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Abstract: This paper examined the implications of selected 

government agricultural support projects on job creation in 

Rivers State. Specifically, it examined the contributions of 

Risonpalm Estate (now SIART NIG. LTD), School-to-Land 

Programme and Songhai Farm all in Rivers state on rural 

employment. In order to achieve the objectives of the paper, a 

cross-sectional research design, using survey method was 

adopted and combinations of descriptive and inferential statistics 

were used for the analysis of the responses generated using a 

well-structured questionnaire. The findings revealed that 

government agricultural projects/supports to farmers have 

helped to create more jobs in the host communities thereby 

contributed to improving living conditions of the people in the 

host communities and the state at large. Based on these findings, 

the study concluded that government sponsored agricultural 

activities/projects have contributed to employment in the rural 

communities in Rivers State. Thus, the paper recommends 

among others that government should increase support to 

farmers and funding to the farms, train farmers in the rural 

communities through extension services and renovate moribund 

farms in order to solve the problem of unemployment ravaging 

rural communities and the state at large. 

Key words: Agricultural projects, Job creation and Rural 

communities  

I. INTRODUCTION 

or under-developing nations, agriculture remains spring-

board on which unemployment and poverty problems 

could be solved. The agricultural sector is connected directly 

to all other macro-economic goals of modern nations 

(Robinson and Kalu, 2013). For instance, agriculture is 

considered as viable instrument for accomplishing full work-

creation, increase income level, stable prices and external 

balance. No doubt, agriculture projects are mostly within local 

areas where economic improvement is massively needed. The 

aim is to harness cheap labour, improve farmers‟ income, 

create self-employment and increase food and livestock 

production (Otto and Ukpere, 2014).  

As critical objective of government, almost every 

administration in Nigeria, military and civilian, have 

instigated or triggered one sort of agriculture program or the 

other aimed at attaining food security for citizen. 

Nwanyanwu, Amadi and Onyekachi (2014) provided analogy 

of agriculture projects by Rivers State. In 1990s, Rison-Palm 

project was instituted with 56,000 hectares of land, and 

generate 8,000 jobs to Rivers people. Then cassava project, 

closely followed by school to land agriculture project, which 

provided over 600 jobs. Delta-Rubber Company was also 

launched, it provided job for 320 men and women from Rivers 

State. In summary, the agriculture projects are embarked upon 

to achieve local-area development, food security, create 

employment, among others.  

The Rivers state government in its quest to eradicate 

unemployment and poverty established farms in all the 23 

local government areas in the state but presently, only few of 

these agriculture projects/farms are functioning. These 

include: the school-to-Land project now attached to the Rivers 

State Agriculture Development Program (ADP) and RISON 

Palm (now SIART) that is now privatized and the Songhai 

farm. The implication is that jobs are lost in local  areas, 

income in local areas negatively affected, inability to mobilize 

local people for self-help and self-sustaining program of 

development, and inability to uplift technological base of this 

industries in local  areas. The inability of state to achieve 

local-area advancement, food security and job creation 

through the agriculture projects, inform the need for this 

research.  

Writing on challenges of agriculture projects in Rivers State, 

Nchuchuwe and Adejuwon (2012) identified challenges 

confronting agriculture projects in local areas. These include, 

corruption on from government officials, stealing in local 

communities, poor financing and pesticides and feeds for 

farmers, poor infrastructure, market issues and so on. 

Whatever the reasons, the development trajectory in Rivers 

State is negatively impacted, local areas now suffer serious 

joblessness resulting in youths involving in stealing, 

kidnapping, robbery and gangsters. Developing local areas in 

Rivers State through agriculture is a necessary condition, all 

government; non-governmental organizations and researchers 

must be concerned, that is the foundation of this research. 

Hence the purpose of this paper is to examine the implications 

of government agricultural support projects on job creation in 

Rivers state. We shall continue our discussion on topic by 

reviewing related literature, outlining the methodology to 

follow to achieve the objectives of the study, presentation of 

results, findings and concluding remarks. 

II. LITERATURE REVIEW 

The term “Agricultural Project” refers to tangible, visible or 

physical investments including land cultivation that are geared 

towards ensuring job creation and quality food production. 

Their sustainability is never barren of huge monetary outlay, 
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astute handling team, organization framework, availability of 

improve-seedlings and energetic workers. They are stock of 

material combinations that contribute to production of goods 

and services (Njoku, 2000). Agriculture projects therefore do 

not underscore expenditure on farm-machineries and labor 

wage. Common feature that is utilized in describing them is 

that they are tangible, unlike other programs that may be mere 

decision-making pronouncements. They are targeted at being 

result oriented and guaranteed food sustainability. 

Government agricultural projects can be said to be known by 

policy instability, politicization along with non-sustainability 

that do not deliver needed effects on local-area advancement, 

therefore, it is considered that agriculture project or 

investment requires coordination of resources for optimum 

results. 

Local-area advancement in general denotes economic 

development and local-area advancement actions taken to 

enhance living standard in non-urban areas and remote 

villages. Similarly, local-area advancement is concerned not 

just to sustained rise in productivity level by local people, 

including farmers and sustained enhancement of their 

wellbeing revealed by increased income and living standard 

but equally resulted to sustained physical and monetary 

enhancement of local communities. To accomplish broad aim 

of agriculture on local-area advancement, agriculture projects 

must be focused on particle objectives (Danso, et al. 2002). 

Titilola (1992) defined “a progressive local  structure as one 

having several elements including market towns as outlets for 

farmers‟ products and where supplies may be purchased: local  

roads to aid the flow of commodities, trainings that determine 

best farm practices in the light of local conditions and 

extension services through which farmers can learn about new 

technologies” also Danso et al. (2002) maintained that local-

area advancement “priority should not be based on the amount 

of crops that could be harvested or the profit that a person or 

group could make, rather, such priority should be based on the 

social, economic, political and general welfare of the greatest 

number of people”. While attaining particular agriculture 

goals encompassed providing enough food, raw-materials, job 

and oversea earning, the aim of local-area advancement hold 

in orderly enhancement of other infrastructures like local 

communities. A work done by Onibukun (1988) in Kaduna, 

Imo, Benue and Kano on assessment of DDFFRI showed that 

poor productivity of agriculture sector was because of poor 

infrastructure in local areas.  

Recently, idea of local-area advancement is widened to 

accommodate non-monetary issues, particularly those 

concerning social, legal political, environmental and cultural 

issues. This widened local-area advancement concept also 

called sustained local-area advancement, takes long time 

perception to meets needs for current generation with no 

compromise to needs of future cohort. Participation means 

vigorous involvement of groups in need assessment, 

determine priorities, plan and executive projects. It equally 

means contributing potential beneficiaries to realize project 

for development.  

Community-based involvement technique to development is 

explained as cover word for anti-local-area advancement 

programs that involve beneficiaries in designing and 

managing advancement concerns. The main concerns in 

participation are combining local knowledge in decision-

making process. Participation is useful for mountable change 

as vigorous process through which client groups affect direct 

and execute advancement projects to improve well-being of 

people in area of revenue, growth, self-reliance and other 

precious values.  

In terms of monetary program, this reform represents move 

from other schemes to adapting and maintaining structures to 

change local area. Two crucial aspects that concern local-area 

advancement should be considered. Similarly, these remote 

areas rely massively on state for amenities and then become 

reasonable to presume that life would become difficult when 

not favored in policies making. Also and similarly, 

development technique needs to concentrate on business-

people and innovators capacity in these areas to increase their 

competitiveness as concern local economy. It is also sensible 

to presume that these entrepreneurial invention abilities would 

reduce out-movement to urban areas (Sterman, 2000). 

Cross-country study of Africa nation by Okezie et al, (2013) 

uncovered that monthly revenue generates over 18 nations 

that adopt modernize agriculture practices was 40% compare 

to those practicing conventional farm technique. Therefore, 

improve revenue was encouraged to further adopt government 

initiated modern agriculture technique for farming. Ezeh and 

Nwachukwu, (2007) examined “the Impact of Selected Local-

area advancement Programmes on Poverty Alleviation in 

Ikwuano Local Government Area, Abia State, Nigeria” and 

they revealed that involved farmers performed better in 

revenue and output compared to others. Thu there exist 

connections between results and revenue that high outputs 

triggers high income for farmer. In manner, high revenue 

shows high profit that are supposed to be put back into their 

farming by purchasing more inputs for next farming season. 

Overtime, low-level farming changes to commercial farming 

and work creation to sustain production is noticed. Similarly, 

better production leads to low-price farm product in absence 

of monopoly attitude which explains importance of agro-

based sector. 

Saungwame and Matandere(2014) work on impact “the 

effects of central government‟s expenditure towards the 

agricultural sector and the subsequent effect of this on 

economic activities in Zimbabwe” and their outcome showed 

that elevated agro-based expenses before year 2000 increased 

production and increased monetary connections. However, 

land-reform scheme of 2000 and other reduction in good state 

support to this sector contributed massively to monetary 

issues in Zimbabwe thus they recommend effective state 

support to agro-business sector via credible policies and 

funding resources. 

Uger (2013) worked on “the impact of Federal Government‟s 

expenditure on the agricultural sector” using data that were 
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obtained from CBN report, regression technique was utilized 

to analyze data and revealed effects of agro-business expenses 

on agro-business outcome from 1991 to 2010 and the 

coefficient of determination was 1% which indicates weak 

connection between variables due to insufficient fund and 

they suggested that state should implement budget allotment 

to agro-business sector, assure suitable fund release, monitor 

agro-business inputs to farmers then creating goods markets. 

A work done by Eseui (2010) under “Root and Tuber 

Expansion Programmme (RTEP) in Anambra State” 

uncovered that subsidized inputs was availed to farmers in 

every parts of that state, N30m worth of tools and machine for 

processing of rice, garri and palm-oil was shared to indigent 

farmers. Completion among formally abandoned processing 

mill which can produce 15,000 MT of rice yearly and roads 

are constructed to improve access for farming areas and city 

areas and main marketing business for agriculture products 

were recorded as their accomplishments. 

A study done by Wali, et al. (2008) revealed that income of 

more than N50m was created from overall cassava product 

sales. More than 12,000 farmers trained and 300 maintainable 

cassava farmer and process associations formed. They also 

reveals that more than 10,000 work were created farmers plan 

yield increased from 11 to 25 because of decline of nearly 

25% in incidence of “Cassava Mosaic Disease” 

Awoneyi, et al. (2009) conducted another work in Osun State 

showed that just 4% of cassava producer were age lower than 

40 while 48$ cassava producers are in “Presidential Initiative 

on Cassava (PIC)” are age below 40 years.  This means that 

farmers that produce cassava and participants in PIC scheme 

are old aged and thus, impact of government scheme that 

target young people wasn‟t covered in PIC and this work also 

revealed that only 2% of respondents involved in tertiary 

training while most 68% of non-involved farmers re not 

formally trained. Low education level therefore, hindered 

farmer‟s capacity to comprehend novel farming techniques 

thus lower their productivity with consequences on food 

security of their famines and others. 

In another work done by Ikala (2010) to assess women 

involvement in national schemes for food security in Oyo 

State showed that 86% of women that are within reproductive 

periods involved in this schemes. The work also revealed that 

high involvement of women in maize and cassava production 

could reveal these crops as main staple food in families and 

income creation. Also loans given for these participants 

helped them in increasing their production due to increase in 

cultivated farm size and revenue. 

A study conducted in Bangladish by Mondal (2008) revealed 

that between 2002 and 2008, agriculture absorbed young 

unemployed and shot her GDP to 21.77 per cent and overall 

employment increased to 52 per cent. She continued to show 

strong performance particularly in the food grains subsector. 

Through enhanced agriculture, rubber being one of 

Bangladesh‟s dominant none food crops accounts for 34 per 

cent of the cash crops. Today, almost all the 11 million farm 

families in the country grow rubber. No doubt rubber accounts 

for 13 per cent of the crops produced and occupied 21.62 per 

cent of the cropped area (Bangladesh Agricultural 

Development Corporation, 2007; Bangladesh Bureau of 

Statistics, 2009). 

A research conducted by Mosley (2008) on productivity and 

food security in Zambia revealed a general increase in 

agricultural produce following government reform 

programmes which supported agricultural production through 

irrigation, improved seedling and modern farming technology. 

The effect was an increase in yield in 1990s. In 2009, 

abundant yield was also recorded following a reintroduction 

of agricultural policies reforms aimed at guaranteeing food 

security. The study further revealed a decline in mining 

activities as a result of food sustainability and poverty 

reduction programme of the government. Mosley‟s 

recommendation was on the need for increased funding and 

research on climate effects on agriculture.    

Olagunju (2008) in his study observed that many persons in 

Africa live in rural areas and the farm systems are 

fundamentally weak and unproductive coupled with external 

problems such as climate uncertainty, unstable economic 

policy and variation in world‟s commodity food prices. He 

opined that systems bottlenecks in agricultural supply and 

incomes in the rural areas have led to poverty in Africa. He is 

of the opinion that since productivity improvement in 

agriculture rests in the removal of structural constraints 

affecting the sector, such as climate and policy inconsistency, 

government should embrace programme continuity. 

The literature reviewed show that most of studies consulted 

dwell on agricultural activities and poverty alleviation, food 

security and improvement in income level. Very few of the 

studies are concern about job creation. It was also deduced 

from the literature that most of the studies were done outside 

Rivers state. This paper seeks to examine how agricultural 

projects in Rivers state – Soghai farm at Bunu Tai in Tai 

Local Government Area, Risonpalm (now SIART) at Ubima 

in Ikwerre Local Government Area and School-to-land at 

Rumuodamaya in Obio/Akpor Local Government Area had 

contributed to job creation in the community were they are 

sited and the state at large. 

III. METHODOLOGY 

The survey research design was used in collating opinion of 

the respondents on how the selected projects have helped in 

providing employment for the teaming unemployed graduates 

in the state. The respondents cut across those employed in the 

government sponsored farms, self-employed farmers in the 

various communities were the projects are sited and the 

officials of the Ministry of Agriculture and rural Development 

in Rivers state.  

Though Rivers state sponsored agricultural projects are 

concentrated in about eight local areas, the government 

sponsored agricultural projects investigated are those that are 
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active. This is because records and advice from the Ministry 

of Agriculture in Rivers state shows that most of the 

government sponsored projects in the state are moribund. 

According to the Rivers State Ministry of Agriculture, those 

that are functional as at 2021 are: the School-to-Land 

(STLP)farm at Rumuodamaya in Obio/Akpor LGA, 

Risonpalm (now SIART NIG LTD) Estate at Ubima in 

Ikwerre LGA and Songhai Farm in Bunu Tai in Tai LGA all 

in Rivers State.  Hence only three governments sponsored 

agricultural projects were chosen for this study. The activities 

of these farms cover: Palm oil production, crop production, 

fishery and poultry. The School-to-land farm at 

Rumuodamaya is also involved in extension services which is 

crucial for productivity, output and job creation. 

Study Area: Rivers state is situated in the Southern part of 

Nigeria. Rivers state has 23 Local Government Areas. The 

government agricultural projects are however hosted and 

concentrated in eight (8) LGAs -Khana, Obio-Akpor, 

Emohua, Etche, Gokana, Oyigbo, Ikwerre and Tai. The local 

governments hosted School-to-Land Programme (STLP), 

Risonpalm (now SIART NIG. LTD) and Songhai projects. 

“The State is bounded on the south by Atlantic Ocean, to the 

north by Imo and Abia States, to the east by Akwa-Ibom State 

and to the west by Bayelsa and Delta States. The inland part 

of Rivers State consists of tropical rainforest; towards the 

coast the typical Niger Delta environment features many 

mangrove swamps”. 

Rivers State has landmass of over 11,000 sq kilometer and is 

located on latitudes 40o 32‟ and 50o 53‟ North and longitudes 

70o 25‟ and 80o 25‟ East of equator. The State has yearly 

mean rainfall of 2,200mm for upland area comprising land 

areas surrounded with water. Temperature range is between 

23 to 31oC and vegetation included water swamp, mangrove 

and rain forest. Main seasons are dry and rainy seasons. The 

seasonal conditions of this State present healthy environment 

for fish-farming because water supply to ponds is no problem. 

Sampling technique and sample size: Given that only active 

and functional agricultural projects in Rivers State are 

selected for this study, the paper employed the purposive and 

random sampling techniques in the sourcing for relevant 

information required for this study.  The purposive sampling 

procedure covers the active and functional agricultural 

projects and the category of respondents to be interviewed 

while the random sampling procedure covers the respondents 

to be interviewed. The category of respondents that were 

interviewed are: the employees of the Rivers state sponsored 

agriculture projects situated at Rumuodamaya, Obima and 

Bunu Tai; the farmers in the host communities where those 

farms are sited and the staff of the Ministry for Agriculture 

and Local-area advancement. The choice of these categories 

of respondents is to help broaden the scope of our 

investigation in order to achieve a better result. The 

qualification of a farmer, employee of the farms or staff of the 

supervising Ministry is based on a simple random sampling of 

„Yes or No‟ those who picked „Yes‟ were given 

questionnaire/interviewed while those who picked „No‟ were 

not given questionnaire hence not selected. Only staff of 

Ministry for agriculture who are directly involved in 

supervising and managing these farms is interviewed.  

The Taro Yamane (1967) formula for determining sample was 

applied to determine the actual sample size to be studied. It is 

given thus:  
))(1( 2eN

N
n


  

Where n= Sample size   

N = Interest Population  

 e =  Error Margin  

The application of this formula is could be traced to earlier 

studies by Anokye (2020) Bartlett et al (2001) and Taherdoost 

(2017). To determine the sample size for our study, we 

substitute the population of farmers in Rivers state, a total of 

2,817,520 into the above formula given the error margin or 

probability of 0.05, we have 

Sample size (n) = 
2

2817520

1 2817520(0.05)
 

2817520 2817520

1 7043.8 7044.8



 = 399.94 or 400 

The sample size of for this study is approximates 400 

respondents. To achieve objectives of this paper questions 

relating to the operations of the agricultural projects under 

consideration and key local-area advancement employment 

and the general wellbeing of the employees of the farms and 

those farmers residing around the projects area were asked 

and distributed to the 400 respondents in the following 

proportion; (a) Employees of Rivers state sponsored 

agricultural projects, 165 questionnaire (b) farmers doing their 

business in the host communities of the government owned 

agricultural project, 165, and (c) Staff of the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Rural Development 70 respondents. In 

nutshell, 55 questionnaires were administered to employees in 

each of the three active and functional government owned 

agricultural project in the state and 55 to local farmers in each 

of the host communities where the projects are located. In like 

manner, 15 questionnaires each (45) were given to staff on 

site in the different farms while 25 questionnaires were given 

to the staff of the Ministry in Port Harcourt office. The reason 

for this distribution was to reach out to the major stakeholders 

in the project under investigation.  

To achieve the objectives of the paper, tables, charts, 

descriptive statistics and graph were used to analyse opinion 

sought from the respondents on how the agricultural projects 

have contributed to job creation in the local communities 

where they are located while the chi square were used to test 

the hypotheses generated for the study. The Chi Square 

formula is stated thus:  
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Chi square 

2
2 ( )fo fe

X
fe


  

Where: X
2 

= Chi square; f0 = observed frequency and fe = 

expected frequency 

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Table 1. Number of Questionnaire Distributed to the Respondents 

Respondent 

Risonpalm 

(SIART) 
Estate 

Ubima 

School-to-

Land 

Rumuodamaya 

Songhai 

Farm 
Bunu 

Tai 

Total 
% 

Distributed 

Employees 
of the Farms 

55 55 55 165 41.25% 

Farmers of 

Host 

communities 

55 55 55 165 41.25% 

Staff of 

Ministry of 

Agriculture 

23 24 23 70 17.5% 

Total 133 134 133 400 100% 

Source: Field work 

Table 1 shows distribution of questionnaire distributed 

amongst the people interviewed in the course of this study. 

165 staff of the agricultural projects in Rivers state situated at 

Rumuodamaya, Ubima and Bunu Tai representing 41.25% of 

the respondents were selected and administered questionnaire, 

165 farmers representing 41.25 percent of the respondents in 

the above mentioned communities were also selected and 

interviewed while 70 staff of Agriculture and Local-area 

advancement ministry representing 17.5 percent of the 

respondents were also selected and administered 

questionnaire. The table shows that both the employees of the 

farms and the local farmers in host communities of the 

Agricultural projects were given equal opportunities to 

express their views on how the government sponsored 

agricultural activities had helped in enhance employment of 

labour in the State. 

Table 2. Number of Questionnaire Retrieved 

Respondent 

Risonpal

m 

(SIART) 
Estate 

Ubima 

School-

to-

Land 
Rumuo

damaya 

Songha
i Farm 

Bunu 

Tai 

Total 

Admini
stered 

Total 

Retriev
ed 

% 

Retrie
ved 

Employees 
of the Farms 

50 50 50 165 150 91% 

Farmers of 

Host 

communities 

50 50 50 165 150 91% 

Staff of 

Ministry of 

Agriculture 

19 22 19 70 60 90% 

Total 119 122 119 400 360 90% 

Source: Field work 

Table 2 indicates that out of the 400 questionnaire 

administered, 360 were retrieved. This represents 90 percent 

of the questionnaire administered.  For the staff of the three 

farms located at Risonpalm (now SIART NIG LTD) Estate at 

Ubima, School-to-land at Rumuodamaya and Songhai farm at 

Bunu Tai 150 questionnaire were retrieved.  150 

questionnaires were also retrieved from the farmers residing 

in Ubima, Rumuodamaya and Bunu Tai while 60 

questionnaires were retrieved from staff of Agriculture and 

Local Development Ministry at the Port Harcourt office and 

the zonal offices. Only 10 percent of the questionnaire was not 

retrieved from the field.  

Figure 1 shows age distribution of the people interviewed for 

this study. It indicates that more of the respondents fell 

between 36-55 years of age This is followed by employees, 

farmers and staff of the Ministry within the age of 18-35 

years. Those of 66 years and above were mostly employees 

and farmers in the host communities. This distribution shows 

that greater proportion of the respondents fell around the 

active age. 

 

Figure 1: Age Distribution of Respondents 

Figure 2 represents sex distribution of respondents. It shows 

that more of respondents were male. This is evidenced among 

employees of various farms, farmers in host communities of 

agriculture projects and staff of Agriculture Minister. Though 

among three segments of people interviewed, female was 

more in the farmers‟ category. 

 
Figure 2: Sex Distribution of Respondents 
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Figure 3: Distribution of Respondents on basis of Education Attained 

The distribution of respondents on basis of education 

qualification as reported in figure 3 shows that greater 

numbers of respondents are graduates with at least a first 

degree or its equivalent. This is followed by secondary school 

graduates and those who do not have any formal education. 

Higher number of graduates were found among the employees 

of the three farms selected for this study. This was followed 

by farmers. The implication of this is that people with higher 

educational qualification are in farming business in recent 

times. 

 

Figure 4: Respondents Distribution based on Agriculture Activity 

Figure 4 which shows the distribution of respondents based on 

agricultural activity indicates that crop farming was dominant 

among the activities in the areas of this study with 62 percent 

of the respondents. This was followed by fish farming with 25 

percent of respondents, poultry with 9 percent of respondents 

and other farming activities with 4 percent of the respondents. 

The high proportion of respondents in crop production may 

not be far from the areas considered for this study. 

Rumuodamaya, Ubima and Bunu Tai are mainly communities 

involved in crop production. 

 

Figure 5. Government Sponsored agricultural activities in Rivers State. 

As reported in figure 5, government seems to be more 

involved in supporting crop farming than fishing and poultry 

farming. It is crucial to note that crop farming and fish 

farming are the major occupation of farmers in Rivers state. 

However, the location of the communities considered for this 

study and government policy on agriculture may have 

informed our results. 

 

Figure 6. No. of workers employed by farmer in host communities of 
agricultural projects 

Information in figure 6 shows that 58 percent of the farmers/ 

farms in the communities visited have between 2-10 workers 

working for them. 18 percent of the farmers have between 11-

20 workers while 24 percent of the farms has over 20 workers. 

This implies that most of the farms in these communities are 

small scale farms with minimum capacity for production.  
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Figure 7. Responses on Government Support to Farmers by the Respondents 

Figure 7 revealed that 97 percent of the respondents agreed 

that they get support from government either directly or 

indirectly. Only 3 percent of the respondent claimed they do 

not get support for government. This implies that most 

farmers are beneficiaries of government support in Rivers 

state. 

 

 

Figure 8. Types of Government Support to farmers in the communities 

Figure 8 shows that most respondents claimed that they 

received government support on farming activities through 

training.  To them, this training is done on the farm and 

through workshop and seminar.  About 50 of the respondents 

claimed the support to them from government is through 

granting of loan/credit while others said they got support from 

government through the provision of farm inputs like seedling 

and subsidy. Support from government to local farmers is 

geared towards increasing productivity and output. 

 

Figure 9. Responses on the No. of years worked as a farmer by the 

Respondents 

Figure 9 indicates that 65 respondents claimed to have worked 

as a farmer for about 11 – 20 years. Also 42 of the employee 

claimed to have worked between 5-10 years while 20 

farmers/employees claimed to have worked for more than 20 

years. Only 17 of the respondents claimed to have worked for 

five years and below. The implication of this is that some of 

the workers are satisfied with the nature of job they are doing 

to have worked more than ten years. 

 

Figure 10. Response on if siting of Agricultural Project has enhanced the 

Development of the Host communities 

Figure 10 reveals that 71 percent of the respondents (farmers, 

employees of the farms and staff of the Ministry of 

Agriculture) agreed that the sitting of agricultural projects in 

the communities in Rivers state by the government has 

enhanced the development of the host communities and the 

state at large. However, 29 percent of the respondents claimed 

that they could not see nor experienced increase in welfare 

and living conditions from the presence of the projects in their 

communities.  

In order to examine further how the agricultural projects have 

contributed to job creation in the communities where they are 

sited and the state at large, the views of the respondents were 

analyzed using chi-square. Their views and result are 

presented in the tables below:  
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Table 3(a): Contingency table on responses on whether Rivers State 

Government Agricultural projects have helped in Job creation 

Respondent 
Strongly 
Agreed 

Agreed Disagreed 
Strongly 

Disagreed 
Total 

Employees 

of the Farms 
7 95 41 7 150 

Farmers of 
Host 

communities 

5 103 39 3 150 

Staff of 

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

3 56 1 0 60 

Total 15 254 81 10 360 

Percentage 4.2% 70.5% 22.5% 2.8% 100% 

Source: Field work 

The reactions of the respondents on whether government 

support through agricultural sponsored project had enhanced 

job creation in the communities/state are reported in table 

3(a). It shows that 4.2 percent of the respondent strongly 

agreed that the supports from government had improved 

employment in the host communities and state, 70.5 percent 

of the respondents agreed that the projects had improved jobs, 

22.5 percent disagreed that the projects have created jobs in 

the communities/state while 2.8 percent of the respondent 

strongly disagreed to the claim of job creation. These 

responses were further subjected to test to find out if notable 

connection exists between government projects/supports and 

job creation. 

Table 3(b). Responses on Rivers State Government Agricultural Support on 

Job creation * Category of Respondent Crosstabulation 

 

Category of Respondent 

Total 

Empl

oyees 
of the 

Farm

s 

Farm
ers of 

Host 

com
munit

ies 

Staff 
of 

Minis

try of 
Agric

ulture 

Respons
es on 

Rivers 
State 

Govern

ment 
Agricult

ural 

Support 
on Job 

creation 

Stron
gly 

Disag

reed 

Count 7 3 0 10 

Expect 
Count 

4.2 4.2 1.7 10.0 

Disag
reed 

Count 41 39 1 81 

Expect 
Count 

33.8 33.8 13.5 81.0 

Agre

ed 

Count 95 103 56 254 

Expect 

Count 
105.8 105.8 42.3 254.0 

Stron

gly 
Agre

ed 

Count 7 5 3 15 

Expect 
Count 

6.3 6.3 2.5 15.0 

Total 

Count 150 150 60 360 

Suppos

ed 
Count 

150.0 150.0 60.0 360.0 

 

 

 

Table 3(c). Chi-Square Tests 

 Value Df 

Asymptotic 

Significance 

(2-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 23.905a 6 .001 

Likelihood Ratio 32.997 6 .000 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
13.470 1 .000 

N of Valid Cases 360   

a. 4 cells (33.3%) have Supposed count less than 5. The minimum 
Supposed count is 1.67. 

Symmetric Measures 

 Value 
Approximate 

Significance 

Nominal by Nominal 
Phi .258 .001 

Cramer's V .182 .001 

N of Valid Cases 360  

The chi square result reported in table 3(c) reveals that null 

hypothesis that states that, “there is no significant relationship 

between government agricultural projects/ supports to farmers 

and job creation in the state” is rejected as reported in the chi 

square statistic of 23.905 and its probability value of 0.001. 

This implies that government agricultural projects/ supports to 

farmers have helped to create more jobs in the host 

communities thereby contributing to the development of the 

host communities and the state at large. This is in consonance 

with earlier study by Mondal (2008) who finds that 

agricultural support program/activities created jobs in 

Bangladesh. 

The results of our analysis show that government sponsored 

agricultural projects have significant effect on employment 

creation in the host communities and in the state. From Table 

3(a), we find out that 97.2 per cent of the respondents agree 

that government sponsored agricultural projects contributed to 

improvement in job creation in the host communities. This is 

in agreement with earlier studies by (Mondal, 2008), who 

found that agricultural support programmes helped in job 

creation in Bangladesh. A trip to the communities of Bunu 

Tai, Rumuodamaya and Ubima also provided evidence on the 

extent to which the existing agricultural projects in the three 

communities have helped in job creation both in the 

government owned farms and among the farmers doing 

businesses in the communities. Most of the employees in the 

farms confessed that prior to the siting of the farms, they had 

no job. Also the farmers doing business in the communities 

informed us that they have employed more workers due to 

increased farm activities and cultivation of more portions of 

land since the establishment of the farms in their 

communities. 

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS 

Results and findings from the study provided serious evidence 

that activities within and outside the agricultural 

sponsored/owned farms in Rivers state especially those 

consulted in these study at Songhai farm at Bunu Tai, the 

School-to-land farm at Rumuodamaya and the Oil palm farm 

at Ubima have improved the number of employees in the state 
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owned farms and farms owned by farmers in the host 

communities  hence the sponsored projects by the government 

could be seen to have created additional jobs for the people in 

the host communities and reduced poverty in the community 

and the state at large. From this finding, the study concludes 

that government sponsored agriculture activities/projects have 

contributed to employment of labour in the local communities 

in Rivers state. Based on this conclusion, the paper suggests; 

improve funding for agricultural projects/activities, training of 

farmers and renovation of moribund farms in the state as 

possible ways of reducing the teaming unemployment in the 

communities and state at large.  
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