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Abstract: This study investigated enterprise diversification among members of farming households and
highlighted issues for food sovereignty and rural transformation in Southeast, Nigeria. The study described
socio-economic characteristics of members of farming households in Southeast, Nigeria, ascertained enterprise
diversification activities and determined effects of the socio-economic characteristics on enterprise
diversification. The study identified constraints to enterprise diversification among members of farming
households and highlighted issues for  food  sovereignty  and  rural  transformation  in  Southeast,  Nigeria.
Two hundred and forty (240) members of farming households randomly selected, constituted the sample size
for the study, while interview schedule was employed for data collection and percentages, multiple regression
and factor analysis techniques were adopted. Results of the study show that majority (63.8%) of members of
farming households were males, while majority (69.2%) were within the ages of 36 – 55 years. Majority (63.3%)
reported farming experience of 11 – 20 years, while majority (61.7%) has estimated annual income of N101, 000.00
– N200, 000.00. Results of the multiple regression show positive values and significance on levels of education
(0.206*) and income (0.329**). The study identified constraints such as poor socio-economic conditions, lack
of basic infrastructure and inadequate institutional support as limiting to enterprise diversification. Issues on
food sovereignty and rural transformation were highlighted on improved knowledge and politics of food
sovereignty with emphasis on indigenous practices, participatory approach to infrastructural development and
regenerating institutional support. In conclusion, effectiveness in enterprise diversification for desirable food
sovereignty and rural transformation in Southeast, Nigeria, depends on the extent the constraints identified and
issues highlighted can be addressed. The study recommends group approach and synergy among relevant
institutions and improved budgetary allocation with provision of supporting inputs to extension services.
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INTRODUCTION households from Agricultural and non-agricultural

Enterprise diversification is increasingly becoming a occupation. Most countries of the world have passed
norm particularly in rural African economy where farming through the processes of economic adjustments to
alone has dwindling impacts on livelihood of members of resuscitate the agricultural sector and make it more
households. According to Ellis [1], over dependence on productive. The scenario has become implicit to re-
agricultural economy has been a major source of problem establish new specialized farms and contribute to
of poverty, environmental degradation and food emergence of prominent new farms for members of
insecurity due to insufficient support to agricultural food households. According to Food and Agriculture
productivity. Diversification involves deliberate effort to Organization (FAO) [2], diversification involves
integrate ways of raising income among members of redeployment  of  farm  and  non-farm  base resources into

sources without prejudice to their main agricultural
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agricultural and non-agricultural activities which create commensurate consideration of right to food under the
opportunities for enterprising use of labour, land, capital current trend in geometric increases in population.
and increase income with positive impacts on members of Windfuhr and Jonsen [9] noted that food security is
households. Enterprise diversification focuses on ways of increasingly being realized as a technical concept but the
bolstering comprehension of relevant information on the actual right to food more or less known as food
part of members of farming households and addressing sovereignty is essentially a political concept. Food
challenges of management, entrepreneurial attitudes and sovereignty is a deliberate effort to shift from state of
inculcation of value addition. To varying degrees, food security to a demand driven, challenge-proof
enterprise diversification is also widely recognized as a production activities through policy framework for the
viable instrument in rural transformation. Evidently right of individuals to all season food. Food sovereignty
diversification from farm base to non-agricultural goes beyond food security to emphasize the concept of
economy has demonstrated strong multiplier and synergic right to food without antagonism and conflict to all
effects on various aspects of rural transformation such as season access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food to
politics, education, electrification and transportation. meet preferences and dietary needs of members of

According to Ashok, Misham, El-Osita and Sandretto households. Enterprise diversification involves alternative
[3], enterprise diversification is a self-insuring strategy conditions under which food can be produced, scales,
employed by farmers to reduce/avert risk. Other research skills and knowledge of food providers, innovations for
reported by Clark [4] explained that diversification sustainable food production and diverse use of nature.
frequently used in risk management has added advantage Sustainable food sovereignty requires rural
of mitigating variations in output since it reduces reliance transformation. This scenario should be complimented by
on one market and exposure to its fluctuations. Farming is committed and total access to productive resources
associated with uncertainties of weather and market [Richard, 7]. According to FAO [10], food sovereignty
forces which result in variable returns of farm income and requires collective efforts and policy framework based on
affect farmers’ yearly decision behaviour Ashok et al. [3]. deepened understanding of food, farming, pastoral
Enterprise diversification is one major method of reducing activities, fisheries, harvesting and processing among
the scenarios of variability in income and problems government, non-governmental organizations and
farmers face in their decision behaviour [Newbery and farmers. Sustainable food sovereignty is determined by
Stiglitz, 5; Robison and Barry, 6]. Enterprise diversification local communities. Six basic issues are involved in
is a global platform for guaranteed food sufficiency and sustainable food sovereignty namely; values for food
food sovereignty. Food sovereignty and rural providers, localization of food systems, assertion of
transformation are two dimensional and interdependent control locally, building of knowledge and skills and
approaches which set critical scene to enable rural poor working with nature [FAO, 10].
people to overcome poverty. The study revealed The foremost groups to consider for successful food
enterprise diversification as a panacea for sustainable sovereignty are members of farming households who
income generation and support among members of constitute major determinants in any local community.
farming households. Enterprise diversification is a The question is to what extent are members of farming
strategy being encouraged by the world food trade households involved in enterprise diversification for
organization and Food and Agriculture Organizations desirable food sovereignty in Southeast Nigeria? Both…
(FAO) to eclipse hunger and environmental degradation. Jibowo [11], Ekong [12] and United Nations Industrial
This scenario is aimed at reducing emerging levels of Development Organization (UNIDO) [13] viewed members
under-nutrition and hunger [Richard, 7]. of farming households as cardinal population in rural

According to Richard [7], the world food trade communities whose potentials should be harnessed for
organizations and FAO work towards creating an cooperation and rural transformation. According to
international social movement as a strategy to promote Ashok et al. [3], the activities of farming households
food sovereignty rather than food security Dyson [8] has hinge on their socio-economic characteristics in terms of
noted that future demands for food would be driven by farm holdings, farming experience, labour and income as
increased population in South Asia and sub-Saharan useful conditions. However, laying credence to the rate at
Africa. Hence the current political economy of nations has which population growth is moving against the backdrops
placed emphasis on the issue of food security without of food supplies, situations of food sovereignty and rural
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transformation seem to be slow relative to demands. What states involved was randomly selected, while at the
are the enterprise diversifications among members of second stage, 2 communities from each of the zones
farming households in Southeast, Nigeria? What are the selected were randomly involved. At the third stage, four
effects of socio-economic characteristics of members of villages each from the communities involved were
farming households in food sovereignty and rural randomly selected, while at the fifth stage, twenty
transformation? What are the constraints of members of members of farming households each from the villages
farming households to enterprise diversification? What selected were randomly involved. Thus a total of 240
specific lessons of enterprise diversification can be members of households randomly selected constituted
learned as issues for food sovereignty and rural the sample size for the study.
transformation in Southeast, Nigeria? Primary data were mainly sourced for the study with

The purpose of this study was to investigate the use of structured interview schedule organized in
enterprise diversification among members of farming sections to reflect the specific objectives. Secondary data
households and highlight issues for food sovereignty and were also sourced from journals, textbooks and bulletins
rural transformation in Southeast, Nigeria. Specifically, the and this was employed to amplify the primary data for the
study described the socio-economic characteristics of study. Objectives one and two were analyzed using
members of farming households, ascertained enterprise frequency counts and percentages, while objective three
diversification among members of farming households was analyzed using multiple regression  and  objective
and assessed the effects of socio-economic four  was  analyzed  using  factor  analysis  technique.
characteristics in enterprise diversification. The study The exploratory factor analysis model with interactions
also determined constraints to enterprise diversification and varimax rotation was employed. The principal factor
among members of farming households and highlighted loading under each constraint factors (Beta weight)
issues of enterprise diversification for food sovereignty represent a correlation of the variables (constraints areas)
and rural transformation in Southeast, Nigeria. to the identified constraint factors and have the same

MATERIAL AND METHODS criterion using factor loading of 0.30 and above in naming

This study was carried out in Southeast, Nigeria adopted [Child, 15; Ogunfiditimi, 16]. 
made up of five states namely; Abia, Anambra, Ebonyi,
Enugu and Imo States. Southeast is one of the six geo- RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
political and agricultural zones of Nigeria. The geo-
political and agricultural zone lies between longitude 6°50 Socio-economic Characteristics of Members of FarmingI

and 8°30 E latitude 4°30  and 7°5 N. It is bound in the Households in Southeast, Nigeria: Data in Table 1 showI I I

north by Benue and Kogi States, south by Rivers State, that majority (63.8%) of members of farming households
east by Akwa Ibom and Cross river States and West by in Southeast, Nigeria were males, while majority (69.2%)
River Niger. According to NPC [14], the aggregate were within the ages of 36 – 55 years. The results
population of states in southeast, Nigeria is 16,395,555 indicated that most members of farming households in
made up of 8,184,951 males and 8,210,604 females whose Southeast, Nigeria were males within the active ages.
occupations include farming and non-farming activities However, the results indicate inadequate involvement of
such as civil service, trading and artisan. Both full time women in farming household’s activities and this could
and part time farming components of all those who negate the extent of attainment in the enterprise
occupy the geographical area of southeast, Nigeria diversification needs in Southeast, Nigeria. Earlier
constituted the population for the study. Both purposive, research reports by Uwakah, Uwaegbute and Madukwe
multistage and random sampling techniques were [17] has noted that agricultural or related development
employed in selecting the sample size. Three states initiatives should involve good population of women in
namely; Anambra, Enugu and Imo were purposively order to achieve multiplier effects. According to Akinbile
selected  basically  because  of  proximity  to  one  another and Adekunle [18], involvement of women group is a
and propensity for enterprise diversification in the states. crucial measure for sustainable cultural and Bio-resources
At the first stage, one agricultural zone from each of the management in sub-saharan Africa including Nigeria.

interpretation as any correlation coefficient. Kaiser’s

and interpreting the factors and constraint variables was
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Table 1: Socio-economic Characteristics of Members of Farming
Households in Southeast, Nigeria

Variables Frequency (n = 240) Percentage
Gender: Male 153 63.8
Female 87 36.3
Age (Years)

 25 15 6.3
26 – 35 40 8.3
36 – 45 84 36.3
46 – 55 79 32.9
56 years and above 43 17.9
Marital Status:
Single 60 25.0
Married 128 53.3
Widowed 52 21.7
Household size (No.) enterprise diversification. Moreover, education has been

 5 35 14.6
6 – 10 87 36.3
11 – 15 74 30.8
16 – 20 32 13.3
21 and above 12 5.0
Level of Formal Education
FSLC 20 8.3
WASC/SSCE/GCE O/L 42 17.5
OND/NCE 80 33.3
HND/BA/BED/BSc 63 26.3
MSc/Ph.D 35 14.6
Farming Experience (Years)

 5 22 9.2
6 – 10 24 10.0
11 – 15 68 28.3
16 – 20 84 35.0
21 years and above 42 17.5
Farm Size/Farm Holdings (Ha)

 0.5 10 4.2
0.6 – 1.0 23 9.6
1.5 – 2.0 70 29.2
2.5 – 3.0 60 25.0
3.5 – 4.0 42 17.5
4.5 and above 35 14.6
Occupation
Fulltime farming 88 36.7
Farming & Civil service 40 16.7
Farm and trading 52 21.7
Farming & Artisan 60 25.0
Estimated annual income (N)

 50,000.00 20 8.3
51,000.00 – 100,000.00 40 16.7
101,000.00 – 150,000.00 98 40.8
151,000.00 – 200,000.00 50 20.8
201,000.00 – 250,000.00 32 13.3
Source: Field Survey, 2015.

Table 1 indicated that more than half (53.3%) of
members of farming households in Southeast, Nigeria
were married, while majority (67.1%) of them had
household sizes of 6 – 15 members. The scenarios of

marital statuses and associated large household sizes
revealed by the study indicate  the  propensity of
members of farming households towards enterprise
diversification as a responsibility to meet household
demands. This study therefore, corroborates with
Abdoulaye et al. [19], who noted family responsibility as
a virtue which predisposes members of households to
show willingness to involve  in  productive  activities
such as enterprise diversification. Majority (59.6%)
members of farming households had either
WASC/SSCE/GCE  O/L   or  OND/NCE  Qualifications.
The indication is that large members of households in
Southeast, Nigeria have basic education for effective

reported as a facilitating factor in any farm enterprise
[Blum, 20; Madukwe, 21]. The higher the educational
attainment, the greater the propensity among members of
farming households in Southeast Nigeria to comprehend
agricultural information and best practices needed to
bolster enterprise diversification and food sovereignty
[Madukwe, 21]. Other research reported by Nwaru and
Iwuji [22] have noted education to be of positive influence
on farm resource management with products marketing
margin. This could serve as a critical pathway for
enterprise diversification and rural transformation among
members of farming households in Southeast, Nigeria.

Majority (63.3%) of members of households have
farming experiences of 11-20years, while 54.2 percent had
farm sizes of 0.6 - 2.0 hectares. The study indicates that
members of farming households in Southeast, Nigeria had
many years of farming experiences but cultivated their
farms at small holdings. Earlier research reported by Alimi
[23] noted farming experience as a critical socio-economic
variable which has positive relationship with quality of
output in determining gainful agricultural production.
However, the small holding among members of farming
households as revealed by the study show the critical
need for enterprise diversification as necessary measure
to support expansion in agricultural production. Majority
(61.7%) of the members of households reported they
practiced either full-time farming or part-time farming with
artisanship occupations, while majority (61.6%) estimated
their annual income as N101,000.00 – N200,000.00.
Occupational disposition among members of farming
households indicates attitudinal orientation towards a
chosen area of interest mainly desired by individuals for
daily use of resources. The members of farming
household disposition towards farming and combination
of artisanship with farming show their propensity for
enterprise diversification. This study therefore,
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corroborates with Kydd [24] and Muyunda [25], who
reported that involvement of farm and non-farm activities
promote complementarities and involve allocation of
household productive assets among different income
generating activities. Similarly the estimated annual
income of members of farming household is the income
from their farm which is the excess revenue and the value
of household output over cost [Ezike, Nwibo and Odoh,
26]. Examined against the backdrop of this study,
members of farming household in Southeast Nigeria seem
to have low annual income. This scenario will predispose
members of household to rely on their personal savings,
which could delay their interest in process of enterprise
diversification.

Enterprise Diversification among Members of Farming
Households in Southeast, Nigeria: Data in Table 2 show
that more than half (54.6%) of members of farming
households in Southeast, Nigeria indicated preferences
for farm and non- farm enterprise diversification and
explained that they were profitable ventures (51.7%).
Majority (68.3%) indicated enterprise diversification
activities in farm related areas of crops and livestock
farming, while 60.4 percent reported that they involved
non-farm related areas of trading and artisanship. The
results indicate the extent farm and non-farm activities
could interface with diversification potentials as
necessary measure to attain food sovereignty and rural
transformation in Southeast, Nigeria [Mishra and Godwin,
27] have reported a positive relationship between the
coefficient of variation for increases in farm income and
non-farm work participation. Thus the stronger the
relationship, the more sustainable food sovereignty and
rural transformation in Southeast, Nigeria 

Table 2 shows specific farm related areas as cassava
(32.5%), yam (29.2%), rice (21.3%), maize (7.2%) and
vegetables (9.2%), while specific non-farm areas include;
trading (30.8%), civil/public service (17.9%),
transportation (11.7%) and paid non-farm labour (10.0%).
The results indicate various areas with potential for
enterprise diversification among members of farming
households in Southeast, Nigeria. This study
corroborates with [Barrett et al., 28], who recognized that
very few people hold their assets to one activity,
champion their wealth to a simple and particular asset or
collect their income from only one source. Enterprise
diversification among members of farming households will
guarantee multiple factors with positive influence on
household income and related diversification activities
[Barrett et al., 28].

Table 2: Percentage Distribution of Members of Farming Households
according to Enterprise Diversification

Enterprise diversification variables Frequency (n=240) Percentage
Farm related areas: crops 132 55.0
(Major crops grown)
Yam 70 29.2
Cassava 78 32.5
Rice 51 21.3
Maize 19 7.9
Vegetables 22 9.2
Livestocks 32 13.3
Snail farming 4 1.7
Fishing/ Aquaculture 18 7.5
Marketing of agricultural
Products 30 12.5
Sale of agricultural inputs 4 11.0
Non- farm related activities
Trading 74 30.8
Civil/public service 43 17.9
Transportation 28 11.7
Artisan 71 29.6
Paid non-farm labour 24 10
Source: Field survey 2015

Effects of Socio-economic Characteristics on Enterprise
Diversification among Members of Farming Households
in Southeast Nigeria: The results of multiple regression
analysis of effects of socio-economic characteristics on
enterprise diversification among members of farming
household are presented in Table 3. 

The regression model now becomes,

Y = 0.540 + 0.014 + 0.030 x  – 0.162x  + 0.092x  + 0.0644x +2 3 4 5

0.174x  – 0.286x  + et (0.135) (0.043) (0.061) (0.042) (0.044)6 7

(0.054) (0.029) (0.065)

The results of the multiple regression analysis show
that the coefficient of the multiple determinations (R ) was2

0.722. This means that 72.2% variation in the dependent
variable was attributed to the socio-economic
characteristics included in the regression model. The
overall effects of the F-ratio (267:313) were significant at
1% level of significance, implying reliability of the model
and relevant variables were not omitted in the regression
model. Thus, the result is of good fit.

The coefficient of X  (age) has positive coefficient1

implying that age of  members of  farming  household
have a positive relationship with their enterprise
diversification. This shows that if members of farming
households are within the active ages they will have high
propensity   for    enterprise    diversification.     Also,   the
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Table 3: Result of Multiple Regression Analysis of Socio-Economic Characteristics on Enterprise Diversification.
Variables Variable Names Coefficients Standard Errors T-values Sig.
Y Enterprise diversification
B Constant 0.540 0.124 4.348 0.000o

*

X Age 0.014 0.043 0.318 0.75181

X Gender 0.030 0.061 0.485 0.6292

X Formal Education -0.162 0.042 -3.895 0.006*3

X Income 0.092 0.044 2.090 0.0294
**

X Farm size 0.644 0.054 11.976 0.0015
*

X Household size 0.174 0.029 5.912 0.0096
*

X Farming Experience -0.286 0.065 -4.337 0.0007
*

Source: Field survey, 2015.
* = significant at1% of significance
** = significant at 5% level of significance
R  = 0.722 = 0.722 x 100 = 72.2%2

Standard error = 4.28857
Durbin Watson 2.783
F-ratio = 267.313

coefficient of X  (gender) has positive coefficient but not has positive sign and statistically significant at 1% level.2

significant showing that whether male or female gender This result shows that household size of members of
has no significant effect on desire for enterprise farming households in Southeast Nigeria have positive
diversification among members of farming households in relationship with enterprise diversification. This implies
Southeast, Nigeria. that household size has positive effect on enterprise

The analysis revealed that the coefficient of formal diversification among members of farming household.
education is negative but significant at 1% level. This Farming experience has negative sign and statistically
indicates a reverse of expected influence of education on significant at 1% level. This shows that the more
comprehension of relevant information and practice of experience among members of farming households, the
enterprise diversification. This implies that members of more knowledgeable and diversifiable they could be in
farming households with higher educational level have their enterprise.
less propensity for enterprise diversification suggesting
that members of farming households with lower Constraints to Enterprise Diversification among
educational attainment will be more predisposed towards Members of Farming Households in Southeast, Nigeria:
comprehension of information on enterprise Data in Table 4 show the varimax rotated factor matrix
diversification. This result disagrees with Blum [20] and perceived by members of farming households as
Madukwe [21], who viewed education as a facilitating constraints to enterprise diversification in Southeast,
factor in any farm and related enterprise. However, the Nigeria. Based on clustering of specific item loadings,
high significant level indicated by this variable suggests three factors were extracted namely; poor socio-economic
that it is an important determinant of enterprise conditions (factor 1); lack of basic infrastructure (factor 2)
diversification. The variable income has positive and inadequate institutional support (factor 3). The three
coefficient and significant at 5%  level.  This  conforms  to represent major factors as constraints to enterprise
the a priori expectations. This implies that those with diversification  among  members  of  farming households
high level of income have more tendencies to diversify in Southeast, Nigeria. Specific issues which loaded high
their enterprise. This shows that the income levels of and  amplified poor socio-economic conditions of
members of farming households affect positively their members of farming households include; inadequate
enterprise diversification. This result corroborates with knowledge of enterprise diversification (0.63), lack of
Ashok et al. [3], who noted income as a veritable socio- social activities networking in groups (0.56) and
economic variable needed for sustainable enterprise incoherence among members of social groups (0.55).
diversification. The coefficient of farm size has positive Other poor socio-economic issues include; poor
sign and statistically significant at 1%. This conforms to knowledge of climate change (0.51), inadequate
apriori expectation. This implies that the larger the farm diversification in farming activities (0.50), problem of land
sizes of members of households, the greater the positive fragmentation (0.47), frequency of communal conflicts
effect on enterprise diversification. Also, household size (0.45)   and    poor   attitude   of   members   of  households
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Table 4: Varimax rotated factor matrix on constraints to enterprise diversification among members of farming households in southeast, Nigeria.
Factor 1: Poor Lack of basic Inadequate

Constraint Variables Socio-economic conditions infrastructure institutional support
Poor network of roads 0.25 0.61 -0.07
Inadequate diversification options 0.41 0.05 0.26
Poor attitude of members of households
Incoherence among members of social groups 0.55 0.14 -0.16
High cost of enterprise diversification -0.33 0.15 0.21
Inadequate extension contacts 0.01 0.13 0.57
Poor marketing system 0.24 0.54 -0.03
Lack of credit facilities -0.12 0.07 0.48
Lack of training on enterprise options 0.27 -0.37 0.42
Poor government policy on enterprise diversification 0.23 0.19 0.31
Inadequate distribution channels -0.06 0.58 0.22
Lack of diversification information 0.20 -0.29 0.53
Inadequacy of transportation system 0.18 0.52 -0.44
Variability of weather 0.51 0.03 -0.08
Inadequate fund to members of social groups -0.17 0.02 0.33
Lack of awareness on enterprise opportunities
Frequency of communal conflicts 0.45 -0.18 0.24
Lack of incentives on enterprise diversification 0.04 0.60 0.28
Inadequate knowledge of diversification options 0.63 -0.15 0.11
Poor government trade regulatory policy 0.13 -0.20 0.62
Unfavourable tax policy of government -0.30 0.12 0.64
Lack of social activities networking in groups 0.56 0.08 -0.35
Epileptic electric power supply 0.10 0.43 -0.13
Source: Field survey 2015.

towards enterprise diversification (0.41). Poor socio- electric power supply(0.63). Poor network of roads make
economic conditions depict deficiencies in socio- transportation system grossly inadequate, while epileptic
economic variables and attitude orientation among electric power supply has negative effects on
members of farming households. These deficiencies dissemination of information and contributes to lack of
influence the disposition of members of farming diversification information. Similarly, poor marketing
households towards enterprise diversification in system contributes to inadequate distribution channels,
Southeast, Nigeria. Inadequate knowledge of enterprise while lack of incentives on enterprise diversification
diversification is blamable on lack of social activities options could discourage relevant groups and agencies
networking in groups, while incoherence among members in promoting enterprise diversification among members of
of social groups make problem of social groups difficult farming households in Southeast, Nigeria. The foregoing
because of lack of unity of purpose needed for groups back of basic infrastructure issues creates undesirable
social networking activities. Moreover the scenario of state of degeneracy among members of farming
incoherence among members of social groups make households towards enterprise diversification in
communal conflicts more frequent and coupled with Southeast, Nigeria.
variability in weather make socio-economic activities Inadequate institutional support depicts scenario of
unbearable as constraint to enterprise diversification. insufficiency or deficiency on the part of relevant

Lack   of    basic    infrastructure    indicates   absence, institutions to bolster the needed environment and
defects, deficiency or outright failure of desirable facilities reinforce resources among members of social groups
such as good network of roads, electricity, towards desirable objectives. Specific issues which
communication, water, educational and marketing systems loaded high and amplified inadequate institutional
needed for proper functioning of the communities. support include; unfavourable tax policy of government
Specific lack of basic infrastructure issues include, poor (0.64), poor government trade regulatory policy (0.62),
network of roads (0.61), lack of incentives on enterprise inadequate extension contacts (0.57) and lack of credit
diversification options (0.60), inadequate distribution facilities (0.48). Other inadequate institutional support
channels (0.58) and poor marketing system (0.53), issues include; lack of awareness on enterprise
inadequate transportation system (0.52) and epileptic opportunities (0.44), lack of training on enterprise options
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(0.42), inadequate fund to members of social groups (0.33) consensus that successive government administrations
and poor government policy on enterprise diversification since political independence in 1960 have made concerted
(0.31). Taxes are critical sources of countries revenue base efforts towards encouraging enterprise diversification,
needed for institutional support Teera and Hudson [29] food security, food sovereignty and safe livelihood of
and Alabede et al. [30] have reported proper their citizens. However, the extent of goal attainment is
considerations of individuals financial conditions and doubtful in terms of all season food sufficiency, healthy
family responsibilities as critical tax compliance as reliable food for the people, values for food and respect for food
revenue generation on the part of any government. providers. The results of the study indicate large members
Unfavourable tax policy of government is similar to poor of households with basic education, marital statuses, high
government trade regulatory policy and both of them members of households but small farm holdings. Members
contribute to poor government policy on enterprise of farming households perceived enterprise diversification
diversification. In other words, unfavourable tax policy of in farm and non-farm areas. Farm areas perceived
government coupled with poor government trade enterprise diversification include, livestock, fisheries and
regulatory policy are capable of discouraging the interests aquaculture and marketing of agricultural products.
of members of farming households from enterprise Similarly, the perceived areas of non- farm enterprise
diversification. diversification include, trading, civil/public service,

Desirable government policy on enterprise transportation, artisan and paid non-farm labour. Above
diversification will emphasis favourable tax policy and all, the study shows such factors as poor socio-economic
strengthen trade regulatory policy in favour of all those conditions, lack of basic infrastructure and inadequate
who would engage in enterprise diversification. These institutional support as major factors and constraints
measures will discourage emphasis on import limiting enterprise diversification among members of
dependency, restrictions on trade policies and uphold farming households in Southeast, Nigeria. 
policies favourable to local knowledge, resource use and The perceived enterprise diversification and
encourage indigenous producers driven policy FAO [31], constraints among members of farming households
Trebilcock and Howse [32] have reported that favourable constitute issues for food sovereignty and rural
trade policy should protect intellectual property issues transformation in Southeast, Nigeria. The envisaged food
and operational rights on basis of comparative sovereignty involves issues of enterprise diversification
advantages. Furthermore, lack of awareness on enterprise in terms of building opportunities for food providers to
opportunities is blamable on inadequate extension explore production of crops, fisheries, livestock and
contacts and associated training on enterprise options, process agricultural products and participate in food
while lack of credit facilities contributes to inadequate distribution. The scenario has issues of avoiding
fund to members of social groups. Adequate extension multinationals from contracting large food production
contacts requires adequate support by relevant system thereby hijacking food system from millions of
institutional agencies towards extension training to create members of farming households who are small farmers,
awareness on enterprise options, while availability of fisherfolks, pastoralists and indigenous food providers.
credit facilities will afford members of farming households The scenario demand focus on the people and creates
to access fund in social groups. This will enable members values for food providers thereby localizing the processes
of farming households access conducive environment of food system and allows food providers control over
and relevant resources for enterprise diversification in valuable production resources of land, grazing, water,
Southeast, Nigeria. seeds, livestock and fishfolks with emphasis on their right

Issues for Food Soverignty and Rural Transformation in acceptable way. The scenario has issues to build
Southeast, Nigeria: Enterprise diversification is a risk improved knowledge and skills of local food providers in
management strategy among members of farming groups as operational farmers’ groups organizations. The
households to overcome uncertainties in their chosen envisaged improvement in knowledge and skills will
occupations. Many members of households have tried to incorporate issues on management of localized food
diversify without formal orientation in their chosen production, harvesting techniques, access appropriate
occupation basically because of their belief in the gains of research system and support with orientation of
enterprise diversification in terms of food security and technologies towards utilization.
sustainable livelihood activities. There is also a Moreover, the envisaged improvement in knowledge

to share and use them in socially and environmentally
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and skills will address issues related to improved social- consideration of socio-economic background as
economic conditions through promotion of positive fundamental issues and precondition for social integration
interaction and harmony among members of farming and mediation in farm and non-farm sectoral activities
households thereby attaining progressive co-existence in among members of farming households.
groups. The envisaged improvement in socio-economic Again, the envisaged mediation in farm and non-farm
conditions will bolster group cohesion and involve issues activities among members of households has issues for
for co-operation among members of farming households synergy and support among relevant institutions in
as active groups who can participate in the politics of transformation initiatives. The desirable synergy and
food sovereignty. This envisaged participation among institutional support require efforts on the part of
members of farming households will involve issues of Government towards providing relevant resources and
politics of food sovereignty with emphasis on indigenous necessary fund allocation. This requires improvements in
practices in Southeast, Nigeria. A fundamental way to budgetary allocation to relevant institutions such as
attain active participation in the politics of food agricultural extension, research, credit, markets and
sovereignty among members of farming households is to Transport in order to enhance concentration of efforts
provide basic infrastructure to Southeast, Nigeria. The and attribute contributions to rural transformation
envisaged infrastructure constitutes basic facilities and initiatives. The envisaged attribute contributions among
installations as an imperative structural change and for transformation supporting institutions demand a workable
functioning of a community/society such as an institutional framework. The envisaged framework
agricultural zone of Southeast, Nigeria. requires localized social structure that can permit

Provision of basic infrastructure is a global issue for diversification in economies and reduction in reliance on
redistributive agrarian reform and supportive measure for agriculture among members of farming households.
sustainable food sovereignty. The envisaged Moreover, the envisaged rural transformation will not just
infrastructure must involve issues of explicit policy involve forces and processes of rural societies changing
change with emphasis on reality of development and but it will involve embedded wider process of rural
espoused distribution of farm and non-farm resources structural re-organization in economic activities.
needed to enhance activities of members of farming The  envisaged  re-organization  in  rural economy
households. Basic infrastructural issues include provision will involve  issues in favour of desirable balance
of network of roads, markets, transportation, electricity between  agriculture,  industries  and services under
supply, water, land development, provision of machineries which  structural  changes   unfolds   where  every
and other resources needed to support distribution of member of farming households can be gainfully employed
agricultural products, trade, movement, artisan services in either Agriculture or other primary non-farm activities.
linked to rural townships. These issues are fundamental The envisaged structural changes and associated rural
to rural transformation and harnessing entrepreneurial transformation must involve issues that can encourage
potentials of rural communities towards indispensable decline in the overwhelming weight of Agriculture in the
resilient economic growth. The envisaged basic overall economy. The desirable rural transformation
infrastructure and associated rural transformation are should involve issues with corresponding increases in
geared towards adding value to local resources thereby industries, services and willful migration of people to non-
promoting livelihood security of members of households. farm activities without neglect of food providers, a
Rural transformation implicates issues which hinge on process which transforms rather than destroys rural
comprehensive societal change through encouragement societies. The envisaged process of rural transformation
of diversification in rural economies in order to become will involve issues of infrastructural development for the
culturally more similar to large urban agglomerations. The purpose of building conducive environment in rural
envisaged rural transformation involves issues related to societies. The scenario will involve issues on training with
elements of economic growth, social inclusions, political emphasis on indigenous process in order to enhance
democratization and environmental sustainability. participatory approach to infrastructural development
Desirable rural transformation requires group participation among members of farming households. The envisaged
among members of farming households in order to make training and participatory approach to rural transformation
infrastructural facilities demand driven and ensure that the will involve issues on regenerating support on the part of
infrastructure meet the priority needs of the households. relevant institutions such as research, extension, credit
The envisaged participatory approach demands and marketing institutions. The envisaged regenerating
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institutional support will involve issues to address households, provision of basic infrastructure, improved
emerging challenges for food sovereignty and sustainable linkages among relevant institutions and budgetary
rural transformation in Southeast, Nigeria. allocation with supporting inputs to extension services. 
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