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ABSTRACT 

T h i s s t u d y was c a r r i e d o u t t o e v a l u a t e t h e p e r f o r m a n c e 

o f a g r i c u l t u r a l c o - o p e r a t i v e s i n i m p r o v i n g t h e o u t p u t o f 

p e a s a n t f a r m e r s i n Gongola s t a t e . 

S e v e n t y (70) r u r a l f a r m e r s c o m p r i s i n g o f c o - o p e r a t o r s 

and n o n - c o - o p e r a t o r s were s e l e c t e d a t random f o r t h e s t u d y . 

The r e s u l t o f t h e s t u d y i n d i c a t e d t h a t 34. 2 8 p e r c e n t 

and 1 1 . 4 3 p e r c e n t o f c o - o p e r a t o r s and n o n - c o - o p e r a t o r s 

r e s p e c t i v e l y e a r n e d n e t farm income o f l e s s t h a n N 1 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 

w h i l e 2 . 8 p e r c e n t and 5 . 7 1 p e r c e n t r e s p e c t i v e l y e a r n e d n e t 

farm income of be tween N 1 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 and N3, 5 0 0 . 0 0 . 

The i m p a c t o f c r e d i t was n o t s i g n i f i c a n t t o t h e n e t farm 

income o f c o - o p e r a t o r s b u t s i g n i f i c a n t t o t h o s e o f n o n - c o -

o p e r a t o r s a t 9 9 p e r c e n t l e v e l o f p r o b a b i l i t y . 

The r e s u l t f u r t h e r showed t h a t h e c t a r a g e o f 8 . 2 and 5 . 6 

were c u l t i v a t e d b y t h e c o - o p e r a t o r s and n o n - c o - o p e r a t o r s 

r e s p e c t i v e l y , b u t t h e d i f f e r e n c e i n h e c t a r a g e was n o t 

s i g n i f i c a n t a t 9 5 p e r c e n t l e v e l o f p r o b a b i l i t y . 

I t i s a l s o r e v e a l e d t h a t c o - o p e r a t o r s e a r n e d more 

n e t farm income t h a n n o n - c o - o p e r a t o r s w i t h ave ra ' ge s o f 

N848.00 and N 7 6 6 . 9 6 r e s p e c t i v e l y . 

R e g r e s s i o n r e s u l t s i d e n t i f i e d farm s i z e and f a m i l y 

l a b o u r a s common f a c t o r s i n f l u e n c i n g t h e n e t farm income 

o f b o t h c a t e g o r i e s o f f a r m e r s , w h i l e c a p i t a l equ ipment was 

o n l y s p e c i f i c t o t h e n e t farm income o f c o - o p e r a t o r s , and 

h i r e d l a b o u r t o t h a t o f n o n - c o - o p e r a t o r s . 



x i i i 

The study f ina l ly showed t h a t while the co-operators 

depended en t i r e ly on government and unions for t h e i r input 

supply, 80 percent of the non-co-operators got t h e i r s 

from the market. 

The following recommendations are made from the study: 

(a) the need for planners of ag r i cu l tu ra l co-operat ives 

to ensure proper design and implementation of co-

operat ive programmes; 

(b) the need for adequate t ranspor ta t ion system and storage 

f a c i l i t i e s for ru ra l farmers; 

(c) the provision of farm inputs to co-operators at subsidized 

p r i ce s ; 

(d) the provision of e f f i c i en t marketing system t h a t wi l l 

guarantee high producer p r i c e s to ru ra l farmers, and 

(e) informative system of cooperative a c t i v i t i e s through 

e f f i c i en t extension services . 










































































































































































































