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s he Id size, access to a
RSt of edication hmﬂ-.eqnlpp!ngmaminhu;eo" :
d educate them on investment diversification, creating rural t
creation among the smallholder poultry farmers in the country.

nall-scale poultry farmers, Multinomial logit, OLS regression, Z-statistic,

: : like Nigerian Agricultural Cooperative and R
have dominated discussions Development Bank (NACRDB) transfo
d policy makers. In the last three Agricultural Bank of Nigeria (NAB)and m
of the world have struggled programs like National Fadama Development
d programs that will reduce this (NFDP), Commumtybaudl'ovenykndudin roje
um level and concrete solution has (CPRP), Local Empowerment and Environ:
nd as the poverty level is on the Management Project and Community and So
the rural r.ommunmu harbour Development Project (CSDP which upshot
LEEMP and CPRP) (Idowu e/ al, 201 1a). Furthem
in an attempt to provide formal insurance cover’ )
financial risk associated with"agricultural enterprise £
the Nigerian Agricultural Insurance Company (}
was established in 1989 (Adelmnle etal, 2012). &
Llpton, 2005). Evidence from Livestock are ubiquitous in poor r.nmmunm_
mdles have identified this region's the developing world. An estimated two hird:
rld’s resource-poor rural households keep some 'ty :
livestock (LID, 1999). Animal husbandry is one of
d. It was also identified that most of the major means of livelihood in the rural Nj
,,A are found workmg in especially poultry keeping. Similar informatic
poor urban households is scarce, but a recent
mmunlhes, but todny it two cities in Nigeria found that more
all urban households were keepil
s in Nigeria have highest rates were found in th
15 on vi:tually Iower-income areas (Rando

T R

ublic credit ﬁdf{\;if_i"]'ﬁ_: ~ residues from cropping or nd
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es .being purely ngnculturnl
olete/m#3iys. - -

ept i
ouseholds help li'l-al]evmtmg poverty It is generally
eved that non-farm income activities play, an

ormous role in breaklng the vicious cycle of poverty,
cause non-farm income can significantly increase the
tal income of rural dwellers, help smooth out income
ﬂucluatlons. and improve food security through
~ savings, which in turn allows rural dwellers to survive

- sudden shocks (Omilola, 2009).
3'01:": important pathway toward sustainability of
livelihoods involves avoidance of long term
~ dependency on only one income source (Block and
~ Webb, 2001). The livelihood portfolio is the bundle of
-~ activities households engage in to generate livelihood
and achieve a cerain level of livelihood security

- (Rudie 1995), while diversification of income sources

| =
4

~has been put forward as one of the strategies
“thouseholds employ to minimize “houschold income
variability and to ensure a minimum level of income.
ivelihood diversification is ‘the process by which

| households constructs an increasingly diverse

* portfolio of activities and assets in order to survive and

nprove their .standard of living’ (Ellis, 2007 and
oones 1998). Livelihood diversification therefore
s (o attempts by individuals and households to find
ways o raise incomes and reduce environmental

, which differ sharply by the degree of freedom of
ice (to diversify or not), and the reversibility of the
e (Adugna, 2012). Reardon et al. (2001) and

al. (201 1b) reported that the contribution of
income sources to the rural economy has
tially during lhe last two decades and

ot

- ) a o

for\dmeﬁuﬁun of ll\mlihoods betwedn'.
ﬂemlty and choice reasons. Necessity refers to push
r distress reasons that enforce households to diversity

_ such as eviction from own land, natural or civil
- "disasters, environmental deterioration.

Choice by
contrast refers to pull reasons which attract households
to diversity such as searching or seasonal employment
opportunity, educating children to improve their future
prospect of obtaining non-farm jobs (Adugna, 2011).
According to Babatunde and Qaim, (2009), Reardon
(1997) household can diversify sources of income to
increase income when the resources needed for the
main activity is too limited to provide a sufficient
livelihood, to reduce income risks in the face of
missing insurance market, and to exploit strategic
complementary and positive interactions -between
different activities,

The reasons behind livelihood diversification in rural
communities are many. Currently, the resource-base of
the production system cannot accommodate and absorb
the human and livestock resources, and, consequently,
calls for livelihood diversification. Increased human
population and urbanization; increased in livestock
marketing opportunities which stimulate
diversification, farm families themselves will continue
to diversify to include waged employment, agriculture
where this is feasible, and trading activities as
supplements to livestock-based -incomes(Adugna.
2011).

Income diversification, generally in lhc rural Nigeria is
very well known and has been widely documented, For
instance (Babatunde and Qaim, 2009; Oluwatayo,
2009) opined that Nigerians diversify their livelihood
strategies, including on-farm (crop, livestock, fisheries)
and off-farm activities or market and non-market
activities, to mitigate risks inherent in unpredictable
agro climatic and politico economic circumstances,
Few studies have addressed the impacts of non-farm
income on household farm activities in general and
specifically among the livestock producers. This study
therefore focuses on income diversification among the
small-scale poultry producers and the implication on
poultry production in Oyo State, Nigeria. The specific
nbjectwes are to determine the effect of non-poultry

income on small-scale poultry production, and

determine the factors responsible for income
diversification among the small-scale poultry fnrmers
in the study area.

Knowledge of socio-economic characlerlstlcs, cﬂ‘ecls

of non-poultry activities and their contrihuﬁ
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annlysu of factors deteﬂm
“income in the study area.
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s significantly positive

ty, this indicates that a unit

ces'siblllty would lead to 56.9%

‘probability of income diversification.

'shows that cooperative membership

: lﬁcan ly posihVe at 1% level of probability;
~ this d{cates that a unit increase in cooperative
: s participation would lead to 32.6%
se the likelihood of mﬂuencmg income-
ing activities diversification in the study

CONCLUSION

~ The study, has shown that livelihood diversification
s the daily reality of rural community in order to
cope with risks. Livelihoods dominated by poultry
" income can be considered ‘inferior’ i.e. poor in
~ terms of average income. The study had shown that
- average farm size (head) which is the proxy to
~ poverty alleviating potential is higher among the
‘small-scale poultry farmers with other income
sources than the poultry farmers without other
‘means of livelihood. The result also showed the
~ major factors that determined the farm size to be
- non-poultry income, education of the household
head and farming experience, they are positively
significant among the considered factors. Among
the factors influencing diversification status at
‘household level, education of head plays a positive
~ significant role in enhancing the likelihood of a
~ livelihood diversification; household size, access to
‘G,I‘Bdlt and cooperatlvc society’ s pamclpanon also

livelihood. Policies that reduce
~ to diversification and widen its
 are in general desirable. Enabling and
environment for the spread of diverse
ncome-generating activities can be a

rural dwellers should be‘ encol

in rural based cooperative organizati

micro credit accessibility to divest into other |
of livelihood, This will improve their
especially the poor households in the area.
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