00¢ 1
Seed plaating K A 6.06
£ 100+ 1€
Chemcal application 3 w 10 104
- (4]
Fertihize application > i d 104
Cost of seed a 1000* 10 .
e 4.04
05t of fertilizey 1000
Fixed cost 2100 -
Total Vanagble cost ::ﬁ ” w 19
Mcs_aos 21350 1.60
otal fer,
fevenye 21%s 983
GM 1 .
NEV s, 4109 $9.99
oM Mandgy- uwo.mo
Grogg rato uua.ﬂ
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: : Venue is de
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fmlnclﬂl o higher the return per naira mnvested ol sis ma, pi

"""lio'nblc 3 also indicated that the production of rice

» ; n the study ares was profitable, This is be
« hectare 3s N23 05000 and Ney arm income s N22,634.30 LK) l o i}
88 marg” pﬂ ated that | person when em loved e « N2 Tt
ﬂf‘ﬂ 4.3k This indicate { I camed N1284.3 in o day the tabl
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of low land rice production in the study arey
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m
problt The analysis of the problems encountered by 1ost of the low land ric farmers in i
| f climatic and biotic mfluences, These include heavy flood which washed the whole farm fa ds and 1t
more O v ,

fed rice Biotic influence includes quillea birds that cause a 1o ot damages to rice at
fante |

p l| w vield. Any attempt to control the birds cost farmers more money ind en
) IOW ) 3 ; . i

! it faced by the farmers, together with high cost of fertilize

cons » E

{he production of low land rice.

IKINg stage |

'Y e was also financia
and agro chemicale wi ich

Table 4: Distribution of rice farmers based on (he problems face by the farmers
{mt‘;‘:——; Ee [ Number of respondents !

Quillea birds | 7%
| Flooding off farm land ‘ 120
|

I

| High cost of fertihzes
- High cost of agro chemical
}«' [Toul : MR L34

- Source Field Survey, 201 3

*-

multiple responses

The table revealed that Jow land rice farmers in the

study area (35.2%) are faced with the problems of
floading immediately after transplanting their seedlings trom river Gbhako which is the mam source of water t«

Bence farms. The astaric mdicated multiple proble

ms this is 1o say all the rice farmers hav

The study ex
e b wa cmpthcal
Mog farmerg are ho
et byl
Uty loans witt

v
e move than one problem during the production. Conclusion
amined economics of low land rice production in Katcha local go

1

CETHEIC DT al'e vl 10Qf
ly deduced that rice production in Katcha I GA is a profitable investment or undertaking

wever operating under the substance system of farmmg. Hence. 1t 1s recommended that
wtroduce policies that will favour commercial rice production throwgh eranting of
\ low intrest rates to farmers in the study area.
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