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Abstract: The study evaluated funding research on generating agricultural technologies in 

University of Ibadan Oyo State, Nigeria. Specifically, the study described the socio-economic 

characteristics of the respondents in the study area, identify the benefits associated with use of 

agricultural technologies generated, identify the constraints hindering agricultural technology 

generating practice, and examine the sources of funding researchers generating agricultural 

technologies. Eighty-five (85) respondents were selected for the study. Statistics such as 

frequency table, percentage and mean were used to analyze the data while Pearson Correlation 

was used to establish relationship between selected variables. There is positive and significant 

relationship between age (r = 0.375, P = 0.000), years spent in schooling (r = 0.405, P = 0.000), 

working experience (r= 0.535, P = 0.218) and level of accessing research funds on generating 

agricultural technologies. The study therefore recommended that Agricultural University 

researchers should seek funds from wider range research funding bodies to help alleviate the 

drain on researcher’s personal funds. 

Keywords: Accessing fund, Research funding, Funding Agricultural Technology, Sourcing 

fund, Agricultural Technologies. 

Introduction 

Agriculture is the major occupation of most Nigerians from ancient time and this is due to the 

favourable climatic condition experienced in the country and the availability of large expanse of 

land suitable for crop cultivation. As agriculture is a major provider of food and supplier of raw 

materials for processing industries to promote the nation’s economy, it is pertinent that research 

should be done for technological improvements and innovations so as to keep up with the rising 

population experienced. The agricultural innovation generating sub-system under the national 

agricultural research system in Nigeria consists of universities of agriculture, faculties of 

agriculture in other universities, international and national agricultural research institutes and 
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experimental stations that focus on precise crops. Research in these institutions focuses on the 

technical aspects for generating useful agricultural technologies (Adesiji et al., 2017).  

As cited in Adesiji et al., (2017), worldwide, universities are recognized as nucleus of knowledge 

accumulation and transfer through research and research linkages. Universities globally are 

assigned to perform three roles, namely teaching, researching and community services. Research 

institutions and universities are the noticeable government funded agricultural technology 

transfer structure in the country. Agricultural funding is an important instrument of agro-policy. 

Guariso et al., (2014) noted that overtime, financing agencies paid poor recognition to the 

predicament of researchers and poor farmers, particularly in the third world countries.  

Pingali (2012) noted that private investors have insufficient incentive to invest in public goods 

that have seen productivity in the main staple crops triple over the past five decades. Similarly, 

individual countries are unwilling to commit funds to research specifically on agriculture that 

would be collectively shared by the rest countries. This would not give sufficient competitive 

advantage over other countries. Even increasing the volume of funding by governments would 

not significantly improve impact concerning poverty reduction (Dia et al., 2013). According to 

Pingali, interventions by international public goods institutions therefore remain the most 

realistic route to achieving the same level of success in developing countries. Universities having 

access to funds is expected to better aid the generation of agricultural technologies as 

professionals in the field of study are exposed to other findings made by their colleagues in the 

neighbouring countries and this is expected to bring out better result for the farmers to utilized. 

Unfortunately, universities have very limited access to funding that aid agricultural technology 

generation as the appropriate authority to finance and allocate funds to the university has reduced 

the function of the university system to be majorly of teaching and learning coupled with grading 

of students. Despite this, the university lecturers have been investing in research that will 

improve agriculture though it is on a very limited level as they are financially incapacitated, 

hence they cannot do more than what they can buoyantly finance. Therefore, this study aims to 

investigate the access of funds by University of Ibadan lecturers for generating agricultural 

technology practices. Specifically, the study described the socio-economic characteristics of the 

respondents, investigated the limitations to accessing research fund; examined the extent of 

access to sources of funding research on generating agricultural technology and ascertained the 

uses of agricultural generating technologies to the respondents in the study area.   

Methodology 

The study was carried out in the Faculty of Agricultural Science in University of Ibadan. The 

University of Ibadan (U.I) is a public university in Ibadan, Nigeria. The university was founded 

in 1948 as University College Ibadan, one of many colleges within University of London. There 

are seven (7) departments in the Faculty of Agricultural Sciences namely: the Department of 

Agricultural Economics, Department of Agricultural Extension and Rural Development, 

Department of Crop Protection and Environmental Biology, Department of Animal Science, 

Crop and horticultural practices and Department of Agronomy and Soil resources management 

(University of Ibadan, 2021). There are 249 academic staff in the faculty. Therefore, random 

sampling technique was used to select 34% of the total number of the academic staff in the 
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faculty to make a total of 85 respondents that constitute the sample size for this research work. 

The descriptive statistical tools used in the research work includes frequency counts, percentages 

and mean while Pearson product moment correlation (PPMC) was used to establish the 

relationship that exist between the selected variables.  

Result and Discussion 

Socio Economic Characteristics of the Respondents 

Data presented in Table 1 showed that the mean age of the respondents was 42 years, 22.4 were 

between the ages of 31-40 years, 26.0% were 30 years and below,  47.1% were between the age 

of 41-50 years while 4.8% of the respondents were 50 years and above. This implies that 

respondents sampled were still in their active age to face challenges associated with research 

activities.  Also, almost half (50.6%) were male while 49.4% were female. This implies that 

gender is not a barrier to research activities. The Table also indicated that majority (69.5%) of 

the respondents spent 10 years and below in school, 24.8% of the respondents spent between 10-

20years while 6.0% spent 20 years and above in school. The mean year spent in school was 18 

years. This implies that most of the researchers sampled in the study area had considerable level 

of formal education background that could enhance human capacity development as well as 

creation of innovations. 

Result in Table 1 revealed that 69.5% of the respondents indicated 10 years and below as their 

working experience, 24.8% indicated between 11–20 years while 6.0% indicated 20 years and 

above as their year of working experience. The mean year of working experience was 9 years. 

The result implies those respondents samples are well experienced researchers. Findings of 

secondary occupation revealed that 41.2% of the respondent had no secondary occupation, 

34.1% indicated farming, 18.8% indicated trading while 5.9% of the respondents indicated 

artisan as their secondary occupation. It means that respondents involved in other income 

generating activities besides research activities. 

Table 1: Distribution of respondents according to socio-economic characteristics 

    n=85 

Socio-economic characteristics Frequency Percentage 

Age    

<  30 22 26.0 

31-40 19 22.4 

41-50 40 47.1 

Above 50 4 4.8 

Sex   

Male  43 50.6 

Female 42 49.4 

Years spent in school   

< 10 59 69.5 
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10-20 21 24.8 

Above 20 5 6.0 

Year of working experience   

< 10 59 69.5 

11 – 20 21 24.8 

Above 20 5 6.0 

Secondary occupation   

No secondary occupation 35 41.2 

Trading  16 18.8 

Farming 29 34.1 

Artisan 5 5.9 

   

Source: Field Survey, 2022 

 

Limitation to accessing research funds 

Result in Table 2 reveals the severity of limitations the respondents encountered in accessing 

research fund. Unnecessary bureaucracy to access fund and inadequate funds were both ranked 

1st with each having a weighted means score of 1.4 while inadequate publicity on availability of 

funds was ranked 3rd with WMS of 1.2. This result is an indication that administration 

bottleneck was a major factor in the assessing research fund. Furthermore, sustainability of 

research funds was ranked 4
th

 with WMS of 1.1; poor staff commitment and political influence 

were ranked 5
th

 and 6
th

 with WMS of 1.0 and 0.9 respectively while area of 

specialization/research focus and poor training opportunities were ranked least (7th) with WMS 

of 0.7 each. 

This result implies that academic researchers are constrained to make use of their experience and 

expertise to proffer solutions to the country problem with their wealth of knowledge especially 

towards generating technologies in Agriculture. This is an indication that lecturers of agriculture 

are finding it difficult to contribute towards the various solutions being ravaged the country 

ranges from food insecurity to food insufficiency. 

Table 2: Distribution of respondents according to limitations to accessing research fund 

Limitations* Severe 

F (%) 

Mild 

F (%) 

Not a constraints 

F (%) 

WMS Rank 

Inadequate funds  36(42.4) 40(47.1) 9(10.6) 1.4 2
nd

 

Inadequate publicity of funds 29(34.1) 47(55.3) 9(10.6) 1.2 3
rd

 

Poor staff commitment 24(28.2) 35(41.2) 26(30.6) 1.0 5
th

 

Area of specialization/research focus 15(17.6) 33(38.8) 37(43.5) 0.7 7
th

 

Political influence 15(17.6) 44(51.8) 26(30.6) 0.9 6
th
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Poor training opportunities 21(24.7) 16(18.8) 6(7.1) 0.7 7
th

 

Unnecessary bureaucracy to access 

fund 

43(50.6) 34(40.0) 8(9.4) 1.4 1
st
 

Sustainability of research funds 31(36.5) 34(40.0) 20(23.5) 1.1 4
th

 

Source: Field Survey, 2022 

F: Frequency 

%: Percentages 

WMS: Weighted Mean Score 

 

Extent of Access to Sources of Funding Research on Generating Agricultural Technology 

The result in Table 3 revealed the distribution of respondents according to extent of access to 

sources of funding research on generating agricultural technologies. Tetfund was ranked first 

(1st) with a weighted mean score (WMS) of 1.7 while other sources from government and loans 

were ranked 2
nd

 with each having a WMS of 1.3. This result is an indication that University of 

Ibadan as an academic institution benefited immensely from government based interventions to 

improve the education standard of the country. In addition, personal fund and grants were ranked 

4
th

 and 5
th

 with WMS of 1.0 and 0.8 respectively. This is an evidence that researchers have the 

zeal to work and this prompt them to make personal investment through their personal income 

and individual commitment to work in writing proposals to search for grant as it is time 

consuming and brain draining. 

Lastly, support from farmers and private sectors sponsorship were ranked least (6th) with each 

having a weighted mean score of 0.7. This result is an indication that researchers have little or no 

access to funds from private individuals and farmers and this could be attributed to the expensive 

nature of research that they could not have the financial buoyancy to accommodate. Also, 

absence of proper linkage between the researchers, private sectors and farmers could be a major 

factor that could limit the access of the researchers to research funds on agricultural technology 

generation.  

Table 3: Distribution of respondents according to sources of funding research on 

generating agricultural technology 

Extent of access to sources of 

funding research* 

Always 

F (%) 

Occasionally 

F (%) 

Never 

F (%) 

WMS Ranks 

Other sources from government 36(42.4) 42(49.4) 7(8.2) 1.3 2
nd

 

Grants  9(10.6) 51(60.0) 25(29.4) 0.8 5
th

 

Loan 47(55.3) 13(15.3) 25(29.4) 1.3 2
nd

 

Support from farmers 3(3.6) 57(67.1) 25(29.4) 0.7 6
th

 

Personal funding 13(15.3) 60(70.6) 12(14.1) 1.0 4
th

 

Private sector sponsorship 3(13.6) 37(67.1) 25(29.4) 0.7 6
th

 

Tetfund 63(74.1) 21(24.7) 1(1.2) 1.7 1
st
 

Source: Field Survey, 2022 
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F: Frequency 

%: Percentages 

WMS: Weighted Mean Score 

 

Uses of Agricultural Technologies Generated 
The result in Table 4 reveals that 68.2% of the respondents indicated that agricultural 

technologies generated could be used for revenue generation while 64.7% indicated it could be 

used by the university community while only 35.3% claimed transferred to end users if properly 

funded. Technologies generated by universities needs further processes to be accomplished 

before it can be commercialized to end users.  Lastly, 77.6% indicated that agricultural 

technology generated could be used for excursion purpose to aid learning. This result is an 

indication that agricultural technologies generated are of vital importance to the agrarian 

community. This result supported Madkwe (2012) that researchers will continue to do the 

bidding of those who sponsor them, which in most cases, have no relevance to the society. 

Table 4: Distribution of respondents according to use of agricultural technologies 

generated 

*Uses of agricultural technologies 

generated 

Frequency Percentage 

Used by University community 55 64.7 

Transferred to end users 30 35.3 

Could be used for excursion purpose 66 77.6 

Could be used as revenue generation 58 68.2 

Source: Field Survey, 2022 

* Multiple responses 

 

Pearson correlation analysis showing the relationship between selected socio-economic 

characteristics of respondents and level of accessing research funds on generating 

agricultural technologies. 

Pearson’s Product Moment Correlation analysis revealed selected socio-economic characteristics 

variables such as age (r = 0.375; p = 0.000), years spent in school (r = 0.405; p= 0.218) and years 

of working experience (r= 0.535, P = 0.002), exhibited significant relationship with level of 

accessing research funds on generating agricultural technologies. The result implies that vast 

experience and knowledge garnered over the years have a significant effect on the extent of 

accessing research funds on agricultural technologies.  
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Table 5: Pearson Product Moment Correlation showing relationship between socio-

economic characteristics of the respondents and agricultural technology generating 

Conclusion and Recommendations 

This study analysed the extent of access to sources of funding for agricultural generating 

technologies and it was revealed university lecturers have access to research fund from various 

sources with Tetfund the most accessed source. Unnecessary bureaucracy and inadequate funds 

were the most severe limitation to accessing of funds by the university lecturer. Based on this, 

the research recommended that university Agricultural researchers seek more options of applying 

for research funds from non-governmental organizations and international agencies to support 

government funds. 
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