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ABSTRACT

This survey investigates the role of rural group organization in agricultural and
rural transformation. The major aimisto examinetherole of group organization
in agricultural and rural transformation in the study area. Mean, simple
percentage and a 2-point scale were used in data analysis. Questionnaire, focus
group discussion and personal interview were for data collection. Multi stage
random sampling technique was used to selected three States in south-east
Nigeria. One hundred and forty respondents were randomly selected from the
three selected States. The study observes that rural group organization is a
complementary component in promoting agriculture and rural transformation.
Rural group organization has proved the most effective means in promoting
agriculture and rural transformation in rural areas. But there is a controversy
on whether rural group organization can really bring about change. The study
also observes that, if rural group were properly managed with other modes of
promoting agriculture and rural transformation, it would be at a higher level.
Proper human capital development should be developed and maintained to
eliminate the paternalistic view which assumes that rural people are passive
and fatalistic, uninterested in improvement of their lives and incapabl e of making
initiative for improvement.
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INTRODUCTION
Thebedrock of agriculturd transformationin Nigeriaisrura transformation, without which
all effortsof agricultura transformation will beamirage (Ogunlelaand Mukhar (2009).
Themajority of thesmall holder farmersand artisans, somethree-quartersliveinrural
aresswherethey draw their livelihood from agricultureand rel ated activities (Ogunleye
and Oladeinde, 2013). Agriculturd andrurd trandformationshavethe potentid sof enhancing
theroleof agricultureasthe engineof inclusive national economic development leading to
rural employment, wealth creation and diversification of the economy. If wesucceedin
transforming our rurd areas, wewould havelad asolid foundation for anationa economic
devel opment (Ezeh and |jeoma, 2007). Rural transformationisamulti approach not a
snglegpproachlikeagricultura trandformation. Rurd transformation requiresthegpplication
of theknowledge and skillsof all therelevant national and international serviceinthe
cooperativeand in anintegrated manner. In order toimprovethe quality of life of the
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neglected rural mgority in Nigeria, programsof agricultural production, health delivery,
investment in education and training both formal and non-formal, rural el ectrification
cooperdives, water supply andrura credit. Therest areentertainment and road construction
should be planned and implemented in an integrated manner with due consideration for
projectsthat mutualy support andinterlock with oneancther inanoverdl rurd transformation
plan (Olatunbosun, 1975). Technol ogical development isaprogressiveincreaseinthe
application of technology for the economic devel opment of the society. Technology is
essentid for agricultural andrura transformation (Akande, 1999). Rurd group organization
can be primary or secondary groupswith their social networksand interactions. Rural
communitiescongtitutethemgor siteof agriculturewhich providesmeansof livelihood for
the peopleof south-east Nigeriain particular and theentirenationingenerd. Itisdisheartening
that, therural areasare characterized by pervasive and endemic poverty, made manifest
by uncommon spread of hunger, malnutrition, poor health, lack of accesstoforma education
and different formsof social and political solution compared with urban counterparts
(www.ijab.webs.com, 2012).

Theessenceof socia groups organizationisto build strong capacity tolift rural
poverty. Socia groupsconsist of aggregatesor categoriesof personswho haveagoal or
consciousness of membership and interaction (Igbokwe and Ajala 1995). Secondary
groups also called voluntary formal association will bethefocusof thiswork. Formal
groups help to accomplish task, prestige, self worth goalsand economic gains. Therest
arehigher responsihilities, democratic dividends, and providessocid network. Rura group
organization isall about unity, honesty, cooperation, service education and strength
(Igbokweand Ajala, 1995). Rural Transformationisall about political empowerment,
restructuring of the power relations between the urban and therural aswell asbetweenthe
rurdl and nationd interest towhichrurd areahasawaysbeen perpetudly sacrificed. Despite
the proliferation of rura organization groupsin South-East, Nigeria, agricultural and rural
transformeation have not been felt. Thestudy examined theroleof rural group organization
inagriculturd and rurd transformationin South East, Nigeria. The specific objectiveswere
pursued in other to achievetheaim of the study. These specific objectivesincluded:

i to determinethe socio-economic characteristicsthat affect rura group organization
membership.

i toexaminetheroleof rurd group organizationinagriculturd andrura trangformetion
inthestudy area.

i toidentify the problemsof rural group organization that affect agricultural and rura
transformationinthestudy area.

PARTICIPANTSAND PROCEDURE
Nigeriaisacountry with apopul ation of over 140 million (NPC, 2006). Itisdividedinto
six geo-political regions: namely North Central, North West, North East, South west,
South east and South south. Agricultura wise, it isdivided based onthe agro-ecol ogical
zones. the dry savannah, (North East, North West part and part of North Central), the
humid forest (part of south west, south east, North central and south south) and the moi st
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savannah (some part of south west, South east, North central and South south). The
fourth agro ecological zone, themid attitudeisamainly small part of the North Central
Nigeria(Oni and Yusuf, 2007). Thisstudy was carried out in the south-east of Nigeria,
Stuated east of River Niger and covering areaof 29,908 squarekilometers, withapopulation
of about 16, 381, 729. Theregion layson thelatitude 50 and 70 75' north and longitude
60 85' and 80 and 46' east. It consists of five States namely; Imo, Enugu, Anambra,
Ebonyi and Abia. The statesin the zone share similar characteristics (NPC, 2006). The
zoneconsstsmainly of 1 gbo-speaking ethnic group. By territoria size, the south-east zone
isby far thesmallestin Nigeria, accounting for only 3.2% of the national space, (Nwakwad,
2013). Eventhough, the 2006 censusdatacredited it with 11.7% of the population, which
isabout apopulation density nearly four timesthe nations average (Nwakwasi, 2013).
High population pressureisabasic fact in the zone. Analysisof migration datashowsthat
the south East isazone of strong net emigration, with some 15 percentsof personsbornin
thezoneresident outsi de the zone coming from outside the zone (Nwakwasi, 2013).

Economic and transformation indicators of the south-East zone are mixed when
compared with other geopolitica zonesinNigeria. The south-east compareswell innationd
income poverty metrics and general literacy, it performsrelatively poor in physical
infragtructure, regulatory efficiency and overdl bus nessenvironment. Igbo land experienced
rapid economic and socia changeswith the advent of colonial rule. People of the zone
quickly embraced western education, which increased socid mobility and opportunitiesin
commerce, limited opportunitiesin agricultureand anima husbandry asaresult of scarcity
of land. Thezoneisanet consumer of food. The zoneisahomogenous ethnically and
religioudy homogenousas Christians congtitute 95% of the popul ation (Nwakwas 2013).
Christianity has been very important in explaining collective misfortunes, mobilizing
grievancesand organizing for solutionsin the South East zone (Eboh, 1995).

The population of the study consisted of al therural poor small holder farmersin
the sl ected three States of the south-east Nigeria, namely Imo, Ebonyi and AbiaState. A
multi-stage random sampling wasemployed to sal ect thethree States out of thefive States
that make up south east zone of Nigeria. Two agricultural zoneswere randomly selected
from each of the three selected States. Thisgave atotal of six agricultural zones. Two
Loca Government Areaswere selected from each of thesix agricultural zones, givinga
total of twelve Local Government Areas. Thefourth wasthe random selection of three
communitiesfrom each Local Government Areg, giving atotal of thirty-six communities.
The next stage was the random sel ection of four farmers/househol dsfrom each of the
selected villageswhich gave usasample size of 144 small holder farmersfor the study.
Datacollection wasbasicdly from primary the source. Theseinclude datacollected with
the use of structured questionnaire, Focus Group Discussion and ora interview. Three
communitieswere selected from each of the States. Thefocus group discussion gave
insight to the study and validated the responsesfrom theinterview. The datagenerated
weredescriptively analyzed. The socio-economic characteristics of farmersand role of
rura group organizationin agricultural and rura transformation takesthemode.
Y, = (XX, X X, +6)
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WhereY. = index of roleof rural group organizations.
X, =  age(yeas)
X, = tender (sex) (male, female)
X, = marita status(dummy, 1=married O=otherwise)
X, = farming experience (years)
X, = educationleve (yearsinschool)
X = contact with extension and agreed (No of visits)
X, = farmincome(Naira)
Xo = membershipinrura group organization (dummy varigble

membership =1 and non-membership = 0) e= error term.
Theinstrument wasbased on a 10 item statement with a2 point scale of agree or disagree
based on the 2-point scale, the frequenciesand percentages of thoseroleswere cal cul ated.

RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

The determination of the socio-economic characteristics of the farmerswill help to
understand theinfluence of rural group organizationsin south-east, Nigeria. The socio-
economic variablesinvestigated were age, sex, marital status, farming experience, farm
sze, household size, leve of educeation, level of income, extension contact and membership
of organizations.Table 1 showsthat asgnificant proportion of therespondentsinthe sdlected
States had the mean ages of 44 years (Abia) 43 years (Ebonyi) and 45 years (Imo). The
mean age of respondentsin South East was44 years, theseimpliesthat young men and
women who arevibrant and strong participatein farm work. Theyoung and reproductive
ageof farmershaveapositive effect on theeconomic activities, thisisinlinewith (Alade
and Kioponiyi, 2010). Thevariantin agewhich lead to divergent preferencesin economic
participation are dueto group participation.

Thetable a so showsthe percentage proportion of both sexeswith 66%, 79.2%
and 72.5% for females farmersin Abia, Ebonyi and Imo State respectively, whilethe
percentage malefor thethree Stateswere 34%, 20.8% and 27.5%, respectively. It also
revealed mean farming experiencesof 14, 16 and 15 yearsfor Abia, Ebonyi and Imo
Staterespectively, thisimpliesthat older farmers production capacity islessthan that of
theyounger farmers, hence, negative implicationsin productivity. The mean farming
experienceof farmersin South-east is 15 years. Thetable shows 1 hectare, 3 hectares
and haf hectaresof farmershousehold farm sizeinAbia, Ebonyi and Imo Statesrespectively
with mean household farm sizeof 15 hectaresin South-east Nigeria. Thisimpliesthat small
scalefarmers predominant South east Nigeria. Also, it showsthat household sizefor Abia
is8 and abovefor Ebonyi and 7 for Imo, thismeansthat Ebonyi State farmersimplore
more of family labour than, both Abiaand Imo States. The education level affectsthe
agricultural and rural transformation, thetableindicated that education level inAbiawas
18years, 12 yearsin Ebonyi and 18 yearsfor Imo State with mean year of 16 yearsin
south east Nigeria. Themeanfarmincomeof 20,111.3in South east. Themgjor occupation
in South east wasfarming as evidenced with higher percentage of respondentsacrossthe
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Sates. Generaly, theresultsshow low participationto rura group membership participation
and extension contactswerelow in Ebonyi and Imo Statewith high extension contactsin
AbiaState, 90% inAbiaand 50% for both Ebonyi and Imo States. Table 2 showsthat the
rolesof therural group organization (RGOs) arenumerousasthesearerequired for rural
and agricultural transformation of the communitiesin South-east Nigeria. All theitems
analyzed onthetablereceived favourable response from therespondentsin al thethree
States showing that they are veritabletoolsor played thewholerole outlined onthetable.
Theseroleswere mobilization of rural labour, community market and their resources,
provision of thrift, solving the problem of land communal tenure system, determination of
community needsand wishes, provision of rura effectiveleadership, provision of capital
for youth program, meansof settling of disputes, conflictsand reconciliation for peaceand
security and hel psin technol ogies dissemination and information. They areinvolvedin
political consciousnessof therural people, they provide mouth piece of their communities,
liaisewith government and communitiesin project initiation, eva uation, planningand decison
making based on thehuman and material resourcesavailable.

Theresultsobtained as presented on table 2 indicate that RGOs contribute grestly
torurd and agricultura transformationinthecommunitiesthat makeup South-East Nigeria
To support thisfinding, Chukwuezi (2003) emphasi zesthat RGOs combinetheefforts of
their membersin pulling resourcestogether to attain oneform of development. Thisisin
brief with theassociationa or group spirit, and orientation foundin traditiona 1gbo society
of Nigeria. Eboh (1995) also assertsthat in Abiribatown in Ohafia L ocal Government
Areaof AbiaState, they are graded withinintervalsof threeyears. Alsoin Okigwelocal
government areaof Imo State, town union, women group, and church group play positive
rolesinagricultural and rural transformation. Njoku (2012) assertsthat the Ezgji groupin
Mbaiseareaof Imo State, play virilerolein promoting and disseminating innovationsin
yam production asit had becomean annua event (new yam festival). Thefindings, Nwugo
(1989) and Abdulahi (1986) emphasi zethat RGO areimportant in decis on making process
incommunities, disseminateinformation about new technol ogiesadoption. They cametoa
conclusionthat for successof any agricultura and rura transformation or extension work,
it hastowork through theladder of RGOs, who will articul ate the needs of the members,
legitimize (Iegdize) thetransformation and mobilizethemintoaction. Thisisasoinlinewith
Ugboh and Tibi (2012), who in their separate studies adduced that community based
organizationsare mgjor veritabletool Sagentsof rural and agricultural transformationin
DedtaState, Nigeria.

Table 3 reved sinformation on the problemsof respondentson the sustainability of
rural group organization in the study areas. Entries on the table show that in thethree
States, rural groupswere not sufficiently educated with mean scores of 3.44, 3.43, and
3.28for Abia, Ebonyi and Imo Statesrespectively, thetable also reveal amean of 3.38
acrossthe study area. Political forces hamper the formation and sustainability of rural
groupinthestudy areasas 3.33, 3.09 and 2.70 therespondents agree that political forces
negatively affect rural group performanceinAbia, Ebonyi and Imo Statesrespectively.
Theresult indicatesthat the mean scores of 3.32, 3.32 and 3.08 for Abia, Ebonyi and
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Imo, strongly agreethat religiousinclination affect rural group organization in South east
Nigeria. However, therespondentsin the study areavehemently disagreethat poverty is
not amajor problem of rural group in Abia, Ebonyi and Imo States astestified by 1.98,
1.95 and 1.65 respectively. Thetableindicatesthat non-payment of duesand levies of
membersisaconstraint to rural group sustainability inAbia, Ebonyi and Imo Statesas
shown by 2.78, 2.68 and 2.52 as mean score agreed. Overlapping of functionsdueto
lack of clear objectivesastestified by respondents 2.85, 3.55 and 3.11 from Abia, Ebonyi
and Imo Statesrespectively. Therampant breaking of conflict between memberscongtitute
problem astestified by 3.40, 3.27 and 2.52 for Abia, Ebonyi and Imo Statesrespectively.

Corruption and fraud by the executives and |eaders constitute impedimentsto
rural group performancein agricultureand rural transformation in South-East Nigeria, as
3.09, 2.87 and 2.87 from AbiaEbonyi and Imo testified that corruption and fraudisa
baneto rural group organization’sand its sustainability in South East Nigeria, cultura
norms/belief isaproblemto rural group organization astestified by 2.51, 3.37 and 3.27
for Abia, Ebonyi and Imo Statesrespectively, socia disorganization negatively affect rural
group formation and sustainability and directly or indirectly affectsagricultureand rural
transformation. Thisisin linewith Nwachukwu and Ukoha, (2011) who confirm that well
devel oped rura community and citizenry isanecessity for socia stability and geo-political
strength. Ekong (2003) agreesthat it isimperativeto develop therura areasfor the sector
to continueto perform efficiently and effectively.

Table 1: Socio-economic characteristics of farmersin mean (n=48)

Variables Abia Ebonyi Imo
Age (Years) 44 43 45
Gender

Male % 34 20.8 27.5

Female % 66 78.2 72.5
Farming Experience (years) 14 16 15
Household farm size (hectare) 1 3.0 0.5
Level of Education (years) 18 12 18
Farm income (yr) 18,250 20,167 21,917
Major occupation/farming 79.2 83.2 56.7
Rural group membership 54.2 39.2 56.7
Extension contact 90.0 50.0 50.00

Source: Field survey, 2011

Table 2: Analysis of the role of rural group organization in rural and agricultural transformation in
South-East Nigeria

Roles Agree Disagree
Mobilization of rural labour 144 0
Community market mobilization of rural areas and their resources 124 20
Provision of rural thrift System/traditional credit Practice 134 10
Social mobilization on enabling System/pattern/leadership 134 9
Determination of felt needs of the community. 120 24
Sources of human Resource to the communities 132 12
Provision of Effective Leadership 110 34
Mobhilization of capital for youth Programmes 100 44

Source: Field Survey, 2011
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Table 3: Distribution of respondents according to the problems of Rural Group Organization that
affect agricultural and rural transformation in the study area

Problems of Rural Group Abia Ebonyi Imo
Organization indicators mean remark mean remark mean remark
Low level of Education 3.44 agree 3.43 agree 3.28 agree
Political forces 3.03 agree 3.09 agree 2.70 agree
Religious/Inclination 3.32 agree 3.32 agree 3.08 agree
Poverty 1.98 disagree 1.95 disagree 1.65 disagree
Non funding/payment levies 2.78 agree 2.68 agree 2.57 agree
Overlapping of functions 2.85 agree 3.55 agree 3.11 agree
Conflicts 3.40 agree 3.27 agree 2.52 agree
Fraud/Corruption 3.07 agree 2.83 agree 2.87 agree
Cultural normg/belief 3.07 agree 3.37 agree 3.27 agree
Social Disorganization 3.33 agree 3.17 agree 3.24 agree
Grand mean 2.97 3.06 2.73

Hints: Midpoint 2.50, any mean score less than or equal to 2.50 is Disagree while any mean score greater than 2.50
is agree.
Source: Field Survey, 2011

CONCLUSIONAND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study investigatesthe role of rural group organization in South-East Nigeriain
agricultura and rural transformation. Resultsindicatethat despitethe positiveroleof rura
group organizationin agricultural and rural transformation, it was not devoid of problems
whichimpedeits sustainability, prominent among them were, low level of education as
asserted by themean of 3.44, 3.43, and 3.28 for Abia, Ebonyi and Imo statesrespectively.
Saocio-economic characteristics of the respondentsindicated the mean age of 44, 43 and
45 yearsfor Abia, Ebonyi and Imo States respectively with thetotal mean of 44 years
acrossthe States. The results show that femal esbel ong to rural group organization more
than malesasevidently testified by 66%, 79% and 72.5% of femalerespondentsinAbia,
Ebonyi and Imo Statesrespectively bel ong to group while 34%, 20.2% percent, and 27.5
percent of respondentsAbia, Ebonyi and Imo belong to rurad group organizationisnegetively
affected by thetediousaspect of farm |abour operationsin the South-East-Nigeria.
Thestudy thereforerecommendsthat ddliberate policy aming a organizing, training
for rural farmersontheroleof rurd group organization withaview to removing/minimizing
the perennid hydra-headed poverty, illiteracy, malnutrition, ill-fed, ill-housed, and disease
gtricken predominantintherurd areas. Therura farmers/'communitiesmust redizethat the
only way to solvetheir problemsmust be by themsalves, henceall hands must be on deck.
Teaching and Propagation of cooperative philosophy and peaceful coexistencetotherura
dwellers and education forms the bedrock for rural transformation, these should be
encouraged. Proper human capital development should be devel oped and maintained to
eliminatethe paternalistic view which assumesthat rura peopleare passiveandfatalistic,
uninterestedinimprovement of their livesandincapableof making initiativefor improvement.
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