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I. Public and Private Sector Analysis

A. Introduction and Recommendations

This preliminary 6 month report has set out the information readily
available on supply, demand and productivity of agricultural inputs, examined
the roles, strengths, constraints and weaknesses of existing public and
private sector supply systems, and summarized those findings.

As a preliminary comment it should be stated that the findings indicate
that not enough research effort has been devoted to measuring the response of
crops to present inputs, particularly fertilizers. Furthermore, an all out
research effort on all aspects of soil fertility and related factors is a
prerequisite to placing inputs at the farmer's disposition on a sound techni­
cal and economic foundation. Inputs are also interpreted as the development
of impr~,ed agricultural systems based on cultural practices and animal man­
agement, and which make basic use, under Niger conditions, of the relationships
between plants, soil, water, organic material, crop rotations and genetically
improved seed varieties. In brief, an ongoing parallel research input is
equally necessary to evaluate technical and economic benefits of present and
future agricultural inputs and agricultural production systems. A research
input would demonstrate the usefulness or otherwise of the physical input to
be channelled into an input supply system. This could have an important
bearing on assessing profitability, risks and in forecasting demand.

The terms of reference of this study call for an input supply component
to the APS project which is viable and effective, makes maximum feasible use
of private sector resources and management capacity, and is sufficiently
flexible to effect a smooth change to the world market for agricultural
chemicals.

The letter (No. 1352) of I July 1983 signed by the Minister of Rural
Development and addressed to the Minister of Foreign Affairs and Cooperation
for onward transmission to the Director/USAID/Niger, proposed that several
scanarios for an input supply system be presented for consideration.

Ideally, the system would provide for agricultural inputs to be made
available as required at economic prices, stocks held in the country, distri­
bution and storage networks capable of delivering to, or close to farmers, an
efficient and self-supporting procurement and management system, no subsidies,
and capable of providing long-term and guaranteed support to increasing agri­
cultural production. This should be the ultimate objective.

However, at"this point in time there is no single scenario or
combination of scenarios that can be identified that satisfy the ideal con­
cept, and taking into consideration the identifiable, but frequently non
quantifiatle factors discussed in this report, it will be necessary to
continually review the existing system or systems as the situation evolves.



The principal issues that must be addressed in the design of any
scenario, whether in the public or the private sector include:

capital funding or finances to purchase inputs in large quantities

credit and cash flows for the marketing of inputs

subsidies

guaranteed procurement source for fertilizer

demand for inputs.

The principal issues to be addressed 1n the execution and operation of
an effective input system include:

capital funding or credit to purchase individual inputs

input cost to the farmer

profitability to the farmer

availability when required

method of payment or repayment.

Broadly speaking, four basic options may be considered for input supply
systems, and some of the advantages and disadvantages of these are discussed
below.

Public Sector Monopoly

Private Sector Monopoly

Separate Public and Private Sector Systems

Combined Public and Private Sector Systems.

1. Public Sector Monopoly

If the public sector h4s total control over the input supply system,
then the GON will be required to fund the operati.on. No capital i~vestment

funds have ever been made available to the CA by GON, and they are unlikely
to materialize in the future. Future funding required for operational costs
would also increase as input demand increases. An estimate of funding
requirements for 1988 is given below on the basis of presumed current (1983)
fertilizer consumption of 12,000 T!year, an annual demand increase of 20%, a
(50,000 FCFA/T) or world source procurement (200,000 FCFA!T).

Cost Local Source (}tillicn FCFA) World Market

Purchase
Distribution

Total

1,200
360

1,560

4,800
360

5,160



Depending on source procurement, annual funding of between 1,560 million
FCFA (3 9 million $)*, and 5,160 million CFA (12.9 million $) may be required
in 1988~ for fertilizer alone, with an additional 20% cost increase each year
thereafter to accommodate estimated increased demand. If fertilizers were
still subsidized, a portion of this annual cost will not be recouped from
farmers. In order to repurchase the following year, the capital fund would
have to be replenished from sales. Based on historical experience, it is
unlikely that a public sector input supply system would be able to recover
sufficient sales proceeds to finance the following year's purchase~.

A public sector monopoly would probably be unworkable, as GON would have
difficulty in funding capital and operating costs, and the CA would be unable
to reconstitute the buying funds. This would result in decapitalization and
a concomitant disappearance of inputs from the agricultural sector.

2.. Private Sector Monopoly

If the public sector is excluded, and inputs were distributed by the
private commercial sector only, the funding and operational constraints .men­
tioned above could in theory be carried and shared by private sector indivi­
duals. Profit is the motivating influence of the private commercial sector,
therefore it can only operate on a free market pricing structure i.e. without
subsidies. This would therefore exclude agricultural equipment manufactured
by the ateliers under present conditions.

There are positive indications that the significant annual capital
funding of several million dollars necessary to procure large quantities of
imported fertilizer either from Nigeria or the world market would not be a
constraint to the commercial sector. However, the constraint is to whom, or
to what organization the fertilizer would have to be resold, for immediate
payment. The large, private sector importers would wish, before procurement,
to match buyer and seller, rotate funds quiCkly, make a profit, and retire.
At this level of operation, wholesale commercants are not interested in
retail distribution down to cooperatives except in certain cases in the irri­
gated areas, and the opinion formed during discussions with them was that
they were not prepared to consider a vertically integrated purchase and
distribution operation. The small private sector trader does, in certain
cases, operate a vertically integrated operation from purchase to sale, how­
ever again there is no guarantee of a permanent presence in the market,
timely availability of stock, and small cammercants are unwilling to hold
stock for long periods.

In the long ron s competition between private sector commercants may not
lead to pricing which would benefit farmers. More probably, agreements would
be reached between commercants to keep prices uniform and preserve the
highest profit margin possible. The fact that the public sector has a
presence in the fertilizer market at this point in time provides the small
private trader with a reference price. Presently the private trader under­
cuts that price by a few francs per kg., but in so doing they are still able
to make a profit. A priv~te sector monopoly would remove the reference price
and may lead to eventual price increases to farmers.

*400 FCFA = 1 U.S.S



The distribution system of the commercial private sector is not well
developed in the rural environment outside of main towns, and under such a
scenario farmers would be further removed from storage points than they are
at present under the public input supply system.

It is worth recalling that the reason why the private sector entered the
fertilizer business was in response to CON calls for bids which suit comm~r­

cial trading practices i. e. buyers matched with sellers, quick turnover and
rapid paYment. The emergence of the vertically integrated trader is a fairly
recent development. He presently benefits the farmer through undercutting
the official price, buc his presence has not been tested for any lengthy
period of time.

Whilst a minority of wealthy private sector commercants have the
financial capacity to supply fertilizer in large quantities, stock holding,
or distribution on a retail scale. would not·appe~r to be of interest to them
at this point in time, because it would clearly be costly in terms of tying
up huge sums of capital which could otherwise be employed in more profitable
business. A retail commercial distribution system and buying fund would be
required to complement this scenario.

3. Separate Public and Private Sector Systems

The present situation includes both sectors in supply of fertilizers,
however the private commercial sector does not presently retail fungicides,
pesticides, seeds, or agricultural equipment. The farmer has benefited from
low cost fertilizer from the private sector, and subsidized agricultural
equipment from the public sector.

Ihe private commercial sector has entered naturally into the input sup­
ply system in response to public tenders and direct farmer demand. Because
of private sector activity, CA's fertilizer sales have not increased by more
than 6% over the past three years, compared with the present estimated (but
debatable) national increase of 20%!year. However, the GON has also not had
to invest in any major expansion of the CA infrastructure to accommodate
total fertilizer demand, an important factor to be considered in the utili­
zation of scarce GON fi~p.ncial resources and in the design of any future
input supply system.

The private commercial sector has not shown :hat it is capable of
respecting tender conditions, either due to suppl difficulties in Nigeria~

or in submission or bids that did not reflect the true cost of obtaining
supplies. Furthermore trader's knowledge of agricultural chemicals 4S

limited, and some of their trading practices are substandard. This situation
may improve when they have more experience.

The two systems for fertilizer inp~t provide for a stock holdir..g
capacity via the public sector, and lower farm purchase price through the
private commercial sector. Interruption of supplies from Nigeria would tem­
p"'rarily eliminate the latter. However, fertilizer stored in the country
l lId still be available at slightly higher but profitable prices to the
farmer from the public sector.



The cooperatives are now considered to be self~anaged and self­
sustaining, and ideally will develop a business and trading status allied to
that of th~ private commercial sector. They have inherited a widespread
storage network at r~ral level. They can benefit from either publie or
private commercial sector supply systems. The constraints to cooperative
acceas to inputs is frequently lack of finance, and in some cases distanc
from supply points. Provision of capital funding or credit and increased
access to ox or donkey carts may help to relieve those constraints and create
purchasing power.

The vehicle for donor inputs of fertilizer is the CA which has the
capability of moving large quantities from West African ports to the ~~ral

areas in a short space of t~e. Donor inputs are programmed to continue, and
may substantially increase in the future.

CA purchases and distribules agricultural equipment and sells at
subsidized prices to the farmer. The conception behind CAts role in this
input is not clear, as it is not only the distributor, but is also what
appears to be an unnacessary financial intermediary attached to a long-term
credit operation financed by the CNCA. The latter organization's role would
appear to be more that of financing the total operation from atelier to co­
operative, rather than subcontracting part of the debt to the CA. There is
concern &lso about future farmer demand for agricultural equipment, and its
profitability to the farmer even at present cost. The private commercial
sector cannot purchase and distribute at ex-factory prices and sell to the
farmer at present CA prices. It is understood that CNCA's financial opera­
tions will be reviewed shortly, and this component of the input package may
have to await further clarification, in respect of an input supply system.

The system of assessing annual demand for agricultural equipment through
the COTEAR, COTEDEP structures is cumbersome, and a direct marketing approach
by the CA to the cooperatives could be considered as an alternative; CA can
take the orders and deliver. The problem of credit or payment, however,
would appear to be a CNCA responsibility. Spare parts for equipment should
be stored and held in the rural areas and should be sold for cash at full
cost.

The scenario of complementary functions of the public and private
sectors in input supply has proved beneficial to the farmer, and in the event
of interruption of fertilizer supplies from Nigeria, the stock holding capa­
city of the UNCC/CA and cooperative~ could provide assurance for channeling
donor supplies. The financial advantages to the GON of encouraging the pri'­
vate sector (commercial and cooperative) to assume a more important role are
of major Laportance, and a strengthening of this sector would appear to bean
essential principle in the future.

4. Combined Public and Private Sector Input System

At the Maradi (February 183) Reunion Annuelle des Cadres Nationaux et
Departementaux de llAgriculture, a-Committee debated the subject of the



future of the CA, and recommended that it be attached to a nSociete
d'Economie Mixte"* in order to contain any increases in input supply prices.
This would presume the existence of a suitable company willing to be asso­
ciated with the CA, and that prices would be contained thr~ugh this measure.
No detail was given of the issues involved. The recommendation of the Maradi
committee was in response to its mandate for discussing CA's future
development toward company status.

A formal and legal association between public and private sector must
serve in the interests of both parties, otherwise there is little advantage
to such an association. For example, the private commercial sector would
want expanding business and profit, the public sector, access to capital.
They would both as a company be legally liable to commercial debt. The CA
would also need to have its present legal statute altered or annulled. At
this point in time, although not excluded, it is difficult to see advantages
to either sector in combining forces, as the basic aims of the public sector
may be more oriented towards guarantee of stocks, steck holding and stability
of prices for farmers, whereas the private commercial sector's aim is to turn
over available funds as rapidly as possible, and take what profit the market
can bear.

A modification of the Maradi proposal may, however, be worth
consideration, i.e., the establishment of an administrative councilor
advisory council within the CA composed of private or public sector members
representative of the input supply system; e.g. regional cooperatives, produc­
tivity projects! commercants, Chambre of Comcerce, limited companies, ONAREM,
ateliers, and banks.

This would:

a) represent the interest of all sectors, or those willing to be
represented, and enable them to be aware of, participate in, and
contribute to policy decisions, e.g., regional cooperative input
supply constraints, agreements betwe:n public and private sector on
geographical marketing, distri~utio~, pricing of inputs, etc.; and

b) provide a practical forum for measures to discuss and aid the
development and expansion of private sector inputs. The cost of
providing those inputs in the medium to long-term will almost
certainly have to be shared between public and private sectors,
though not necessarily on an equal basis. New local source origin
inputs also need to be developed and marketed (improved Tahoua or
Tapoua phosphate) or existing inputs modified (agricultural
equipment) .

As a first step, the establishment of an advisory council might indicate
the level of interest in involvement in an improved input supply system.

Those general observations on some of the basic options for the future
of a self-sustaining and dependable input supply system would suggest that:
total public sector control would not be attractive because of financial

*mixed company



constraints; that total private commercial sector control may be unattractive
because of lack of guarantee for the supply of imported inputs, timeliness of
delivery, and the problem of holding stocks; thE>.t a "societe mixte," a1 though
not excluded, may not serve the interest of resJ~ctive partners; but that the
principle of the complemencarity of separate public and private sector parti­
cipation presently in operation but which would be expanded to include
cooperatives would continue to benefit the farmer, and may be worthy of con­
sideration as a possible scenario for future de.velopment. The presence of an
advisory councilor administrative council within the CA may be beneficial to
initiating and expanding discussion, stimulating the private commercial sec­
tor and cooperative interest, and promoting ccordinated and planned phased
development of an expanded private sector system.

The above observations are outlined as ~ guide to discussion between CON
and AID. It is necessary to seek agreement on principles and an understanding
of ' the broad issues before the finding~ of this report are translated to the
design of an input supply system or systems.

B. Current System of Information Flow - Public Sector.

The present CA/UNCC information gathf~ring system is described in terms
of the inventory records and financial documents in use which are intended to
assist management in the control of stock movements and cash flow.

The record keeping systems operate at four levels: ALC's, Arrondisse­
ments, Departements and Niamey headquartars. Overall there are three inven­
tory documents in general use: the Bon de Livraison, che Bon de Livraison
Facture, and Bon d'Entree.

1. Records

Bon de Livraison (BL) - used for cash sales,. or payment within 30 days,
or transfer of stock from one Departement to another. Transfers can only be
made on the authority of HQ. Distribution of the four copies is to the pur­
chaser (accompanied by an invoice); accounts service of the UNCC Departement
<this copy is required to record movements in the Journal de Stock), file copy
for depot in Arrondissement or Departement wa=ehouse; and copy remaining in
the book.

Bon de Livraison Facture (BLF) - used only for credit sales (agric.
equipment) and is a combined delivery note and invoice. This was initiated
in 1980 in an attempt to speed up CNCA payment procedures. Five copies are
distributed as follows: CNCA/Niamey which serves as the invoice for the
payment; CNCA Departement Agency; UNCC Departement (Accounts); CA/Niamey; and
copy remaining in the book. At the time of delivery of equipment, all copies
are signed by the UNCC agent and the President of the Cooperative, following
which four copies go to the UNCC DelegueDepartemental who certifies that the
delivery from the CA warehouse corresponds with the quantity indicated on the
BLF.

The four copies are then forwarded to the CNCA Depa~temental Agency
where the number of the loan contract is inserted. Two copies are then
returneJ to the UNCe De legue who sends one to the CAl Niamey and keeps the



other in the UNCe Accoun;;,;s. Of the other two copies, one is forwarded to the
CNCA/Niamey and the other kept in the CNCA Agency Account.

Bon d'Entree (BE) - used for recording stock entry to all depots and
warehouses. It is compiled either from a sales invoice of a supplier or the
BL representing a transfer from another Departement or depot. Four copies
are made, two to the UNCC Delegue (Accounts and Stock Control) and two remain
in the book.

At the level of ALC's and Cooperatives the following five additional
documents are used ..

Journal des Sorties - a monthly record maintained eithe= by the UNCC
agent or the cooperative member appointed in charge of reco~d k~eping.

This journal details dispatches giving information on the date of the BL,
description of material, distribution, quantity, unit price and total value.
Three copies made, one to the Delegue Arrondissement, one to the Delegae
Departemental, and one remains in the book.

Journal des Entrees - monthly records maintained either by UNCC agent or
the cooperative d~~ailing all entries to the inventory including or1g1D,
description, unit cost and total value. Distribution as for the Journal des
Sorties.

Fiches de Stocks - inventory record for ez~h item of stock indicating
continuous movement; entry, dispatch, balance. Prepared from BL or BE with a
balance column that should correspond with the physical inventory.

Recapitulation des Mouvements Mensuels des Stocks - This document is
prepared monthly and two copies are forwarded to the CIA for verification
after which they go to the DID for verification by the Accounts and Inventory
Service. A third copy remains in the book. Information for the compilation
of this important document is derived from the Journaux d'Entrees et Sorties.
It reconciles the total month:.y sales from the ALe, cash handed over to the
D/A, as well as cash on hand and final stock situation.

Inventaire Physique Mensuel - This document is a comparative reconcilia­
tion between the theo~etical stock indicated by the records, and the actual
physical inventory counted in the ALC depot. Two copies made, one for the
D/A who verifies and forwards to the DID. The other remains in theoook.

The primary stock control documents are passed from the ALe's through
the DIA and on to th~ DID. They are then used to make up the global situa­
tion for the Departement. This work is done by the CA magasinier, and the
financial control by the Accounts section of the Departement.

Le Journal des Stocks - Made up from the previous records and reflects
all stock movements in the Departement.

La Fiche de Stocks - For each article or item in the Departement~ its
distribution, sale and balance in every warehouse or depot. A national



system bas been developed which classifies the inputs into five categories
and allots a coding to Departement, and warehouse.

Fiche de R'!capitulation des Mouvements des Stocks - Similar to that
established at ALe level, but instead is established for each item. Three
copies, two for CIA, the other remains in the book. The copies sent to
Niamey are accompanied by the BLF's.

Wi~hin tan days following the ~nd of the preceding month, the UNCC
Delegue forwards the inventory documents prepared at Departemental level to
the UNCC Director-General in Niamey, who then transmits them to the Director
of the Service CIA.

Sales are either in the form of cash, short-term credit (vente a terma),
..,r on long credit (4 years). Short-term credit is for payment at harvest,
particularly from Projects, long-term sales for agricultural equipment.

At ALC/Cooperative and Arrondissement depots, cash sales are recorded 1_:;1

a cash book <Brouillard de Caisse),cnd also in the monthly recapitulation of
stock movement. The D/A physically collects the sales proceeds at least once
a month, and enters the transaction in his cash book. Those are then handed
over to the UNCC Departement Account.s Service and entered to a special CA
cash book, a copy of which is sent to CIA Niamey. MOnies are deposited in
the CA account with the CNCA Agency in the De partetr"'.!!E.' A special CNCA/CA
~ccount record is maintained at the UNCe Departement, a copy of which is sent
to the CA/Niamey.

On arrival at CA/Niamey, records of inventory, sales, stock transfer to
other Departements, are verified by the Division of Stock Managemencand
Accounts. Any discrepancies are reported to the Director, who if need be,
requests clarification in correspondence addressed through the Director­
General UNCC to the Delegue of the Departements. At CA/Niamey, much still
has to be done in the way of classification of recorded material, and
information retrieval systems still have to be installed in the stock control
Division.

The CA record keeping system described above is sound in conception and
if effectively practiced at all levels would enable management in Niamey to
maintain control over inventories and sales. Serious efforts have been made
to achieve this, namely a week training course in Desso in 1982 by the CA
Director to explain the system to CA magasiniers, CIA's and DID's. In addi­
tion to a 17-page instruction book explaining the use of the documents (In­
structions Permanentes ~ 1a Gestion des Stocks d'Intrants Agricoles - --
A. Bakah). The results, however, are not overall satisfactory, and CA Niamey
has real difficulty in managing stock movements and sales revenues.

There are several constraints to be addressed before a more effective
operation can be achieved.



2 . Management

The CA itself is a Service of the l~CC, and the Director is responsible
to the Director-General of the UNCC. Toe CA Magasiniers are under the author­
ity of the Delegues of the UNCC in the Departements. Monthly records from
the CA magasiniers pass through the Delegue, are sent to Niamey to the UNCC
and then to the CA. Likewise instructions or directives to the CA magasin­
iers from CA Niamey are routed in the opposite direction through the same
net~rk.

The UNce Agents at ALC or coop. level, the UNCC Delegues d'Arrondis­
sement and Departementaux, all participate in ~ither the recording of stock
movements, the recuperation of sales receipts and banking of monies so that
in practice, the Delegue Departemental of the UNCC has overall control of the
input supply system within his Departement. The Q!legues have many other
important tasks to perform, and may not attach the same urgency and impor­
tance to correct and timely submission of verified records as would be the
case if the CA Service had direct control over its operations. Also the CA
~~gasiniers who are required to verify inventory stocks on a monthly basis
throughout the Department do not always have transport placed at their dispo­
sition by the UNCC. Furthermore, they lack the simple logistical materials
for corre~t record keeping such as filing cabinets, files, shelves, etc. In
many cases the floor of the office is used to store the record books, and
retrieval of information requires a great deal of searching.

Following the Zinder seminar, the L~CC role is changing from Manager of
the cooperatives to that of technical advisor in extension, marketing and
input supply. ONCC agents are being withdrawn from the ALC's and CA is
having difficulty in obtaining correct and timely information on local inven­
tory situations. The need for UNCC to provide a training component in manage­
ment to ALC's is evident. For example, in Zinder Departement where 37 UNCe
agents had been withdrawn, ALC's have responsibility for inventory control
and accounting, and appointing management from among their members, either on
the basis of remuneration or services given gratuitously. ALC's are in prin­
ciple independent private enterprise cooperative associations and the ownership
of inputs presently in the system, and in their depots, requires to be clearly
defined.

The Tahoua Productivity Project will initiate a new system of fertilizer
sales this year. The Project will provide the initial stock to the coopera­
tives to establish a revolving fund, following which they will order individ­
ually on a cash payment basis from the CA. There is approximately 6000 T. of
storage space in 48 depots, so that some form of centralization of supply
orders to the CA will be necessary.

Sales receipts banked with the CNCA may take months to arrive 1n the
CA/cNCA account in Niamey. ~rA does not issue notices of deposit or debit,
and no monthly bank statements are prepared in the Departments for verifica
tion by the Delegue. In Zinder Department, Cash sales are banked first of



all with the BDRN in order to obtain proof of deposit before they are subse­
quently transferred to che CNCA/CA account. The Delegue d'A~rondissement,

whose task it is to collect sales monies in the Arrondissement may also not
be able, or does not bank monies on a monthly basis due to transport problems.
As the CNCA charges 15% to the CA on overdraft, funds collected fro~ sales,
but lying dormant in the system, are not fully used to reduce the interest
charges. The following annual interest charges were detailed by CNCA to the
CA over the foll.>wing periods.

77/78
78/79
79/80
80/81
81/82
82/83

29 million
54 million
88 million

174 million
278 million

To achieve more efficient management of the CA input supply system,
changes are required in the administratj.ve and hierarchical linkages between
the CA Service and the parent organization, ONCC. Logistic support is
required particularly for transport and office equipment, and a more effi­
cient sales receipt collection service envisaged. As the CNCA Departemental
Agencies are unable to supply normal commercial banking services, CA might
envisage a monthly mobile cash collection service from Niamey, with funds
being deposited directly in the Niamey CA/CNCA account instead of in the CNCA
Departements branches. An alternative would be telegraphic transfer with the
PTT to the CA account. This would reduce the interest payments to the CNCA,
and increase funds available for the purchase of input materials. Training
in management is a major requirement at ALC level, and hands-on, mobile
training services would probably be the most effective means of achieving
this.

In contrast to the CA/UNCC inventory control system, subsidized inputs
and cash flow problems, the Projet d'Elevage (Zinder) has an input supply
system with fully costed inputs, no credit and no inventory control at sales
points. The caveat should be added that in the nomadic areas served by the
Project, there is no competition from the private sector. Inputs marketed
include veterinary medicines and basic food needs. Selling prices are fully
costed and include transport charges. Sellers in the case of the veterinary
products receive a cODmission of 10% of the sales price, and for basic food
needs 5% of sales price. There is no inventory control system for basic
foods. If the project, for example, delivers 1 million CFA of food, then the
Project expects to receive the same sum back, otherwise the sales IIre l a is" is
closed until such times as the herders have subscribed the monies. The
policy for food needs was specifically devised to operate without inventory
control, as the western concept of stock control was thought by the project
to be inappropriate, and would not be understood in this particular environ­
ment. All transactions are for cash, and no credit allowed. Monies are
banked by the Veterinary officer who makes a monthly trip around to the sales
points.

The World Bank Project has taken a commercial approach to its input
supply component, but as stated earlier, there is no competition in the nomad­
ic areas. It hopes to eventually attract commercants to supply veterinary



products (administration and dosage to be carried out by the herdsmen), as
well as basic foods. Whether this will materialize, and the Project retire
from its role as wholesaler and retailer, remains to be seen. The full cost
pricing policy adopted, however, prepares the way for such a commercial
initiative.

C. Current System of Input Distribution - Public Sector

1. Source and Origin of Inputs

Inputs distributed by the CA are either manufactured products Unported
to Niger (fertilizers, pesticides, fungicides and ULV sprayers), or agricul­
tural equipment manufactured in Niger from imported raw materials.

Improved millet and cowpea seeds are supplied by the Agricultural
Department for distribution by the CA.

Fertilizers currently in stock include sUnple super phosphate (20%), NPK
(15.15.15); Urea (46%); cotton fertilizer (14.23.12.6.2) sulfate of Ammonia,
calcium nitrate and Tahoua rock phosphate.

Country origin as indicated by the marks on the bags is Cacada, Denmark,
Germany, Japan, Portugal and Nigeria. FAO has also supplied Italian
fertilizer to the CA for trials.

Fungicides are packaged in Ivory Coast, the active ~aterials thioram and
heptachlor being of French origin/

Pesticides for cotton spraY1ng include Peprothi~n, Decis, and Cymbush 1n
L~V formulation and French or1g1n.

Agricultural equipment distributed includes ox and donkey carts, seeders,
weeders, ploughs and ridgers. In 1982 a consignment of seeders was imported
from Mali. Equipment is manufactured at Zinder, Tahoua and Dosso, and local
assembly units (Ateliers Promotion Rurales) are being installed at the ALC's
in the Departements.

2. Storage Inouts

Physical characteristics of inputs are dissimilar in terms of mass,
volume, packaging and content and frequentlj incompatible in respect of spa­
tial requirements. Problems arise at both UNCC and ALC depots in segregating
the diffe~ent categories within the IUnited space available. During the
marketing season, cooperative depots are used for transit storage of grains,
groundnuts and cotton - which places a premium on available storage space and
control of input inventory and accessibility.

Storage of pesticides has presented a particular problem due to leakage
from the plastic containers with contamination of fertilizer sacks, and the
need to res tack and segregate.



Many ONCC and cooperative depots were built almost twenty years ago and
leaking roofs are a cammon complaint. Sliding doors built on to the outside
walls allow driving rain to penetrate the depot and wet ferti:izer. More
recently constructed depots with doors built on to the inside wall are rain­
proof. Under-the-eave ventilation, constructed from expanded metal, allows
dust to blow in requiring constant effort to keep the depot clean. Some
depots have the ventilation blocked in with cement mortar to keep the dust
out. High winds threaten to lift the roofs off, as happened to at least four
ALC's this year in Zinder Department. Some ALC's place heavy atones on the
roof to prevent the roof from blowing off.

Agricultural equipment is bulky to store, and the full volume of the
depot cannot be used. Storage capacities in the Departements were originally
calculated on the basis of cubic meters of space per ton of produce, and not
for the storage of agricultural equipment which basically occupies the floor
area.

Neither OPVN nor SONARA would be in a pos4t40n to assist the CA with
storage facilities for inputs. OPVN's storage capacity utilization is at its
maximum February-June, then space only becomes available during the period
July-September and builds up again during the buying season October-March.
The storage life of inputs varies according to the type, but the CA estimates
an average of six months. SONARA stores cowpeas and groundnuts in the open
on concrete plinths, the pyramidal stacks being covered with tarpaulins. The
only stores they possess at Maradi, Zinder and Dosso are used for empty sack
storage.

CAts present storage capacity composed of UNCC and Cooperative ware­
houses totals 22,040M2. Of these warehouses, 3 are in Niamey, 16 in Depart-
ments and Arrondissements, and 161 belong to the cooperatives. The
storage factor for fertilizer is lm2fMT, however, for the reasons explained
earlier, this does not equate to a total CA storage capacity for fertilizer
of 22,OOOMT, due to the need to store agricultural equipment.

3. Constraints on the Funding of Inputs

CA input supply and distribution is a function of available funding.
Annual funding is requested to cover the subsidy, as well as interest pay­
ments to the CNCA. CA does not have a capital revolving fund available to
purchase inputs and uses CNCA credit. In '83, the GON subsidy to the CA was
300 million and in '82, CA had an interest charge of 278 million to pay the
CNCA. This is described in more detail later, but CA is in the unenviable
situation where its principal client (CNCA) is also its banker and is a slow
payer.

Demand assessment for agricultural equipment originates at cooperative
level, and successively passes through the system of GMV's, Cooperative
Assembly, COTEAR and COTEDEP following which a consolidated request is for­
warded to the UNCC/CA/Niamey. The process starts in December and the request



arrives in April. Subsidy allocation is announced between December and
February, and Departemental requests are scaled down according to the funding
level of this input. CA purchases the equipment from the "ateliers" and pays
for it through the CNCA!CA account. Distribution is made by the CA from the
"ateliers" to the cooperatives using CA transport during the period March­
June. The contract between the CNCA/UNCC and cooperative is established
following delivery of the equipment. Repayments by the cooperative to the
CNCA over a four-year period are collected at harvest time (October-December).
CA starts paying interest on equipment purchased from the "ateliers" but may
have to wait months or years before being reimbursed by the CNCA. The GON
subsidy may also be late in being credited to the CNCA/CA account. Under the
present system, CA is providing credit to the CNCA t instead of the role being
reversed, and almost all the CON subsidy is used to pay the interest charges.
If CNCA was in a position to pay promptly the Bon de Livraison Facture speci­
fically introduced for rapid payment, then CA would be able to increase its
input supplies as it would then have more funding available from the GON
subsidy, and a much reduced interest element to pay to the CNCA.

Oxen are paid for directly by the CNCA on the basis of prior selection
by a composite commission at COTEAR level. CA has no input function for
oxen.

Assessment of demand for fertilizers, fungicides and sprayers is based
on requests from the UNCC Departments; stocks in hand, available funds, and
consumption in previous years. Orders for fungicides and sprayers are placed
with suppliers in Ivory Coast or France; and for fertilizers through private
Nigerien commercants responding to MDR public tenders. Supplies are paid
from the CNCA/CA account, and sales proceeds recovered either from cash sales,
or in the case of productivity projects, from credit sales. The latter also
creates a major cash flow problem to the CA as described later.

4. Transportation

Delivery destination to UNCC main Departmental warehouses is indicated
on bid documents to suppliers, from which CA uses its own trucks to relay
inputs to cooperatives. In earlier years, difficulties arose through import
deliveries being directed to Niamey, offloaded for customs examination, then
reloaded for final destination. Correct indication of final destination
(Tahoua, Maradi, Zinder, etc.) at the time transport documents, or bills of
lading are established in the exporting country now ensures that double
handling and transport are avoided.

CA has two X 2ST Berliets trucks based in Niamey, two X lOT Berliets and
five X 7T Mercedes trucks in the Departements to relay inputs from the sev-an
UNCe warehouses to the cooperative depots or UNCC Arrondissements. In the
event that fertilizer is needed immediately at Arrondissement level, arrange­
ments may be made with the prUnary transporter to deliver this directly,
rather than double handle through the Departement warehouse.

OPVN and SONARA have indicated their willingness to cooperate with the
CA in the distribution o~ inputs. Except at the start of the buying campaign
when empty sacks are dellvered to the cooperatives, both organizations
usually run their trucks empty on the outward leg to piCk up grains.



OPVN has a fleet of seventy-eight trucks composed of twenty X 2ST; five
X 20Tj and fifty-three X lOT. SONARA has four X 2ST and ten X lOT trucks.
Both would charge a preferential tariff to the CA if it was found possible to
combine operations. SONARA runs its cowpea regroupeme~ operations at Maradi,
Zin.der, Koni, Matameye, Magaria, Tchadoua and Dosso, while OPVN covers all
Departements.

Transport of large quantities of imported fertilizer is not a major
constraint. In July '83, 20S0T of Canadian Urea was moved from Lome to Niger
in two weeks. NITRA organizes the trucking using Nigerian, Nigerian, and
Togolese trucks. A round trip, Lome/'~:iger, takes about t ...~ weeks, and a
lO,OOOT delivery is estimated would take 2-3 months to deliver.

Transport of inputs from the ALe or cooperative warehouse to the farm is
a problem, as in some Departments (Maradi, Zinder) farmers may be 20-30 km
away from the nearest depot, and at planting time, there is a premium on
available time.

The use of oxen/donkey carts has alleviated this problem for those who
own them or can hire them, and expanded use of this form of transport would
be beneficial in enabling inputs to be placed on the farm preferably cn an
all year-round basis, rather than prior to planting. Improvement of the
transport link between cooperative and farmer would be advantageous to the CA
in the following respects. Firstly, it would remove pressure on storage
capacity at ALC level if farmers could be encouraged to take delivery of
inputs on an extended time frame basis, and store them in the village or
home. S~condly, CAis cash flow from spot sales would be increased. Thirdly,
on the assumption that the Nigeria supply source for fertilizer becomes of
lesser importance (see later), and farmers near the frontier do not have
access to any parallel market, CA may be the only supplier, in which case
many more farmers would have to draw supplies from distant cooperative depots
rather than from village markets.

5. Delivery of Inputs in Usable Condition

Agricultural equipment delivered from the ateliers to the ONCC Depart­
ments arrives in knocked down form in order to maximize transport capacity
and prevent breakage. For example, a 2ST Berliet can transport eighty ox
carts in knocked down form, but only twelve in fully assembled form. Equip­
ment comes with a set of assembly wrenches. It is then delivered in similar
fashion to the ALC's. Assembly at this level is the responsibility of the
UNCC agent or in the case of the independent cooperatives, of the members
themselves. Departement ateliers arE:: presently establishing, "Ateliers Pro­
motion Rurale I sn at the ALe r s for assemt'ly and repairs. Trained forgerons
equipped with anvil 7 welding and cutting equipment, and tools are being
placed at ALC level in the Departements.

Reference has already been made to the faulty plastic container
packaging of imported liquid insecticides. Fungicides in paper sachets have
in most cases been delivered intact 7 although damage is occasionally reported
in handling or due to dampness.

_1 c::_



The quality of fertilizers from Nigeria has been generally criticized as
being old stock, the s.s.p. having lost its granular form and become powder,
and urea having absorbed humidity and caked hard. One commerca~ stated that
old stock (except Kaduna s.s.p.) was purchased by traders, fresh stocks were
not usually available.

Seed which has not been sold in the current season may lose its
germination power by the next season. This seed would have to be retested.

6. Marketing of Inputs

A constraint to the distribution of inputs mentioned by Productivity
Projects, ONCC officials, and cooperatives is said to be a lack of money at
planting time.

Whether this is true or not ~s not quite clear, however, on the assump­
tion that it is correct, sales are made to the Productivity Projects on credit
with the end result that CA is in poor financial shape due to non-cash sales.

In the southern areas bordering on the Nigeria and Benin frontiers, the
CA has had difficulty in turning over fertili~er due to the competitive and
cheaper supplies available from Nigeria. This situation is expected to
change.

Fertilizer sales for the period '80-'81- f 82 have ranged from 6664T to
7035T, an increase of only 6%.

To stimulate fertilizer and agricultural equipment sales, CA might
consider test marketing, in selected areas, the barter system whereby inputs
are exchanged for millet, sorghum, rice and cowpeas. CA or the cooperative
would be-required to come to some arrangement with OPVN, Riz du Niger or
SONARA for the purchase of the grains. On the 19th of July, the Dosso Union
Sous Regional des Cooperatives put forward a recommendation to barter inputs
for grain, and in the Zinder Department, some ALCis have expressed a similar
opinion to the mission.

The Acopam cereal bank project in Maradi operates a gra~n loan scheme at
50% interest with repayment in kind, and commercants who give loans (pret de
la campagne) to farmers are reimbursed in kind at between 200-300% interest,
according to the Project.

If the principle of exchanging inputs for grain was found to be
acceptable to the farmer, likely benefits accruing to the CA could be more
rapid turnover and distribution of inputs, increased volume of cash or near
cash sales, reduction in the interest paid to the CNCA, and max~um utili­
zation of the existing storage capacity in the system through more even
throughput during the course of the year. '

The basis on which the barter rate could be fixed would require close
examination, whereas the cost of inputs are fixed for the year, the price of
grains on the free market will vary according to supply and demand, and by



region, in the course of the year. If the CA or the cooperative became a
seller of grain to the official marketing organizations, they would have to
respect the official price established for the grain. On existing 'S3 costs,
an ox cart sold at 87)500 CFA would be equivalent to just over a ton of mil­
let or cowpeas at OPVN's official purchase price (80 CFA/kg) or SONARA's
cowpea price (85 CFA!kg). A cooperative bartering 10 tons of grain could
purchase nine ox carts. The cost of the carts could be recovered in some
areas in a year by hiring out. Farmers hire carts either on a cash basis or
'in kind' repayment. The farmers would not have a four year debt repayment
to make to the CNCA.

The barter system may also be a means of absorbing some of the subsidy
element. For example, CA's Nigeria source procurement of urea has an in­
store cost of 60 CFA/kg and is sold at 50 CFA/kg, a 17% subsidy. If the 50
kg sack was exchanged at cost price this would be equivalent to 3000 CFA or
38 kgs. of millet. Should the world market become the future procurement
source for fertilizer, as would appear to be likely, the 50 kg sack of urea
on the commercial market would be valued at around 10,000 CFA or 125 kgs. of
millet at '83 prices. Until a pilot test marketing exercise has been carried
out, any conclusions would be hypothetical. It is however likely that a
barter system would have beneficial effects on CA's turnover. The barter
principle responds to the expressed wishes of at least one cooperative
regional body, and as the ALC's are in principle self-managed, it remains to
be seen whether they may take the initiative. If the cooperatives (instead
of the CA) sold grain to the official marketing organizations, then the CA
could be reimbursed in cash for inputs.

OPVN expressed doubts as to whether the barter system would be
acceptable with grain, SONARA indicated it would be useful to test with cow­
peas and were more optimistic. Barter of inputs for cowpeas would reduce the
funding required to purchase the crop (Fonds de Campagne). At 8% interest
for funds this could be advantageous to SONARA.

7. Stock Turnover

CA distributes some twenty four agricultural input items made up of
agricultural equipment (11); fertilizers (10); and crop protection chemicals
and sprayers (3). All have different turnover rates depending on item
demand, and availability in stock to meet seasonal demand.

The latest figures for the eleven month period from 1 October 1982 to 23
August 1983 show demand pattern by item, and also the turnover rate (%)
expressed as a percentage of the total annual stock (1), and of the initial
carry forward stock (2) from the ~revious year.



EgUIPMENT

Item Init ia1 Stock Entry Total Stock Sold Turnover (%)
(0 (2)

Batis 1,173 3,260 4,433 1,983 45 100

Charrue 10" 1,142 1,578 2,720 693 22 61

Charrue 8" 796 1,200 1,996 715 36 90

Can. 5 dents 233 2,500 2,733 867 32 100

Can. 3 dents 3,337 1,000 4,337 2,460 57 74

Buttoirs 1,329 1,329 932 70 70

Jeux de Lames 750 2 .. 103 2,853 590 21 79

Houes Asines 1,632 1,632 119 7 7

Semoirs Mono 164 1,000 1,164 721 62 100

Ch. Bovines 1,142 3,353 4 ,!~95 1,854 41 100

Ch. Asines 1,647 1,650 3,297 1,144 35 69



In interpreting the above stock movements it should be noted that all
deliveries of 1983 equipment to the CA from the production plants arrived
late (July/August) due to delays in importing the raw material~. Turnover
rates would therefore have been higher for some items had the equipment been
available for purchase before the planting s~ason, and had farmers been able
to pay cash.

All carry over stocks from 1982 of the following equipment were sold:
batis de base, Can. 5 dents, Semoirs mono, Charrettes bovines.

The most popular items in terms of Quantity sales were: Can. 3 dents,
batis de base, charrettes bovines, charrett€s asines. The quickest rotation
of stock items were buttoirs (70%); semoirs (62%); Can. 3 dents (57%); batis
de base (45%) and charrettes bovines (41%).

-~ ..

Other than cash ~ales, a constraint to CA's turnoqer of agricultural
equipment is the finau~ing procedures which require approvals by the COTEAR,
COTEDEP aud CNCA as CA awaits directives on the loan approvals. Volume turn­
over is also governed by the amount of GON': allocation of funds for subsidies.



FERTILIZER (M.T.)

Item Initial Stock Entry Total Stock Sold Turnover (k)
(1) (2)

1. Urea

2. 15.15.15.

3. S. Triple

4. S. Simple

5. P. Tahoua

6. 14.23.12.6.2.

7.20.20.0.

8. 26. 12,0.

9. Sulph. Amm.

O. Mur. pot.

Total

1,330

888

67

9,095

1,681

11

22

69

13,163

2,287

217

66

47

2,517

3,617

1,105

67

9,095

1,681

11

22

66

69

47

15,780

2,561

1,055

24

2,630

966

6

45

2

31

7,320

71

95

36

29

57

55

o

68

3

66

100

100

36

29

57

55

°
3

All carry over stocks from 1982 of urea and 15.15.15. were sold. The
1983 Canadian urea delivery arrived only in July/August, and 1,231T were sold
in those two months, or 54% of total 1983 deliveries~ Total stock turnover
of fertilizer by volume was 56%. Fertilizer turnover for 1983 is expected to
be only slightly ahead of 1982 (7,035T.).

Ft~GICIDES/INSECTICIDES/SPRAYERS

Item Initial Stock Entry Total Stock Sold Turnover Ct)
(1) (2)

1. rnIORAL (25 gm
Pkts. )

2. DECIS/PEPROTHION
Clitres}

3. ULV Sprayers

1,372,344

29,400

184

1,400,000

13,000

60

2,i72,344

ll.2,400

1,306,417 47

32,094 76

160 66

95

100

87



All 1982 carry forward stocks of insecticide were sold, and almost all
the fungicide, and ULV sprayers.

In interpreting the annual stock rotation figures, which would be
considered very low for a business enterprise, the major factor which extends
the storage period at CA level is late delivery, often after the need for the
input in the cropping year has passed. If the turnover rate is applied only
to the initial stock, which is available from the previous harvest in October
and through the planting season, a truer picture of demand emerges. The
fastest moving items with 100% stock turnover of initial stock are batis de
base, Canadian 5 dents, semoirs, charrettes bovines, urea, 15.15.15. and the
insecticides, Decis and Peprothion. The slowest moving items are the houes
asines (7%), s.s.p. (29%), and phosphate Tahoua (57%), with exception made
for the smaller quantities of fertilizers.

CA is cognizant of the rotation pattern as shown by its provisional
requirements established in August 1983 for the 83/84 programme. It also
takes into account the parallel s.s.p. fertilizer market on the border,
present large stocks of s.s.p., and difficulty in selling Tahoua phosphate.

CA Plan 1983/84

Equipment

Bati de base 2,500

Charrue IOn .........•..........•..•.. 1,000

Canadian 5 dents..................... 2,500

Jeux de Lame s s. s. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2 , 94 5

Semoirs 1,650

Charrettes Bovines................... 3,810

Charrettes Asines 1,6iS

Fertilizer

Urea 2,500 (Canada)

15.15.15 1,200 (Japan)

Fungicides, Insecticides, Sprayers

Thioral. 1,400,000 sachets

Insecticides .

ULV Sprayers .

13,000 litres

100



Whether this plan is realizaole is debatable in view of the fioz2cial
constraints of the CNCA and the GON subsidy. The Japanese fertilizer is
expected in 1983, however in view o~ the normal late Canadian urea deliveries
in July/August, it would seem prudent to advise the relevant authorities 0#

the need to deliver early in 1984 so that it is available and in place beiore
it is required.



D. Current Financial Flow System For Repayment By Farmers

CA has a major cash flow problem due to the difficulty in recovering
outstanding revenue from the sale of agricultural inputs. This has assumed
such proportions that it could threaten the existence of the CA as an input
supplier. Recovery of sales proceeds has to be viewed in the context that CA
has very little control over its own organizational and financial structures.,
being dependent largely on the UNCC Departmtntal organization for the former
and the CNCA for the latter. Also two Mini ~t~ies are involved, Rural Develop­
menc and Finance. CA sells inp~ts on the lasis of cash, short-term credit to
Projects, and long-term (4 years) credit for agricultural equipment. The
table below gives a recapitulation of total sales by category for the past
five years.

CA Sales 77-82

(millions CFA)

17/78

78/79

79/80

80/81

81/82

CASH

33

31

52

N/A

193

SHORT-TERM

85

141

160

rl/A

193

LONG-TERM

195

255

172

N/A

602

TOTAL

313

421

424

NIb.

988

Expressed in percentage terms of total sales over the five year period
77-82 cash sales accounted only for 11,7, 22, and 20% of total potential
revenue. Cash sales are collected by the ONCC DID and credited to the
CA/UNCC account in the Department.

Short-term credit:, which by definition is payment within 30 days of
invoicing but which in practice has become extended to pajiMent at harvest,
several months after the inputs have been delivered by the CA., is difficult
to collect. In some cases no payments at all have been made by the Produc­
tivity Projects for the past two years. The following principal client lists
for 81/32 clearly show their indebtedness to the CA at the end of the
financial year (31 September).

Departement Delegue

(millions CFA)

CNCA

Project Maradi

1981

714.1

135.6

1982

570.1

138.2



Project Niamey 63.4 104.5

ONAHA 63.6 72.4

Project Cerealier 20.0 24.4

Project .) M 25.0 34.7

SONIPRlME 13.4 13.4

Project De,. R. Dosso 13.3

Project ambo Tiaguireri 9.2

Project Namari Goungou 4.3
1,035.1 984.5

Long-term farmer credit for agricultural equipment is provided by the
CNCA whc establish capital and interest repayments (8%) according to the
terms of contract signed between the CNCA, ONCC and Cooperatives with
repayment by farmers spread over 4 years.

The CA cash flow problem arises as soon as the CA/CNCA account is
debited to pay suppliers (Ateliers agricoles) as interest charges (15%) com­
meace immediatelj. CA presents the CNCA for payment, following delivery of
the equipment, through the Bon de Livraison Facture, however it may take t.he
CNCA months or years to credit the CA/CNCA account. One example was quoted
of deliveries made in 1980, but no contract had ever been signed between the
CNCA/UNCC and the cooperative; another where farmers had almost completed
payment, fet the CA/CNCA account had never been credited. The ~ de
Livraison/Facture described in the section on information flow, was designed
and put inco operation by the CA in February 1980 in order to accelerate
reimbursement by the CNCA, and so save on interest charges, however its
effect has been minimal on improving CA's cash flow. The three lines of cash
flow from farmers to the CA account are laid out below.

CASH SALE

UNCC

CNCA/CA

SHORT-TERM CREDIT

Productivity Project

CNCA/CA

LONG-TERM CREDIT

CNCA/CA

Interest charges by CNCA are now so high that they consume most of the
CON subsidy allotment. In 1982 interest accounted for 278 million of the 600
million subsidy allotment, and in 1983 they will probably a~count for all of
the 300 million provided by the CSPPN. The CA have never defaulted on sup­
plier's payments, and this year (1983) in view of the difficulties being
experienced with the CNCA, suppliers of fungicides and ULV sprayers are being
paid directly by the CSPPN from the 300 million subvention without funds
passing through the CNCA/CA account.



The CA cash flow problem is inextric,bly ~ied to CNCA's banking
operations, Productivity Project debt collc~tion, and low volume of cash
sales. There is evidence to show that the f~rmer has funds to pay for inputs,
but that the system is not geared to collect ~hem. In August, CA collected
over 0.5 million CFA in one day by s<!nding an agent to an ONAHA Project in
Niamey Department. An authoritative source in the Agriculture Department
quoted a case where CNCA agents sent out to recover debts last year netted 14
million CFA in two weeks in the Filingue Arrondissement. The farmers had the
money, but didn't know who to give it to, and no agent had come to collect
it.

To remove the constraint to CA's cash flow, CA would have to take direct
action to recover debts from the Productivity Projects, possibly by threaten­
ing to cut off future supplies, or passing on the interest charges. The
Project Elevage (Zinder) reported a s~ilar problem in the earlier years of
supplying veterinary medicines and food supplies, and had to suspend supplies
until debts had been cleared. Without an adequate cash flow, the probability
of a diminishing CON subsidy, and the problem of the CNCA interest payments,
CA could have difficulty in continuing to function.

E. Current Financial Flow of Subsidy Allotment

The table below shows the subsidy contribution to the CA from the CSPPN
and FNI for the past five years. For comparison, the CA subsidy request and
5 year plan (79-83) are indicated.

(millions CFA)

79 80 81 82

CSPPN (1) 419.8 200 300 300

F.N.I. 270 250 300 300

Total 689.8 450 600 600

CA Request 1345 1551 1582 1584

Plan 79/83 270 250 680 800

(1) Includes 300 m from Stabbex.

83

300

300

1134

1000

CSPPN has no capital funds. Its revenue is derived from a tax on
imported fuel which is used to s~abilize fuel and basic imported food prices.
SONARA contributes a tax from the export of cowpeas but this fund also may be
used to recompense SONARA for low export prices. Bank interest is earned on
funds placed on deposit from those sources. Funds are used for the stabili­
zation of imported basic food stuffs. Revenue is thus subject to commercial
activity in the country, production and price levels of cowpeas, and bank
interest rates. Likewise, expenditure is subject to imported fuel and food
prices, and export prices for cowpeas.



Funds available for the stabilization of agricultural inputs for the
following year are not known until after the closure of accounts of 31 Septem­
ber. From 1983 onwards, funds available for CA will be retained by che CSPPN
on which CA can draw up to the limit of the agreed subsidy allotment. Pre­
viously funds were credited to the CNCA/CA account. Requests for subsidies
will now be made directly to the CSPPN Administrative Council which meets
December I January instead 0 f through a formal demand from the. MDR to the M. C.
This procedure may accelerate CA subsidy funding. In 1983, the 300 million
subsidy was credited to the CNCA/CA account on 17 March. This covered. 26% of
the total CA subsidy request for that yea~.

F.N.I. is part of the national budget and has no capital funds.
Originally it was set up to manage tax revenue from the export of uranium but
the drop in world market prices has seriously impaired its operations. In
1983 it was unable to provide any subsidy to the CA, and in 1984 no funds are
previewed for the CA.

In the past, CA experienced delays in the crediting of FNI funds to its
CNCA!CA account, for example, the 1978 subsidy allotment of 170 million was
paid in 1979. This gave rise to delays in ordering inputs and exacerbated
the overdrawn position with the CNCA. As this source of subsidy allotment
now appears to be very doubtful at least in the near future, CA will be
l~ited to what the CSPPN is able to make available. Judging by their contri­
bution over the past three years, this could be of the order of 300 million,
but is totally dependent on the funds, financial position and the decision of
the Administrative Council.

The B.A.D. opened a line of credit with CNCA in 1982 for 2 billion CFA
for the purchase of agricultural inputs. The credit is open for 5 years at
8% interest. Raw materials for agricultural equipment were financed from
this source in 1983.

F. Public Sector Procurement System

1. Inouts.

The public sector (CA) procures Unported inputs from the private sector
by announc~ng offers for tender in the local press.

Bids are opened by a committee composed of GON representatives (MDR,
UNCC, CA, CNCA) in the presence of the bidders. The outer envelope must be
marked "Tender Bid, only to be opened by the Commission." Any envelope
already opened is rejected. rne bidders then retire from the meeting.

Bidders are required to purchase the tender documents from the GON, and
only those who have purchased them are eligible to submit bids. At the
January 1982 UNCC/CA tender review meeting, one bid was refused because the
envelope was open, and two because the bidder had not purchased tender docu­
ments. This particular commission noted that four purchasers of the tender
documents had not submitted bids.

The commission considers the following criteria in judging bids: pric~,

delivery delay, documents in cvnformity with fiscal and business regulations,



and bank guarantee. Also the bidders must conform to the conditions of the
tender in respect of packaging, destination, and tender for whole lots. For
example, where fungicide is required to be packed in 25 gm packages, and the
bidder submits a quotation in Kgsj or where a different type of sprayer is
substituted for that specified; or where a bidder quotes Niamey delivery only
instead of Maradi or Zinderj they are rejected. Experience of previous ten­
ders, whether fulfilled or not, is important and is taken into consideration.
This, however, does not exclude a new bidder who, if successful, is allowed
to prove his ability. No one bidder is given the total tender, as the Com­
mission wishes to spread the risk. The 1982 tender board refused one bidder
with a low price because he had failed to deliver in 1981. A convincing
argument for any bidder (and more important than price) is whether or not he
has the inputs physically in stock. .

One criticism levelled against the system is that in the case of non­
delivery, no penalties are imposed. The costs of legal action, however, may
be significant, and the bidder in any case would have had to pay interest to
the bank if he had drawn funds using the tender award as guarantee.

A firm who tendered in 1983 for fertilizer, but was rejected because of
its high price, stated that, the delivery period following the tender announce-

.',- ment was too short. Had they been able to secure supplies in France and
route through Lome to Niamey, instead of quoting for purchase in Abidjan and
trucking to Niamey, they could have offered a lower price. Transport cost of
the former route is 36,600 CFA/Ton, and for the latter 53,333 CFA/Ton. They
required a 3 month delivery period, and hoped that the 1984 tender could be
announced in January, in order that they could quote their cheapest source
procurement.

More detail on private sector response to public tenders is given in
section G. To improve the present system for input supply, evidence ofphysi­
cal stocks on hand may be considered as a better guarantee, rather than have
the successful bidder looking for supplies after he has been awarded the
tender. Also more advance notice is required to enable suppliers to quote
keener prices.

2. Transport

CA hires transport at peak demand periods from private transporters
belonging to the Syndicat ~ Transporteurs. For example, the July 1983
import of 2,050 Tons of Canadian urea from Lome via Upper Volta arrived in a
2-week period in Niamey and was distributed to the Departments. In this case
the two CA 25 T. trucks were supplemented by private transporters, the tariff
being the official rate of 24 F/T.K. on tarred roads. There is no competi­
tion for this rate which is applied universally by the syndicate. The S.N.T.N.
transport charges are more expensive.

3. Storage

CA hires storage space on a month-to-month basis from the private
sector. In Niamey six small warehouses are hired from grain traders at
between 40,000 - 60,000 CFA/month each. Their total capacity is around 720



'rons. As soon as the warehouse is emptied. the hire is
terminated. in Maradi 750 T. of space is hired at between 60­
80.000 CFAI month, usually for 4-5 months/year. At Zinder, two
warehouses are hired (details unknown): in Tahoua a 60 T.
warehouse (at Koni) for 20,000 CFA/month, and in Dosso, a 75T.
unit at Malgorou at 50,000 CFA/year are rented.

In 1982. CA paid to the private sector the following sums
for input supply procurement, hire of transport and storage:

Inputs Fertilizers 535.4 m.
Fungicides 117.2
sprayers 2.65
Equipment 42.4

Transport - 9.4

Storage 6.0

TOTAL: 713.05 million CFA

4. Productivitiy Projects

The Zinder, Tahoua, Dosso, and Gaya Projects purchase input
supplies from the CA. The Niamey Project purchases agricultural
equipment and fungicides from the CA. but not fertilizers, which
are of u.s. origin. The Zinder (Elevage) Project purchases
directly from the private sector. The Maradi Project purchases
fert.l.lizer from the private sector, and agricultural equipment
and fungicides from the CA.

s. Agricultural Equipment

Raw ma ter ia 1 s are imported for the manufactuI e of
agricultural equipment. This year materials were financed from
the B.A.D. loan following internationally advertised bids. Delays
in delivery meant that CA did not receive the equipment until
August. Raw material costs are expensive due to the number of
"intermediares" involved in the procurement system. The materials
were imported free of taxes. Direct purchase from producers would
be more efficient, however, constraints on method of purchase or
tender are often imposed by the source of finance.

6. Present Costs of Input Delivery =CA

Present costs of input delivery to ALC·s have been derived
from CA Annual Reports 78-79-80, pI us data for 81/82 from ( •s
Accounts Division.

CA uses the existing -UNCC network in the Departements and
Arrondissements for distribution, so that personnel and storage
costs are iillputed to the UNce budget. Where CA has hired storage
facilities, the cost is indicated.
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CA has a transport fleet composed of 2 X 25 T Berliets, 2 X 10 T
Ber1iets, and 5 X 7 T Mercedes Trucks9 all purchased in 1980 with a CNCA loan.
POL* and maintenance costs are indicated. Transport is hired at peak periods
from the private sector.

Handling costs are for temporary labor to load or discharf;e trucks.

Delivery costs are expressed in percentage terms as a function of sales
turnover. Two functions are calculated, the first includes all costs, the
second excludes bank interest. This has been done in order to indicate the
significance of interest charges in CA's delivery costs. Sales include cash,
short-term and long-term credit sales, but do not represent funds deposited
with the bank as explained earlier in the discussion on cash flow problems.

CA DELIVERY COSTS (78-82),

(millions CFA)

1.2

56 134.4

312.9 426.7
18 32

9 19

Interest
Transport Hire
Storage Hire
Handling
Packaging
Vehicle POL, Maintenance
Office supplies
Maint. Bldgs.
Misc.

Total

Sales
CostlSales (i~)

Cost/Sales exluding interest

77/78

28.9
19.8

6.7
0.6

78/79

54.2
60.4

18.3
0.3

79/80

88
89.5
3.2

15.1

6.3
0.9
0.6
0.7

204.3

423.7
48
27

80/81

174.4
5.1
5.6

15.1

36.7
1.0
0.4

238.3

N/A
N/A
N/A

81/82

278.3
9.4
6.0

16.8

54.4
2.9
2.1
0.2

370.1

988
37
25

The reasons for the escalating interest charges paid to the CNCA over
the past five years have been explained earlier, and those will continue to
rise under the present system of financing inputs. CA has little expectation
of ever being in a position to pay those charges.

Transport hire increased between 1978-1980, when CA purchased its
vehicle fleet on a 4 year CNCA loan at 13% interest. Repayments were
intended to be made from the FNI subsidy, but this source of finance ended ~n

1982. Following acquisition of transport, CA's hire charges dropped from 90
m to 5 m CFA in 1980/81 before moving back up to 10 m in 1982.

Storage charges for warehouse hire are expected to be stable at around
5-6 million/year, as will be handling charges of 15-17 million.

*POL, petrol, oil, lubricant



Petrel, oil, lubricant and maintenance costs increased following the
acquisition of the transport fleet from 6 to 54 million over the period 1980­
82 and will increase substantially as the vehicles become more expensive to
maintain.

Without including capital and interest pay~e:~s to the CNCA for
transport, the 1982 delivery cost of 370 million represents 37% of the sales
turnover. On the assumption that CA had access to a revolving fund to finance
input purChases, and no interest payment charges, delivery costs would have
been 25% of turnover.

Analysis:

If CA distributed fertilizer only, delivery costs could be express~d on
a per ton basis, but as the range of inputs varies in weight (from 25 gms to
over 100 kgs) as well as volume, costs have been calculated as a percentage
of sales turnover. CA calculates its delivery costs as a percentage of the
value of stock handled, not stock sold, and quote a figure of 20%.

If the assumption is correct, that fertilizer sales, expressed as a
percentage of total input sales, have a direct proportional relationship to
total input costs, then delivery costs per ton could be estimated as follows.

In 1980, CA sold 6,664 T of fertilizer valued at the then subsidized
prices of 207 million CFA. Total input sales were 424 million of which fertil­
izer saleS accounted for 49%. Total distribution costs were 204 million and
in direct proportion fertilizer distribution costs would have been 100 million
or 15,000 CFA/T or 15 CFA/kg.

Sales figures for 1981 are not available, but for 1982, the equivalent
calculation for the sale of 7,035 T of fertilizer valued at 1982 subsidized
prices at 291 million CFA and representing 29% of total sales of 988 million
would provide for a distribution cost for fertilizer of 107 million or 15,209
CFA/T or 15 CFA/kg.

CA delivery costs do not include financial amortization of the vehicles
purchased in 1980. Total cost was 139 million on which CNCA charged 13%
interest over 4 years. With four equal annual capital repayments, and
interest calculated on the outstanding balance, financial repayments would
be:

(million CFA)

Capital

Interest

TOTAL

81

35

18

53

82

35

14

49

83

35

9

44

84

34

4

38

TOTAL

139

45

184



Adding on financial amortization for 1982, delivery costs would increase
total costs by 49 m to 419 m CFA. Distribution costs for fertilizer would
increase to 122 m or 17,342 CFA/T (17 CFA/kg) on the basis of 7,035 T sold.

Salaries presently paid by UNCC to CA headquarters staff (13) and
warehousemen (7) in the Departments total 15.3 m CFA. Proportionally this
would add 4.4 m cost to fertilizer distribution or 625 CFA/T or 0.6. CFA/kg.

Total 1982 CA delivery costs are estimated as follows:

Expense

1. Salaries
2. Repayment capital interest (trucks)
3. CNCA interest on input purchases
4. Hire transport
5. Hire storage
6. Handling
7. Truck POL, Maintenance
8. Office supplies
9. Maint. buildings

10. Misc.
TOTAL

CFA
(m)

15.3
49.0

278.3
9.4
6.0

16.8
54.4

2.9
2.1
0.2

434.4

%

3.5
11
64

2
1
4

13
1
0.5
o

100

Total estimated expenditure represents 44% of 1982 sales turnover.
Fertilizer distribution cost on a proportional cost relationship of sales
(29%) to total sales would be approximately 17,907 CFA!T or 18 CFA!kg.

Salary cost of Department and Arrondissement Delegues have not been
added into the above cost as it is difficult to assess the proportion of
their time devoted to input supply. The estimate clearly demonstrates the
importance of the CNCA interest charges which account for 64% of total
expenditure.

7. Projected Costs of Input Delivery - C.A.

The terms of reference call for projected costs of delivery of inputs
from sources to farmers under a more efficient public sector input system
with costs not directly paid by the CA or productivity projects to be
inc luded.

In September, 1983, UNCC appointed seven Delegues Adjoints in the
Departements whose specific task will be to control and supervise the agri­
cultural input system. UNCC's 1984 budget raises the CA salary component to
21.6 million CFA. The creation of those posts strengthens GON's resolve to
improve input supply management, however, the hierarchique chain of command
remains unchanged.

The critical area where lower distribution costs could be achieved is in
CA's financing operations. CA has never been provided with capital funding



by GON and is in a business sense capitalized at nil. Removal of the funding
constraint through provision of working capital would relieve CA of the
disproportionate interest element.

At this stage it is worthwhile considering the future of the CA and the
role that GON intends it to play in the future of agricultural developDent.
The beneficiaries of the inputs are the farmers, and logically they should be
represented, and have a voice in the management of an organization estab­
lished to provide for their needs. This might entail the setting up of an
administrative council within the CA with a suggested composition including
Regional Cooperative members, commercants, GON officials and Bank representa­
tion. To function as a business, CA would have to be provided with capital
funding, the source or sources for this still to be determined. The objec­
tive over a givec period of time would be to move the CA to commercial
business practices t and to a capital structure owned and managed by the sub­
scribers. Without a capital base for funding input purchases, CA will be
dependent upon donor contributions and GON continuing support for payment of
administrative and logistic support, and neither are certain in the future.
The provision of capital f~nding would reduce the interest element, as the
opportunity cost of funds from capital subscriptions should be considerably-.
lower than the current 28% of turnover.

A projection is made for fertilizer distribution cost in 1984 on the
assumptions of 8,000 T sold, no interest charge, transport maintenance
charges up SO% over 1982, other minor charges up 20%. Cost per ton calcu­
lated on best (2S%)t median (SO%), and worst (100%) cases of proportion of
costs to sales.

Estimated Costs/Ton of Fertilizer Distribution (84)

Fixed Costs

1. Salaries
2. Repayment, trucks

Variable Costs

3. Hire transport
4. Hire storage
S. Handling
6. Truck POL Maintenance
7. Office supplies
8. Maint. buildings
9. Misc.

TOTAL

TOTAL

M CFA

21.6
38.0

59.6

11. 28
7.2

20.16
81.60

3.48
2.S2
0.24

126.48



Best Case (25%) Median (50%) Worst (100%)

Fixed cost 59.6 59.6 59.6
Variable cost 31.62 63.24 126.48

TOTAL 91.22 122.84 186.08

Cost/Ton 11.400 15.355 23.260

If total CA costs were allocated to fertilizer distribution and none to
agricultural equipment, cost of delivery would be projected at 23 CFA/kg. If
50% of costs were allocated to fertilizer distribution, this is reduced to 15
CFA/kg. If 25% of costs were allocated to fertilizer distribution the
delivery cost is 11 CFA/kg.

At the project design stage, provision of capital funding should be
explored along the lines indicated earlier. In eval~ating efficiency of
public and private enterprise distribution systems, cost is not the only
factor to be considered, and availability of inputs stored in rural areas
close to the farmer is a major prereq~isit2. The distribution and storage
network of the cooperatives is superior in this respect.

8. Input Supply Assurances Required by Productivity Projects

Adequate supply, suitable price and delivery t~e are three factors of
principal concern to the Projects. The inputs must be delivered in time for
the current season. The Zinder Project commented that in the. past, neither
the private nor the public sector had been capable of satisfying those cri­
teria, and the Maradi Project used the private sector directly because of
delays with the CA deliveries. The Dosso and Tahoua Projects criticized the
private sector for poor quality fertilizer, being old stock, the s.s.p.
having lost its granular form, the urea being rock hard, and farmers had
reported adulteration with ashes.

Guarantee of supply was more closely defined as having stocks of
fertilizer in the country at Departement depots, and agricultural equipment
available before the planting season.

9. Economies of Scale/Exchange Rate/Handling Costs

Information on the economies of scale to be expected through importing
large quantities of fertilizer of the order of 5-l0,OOOT from the world mar­
kat, as opposed to making several separate purchases of 500-2,000T each is
not ~,vailable in CA files, however procurement costs are documented for
quantities of Canadian urea and 15.15.15. up to 2,500T for 1981, basis ClF
Niamey.

500T
1,000T
1,500
2,000

15. 15. 15.
$C

510
500
490

UREA (46%)
$C

610
600
585



Up to 1,500T a discount of $C 10lT per was quoted; over 1,500T, the
discount rises to $C l51T, up to the limit quoted of 2,500T, in units of 500
tons.

Procurement prices CIF Niamey have varied for Canadian urea over the
past three years for 2,000T lots; (SC) 570 (1981); 599 (1982); 509 (1983) per
ton. However exchange rates have also varied. In August 1982, Canadian urea
at SC 599/T would have been equivalent to 155,740 CFA/T (1 SC = 260 CFA); in
August 1983 at SC 509/T it would be equivalent to 171,094 CFA/T (1 $C =336
CFA) .

Country or~g~u and exchange rates are factors to be considered in
addition to economies of scale in importing large quantities. A private
Niger company submitted ~n August 1983 quotation for 30T urea, German origin,
CIF Lome, at 94,889 CFA!T, and for Belgian origin fot" the same quantity, ClF
Cotonou at 77,000 CFA!T, a difference of 23%.

Handling costs in Niamey are also a negotiable element to be considered.
In 1982, CA paid 7,889 CFA/T for handling Canadian Urea, but in 1983 they
negotiated a significant reduction a few months before arrival of the cargo
at 3,777 CFA/T for the same quantity (2,050T).

Transport costs West African port-Niamey are presently: (CFA/T) Abidjan
53,333; Lome 36,600; Cotonou 32,600. Those are fixed and are understood to
be nonnegotiable.

If and when Niger enters the world market for fertilizer at: world market
prices, procurement procedures would change. Considerable business skills
would be required to obtain the most competitive prices.

G. Assessment of the Private Sector Input Supply System

1. Ability to Deliver Inputs

Up until 1983, the private sector did not appear to have too much
difficulty in obtaining fertilizer from Nigeria. An authoritative source
indicated that small farmers and Nigerian Agricultural Centers were the main
sources of supply. To fulfill large orders, the latter were widely used, as
the collection of thousands of bags from individual farmers is a time
consuming and expensive operation.

The supply situation has changed this year, and two examples will
demonstrate where commercants were unable to deliver either on time or ~n

full quantities. MDR put out a tender in March 1983 for the supply of S50T
of s.s.p. and 647! of urea to be delivered to the Seed Multiplication Cen­
ters. Out of the five bidders, three were selected on the basis of price,
date of promised delivery, and previous experience. Delivery time was to be
30 days, packaging in 50 kg double lined bags. The commercant who was
awarded three lots (910T) was unable to deliver the entire quantity and
requested release from the contract. His price was also the lowest for



s.s.p. (27FCFA/kg compared with 32/24 CFA/kg for other tenderers to the same
destination.) Deliveries overran the 30 day limit, and CA was requested to
loan fertilizer against eventual reUnbursement by the commercants in order
that application could be made at planting time. CA agreed to do this. In
July/August replacement of CAts loaned stocks started and was entirely unsat­
isfactory. Bags were wrongly labelled (15.15.15. bags contained s.s.p.);
many were rotten and old anc burst on handling; 25 kg clear plastic Kaduna
s.s.p. bags instead of 50 kg lined bags were delivered. CA has indicated
they would have preferred reimbursement in funds rather than in kind.

In August 1983, the situa.tion for the MDR tender was as follows:

TENDER DELIVERED UNDELIVERED

Urea s.s.p. Urea s.s.p. Urea s.s.p.

Lot 1 (Hamdal. ) 130 150 tHL NIL 130 150
Lot 2 (Dosso) 130 175 53 171 77 4
Lot 3 (Tahoua) 150 175 90 175 60 0
Lot 4 (Maradi) 13~ 175 135 175 0 0
Lot 5 (Zinder) 102 175 102 175 0 0

Total 647 850 380 696 261 154

In March 1983, CA put out a tender for 1200T of 15.15.15. (Niamey);
1,400,000 sachets fungicide (830,000 Maradi/510,000 Niamey); 13,000 1itres
Decis (Tahoua) and 60 u~v sprayers (Niamey). All inputs were delivered
except the 15.15.15. (none delivered). The fertilizer contract was then
cancelled and two small lots have slibsequently been obtained in Niamey (70T)
and Zinder (ZIT). The latter stock was mixed up in an old stock of fertili­
zer held by a commercant at Kantche (Zinder).

Those two examples should be compared with 1982, when CA put out a
private sector tender for 11,120T of fertilizer, agricultural equipment,
fungicide and sprayers totalling 698 million CFA, with all deliveries
completed.

Results of 1982 Tenders For Agricultural Inputs

Supplier Input Quantity Value (m. CFA)

l. Kiasso s.s.p. 3000 T 135
2. Kako s.s.p. 700 T 32.5

15.15.15. 1050 T 57.5
3. Baba s.s.p. 1500 T 69.8
4. Souda s.s.p. 1500 T 69.8
S. Bachir s.s.p. (Zinder) 2540 T 118.1

15.15.15. (Tahoua) 650 T 41.6
15. 15.15. (Desao) 100 T 6.6
15.15.15. (Zinder) 80 T 4.5

6. Niger Auto Pneus Semoirs 567 42.4
7. SATACO Fungicide 2 253000 111.2
8. COGENI ULV Sprayers Z20 2.65



In addition to this private sector tender, agricultural equipment was
supplied by UCOMA (Zinder) 413mj ACREMA (Tahoua) 352m; CDARMA (Oosso) 223m.

Maradi Productivity Project which has custamarily tendered to the
private sector for fertilizer, did not do so in 1983, as it had 4000T stock
left from 1982.

Selecting trustworthy bidders is difficult, and there is a tendency for
some bidders to first of all secure the tender, then go out and look for
supplies. The commercant who tendered for s.s.p. at 27 CFA/kg and then
reneged may not have been aware 0 f the market. Already in 1982, CA's
accepted tender price was 46 CFA/kg.

Factors now influencing supplies in Nigeria are reported to be stricter
control on the Nigeria border, and a shortage of fertilizer. The price has
reportedly been increased in July, but no details are known. In the early
months of 1983, unknown but substantial quantities 0f fertilizer moved out of
the Maradi/Zinder region in response to a tender in Upper Volta.

Whilst the private sector has demonstrated its ability in the past to
supply fertilizer to Niger, this source of supplies may no longer be
available and Niger may have to look towards other sources for guaranteed
supplies.

This has became a major concern of GON officials, and at a meeting on
June 22nd, attended by the Directors of Agriculture, UNCC, Plan, Elevage and
Animal Health to di~~uss the terms of reference of the APS input supply
study, it was stressed that guarantee of input supply was the major priority.
This was also endorsed by the Minister of Agriculture in his letter of 1 July
addressed to the Minister of Foreign Affairs and Cooperation for onward trans­
mission to the Director, USAID. Productivity Projects in Tahoua, Dosso and
Zinder have similarly stressed their concern.

Should the international market become the alternative procurement
source, the scale of operation changes dramatically in respect of financial
resources required to procure fertilizer. Roughly three to four times
existing funding would be necessary, which would be to the disadvantage of
the traders in the present Nigeria/Niger circuit (e.g. Canadian Urea ClF
Niamey 187 CFA/kg as opposed to 60 CFA/kg from Nigeria). This would limit
import to possibly a handful of very wealthy Nigerian businessmen or to
established companies.

In conversations with two wealthy millionaire class businessmen, wich
int~rnational connections in Europe and USA, they expressed scrong inceresc
in such a future market, but only on the basis thac they would be paid on
delivery. This would require setting up a cencral buying organization or
guaranteed fund. Procuremenc and financing of supplies would be their
responsibility, and they foresaw no problem in either using their own sub­
stantial resources or bank credit facilicies to achieve this. They were
requested to obtain quotations for 10,000 tons of fercilizer (5,000 tons urea
and 5,000 tons of 15.15.15.), roughly ~5 million, to assess their interest.



No reply has so far been received, however one of the businessmen who had
visited Nigeria in early August was unable to locate any fertilizer and
indicated that sellers were absent and border controls very strict.

2. Traditional Markets and Price Mechanisms

Two trading levels exist, the Nigerien COlllDlercant who has the Nigerian
contacts for gathering supplies, and the financial capital and cransport to
tender for CON or Productivity Projects (Maradi), and the small trader
dealing in a few sacks in Nigerian village markets or directly to farmers.
Farmers on the border alsv trade.

Information obtained from the Maradi project, who contract with
commercants for the supply of fertilizer in September for delivery in
December, indicate that they believe the commercant pays in the range 10-15
CFA/kg for supplies in Nigeria. The Project pays official GON prices so that
s.s.p. at 35 CFA/kg would allow the cammercant a markup of up to 250%
depending upon his purchase cost.

In the Magaria and Matameye Arrondissements, (Gada, Yaouri, Koya) , small
trader~ this year were selling s.s.p. at 900-1,000 CFAlsack of 25 kgs (18-20
CFA/kg) and urea between 1,750-2,000 CFAlsack of 50 kgs (35-40 CFAlkg).
Traders were stated to be Nigerian nationals coming over the border on market
days with small quantities of a few sacks concealed in passenger vehicles or
small Toyota trucks. Quantities of up to 2 tons had been reported by the
Koya ALC to be on sale each week, at the market at planting t~e, distributed
amongst several small traders. The cost of small traders supplies was thought
to be around 8 CFA/kg as this was the quoted rate (July 1983) at Adare, a
small village some 800 meters inside the Nigerian border. This would provide
a margin of 150% on cost.

Traders with transport have also been reported to be trying to sell
directly to farmers, both last year and this year. In the Yaouri area, two
Nigerian commercants from Matameye have been selling, or trying to sell,
s.s.p. in the villages at 1,600 CFA/sack (32 CFA/kg). Yaouri ALC fa~rs,

however, had refused as they could purchase at 1,000 CFA at the market some 3
km distant. Because of the shortage of urea, fertilizer on sale has been
mainly s.s.p. and traders have been trying to persuade fa~ers that this is
equally as good as urea for side dressing.

The Naira/CFA exchange rate is an Unportant factor in the traders
operations. The parallel market rate is 175 CFA to 1 Naira, compared with
the official rate of 365 CFA/N. For example, a purchase cost of 400 CFA/sack
equals 228 N, and the selling price of 1000 CFA/sack equals 5.7 N when
repatriated by the trader to Nigeria. This represents a margin of 150% in a
short t~e frame of several days or weeks.

Large traders have the necessary collective storage capacity to store
large quantities according to CA officials, however this was not verifiable.
In discussions with two conunercants, they indicated their willingness to
deliver fertilizer to main Departmental towns, or Projects, but nt. directly
to villages, coops or retailers. Guarantee of payment on delivery was
essential.



3. Knowledge of Chemicals

Commercants knowledge of fertilizer formulations appears to be l~ited.

CA has had frequent experience of ccmmercants supplying mixed formulations,
and some of the "ODD" lots on CA's inventory, such as Calcium Nitrate and
Sulphate of Ammonia date back to commercants delivering mixed formulations
several years past. The recent reimbursement to the CA, quoted earlier, of
s.s.p. packed in sacks marked 15.15.15. as well as bad packaging would
indicate lack of supervision or ignorance of the product.

Pecuniary gain would appear to be paramount to respecting quality standards
or the terms of the tender.

No pest control chemicals for growing crops, such as the ULV sprays,
Decis and Peprothion are sold by commercants, and it is doubtful if it would
be wise to allow those toxic concentrates to be handled, other than by
trained or responsible personnel.

The Projet Elevage (Zinder) uses the commercial network for the supply
of veterinary medicines, through public tender. Successful bidders procure
supplies of patented products such as worm tablets, injectables, etc. and
sell to the Project who have a trained staff to carry out the administration
and dosage. The criteria for selection of successful bidders is not based on
the cheapest price, but more on quality and purit.y of the product and after
sales back up service. Publicity material, such as educational films on
animal diseases and methods of disease control, is an example of follow up
interest by suppliers.

4. Sources of Supply - Present

The only present private sector supply source for fertilizer is Nigeria.
This is subsidized 90% by the Nigeria Government; although it has been
reported that in July the subsidy was reduced and the price raised. The
Nigerian farmer or the agricultural centers are the cammercants' supply
source. The country orig;n of fertilizer is varied and the following bag
marks have been noted in ALC depots.

s.s.p. (20%) with 2% Boron
s. s. p.
S. s. p.
Calcium Nitrate (26%)
s.s.p. Kaduna
Urea (46%) Fed. Rep. of

Nigeria

Mitsui. Japan
Danfos, Denmark
Portugal
Germany
Nigeria

Mitsui, Japan

The fertilizer is usually old, the s.s.p. powdered, and the urea
hardened.

5. Sources of Supply - Future

There are five potential future supply sources of fertilizer. 1)
Nigeria (parallel market), 2) Nigeria (official market), 3} Niger, 4} Inter­
national Sources (commercial), and 5) International Sources (donors).
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a. Nigeria (Parallel Market)

The existing parallel mark~!t has been in operation for several years ,
but now appears doubtful as a jeuture reliable source, other than perhaps
for small quantities traded 3MC)ng farmers over the frontier in the
southern areas of Niger. It wc)uld be ~prudent to depend on this source
for future national input supplies. However, GON's fertilizer pricing
policy may attract fertilizer from Nigeria. Since CA raised its prices
in 1982 from 20 to 35 CFA/kg (75%) for s.s.p. and. from 35 to 50CFA,' "
(43%) for urea, Maradi and Zinder UNCC Departments reported increasE
private sector sales. The increase would have allowed the commercant a
greater margin to work against, using the official Niger pricess a
benchmark. Niger may be able to continue to draw supplies out of
Nigeria by raising official prices and holding stock. CA may be able to
influence a market with a tvo tiered structure of official and paralled
free market prices. Consumer price resistance and availability of sup­
ply are two factors which could influence the use offe:-tilizer and the
exchange rate, profit margin, and severity of customs co~trols would be
risk factors to the private sector.

b. Nigeria (Official Market)

Nigeria has an s.s.p. production plant at Kaduna,and is constructing
a urea plant to use oil feedstock. Relations between the two countries
are excellent. Informal discussions have been held with the Nigerian
Ambassador to Niger, and the Nigero-Nigerian Commission on the possi­
bility of establishing an official supply source for Niger. Initial
reaction is warm because of the close links between the countries. The
initiative would take the form of an official approach to the Cotllllission
by the Niger authorities_ The next meeting of the Commission is in
December 1983.

c. Niger (Phosphates)

The ground rock phosphate presently produced at the ONAREM factory
in Tahoua is unattractive from the farmer's viewpoint because f the
slow release of phosphorous which does not become available until the
year following application. It also blows away readily in the wind when
scattered on the fields. Packaging needs to be Unproved. Acidulation
is required to accelerate nutrient release. Sulphuric acid is available
at the uranium mines and might be available for the acidulation process.
An investment study would be required to determine the feasibility of
exploiting fully the Tahoua or Tapoua deposits.

d. International Sources (Commercial)

For comparison with parallel ma.-ket prices, the following recent
private sector tender quotations are given (CFA/Kg).



SONIDlP (8l)

BROSSETE (83)

Niamey
Dosso
Tahoua
Maradi
Zinder

Urea

202

154
159
172
175
181

S.S.P.

120

145
150
162
165
172

S. Triple

;:13

Those prices are two to three times higher than parallel market
prices, and changes in subsidy policy would be required before
commercial sources would be able to enter the supply system.

e. International Sources (Donors)

In 1981, Italy supplied the CA with 250T of 15.15.15. and 25T of
20.20.20. for fertilizer trials under the supervision of an FAO expert.
In 1983 they have been requested to supply lOOOT of Super Triple
phosphate to continue the expanded work on the trials.

Japan is supplying the CA with 1,295T of 15.15.15. in Septemberl
October 1983. Part of the sales proceeds from this fertilizer will be
used to create counterpart funds for othe~ projects.

In 1982 and 1983, Canada supplied CA with 2,050T urea, part of the
sales proceeds (35 eFA/kg) being used for counterpart project funding.
Delivered price (ClF Niamey) of the urea was 187 CFA/kg. Similar
quantities are expected to be delivered in 1984/1985/1986.

In 1980, USA supplie~ the NOD Project with 150T Urea and 245T S.
Triple, in 1981, 245T urea and 310T S. Triple and in 1982, 395T S.
Triple.

6. Private Sector Sales to Cooperatives or Farmers

CA reported that in February 1982, a commercant distributed and sold
fertilizer to the Saga and Libore coops in the Niamey Department, but had
difficulty in receivin~ payment. CA was out of stock at this period and the
cammercant sold 40T of urea and 30T of 15.15.15. to Saga, and 20T of
15.15.15. to Libore. The Selling price for urea was stated to be 43 CFA!kg
compared with CA's 50 CFA!kg.

SONlPROC reported selling 5T urea (45 CFA/kg) to Saga coop on 31 May
1983, and 28T urea and IT of 15.15.15. to Guga coop on 13 July 1983.
The latter was paid for on 29 August. Transport was paid by the coops. A
further small sale of Kaduna s.s.p. was made at 45 CFA/kg. The company
appears to be actively canvassing the rice coops in the Niamey Departm~nt,

and has sent out information sheets on products and prices.
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The Saga coop members said they had worked with the
commercants last year, blot had not paid them. This year the
commercants had no urea and there fore the coop was now working
with the CA. At NDunga II coop, the Agent stated that he was
satisfied with commercant deliveries of fertilizer and gasoil and
the merchant did not bill them for transport. Urea was sold at 50
CFA/kg, and 15.15.15 at 45 CFA/kg. The commercant delivered and
stored the fertilizer at the coop, and expected to be paid about
two months later. At Sagia coop, the Agent reported that without
fertilizer, paddy yields dropped to 1 1/2 T/ha compared with 3-4
T/ha with fertilizer. CA supplies fertilzer, but some farmers
have not enough funds to purchase i~. Over the past 5-6 years,
the coop has accumulated debts of over 20 million CFA.

It should be noted that commercants combine fertilizer sales
with sales of fuel for irrigation pumps cherefore reducing over­
head and delivery costs. The advantage of selling more than one
item by the commercants works as a disadvantage to the CA which
cannot include fuel in its input supplies to the coops in the
irrigated areas.

In Zinder department, Niger ian commercants were sell in ~l

s.s.p. to farmers at weekly markets (Gada, Youri, Koya) at 2(_
CFA/kg. Estimates by ALC members of quantities on sale by several
traders could be around 2 T per week at planting time. In the
same Department two commercants from Matameye were reported by
ALC sources to be trying to sell s.s.p. fertilizers directly to
farmers from a truck but had little succes as their price (23
CFA/kg) was higher than the local market (20 CFA/kg) a few kms
distant. UNCe has reported that mobile traders are selling small
quantities of fertilizer in the Gaya Arrondissement.

Small trades in Nigerian fertilizer on a farm or market
delivery basis will probably continue and may expand as long as
this source of supply is available. SONIPRoe has indicated that
if Euope becomes the main or only source of supply, they would
have to advise farmers of price changes and jUdge their reaction
before placing orders with s'lppliers. A IIBon de Commande" would
be a prerequisite before placing firm orders with European
suppliers.

Specialized Companies

In May 1983, a private company (SONIPROC), capitalized at 10
million CFA, established business in Niamey with the intention of
selling fertilizer&, paints and acids. Fertilizer supplies would
be drawn from Nigeria and other countries.- Deliveries could be
made to main Department towns, but generally not to the ALC
level, except to irrigation coops in Niamey. The company origina­
lly st~rted with a stock of 30 T urea, most of which had been
sold by August. Motivation to set up the company had come from a
desire to respond to GONls fertilizer tenders. The company has
tendered but has not been se 1 ected by the tender board. Signi f­
icantstocks would not normally be held, and the company proposed
to trade against guaranted orders placed by large users such as
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ONAJ:lA or UNCC. Delivery delay from European sources was said to
be 90 days. Terms of payment by purchasers would be cash,
possibly discounted, or 60 days credit. Their Belgian supplier
would offer 90 days credit to the company on firm orders. A
company spokesman stated that the GON had assisted the company
with the legal procedures of incorporation.

SONIPROC was aware of the difficulties of procurement in the
Nigerian market and had already obtained quotations from German
and Belgian suppliers in August 1983: Urea - 145 CFA/kg: 15.15.15
- 155 to 170 CFA/kg: ·s.s.p. 120 CFA/kg. Prices are without taxes
and customs duty, delivered to Niamey and include a profit mar­
gin. This year the company has sold almost 40T of fertilizer,
mainly to rice cooperatives and a few private gardeners in
Niamey. The company plans to handle paints and acids but nc
trades have been made. The source of supplies would be North &
West Africa and Europe. The company also hopes to be able to
supply small quantities of sulphur to the Arlit uranium mines.
Planning permission has been requested from GON to establish a
reconditioning plant for its products, and authorization is
awai ted. The 1 imi ted exper ience of this company does not permit
any objective assessment of its capacity or capability to supply
inputs to farmer cooperatives.

Traders Costs and Mareins..
Costs and margins are variable. are not easy to obtain and

the reliability of some of the quoted figures is doubtful.
Purchase cost of fertilizer can vary frem 8-20 CFA/kg, the former
figure is probably for s~all trades of a few sacks, and the
latter for large quantities. One medium sized trader reported the
purchase of urea at 17/18 CFA/kg and a sales price of 45 CFA/kg,
a margin of 165%. The margin would include commission to the
Nigerian buyer, transport and other transborder trading costs and
trader profit. The net profit on the operation would have to take
into account the fact that in this particular case the stock was
held for three months before being sold on credit and the trader
had to wait another month before being paid so that capital was
tied up for four months.

The small Nigerian trader selling a few sacks on the weekly
border markets may make substantially higher profits on a quick
turnover. He has access to the Nigerian farmer (as opposed to the
Agricultural Centers) and if purchasing s.s.p. at 8 CFA/kg and
selling at 20 CFA/kg his margin would be ,150%. Turnover time
would be a few days or weeks and very little capital is tied up.
He has no investment in trucks as he uses fare paying passenger
transport. However, he is at risk that his goods may be seized by
the Nigerian customs agents.

In section F 6-7, increased public sector efficiency
distribution costs were calculated on the assumption oi capital
funding, and a 50/50 sales spread between fertilizer and
equipment at 15 CFA/kg. This compares with the medium sized
trader's estimated margin of 17/18 CFA/kg.
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From comments made by private sector operators and GON officials, the
trade in fertilizer is distinct and separate from the traditional trade in
grain between the two countries. Historically grains move from Niger to
Nigeria, although in 1983 the direction was reversed and Niger was purchasing
Nigerian grain. The incentive of the increased producer price of 80 CFA/kg
and the weakness of the Niara being two contributory factors. As previously
stated, traders have had problems this year with the Nigerian authorities on
the border, and seizures of fertilizer have been reported.

7. Availability, Quality and Cost of Private Storage Facilities

Details have been given in section F3 of private storage facilities
hired by CA to accommodate fertilizer. Storage costs vary. In Niamey grain
merchants at the marche de mil offer space at 40,000 CFA/month for about
140T, equivalent to an annual cost of 3,428 CFA/T. At Tahoua, a 60T ware­
house at 20,000 CFA/month is equivalent to 3,999 FCA/year, and at Dosso a 75T
is said to be hired at 50,000 CFA per year or 667 CFA/T. Hiring is on a
monthly basis with pro rata daily ieduction for termination of the hire. In.
1982, CA paid 6m to the private sector for storage hire. Facilities are just
adequate for short-term storage but not for long periods. In Niamey, the
grain stores are constructed of a WOOdf"J. framework with thin sheet metal roof
and cladding, but no concrete floor. Pallets are essential to keep the bags
off the grot'lnd and prevent wetting either from flooding or dampness.

Recent construction costs for NOD warehouses (140 m2 ) in 1982 were:
Filingue 61,876 CFA/m2 j Ouallam 61,266 CFA/m2 ; Kolo 61,288 CFA/m2 ; and Say
52,354 CFA/m2 . On a storage factor of I Ton fertilizer/m2 , amortized over 20
years, storage cost would be between 3,093 CFA/T and 2,618 CFA/T, for
buildings on a nondiscounted basis. Warehouses were concrete floored, rein­
forced concrete structure, brick walls, aluminum sheet roof and sliding doors.
Twelve warehouses were constructed, three at each of the above centers.

September 1983 costs for ten warehouses financed through FAO, from Dutch
source funding in Niamey rice cooperatives were quoted at 9 million CFA/unit.
The total surface area of the unit is 135 m2, and they contain an office (3 X
3); sales counter (3 X 5); paddy store (8.20 X 8.55); and input supply store
(8.55 X 4). Height is 4m. Construction cost is 66,666 FCFA/m2 . Erection is
in progress at Saga, Libore, Ndunga I and II, Seberi, Lamorde, Sakoara,
Mehana and Sordon Haussa. Completion is expected in early 1984. It is not
clear whether the OPVN, UNCC or the cooperatives will be given the management
of the warehouses.

A local construction firm gave the following information and estimate on
construction costs for 500 and 1,000T. warehouses. In 1981 they built SOOT
units (20 X 13 X 4m) at a cost of 13m CFA or 50,000 CFA/m2. In 1983 they
estimate the price at 60,000 CFA/m2 . The unit cost of a 1,000T warehouse
would not vary much from a 500T warehouse as only two gable walls are elim­
inated. Construction is concrete floor, metal structure, sheet aluminium
roof, brick walls and sliding doors. Inflation cost::" are approximately 10%!
year and distance factors when applied would give the following approximate
cost for the unit (500 or 1,000T) in 1984.



Factor CFA/m2 500 T 1,000 T

Niamey 66,000 17,160,000 34,320,000
Dosso 1.3 85,800 22,308,000 44,616,000
Maradi 1.5 99~000 25,740,000 51,480,000
Zinder 1.7 112,200 29,172,000 58,344,000
NGuigmi 2 132,000 34,320,000 68,640,000

If a walled enclosure 2m high was added, the cost would be 32,000CFA/
t.M and a set of gates (6m wide) 200,000 CFA. Supervision costs by Genie
Rural would add 4-5% to the final total.

The ACOPAM (Maradi) Project is financing, from their own and OXFAM
sources, fifteen cereal bank depots (14 X 5 X 3.6m) at 3.5 million CFA. Cost
is 50,000 CFA/m2 . Project finances materials (en dur) and farmers supply the
labour, which the project estimates at 627,955 CFA/warehouse.

In the Dosso Department, the Productivity Project is constructing
thirteen new warehouses to add to the existing fifteen. In addition to the
above construction costs would have to be added the opportunity cost of
capital and annual maintenance costs. Usually personnel have to be added as
warehousemen and guards. Finally, nothing has been calculated for land
acquisition. This latter could be quite significant in cities like Niamey or
Maradi and may be zero in small towns or villages.



II. ANIMAL IRACTION

A. Bac~ground and Distribution

With the creation of UNCC in 1962, a major attempt to introduce animal

traction to Niger's farmers was undertaken. Pr.ior to that time use Qf

animal traction in crop production was encouraged but was not done syste-

matically and was tlost noted for the great variety of equipment introduced.

From 1962 to 1965 an attempt was made to expand the use of animal traction

and to standardize the equipment used throughout the country. After trying

different equipment, the Arara was chosen as the equipment for importation

and exte::sion for oxen traction, and Ulysses Fabre and Manga for donkeys.

This choice was made for several reasons:

1. The main beam (bati de base) of the Arara was m~lti-functional,

several implements could be attached to it;

2. The units were generally lighter in weight than the other units

tried at the time;

3. :he units were usually cheaper than other types. For the Arara

this was mainly because of the multi-functional applications of the bati

debase. Thus one did not need to purchase a completely different imple-

ment for plowing and for weeding, for ridging and peanut lifting.

4. The Arara had been designed to simplify -;naintenance and repair.

All bolts and nuts, for example, were limited to twe sizes min~zing the

need for tools for repair or changing units.

The use of the first equipment was limited to the peanut and cotton

growing areas, with a few units going to the irrigated farms. The only

other places of use were at the CFJA's of Madarounfa and ~'Dounga and for

practical t~aining at the IPDR of Kola. This introductory work was almost

a~clusively the responsibility of UNCC.



From the ;~itial introciuction in 1962/63 until the mid 70's, equipment

for animal traction was extremely limited. The data on distribution of

animal traction equipment given in Table 1 shows a general increase in units

up through 1968 with a steady decline following until apparently almost no

units were sold in 1973 and 1974. Whether this was a curtailment of supply

by the UNCe or a decline in demand by farmers is not clear. However ,both

were probably instrumental and both reflect the drought conditions prevalent

from 1969 to 1974.

After 1975 the amount of equipment increased dramatically, going from

a few hundred units distributed a year to several thousand. Several factors

seem to have contributed to this, all of which were demonstrations of the

GON commitment to an expansion of animal traction. First, the equipment

price was lowered considerably to the farmer after 1972 and did not increase

again until after 1982, as can be seen in Table 2. The increasing price to

the GaN over this period meant that the government subsidy as a portion of

total cost was increasing rapidly. Second, all of the major productivity

projects emphasized animal traction starting with the 3-M project in the

mid 70's. This was first done by offering animal traction units to gradu­

ates of CPT's/CPR's ou. c.redit, and later expanding the offer to other

farmers. Third, three workshops were opened to fabricate animal traction

equipment. CDARMA in Dosso in 1975, UCOMA in Zinder in 1978, and ACRI:MA

in Tahoua in 1979. These workshops, together with satellite workshops,

now have the capacity to generally meet demand (See Table 3). Finally,

a heavy stress was put on irrigated agriculture which has increasingly

emphasized animal traction after attempts to use tractor powered mechan.i­

zation experienced difficulties.



"able 1

DISTRIBUTION OF ANIMAL TRACTION EQUIPMENT BY UNCC/CA

ITEM Year 1964/65 1965/66 1966/67 1961/68 1968/69 1969110 1970/71 1971/12 1972/7

Bati de base/Hain frame 122 235 289 216 205 129 191 • 126

Charrue 10"/lO" moldboard plow 104 126 108 113 103 69 135 38

Cu1tivateurs Canadien 5 dents 11
5 teoth spring tooth harrow 15 83 186 158 140 37 59 41

Cultivateurs Canadien 3 dents
3 tooth spring tooth harrow

Jeux de lames sarc1euses sou1eveuses
Peanut lifter or sweep 56 178 207 108 157 62 103 42

Buttoirs/Ridger 60 247 196 170 117 40 78 65

2/ 33 67 55 23 27 31 6 31"oues Asines/Donkey cultivator -

Semoirs monorang/Sing1e row seeder 15 92 99 37 62 64 19 37

31 100 133 93 133 143 128 145Charrettes bovines/Ox carts - 75

Charrettes asines/Donkey carts 23

11 Earlier years did not separate 3 and 5 tooth cultivators.
i'/ Uoues are not part of or igina1 Arara equipment. nor are semoirs and cat·ts.
3/ Earlier data did' not separate donkey carts from oxen carts.
4/ Data for 1912/73 and 1973114 are not available but are reported to be negligible if any.
51 Probably included in 3 tooth units.
l/ Years estimate. actual sales to September 1. 1983, fiscal year en.ds September 30•
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Table 1 (continued)

Tableau 1 (cont.)

Total Total Total
L973/74 1914175 1915/16 1976/71 1917/18 1918/79 1979/80 1980/81 1981/82 1982/83 to 1973 to 1980 to 1983

314 810 1,096 2.549 3,494 3,405 4,500 6,821 1,983 1,513 13,181 27,655

121 517 683 1,949 2,060 1,171 1,980 2,868 693 800 7,913 14,511

1/ 1/ 113 1,425 362 468 2,053 2,107 867 119 3,088 9,981

263 666 101 1,233 2,562 1,295 1,238 2,462 2,460 6.720 13,220

203 342 348 2,664 2,033 824 2,854 3,634 590 913 7.327 15.248

100 503 408 1,179 844 431 760 . 856 932 973 4,438

73 n.a. n.a. 1,069 129 434 912 542 119 273 1,918 3,102

112 68 1,482 864 35 452 1,140 121 425 2,986 6,976

19 352 881 2,285 2,816 3,056 3,631 5,368 1,854 973 10,448 23,616

114 31 361 1,408 1,686 1,869 2,092 2,999 1,144 5,492 13,353

., .
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to'unner I'rices uf An.1Jlla1 Traction Ii:qUif'QIHlt

Unit Prices (fC.'A)

...-.,.-'...._-_. - - --------- -
I)t=aignation 1971 1972 1973 1974 197~ 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983!/

---~--~~-------,

Anim~l-I~ion ~qulpwen~

Haln .'callle 7,300 7,300 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 6,000 6,300

10" Plow 6,400 6,400 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 6,000 6,715

JUdger 3,500 3,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 4,500 5,635

Cul t Ivator, 3 Tooth 5,100 5,100 3,000 3,000 3,000 3.000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 6,000 9,180

Cui t Ivator. 5 Tooth 7,600 7.600 4,500 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 3,750 3.750

Weeder, Peanut Lifter 4,000 4,000 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,~00 3,750 3.750

One Itow Seeder 12 .200 12,200 5,000 5,000 ~,OOO w,aoo 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,665

Donkey Cultivator 6,500 6,500 ~,OOO 5,000 5,000 5,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 21 ,200 28,240

Ox Cart 40,000 40,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 4,i,OOO 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 65,000 77,500 81,500

I)onkey Cart 22,750 22,750 11,000 11,000 11,000 25,000 28,000 26,000 28,000 28,000 45,000 65,400 13,200

1/ Reportll differ. A price of 3,460 FeFA for the peanut lHtlJr, 90,000 fur the ox cart and 75,000 for the donkey cart wuce reported as the 1II0St
recent lu'icea.

SourcCl: UNCC/CA



Table 3

Annual Capacity o£ 'ONCC Workshops

for Animal Traction Equipment

- Financing

CDABMA
Dosso

Euro-ActiuD

ACREMA
Tahoua

UNSO

UCOMA
Zinder

FED

TOTAL

- . _.._------,--------------_._- -- ... ------------
Agreement

1975 1979 1978

· Main Frame 3.000 3,000 6,000

· 10" Plow 3,000 500 3,500

· Cultivators 3,000 3,000 6~OOO

Ridgers 3,000 500 3,500

Sweeps/Peanut Lifter 3,000 3,000 6,000

Donkey Cultivators 500 1,000 1,500

Seeders 2,000 2,000

· Oxen Carts 1,000 1,500 3,000 5,500

· Donkey Carts 1,000 1,500 1,000 3,500



ESTIMATES OF ANIMAL TRACTION EQUIPMENT ON FARMS IN NIGER - 1980

CHARRE'fTES /CAR'l's!1 CUARRUE/PLOW HOUE/DONKEY CULT. CANADIENNE/OX. cuvr SFJ1QIRLSEgpER :BUT'rOI!!LRIDGER

CENSUS~j ES'l,.l/ CENSUS ES1'. CENSUS EST. CENSUS EST. CENSUS ES1'. CENSUS EST.

lffa 93 217 72 133 62 113 0 0 0 0 0 0

OS80 412 1720 115 556 51 175 10 52 10 10 16 33

uradi 1203 3380 852 2559 624 1948 564 1922 441 1415 336 1309

iamey 356 1239 178 641 126 336 105 472 10 10 10 10

ahout! 414 1428 342 1107 166 590 186 756 72 280 135 455

inder 1183 3573 735 2206 430 1251 269 466 574 1257 161 376

~~<--'-~--~-~~~.-'---' ~._-"~--

/ Oxell and donkey carta not separated

/ Census Figures from 1980 Agricultural Census of 172 villages

,j Es timates are expanded from census figures for ent,ire country.



'fABLE lL(cont.)

'fOTAL VILI.AGES P}i~RCENT TOTAL EST. POP.
VILLAGES CENSUSED CENSUS POI)ULATION VILLAGE-

'l'otsl Niger 9993 772 7.725 5,098,421

Diffa 835 81 9.7 166,141 200

D0880 1214 118 9.72 692,811 570

Maradi 2285 150 6.56 944,288 393

Niamey 1512 144 9.52 1,171,101 626

Taboua 1170 113 9.66 994,481 823

I Zinder 2977 166 5.57 1,003,148 317
Ul
N
I Agadez - 124,657- -

Sourr.:e: 1980 Agricultural Census, GON, MUR, FAO; 1977 Population Census.



The 1980 Agricultural Census (Recensement Agricole Au Niger 1980,

MDR, Services des Statistiques, FAO) included information on existence of

agricultural equipment. Using a weighted sample of 112 villages in the six

Departments covering the agricultural zone, the census identified the num-

bers and distribution of carts (charrettes), plows (charrues), donkey

cultivators (houes), oxen cultivators (cultivaceurs), seeders (semoirs) and

ridgers (buttoirs). Tables Annex I show the census breakdown by national,

Departmental and Arrondissement levels. Table 4 gives national estimates

of equipment in use in 1980 extrapolated from the 1980 census by expansion.

The figures below from Tables 1 and 4 compare che quantities of equipment

sold between 1965 and 1980 with che estimated numbers by the 1980 census.

Table 5

Comparison of units sold 1965-1980 with estimates of units on farms 1980

Quantity Sold
1965-1980,

UNCC/CA
Estimated Quantity

on Farms 1980
% of

Quantity Sold

CHARETTES!CARTS 15,940 11,551

CHARRUE/PLOW 7,913 7,202

HOUE/DONKEY CULTI. 1,978 4,399

CULTIVATEUR/
OXEN CULTIVATOR 9,808 6,114

SEMOlR/SEEDER 2,986 3,032

BUTTOlR/RIDGER 4,438 2,183

-53-

72.5

91.0

222.0

62.3

101.5

49.2



It should be pointed out that when applying the weights in making the
.

estimates they were applied at the Departmen~ level and not the arrondisse-

~ level. This has probably skewed the distribution which may account

for some of the questionable values of the estimates. These are particular-

ly noticeable for donkey cultivators and ridgers. Other factors may.also be

at work. For example, the donkey cultivator was probably extended to

farmers more than other equipment before 1965. Many donkey plows were

fabricated locally by village blacksmiths and private metal workers. For

example, blacksmiths were trained at Dosso, Madarounfa and Tara and were

making quite serviceable donkey cultivators. Charlick noted also that in

Southern Zinder fully 1/4 of farmers had bought equipment from private

merchants (Charlick 1974).

In the case of ridgers it seems somewhat unlikely that such a low

percentage would be on farms in 1980. It is true that distribution of

ridgers peaked in 1977/78 and has been declining since chat cime. This

means a larger percentage of sales were in earlier periods chan for some

other eqUipment and many may have worn out: and been discarded. The ridger

is a somewhat specialized piece of equipment and it is very difficult to

use. Its use is genera1.1y confined to heavy valley soil. areas and for

special. crops. Sales have l.ikely dropped off as the supply was adequate

to meet the l.imited demand for the specia1ized areas (for example, it is

the least owned piece of equipment in the 3 M project. See Table 6).

In the case of seeders, it appears that the estimates are fairly

highe They indicate that either a large number of seeders were sold

before 1965 and. most (or all) of the seeders sold are still in use. Give."'l

that almost all seeders are found in Zinder and Maradi, statistical aber-

rations would have to occur at the arrondissement levels. This is



possible~ as noted in Table ~, where most of the seeders in Zinder are

located in Matameye.

The census data reinforce the assumption that the development

projects and cash crops are closely linked to the distribution of animal

traction equipment. In some areas of Maradi, Zinder and Tahoua~ where

peanuts and cotton are concentrated, use of plows, cultivators, seeders and

peanut lifters concentrate. In the sandier, drier areas ot' where they hav<:

been promoted, donkey cultivators are more noticeable. Generally the pat­

tern is rainfall specific for cultivation equipment with secondary

concentrations in the valleys such as the Maja, Dallols such as Bosso and

Maouri, and in the Niger River valley. Oxen and donkey carts are less

specific to crop production zones, indicating a more universal acceptance

for rural transport.

-55-



Table 6

Agricultural Equipment Ownership and Condition*

Per Cent of Farms Owning

Mirriah Matamye Magaria Project

Seeder 3.2% 21.2% 2.3% 7.1%
(0) (0) (0) (0)

Donkey cart 0.1% 5.3% 1.1% 1.9%
(0) (0) 50% (14.3%)

Rayonneur 11.6% 18.6% 23.4% 17.5%
(13.6%) (14.3%) (26.8%) (20.2%)

Peanut-lifter- 4.7% 15.9% 3.4% 6.9%
'...eeder (11.1%) (5.5%) (0) (6.1%)

Donkey-hoe 0.2% 6.2% 0.6% 1.9%
(0) (42.9%) (0) (33.3%)

Ridger 1.6% 0 2.3% 1.5%
(33.3%) (0) (0) (12.5%)

Plow 3.7% 15.0% 6.3% 7.3%
(0) (5.9%) (0) (2.9%)

Ox cart 8.4% 24.8% 9.1% 12.5%
(12.5%) (10.7%) (6.2%) (10.0%)

Canadian 5.3% 8.0% 5.1% 6.0%

(multicultivator) (20.0%) (22.2%) (0) (13.8%)

* % of equipment showing heavy use

Source: GON - Projet Productivitie Zinder (3-m) 1979
Rapport Semistri1 d' Evaluation
(MARS), mimeo; FED Niamey



B. Utilization of Animal Traction

Very few studies have been undertaken to determine the actual use of

animal traction equipment in Niger. In Maradi in 1982, 28 pairs of oxen

were observed. Table j gives the breakdown on these traction units.

Notable is the fact that on average, including off season transport, the

average team worked only 148 hours during the year. This would indicate

working only 37 four-hour days. Teams on average did only 2.9 hectares

of soil preparation, but contrary to many other studies, spent about 50%

of their time (70 hours) at weeding, covering on average 4.1 hectares, or

17 hours per hectare.

In Zinder, a study in the 3-M project did not record time or acreage

cultivated with anima1 traction. Rather, they observed equipment and

determined the percentage of equipment showing heavy use. Unfortunately,

given that we do not know the age of equipment or the type of soil worked,

it is difficult to determine much from the study about how intensively

equipment is used. The Table (6) shows a very different distribution of

equipment than does the 1980 agricultural census. Thus it is not certain

if'the study was a representative sample or not.

In Niamey Department, the NOD project studies 107 ex-trainees

concerning their use of technical themes. Overall the results (Table 8)

indicate that almost 60% of the ex-trainees used the scarifiage, 53% did

the first weeding with animal traction and 40% the second. However, the

data does not include hours worked or surface cultivated.

The general ~pression one gets from these limited studies is that

even among those using animal traction, the use is not extensive.



TABLE 1

Animal Traction

Results of Monitoring 28 Oxen Teams

OPERATION
SolI

Preparation r- Seeding --I Weeding I ~~;~~~g ,
I f - -I- ---lit

Surface Worked (has)

Average
Spread

I 2. 9 ~ 1.OJ____ 4 •1 I .4 l
o to 10.5 0 to 4.3 ~O to 11.2 0 to 1.8

--- ----- , 1 --+ l---t

%of Oxen Teams
having worked (has)

o 18.0
-2 50.0
2-4 18.0
+4 14.0

~-.,._---------_. --..--i----.------~-

Time of Operation
(hours!ha)

has % has % 1 has %

0 39.0 0 10.0 0 23.0
-1 18.0 -4 50.0 -1 0
1-_ 18.0 4-8 18.0 1-2 17.0
... 2 25.0 +8 22.0 +2 0

-i--

Average
Spread ·~·-~--'~:·9~r·~2is. f-"-l--'-t~jO~~ lU-i 7. ~7;~ 48. 3 I 9 ~~510

-_.-----~-- +. <O__._. ~__.......-.--- I I -

Total average tillle worked
by an oxen team

(hours) 27 10 70 4
~"~ "_~ '_'_._._. ._.•A_~__. ---_·•••· ~_._l ~_ _ --_--ill-- _



TABLE 8

The Proportion of Ex-Stagiaires Utilizing
the Improved Cultural Practices by Technique

Niamey Department Productivity Project

bO
Ul r-l 1::1 r-l

'U tll .... ell
OJ 'U 0 c:l 0

OJ OJ OJ •.-1
.~ .~ III

N til <U OJ ~
OJ.... <U 00 til OJ .c:: 4.J

til "0 'U «l -I-J .d f-t .d 1::1 ell
OJ .... ,ri +J l>, «l o 00 000 0 .g~OJ -I-J tJ tH tJ +J <U .c.: OJ c::= H ::! .~

....
r-t 0 'M 'M OJ 'ri H p.. ~ '.-1 QJ -I-J

~
Qt ....

H t OJ 00 H H Ul a 11) lIS 'l:J Po 'l:J llJ ~eCIt r-t § «l H d 0 QJ 4J OJ 0 'l:JOJ 4.l ~
OJ OJ 0 o eu )!! .c.: H III OJ H ~ OJ

~
0 (!)ClS

~ til til r.z.. til ut=\ Ilf ::> .-1:3 Ili N:3 I:-l ~r.z.._.
ARRONDISSEMgNl'

Filingue 1982 37 81 62 35 38 37 1l 6 27 22 19 8 29 67

Kola 1982 35 77 83 66 74 91 37 29 54 63 29 0 54 88

OuallalU 1982 35 94 63 86 74 80 40 34 80 86 74 40 68 63

TOTALS 107 84 89 59 62 76 29 21 53 56 40 16 52 71



TABLE 9

The Cumulative Proportion (or Percentage) of Ex-stagiaires Wbo
Used at l.east One Approved Agronomic Practice on Millet for 1982

Niamey Department Productivity Project

Number of
ex-stagiaires ---------------- 1.'he Number of Techniques Applied ---------------
who applied

Arrondissement __) Technique I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11- .- - - -------

Filingue 37 100 73 51 38 27 24 22 16 8 5 3

Kolo 35 100 97 94 86 69 63 46 19 9 6 a

Ouallam 35 100 94 91 86 86 86 14 60 40 26 11

All Arrondissements
Total 107 100 88 79 69 60 57 47 35 19 12 5

_.~,,-----,-,""" --------_._ .._-



A more comprehensive study of the Maradi Depart:ment reported in the

1981/82 Rapport DtActivities covered 4 7 280 farmers. Of this group, they

owned 5,271 pairs of oxen of which 4,321 had worked during the season. The

average pair of oxen had worked 7.35 hectares; 5.64 hectares on the owner's

farm 7 and 1.71 hectares off the fazm. The same year, 817 pa;rs of oxen were

covered in a study of ex-trainees of CPT's and CFJA's.This group was part

of the total of 1,119 people trained by the Maradi project, of which 1,040

had been equipped with animal traction. For the most part it appears that

the difference between those equipped and those c.overed in the study (79% of

those equipped were included in the study) was that the latter were in vil-

lages covered by extension agents. However, a certain nurJber (unspecified)

had left the area. Of the group studied 7 17% had worked during the season

(60% of those originally equipped). However, oo1.y 68% of the animals owned

by the 1980 class had worked. It appears that this was p!"i1;!48.rlly because

che oxen were too young or poorly trained. It is clear from the data that

the older the animals are the more work they accomplish. According to the

year of graduation, the results show the following:

Class

1980
1979
1978
1977

Surface Worked in Hectares

5.7
7.5
8.2
9.5

This factor would be of extreme tmportance to the cash flaw position of the

farmer and hence the credit program that is designed.



c. Economic Returns to Animal Traction

The economics of owning animal traction units is not well understood in

Niger. If the data given in Table 7 included total first weeding on millet~

then it would indicate almost 62 six-hour labor days saving over the 1978

manual weeding for a model farmer studied at the INRAN Tarna station given

in Table 11. If other work was available (i.e.~ an opportunity for wage or

productive employment) then the labor time saved could be valued from 31,000

to 62~OOO CFA. Additionally~ if the scarifiage adds 20% to yields as

reported in certain cases, then on the 2.9 hectares prepared~ assuming it

was all planted in millet and normally yielded 400 kgs./ha., the farmer

would increase production from 1,160 kgs. to 1,390 kgs. That increase of

230 kgs. at official prices (80 CFA) would be worth 18,400 CFA. A low yield

increase would probably be 10%~ for a value of 9,200 CFA. Thus the gains to

the average farmer in the liaradi study would be:

Labor saving
Yield Increase

TOTAL

Low Est:imate

31,000
9,200

40,200

High Est;im.ate

62,000
18,400

80,400

This, however, is probably an overestimate of the labor saved in weeding.

It would assume that no hand labor was employed in addition co the animal

traction. Ihis assumption is probably invalid, as farmers will probably

need to do some hand weeding, particularly if they or the oxen are not

accustomed to weeding.

It does seem clear from the 1981 data in Maradi that animal traction.

does shift farms from deficit t::> surplus in labor. Table 10 gives the

relationship of animal traction farms to manual cultivation farms for three

farm classes. The net gains range from eight hours for the one-two worker



TABLE 10

Exchang~ of Labor Between Farms

~
v
t

Ha

An

._-_._-----------_•.._,.,----_.-,..---------
Farul Type Hours of Labor Supplied/Received

--

By
Number Number 1 Received Average

By Type of of of Furnished From Balance per Farm
Cultivation Workers Farms Off Farm Off Farm 1 2 1 2

nd Cultivation 1-2 13 64 326 262 20
3-4-5 36 728 1,225 497 14

6 et + 12 1,002 1,127 125 10
Subtotal 61 1,794 2,678 884 14

...,._~~---- --

lm81 Traction 1-2 3 101 137 36 12
Cultivation 3-4-5 19 1,069 561 508 27

6 et + 17 457 109 348 20
Subtotal 39 1,627 807 820 21

--_._'-'''----==----- .

Source: Projet Marad!, Rapport D'Actlvities 1982/83



'l'AB'LE 11

Work Times for the Pilot PeatJant of Tarns (hours per ha) 1978-82

Millet Peanut - ...,------ Cowpea-_....-.'_ .._-----, ~_ ...__.._~.-"'-_ ....,.,,--.
"'.--~

1918 1979 1980 1981 1978 1979 1980 1981 1979 1980 1981

Land clear ing 6 54 27 21 16 152 34 16 139 52 20

Ii'ert 11iz111g 3 2 5 8 23 3 4 2 3 4 3

Scarifiage 33 23 34 19 33 30 24 16 182 43 31

Seed ing - manual 63 31 29 25 168 128 218 40 49

- seeder 23 1.0 24 14

Thinning 59 65 70 56

[,'irst weed,ing 116 30 65 18 160 245 323 119 58 52 154

Second weeding 53 52 52 51 88 201 151 183 87 92 33

Third weeding 17 67

l:Ipray1ng 1 - 3 - - 11

Harvest 171 176 130 190 346 126 138 241 725 722 105

Threshing 167 149 114 62 123 498

Total (hourt:l) 504 433 413 1.05 804 1,055 1,041 804 1.316 1.119 889

6-!U:llll: dayti 84 72 69 68 134 176 173.5 134 219 186 148

'{J aIds (kg/hu) 926 1,930 1,530 1,713 592 738 688 1 t 245 876 972 1,413

lta!uf,H1 479.5 556.4 507.1 412.9

Source: FEUD Project Paper



class to 30 hours for the six-and-over class and 41 hours for the three-four-

five class. At 1,000 CFA/man-day (six-hour day) net gains woul.d range from.

1,500 to 1,000 CFA per farm.

There appears to be tremendous variabUity in the amount of work done

on the farm by anima1 traction users as well as custom field work and

haul.1ng. Obvi.ously a great part of th:i.s variability is due to age and

experience of the animals and experience of the farmers. This certainly is

implied by the data on ex-trainees in Maradi. Other factors involved would

be opportunities for outside work or transport. For example, the data for
-

Mardi indicate that the greatest demand for hire farm work is for ridging

(48% of custom work). This work, however, would be specific to certain

crops and certain areas; usually better watered soils and for garden crops,

sugar cane, maize, etc. In the irrigated areas such as the Niger River

Valley \I the reported cost of hiring oxen for plowing .:.s 19 \I 000 CFA per

hectare. If the same rate applies in Maradi, then the average of 1:7 has.

work.ed in the zone would net 32,300 CFA per team.



D. Farm Type

In the study conducted in the Maradi Project zone in 1981, a bias

toward farms with more workers and larger areas using animal traction. is

noted. There is also greater use of animals in the heavier rainfall zones.

This is consistent with the findings in the Eastern ORD of Upper Volta.

Ho~ever, whether larger farms are more able to buy and maintain animal

traction units, or farm size expands because of animal traction was not

determined in either study.

Table 12 shows the breakdown of animal traction versus manual

cultivation by farm class and rainfall zone in the Maradi area.

Be.rrett, et al., "Ani..ma.l Traction in Eastern Upper Volta: A Ted:mi.c.al
Economic. and Institutional. Analysis, n USAID, MSU.

Republic du Niger, MOR, Projet de Develloppement Rural de Maradi, "Report
Annuel D'Evaluation, Campagn Agric.ole 1982/83.



TABLE 12

Fa~ Types in Maradi Project Zone 1981

Rainfall mm
year 550 450-550 -450 Total

Arrondissemenc
Type Number of Madrounfa & Rest
of of Dist. of Dodori of Dist. of Project

Farm Workers & Gab. Gazaoua Zone c.'trafane Zone

Hand
Cultivation 1-2 10 11 2 23

3-4-5 16 21 4 {~l

6 & over 9 16 3 28

Animal
Traction 1-2

3-4-5 2 1 3

6 & over 3 2 5

Total 40 51 9 100

Source: Project Maradi



Even though animal traction is not seen in the northern zone,. the farm

size and area per worker increase as you move north.

Surface Surface
~ Rainfall Hectares/person Hectares/farm

South 550 + .73 4.80

Center 450-550 .89 7.22

North -450 1.10 10.35

This indicates that the larger farms in the higher rainfall and generally

denser populated zones are the animal traction adopters. The farms with

animal traction had about 1/3 more land than those farms using manual

cultivation (8.67 has • ., versus 6.35 has.).

One problem that has continually hindered the adoption of animal trac-

tion has been the preferen~e of fazmers for intercropping. Despite the

efforts made to encourage purecropping the study showed only a partial decline

from 1977 to 1982., 87% intercropped versus 75%.

The increased value of cultivation lo7ith animal traction is not clear in

the Maradi area. Although yi~ld increases are given for farms using animal

traction., this may also be the results of other factors in the farming system.

For example., in analyzing the various techniques and their impact on produc-

tion the project lists the effects of the following:

1) Fields close to the village (Karkara) had on average 27% better

yields than fields away from the village (Maisso). Factors contributing to

this were:

a) Earlier seeding dates for the close fields with 61% seeded before

June 15 versus 45% of the more distant fields;

b) Better care. 12% of the fields near the village were judged to be

badly cared for as opposed to 27% of the others;



c) Fertilization.. 15% of the near fields versus 8% of further fields

received chemic.al fertilizer;

d) 39% of the near fields had received organic fertilizer as opposed

to 9% of the further fields.

2) Gandu (collecti'l1.E; fields cont.l'olleQ by 'the head of family) had

greater yields by 35% than the Gamana (fields farmed by individual family

members) fields. In addition to higher amounts of labor input on Gandu

fields, they also are more heavily fertilized. 21% of Ganciu fi~lds received

fertilizer versus 3% of Gamana.

3) Seeding d.ates also affected the yields, but this factor was not

consistent in the study_

4) Field care shows positive correlation with yields (usually meaning

clean weeding) and is even more pronounced where fertilizer has been applied.

5) Finally, both chemical fertilizer and organic fertilizer show

positive responses. Use of chemical fertilizer shewed an increase of 287 kgs.

of grain or 71% greater than the non-fe=~ilized fields. Organic fertilizer,

while not evenly distributed on the fields and of unknown quantities, showed

a 47% increase in yields.

Although the data is broken down by type of field, type of fertilizer,

etc., as noted above, the data does not differentiate yields from manual

cultivated versus animal traction cultivated fields for the same categories.

However~ ~trapolating from the data where comparisons are possible, increase!

of cereals production per hectare, and per worker are evident. However, as

we do not know the relative employment of other practices and inputs, it is

difficult to determine the relative product share that should be attributed

to animal traction.



One problem that is always present when analyzing this type of data is

the cross correlations inherent in the data. In a report by the CLUB DU

SAHEL an estimation was made of the impact of various cultural practices on

crop yields. Table 13 shows that animal traction should give yield increases

of 40% and 50%, respectively, for millet and sorghum, 65% for niebe, 60% for

peanuts and 70% on cotton. Fran Stier* cites the results of a pilot farmer

at Tama for the period 1978-81 equipped with animal traction. Yiel~s

obtained in that trial would tend to support the estimates of the CLUB DU

SAHEL study** (from which it is likely they obtained their estimates). How­

ever, Stier rightly notes that this farmer was in an ideal situation where

inputs were readily available when needed, equipment maintenance and repairs

were available, and technical assistance was virtually unlimited. As was

noted in the Maradi data, these results are never obtained on the average

farm. One of the major constraints to the use of animal traction appears to

be in the a~perience of the farmer and the oxen in undertaking various acti­

vities of the crop production cycle. Stier's data on the Tarna pilot farmer

support the Upper Volta studies which show that it takes several years before

faDIlers master certain techniques, most notably weeding. This was also

apparently the reason that the Maradi CPR/CFJA graduates significantly

increased the acreage cultivated each year after receiving their oxen,

although part of that must certainly have been related to the age and strength

of the animals. Land preparation (in the Tama case, scarifiage) is usua.ll.y

the first techni.que learned and the most employed. First weediilg in cereals

is mastered only after oxen are better trained and farmers have more

* FEED, P.P., op.cit.

** OECD, CILSS, CLUB DU SAHEL, "Developpement Des Cultures Pluviales Au



Table 13 Effects of the Technical Themes
on Yields

Increase of Yields in %
From Technical Practices

MILLET SORGHUM COWPEAS PEANUTS COTTON

Improved Hand Cultivation
selected seed % 20 20 20 20 20
timely seeding 25 25 20 20 20
plant density 50 50 40 40 40
rotation/pure

cultivation 20 20 70
mineral fertilizer 50 50 40 40 40
use of insecticide ..__-=--________iQ_____ - _____!t.U_

Total increase % 165 165 230 120 170

so

240170295215205

40 50 20 15
25 25____=- -= -20. ~4Q_. 4L

%

%
Animal Traction

plOWing
weeding
seeding

Total accumulated
increase

Expected Yields (in kg/ha) from
The Various Levels of Intensification

MILLET SORGHUM COWPEAS PEANUTS COTTON

Traditional Cultivation 400 415 2601
450 300

Actual Average yields 400 415 260 450 300
Improved Hand Cultivation

Expected Average Yield 2 700 750 700 600 800
Maximum possible Yield 1060 1050 858 990 870

Animal Traction
Expected Average Yield 2 1000 1100 1000 900 1200
Maximum possible yield 1,220 1310 1030 1215 1460

(1) The actual average yield is only 260 kg, the major part of
production is in intercropping with cereals.

(2) This is the average actual yield multiplied by the percentage
increase corresponding to the application of all the Themes
of Intensification.

Source: Cn.SS



confidence in themselves and their oxen. This can be seen in the reduction

in time for these two operations for the Tarna farmer. Although millet and

cowpeas show a reduction in labor time required over the four years~ peanuts

appear to require about the same labor input. This is largely because no

improvement in weeding is gained in peanut cultivation with animal traction.

Farmers do not generally weed peanuts using animals because of the much

denser plant population. The benefit of using the mechanical seeder can be

seen in the labor savings on cowpeas and peanuts~ but again it is a practice

limited to those crops.

Any reduction in labor requir~ents for crop cultivatio~ accruing

througj the use of animal traction can give benefits either through increased

acreage planted or through increased income from other uses of the saved

time. The other benefit of animal traction is through its contribution to

improved yields.

Size of farm determin~d by acreage per farm worker was noted by Stier

as about 10% higher for animal tracticn farms. Barrett, et ale support

that finding from their study in Upper Volta. In Maradi, however, this is

true only for the group of farms hav~g 3-5 farm laborers where 20% co 30%

more land was cultivated. For farms having six or more workers~ land per

worker was 8%-12% lower on animal traction farms. This is due to the fact

that size of families was not proportionace to land holdings which was the

case in Upper Volta.

Use of equipment varies greatly with experience and type of farm as

well as with the farming system. As was noted above, intercropping is the

favored practice of Niger's (read Sahelian) farmers. The technique allows

farmers to adjust to rainfall as the season develops and to avert risk. It



also seems to be economically sound. Norman. et a1. found. for example. that

in Northern Nigeria intercropping (cultures associees) gave a product value

35% higher than was the case for pure cropping. The return to labor in inter-

cropping exceeded pure cropping by 28%. The practice of intercropping frus-

trates the attempts at introduction of animal traction. The tendency is to

plant millet first in relatively thin stands, often two meters between rows

and hills. If rains are adequate the farmers will interplant peanuts, cow-

peas, cotton or voandsou between the ro~s and hills. With this system it is

often impossible to use animal traction for weeding, a practice that would

be necessary if farm acreage were to expand.

The Maradi project found that on average animal traction farmers were

net suppliers of labor and non-animal traction farmers- were net demanders.

McIntire analyzed six sites in Upper Volta where animal traction was

used. The analysis was a technique of partitioning the effects of animal

traction into yield, area, cropping pattern and labor shares. He found that

animal traction reduced yields in as many cas/'s as it raised yields. Animal

traction did not generally increase or decrease net income. Impact on

cropping patterns was unimportant. In only one site was net income favorably

increased. McIntire did find that area effects of ..nimal traction were large

when comparing farms (3/8 larger area was cropped per farm on animal traction

farms) but at best only 15% larger when expr2ssed as area per family member.

At four of six sites he found animal traction households cropped less land

Republi.que du Ni.ger, INRAN, Departement de Recherches en Economie Rurale,
"Etude Sur Les Sustem De Production, Unites De Production Agricole
Exper.imentales, Premiere Annee D' Intervention Dans L'Arronndissem.ent De
Fili.ngue, 1982," Mars, 1982. The study notes that sarclages (weeding)
were always the bottleneck and used from 49% to 63% of the labor time.



per person than did hand cultivation households. This would tend

to support the assumption that large farm units adopt animal

traction rather than animal traction contributing to increases in

farm acreage.

In the analysis it appeared that a significant reduction in

labor occurred in cultivation. Labor intensity of cultivat.ion

declined at least 11% in four of the six sites. In all cases

labor intensity declined and in one site by as much" as 40%. In

other sites, however, the decrease was as little as 1.5%. In the

latter case the small labor savings ocurred because harvest time

was such a large part of total labor that it outweighed any other

benefits. Generally McIntire concludes that animal traction has

no large general effect on labor input Per person.

E. Future Demand for Animal Traction

Two things will impact on the demand for animal traction

equipment. These are unit prices and credit availability. Both

seem to be having a depressing effect on current sales. The

prices of equipment to the farmer were raised for ox and donkey

carts in 1981 and for other equipment in 1982 (see Table 2). This

was also the time when sales of equipment peaked (see Table 1)

and began to decline. Even the figures in Table 1 are somewhat

misleading. These figures represent equipment that was moved out

of the Central d'Approvissenment. However, in the last two years,

projects have begun accumulating some stocks, so actual placement

with farmers may be somewhat lower.

Price is probably less significant as a demand regulating

factor than credit. Because of the poor repayment rate of some

cooperatives and a shortage of funds at the CNCA, credit for



animal traction has been stopped. Th,e share of the impact on

sales between price and credit is impossible to discern. However,

one can assume that credit has been the major factor when a

review of farm budgets and sources of cash is done. Even with

credit, most analysts conclude that the impact of animal traction

on farm cash flow is negative over the first five years, often

overcome only when the increased value of the oxen is converted

into cash in the fifth year. Even with the most basic unit of

main beam, cultivator, peanut lifter and ox cart the 1983 prices

reach 106,730 FCFA. Adding 160,000 for a team of oxen, and mis-

cellaneous pieces such as a yoke, chain, etc., the total unit

would cost about 275,000 FCFA. For the average farmer, with a per

capita GOP of about 60,000 FCFA,* this represents 65% of the

average farm family GOP. Even if average domestic savings reached

10%, it would require 6.5 years to accumulate the savings needed

for the initial unit. Three things may work to offset this nega-

tive cash flow. First, The added cash income that an owner of a

unit may get from hiring out to cultivate other farmer's fields,

or transport goods with his cart, may well cover the amortization

costs of a unit. This was evident for farmers doing custom plow-

ing in 1:he irrigated areas along the Niger Ri ver, and for farmers

doing cartage in the Tara!Gaya area. Secondly, if a farmer can

find cash. employment for himself or family members, the labor

savings in farm cultivation could be turned into cash income to

cover loan repayments. Finally, farm production and income could

* Based on 1982 National GOP minus modern sector divided by rural
population. The Preliminary raw data of. Eliot Berg, Associates'
Niger Grain Marketing study would indicate that this figure is
considerably higher, at least in theitr farmer sample.



rise either directly because of better farming practices with
~

animal traction, or due to freeing up labor for more intensive

employment on tasks that have yield raising effects.

The price ofanimal traction equipment to the farmer was

lowered in 1973 as was noted in Table 2. With the exceptiono£

the carts, for which prices were raised in 1976, equipment costs

were held constant until 1982. The price of oxen, however, in-

creased about 400% from 1971 to 1983. The result has been an

increase in the oxen share of the total traction unit from 38%

to 60%. Although the cost of oxen has been steadilly rising, due

to domestic and export demand for beef, holding equipmen~ prices

relatively stable has meant that the cost of an animal tr~ction

unit has risen from a 1971 index of 100 to a 1983 index of 260,

as can be seen in Table 14.
-

During the same 1971 to 1983 period, the farmgate prices for

most major crops in Niger has risen dramatically. As can be seen

in Table 14, the index of crop prices has risen more than the

index of animal traction units. Table 15 relates this to kilo-

grams of each commodi ty required to purchase a unit of animal

(oxen) traction. With the exception of 1916,which sawa sharp

increase 1n the price of oxen and carts, a general downward

trend can be observed.

For the farmer, the cash outfl.ow for animal traction must be

covered by cash inflows from conunodity sales. Converting prices

and average expected yields over the period, Table 15 indicates

the cultivated surface (in hectares)
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HEl.A'I'IONfilllll BI::'I'WEEN_ CROP ~D ANIMAL 'fRAC'l'lON

KAIII'OK'I' I::N'I'KE GUl.1'UKES 1::1' THAC'CION ANlMAl.ES

1971 1972 .!.ill .ill!!. 1915 1976 1911 19'18 ll!:1 1980 ill! 1982 19ti)

KlI.OCRAHS 0... COMMOI» 'CV RIU)U 1KI::D '1'0 l'URCIIASE ~ COHPl.E'l'l:: A,1'. UN IT
(KHogr1JDl9 dUt! l,roduJL nCCtl/Hiaire aclu.ltt!r Ull U.C.A. Cl.!lIlplct)

Mil/IIlJlht 3.569 2.294 1.696 2,581 2.123 2.339 1.736 1,475 1,620 1.620 2.020 2.990 31 416
ArachJde/t>hellcd

gruundnuta 4.518 4.388 2.750 1,164 1.1604 2.t Stili 2.058 1,893 2,160 2.160 2.623
tHebe / cowpcaa 5,265 3.829 2,200 2,425 2,425 4.133 4.7J:i 3,156 3.600 3.600 3,6&7
Rb./rlce 4.898 4.898 2.561 2,171 2,171 3.641 3,641 3,156 3,600 2.492 2.866 2.990 3.217
Coton/cotton 3.510 3,290 2,406 2.064 2.064 3.021 2.582 2,290 2,61.3 2.613 2.525

~--~---~~.

lIECTARES C/' llROOUCTLON RE()UIKI::D '1'0 l'URCHASE A COHPLEU 1.1'. UNIT
(Surface en production nectltilHilre achcter Ull U.e.A. cOlllpleq I!Il hectares)

\

Mil/wi llet 8.9 5.7 4.2 6.5 5.3 5.8 4.3 3.7 4.0 4.0 5.0 7.5 8.5
(400 kgti./hlJ.)
Arachide/llhl.ll1cd

pt,lunutll (300
kgl.l./ha.) 15.3 14.6 9.2 5.9 5.9 8.6 6.9 6.3 7.2 7.2 8.1

Nlube/cowluWS
(750 kQti./ha.) 21.1 15.3 8.8 9.7 9.7 18.9 18.9 12.6 14.4 14.4 14.1
Rlz/r1ce
(1~00 kgl:l./ha.) 3.3 3.3 1.7 1.8 1.8 2.4 2.4 2.1 2.4 1.7 1.9 2.0 2.1
Cotonl COUOII

(500 kga./ha.) 7.0 6.6 4.8 4.1 4.1 6.0 5.2 4.6 5.2 5.2 5.1



hectares) required~ by commodity, to pay for an animal traction unit. This

1s depicted graphically by commodi.ty in Figure 1. Thi.s indicates that the

ratio of cost to income for aniJDal traction has generally been improving in

the farmer'·s favor through 1978, with a slight reversal following. *
Sc:;veraJ. things can be extrapolated. from this data. First:, the farmers,

on average, have not experienced adverse terms of trade between producer

priceD and A.I. unit COS't5. Second, some commod1'ties are in a. more favor-

able position to finance animal 'traction than are others. Most notable 1s

rice, which requi~es much less land in production to finance equipment chan

do other crops. Thus, in addition to the subsidies allotted rice farmers

through heavy capital investment, the higher yields at favorable prices

effectively create a subsidy for inputs. Third, millet has demonstrated

effectively an ability to compete with cash crops as a source of financing

for inputs. Fourta, the relationship of commodity prices to anima] trac-

tion inputs should not have had a major depressing effect on demand. The

effect ~f raising the basic animal traction unit to its full cost would be

the following:

COST OF A.T. UNIT 1983

Unsubsidizeci (FCFA) Subsidized

Bati/mainframe

Charrue/plow

Cult. 5

S.S./peanut lifter

Cart/charrette

BOvines/oxen

18,530

19,755

26,994

10,171

96,923

160,000

332,373

6,300

6,715

9,180

3,750

87,500

160 1000

273,445

*The data given for cowpeas (niebe) are official prices. In fact, parallel
market prices nave usually been much higher (see Annex 4). In addition,
cowpeas are almost always intercropped, so the rati'ls of crop to c.ultivated
area are somewhat misleading.
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COMMODITY REQUIRED TO COVER COSTS (Kgs-Has)

Unsubsi.dized Subsidized

!&!... !!!!. !a!- Has

Mil/millet 4,154 10.4 3,418 8.5

l~achide/peanuts 4,154 13.8 3,l,,18 11.1~

R.1z/rice 3,910 2.6 3,211 2.1

Ccton/cotton 4,154 8.3 3,418 6.8

Of course, national yield figures vary tremendously frOl'i1 year to year

and area to area within the year. For example, figures for the 1961-1979

period show sprEk~ds on nation3l averages as follows: millet,3l2-S70 Kgs/Ha;

cowpeas, 72-285; rice (paddy), 1043-2029; peanuts (in shell), 212-887; and

cotton, 356-624. Additionally, we can find cotton yields range from 1000

kgs/Ha in Dosso, to 740 in Tahoua and 450 in Maradi. Millet yields may be

as high as 2000. Rice yields can easily average three tons, and reach ten

tons.

The implications are 'CWo. One, farmers in the southern, more moist

zones will generally receive yields which are more able to cover costs of

the animal traction. Two, as yields decline, area cultivated m.ust increase.

Thus, relatively speaking, farmers in the south can have smaller farms than

those further north, but the largest farms will be favored in both cases.

All things being even, increasing prices to full cost (prix de revient)

will require about 20% more land in any crop to cover the increased costs~

or a 20% increase in yields.

Two problems arise from tae above di~cussion. First, in many areas

the relative share of crop revenues in total revenues can be quite small.

Given that most cereals will be stored for home consumption, their value

is relevant only for surpluses sold. Traditional cash crops such as c~tton

and peanuts have declined in acreage. Crop production as a source of



revenue may in fact be decli;ning. For example, Table A-3 summarized house-

*hold revenue studies in Niger. Only in Maradi where agricultural produce.

accounted for 41% of revenue could the share of revenues earned from crop

production be considered substantial. In. som:: caSefl, these revenues do not

exceed 4% of the total.

At th'S same time, households showing relatively high incomes from

other sources such as cra.fts and commerce may well be better prepared .. to

afford agricultural inputs. 'rnis was often the case in the 1960's when

retired soldiers (ancien combatants) were willing to try animal traction.

However, these households may not feel the need to expand agricultural pro-

duction, or feel a comparative advantage in investments in non-agricultural

endeavors.

!he problem with the cost of the ani"ual traction, even with. subsidies

applied, is the pressure on the outward cash flaws. For example, wit.h the

present credit structure which includes 10% down payment, one year g~ace and

repayment in rour equal installments at 12% interest on the unpaid balance,

the annual payments would be 82,062 FCFA on a subsidized uri.t and 99,375

FCFA on an unsubsidized unit. As can be seen in Table 16, this Q"'ltalls a

total interest payment of 28.5% of the purchase price. Stretching out the

payments, so as to lower the annual payments, could be done. For example,

offering the farmer credit for 10 years (1 year grace and nine equal. pay-

ments) could lower the annual payments on a subsidized unit to 46, 77~ FCFA,

or 56,648 FCFA on an unsubsidized unit. Of course, interest payments would

increase to 171,762 FCFA and 239,023 FCFA, respectively.

Given that we would not expect the oxen to be kept beyond fi.ve years

(Le. t until they have about eig~t years of age):: a ten-year loan vocld

* Appendi.x 3



TABLE 16

Annual Payments for Animal Traction Equipment
10% Down Payment, 12% Interest Compounded
on Rams'fning Balance, 4 Equal Installments

Subsidized as Unsubsidized
in 1983 (lelA) 1983 Prices

Base Unit 25,945 75,45'')
Cart 87,500 96,9;,3
Oxen 160,000 160,000
Yoke, etc. 3,500 3,500

Total Cost 276,945 335,373

10% Down Payment 27,694 33 2 :)37

Balance 249,251 301,836

Annual Payments* 82,062 (FCFA) 99 2375

of which Principal Interest Principal Int:e?:est

Year 2 52,151.88 29,910.12 73,154.68 36,220.32
Year 3 58,410.11 23,651.81 70,733.24 28,,641.16
Year 4 65,419.32 16,642.68 79,221.23 20,15i· 77
Year 5 73,269.64 8,792.36 88,727.78 10,647.22

249,250.95 78,996.97 301,836.93 95,663.07

Down Payment 27,694 33,537
Princi.pal 249,25~ 301.,837
Interest 78,997 95 .. 663

Total Cost 355,942 431,037

*U% annual interest, c.ompow;;.ded on unpaid balanc.e" 4 equal payments,

-82-



present some problems. It would probably be possible to develop a loan that

could roll over the c.red5.t:£or. the first team to the second. Another so11.1­

tion would be to have a "balloon payment" (payment ForFitaire) at the eDd

of five years to cover the principal balance on the oxen.

From data gathered by Sutter and Callion in 1977/78 in the Zinder

Department, it is obvious that there are many other demand.s on c.ash incOM2.

__ Tables ASA & ASb in Appendix 5 gives the breakdown of household expendi.tures.

Obvi.ously non-agricultural family expenditures far exceed agricultural ex­

penditures. In ~anout, 90,100 FCFA out of a total of 104,100 FCFA was

spent on family living ~~penses. In Matameye, the figures are 121,400 FCFA

for family living expens~ out of a total of 159,500 FCFA. Thus, even with

the extended ten-y~ar loan repayment schedule, it may be difficult for ~y

f~~ hou~eholds to ~eet an~ual repayments out of current income.

The result would be that only large or wealthy farmers could afford

the equipment, unless private sources of credi.t were available.

At the present time it does not seem that the total quantities of

~plements have saturated any market. Maradi, where some of the greatest

efforts have been '.lade to encourage animal tract::i.on, only shows about 8::

of farmers owning animal traction units in 1982.

The oppor-cunities for gaining income from c.ustom work. will depend on

the number of units in. a given area.. The pric.e which custom work commands 9

1.e. ~ cost per hectare of plowing or per ton of cart transport, will also

depend on the number of units seeking this type of employment. Income from

custam work~oi'ill dec.line as the saturation level fot' certain types of

equipment in an area is reached. This CQuld happen with carts, for example'9

where animal traction units have been concentrated around irrigated



perimeters. However,. no analysis has ever been made on the demand for

hauling in rural areas. Therefore, we do no t know the level o:lt which the

supply of carts will reduce cartalle fees to an uneconomic level.

With prices increasing and a relatively modest return on investment

from use of animal traction on his own farm, custom work, either from

working land for other farmers or doing hauling, is essential to meet the

large cash flow requirements needed to cover the costs of animals and equip­

ment. With a strong secondar:" demand for custom work, the primary demand

for animal traction could maintain its present level or even increase. For

example, the present ratio of about five hectares of irrigated land for each

unit of animal. traction woul.d mean the owner would do about four hectares of

custom plowing at 15,000-19,000 FCFA per hectare. Cash income would be

between 60,000 and 7~, 000 FCFA pe:: sea.:::'~n. This income should easily allow

the farmer to cover ~he p:tytllE::1.t,s '01': his O;Ken and equipment.

Untll about 1981./82~ t:he m.;",.,;.;;.et s2.tua.'tion appears to have been dominated

by supply constraints. Up u,,:Atil 1~76,. e.11 equipment was imported. Aftar

1976, i.ncreasi.ngl.y, the l.ocal workshops have been able to produce equipment

:in Niger so that presently almost all equipment is produced locally. TIles\!

are, however, mainly assembly S::lCPS vith all materials imported, and most of

these materials in finished form. Therefore" the capacity figures given in

Table 3 are somewhat ~rbitrary. There seems little reason to assume that

capacit.y cou1d not. be great.ly increased if demand. so required.

The major supply constraints are rather the available capital for

importing material&~ and with the present pricing structure~ the total

subsidy available. Because of the anticipated decline or elimjnation of

subsidies from the GON, prices are expected to rise. This will likely se,e



a softening of demand. Because of the supply constraint problems throughout

most of the time series, it is difficult to measure the impact of prices OU

demand. As was noted, prices remained constant from 1973 to 1980. A slight

decline in demand for equipment appears to have occurred when prices began

to rise after 1981/82.

We could, therefore, expect sales to stabilize around the 1982/83

levels if the relative prices of equipment to farm price;:;, dUll income remain

constant and if credit is available. If prices of animal traction

equipment rise to reflect production costs and r'elative to farm product

prices, we can expect a selective but dramatic decline in sales for most

pieces of equipment. The excepcions would be for oxen and donkey carts,

although demand for these may soften as well.

One component of total demand for which we have no information is

repeat purchases. To determine if animal. traction will be an accepted tech­

nology thae wi1l eventually find a place in Niger's agricultural production

method, we need to know what percentage of sales are constituted by sales

of equipment to people who purchased equipment in the past. 'This should

include pieces of equipment that are added to the original units, and

replacement units. Some of the earlier equipment, that sold in the 1960 t s,

should have worn out and need replacement. A true test of farmer'saccep­

'lance of animal traction in his production and management syst_em will be

-Eis willingness to use limited resourcesior a second purchase.

Another test of use of animal traction equipment is the demand for

spare parts. Unfortunately, a maj or weakness of the program in Niger is

that replacement parts are not imported or carried in seock. It is

apparently assumed that parts never break or wear out or that local



blacksmiths can furnish them. Parts should be available, in

stock, at least as far down the system as the cooperative, or be

available from private merchants in small towns who wouldstock

resale. In addition to keeping machinery operating, the

turnover of parts would help to measure demand for equipment.

The estimates for demand are given in Table 17, assuming

1983 prices to the farmer and prix ~ .E.!~ient to the CA.Total

subsidiesrange from about 222 million FCFA to 283 million FCFA.

Financial pressure on the CA to cover this subsidy has been eased

somewhat by a loan from the African Development Bank. This loan

covers foreign exchange costs of raw materials and components.

The impact of raising prices on demand is difficult to

measure because supply constraints were evident throughout most

of the data period. Therefore, impacts on future demand are hard

to predict. However, the trend 1 ines over the past three years

would indicate that sales of some uni ts such as plows and

canadiens would decline markedly and the bati would drop sales to

arounmd 700-850 units. Only charettes appear as though they would

continue to be sold, at quantities of around 2,000 for

thecharette bovine.

However, for farmers buying a unit including plow,

cultivator, mainbeam and oxen cart, along with two oxen, an

initial downpayment of 30,679 FCFA will bL requiree. Annual

payments for the next four years would be 102,268 FCFA. Adding

feed costs; heal th costs, insurance, approximately 120,000 FCFA

per year will be added to farmer's outward cash flow each year.

For farmers that can do custom cui ti vation, such as in the

86



lABU: 17

Aasumed Salud of Units at 19~) Prices with Credit
Salell lncolle

Tocal COliC Subsidy
Quantity· Coue Total Subvention
Quanchie Delivery Price (000 FCFA) Sale Price (000 fCrA)

low htah Pelt de low hlab Prix : iab low hiah
Baa Haun Ihwlent Ba. Hautl CelUlton B ..•utl aa• Hautl

ln FUlI••1
1:1 de 10,.. 2,500 3.500 18.530 44.325 64.855 6.JOO lS.750 22.050 30.575 42.805

I" Plowl
I.true 10" 1.000 1.750 19.756 19.755 34,573 6.715 6.715 ll,7U 13.040 22,802

~

~ooth Culelvacorl ,
It. S lIenn 2.500 2,750 26.994 67.485 74.234 9.180 22.950 25,245 44.535 48.989

l'ooth Cultivatorl
lit. 3 Dantl 2.500 2,800 16.581 41.453 46.427 5.635 14.088 15.778 27.366 30.649

'••p-Peanut LUter I
iUl~Sulev.u,. 1.500 2.945 10.171 15.257 29.954 3.460 5.190 10.190 10.067 19.764

Itto1r/l1daar 500 950 10.900 5.450 10,. J5S 3.750 1.875 3.561 3.575 6.793

,okey Cult lvatorl
IU'" Aeina. 1.000 1.650 21.113 21.111 34.836 12.665 12.665 20.897 8,448 13.939

iIIO.lna/Saader 1.~SO 1.800 56,475 93.184 101.6SS 28,240 46.596 . 50,832 46.588 50,823

, Cntl
••rr.cta. lovina l,elO 4,000 96,923 369,927 387,692 to.000 342,900 360,000 27.021 27,692

,nklY Cartl
••cre"•• Ado.. 1,675 2,800 81,750 136.931 228,900 15,000 125,625 210,000 11.306 18.900

,tal Subvention
'cal Subl1dy 222,527 283,167

-

10
S

·'1Iur88 alvan tn '-arlean .y.e.., 1•••• co... (00,000) equal. poine (00.000) to r~'Dch .yst...
Chltfro OD ~Ylt... Aaarteaia., done I, vlrlul. (00.000) eaal 1. polnt (oq.OOO) .D IYlt... Franc.l.a.



irrigated fields, or those who have extensive income from using

their carts for hauling, this seems possible. However, demand for

equipment will probably reflect the opportunity for this type of

income.

The most likely scenario for animal traction equipment would

be one which removes subsidies over the next four-year period.

This follows from the difficulty of the GON in finding adequate

subsidy funds and the need to use available money for

distribution operations. It also follows the general

recommendations of the Zinder conference. Assuming equipment

prices and farm produce prices retain their same basic

relationship as has been the situation in 1982/83 (see Tables 14­

15), the trend over the past few years would indicate some

decline in sales over the next 4-5 years.

Impl.ications

The implications at this time to increase the price of

animal tractiou equipment to full cost, even with credit, would

be to soften demand except for hauling equipment. demand for

cultivation equipment would most likely decline, except for farms

with existing equipment, those in highly productive areas such as

the irrigated perimeters and cotton producing zones. or farms

with access to off-farm income.

With existing equipment and cost structures, strong economic

justification for animal traction for cuI tivation as presently

observed in most zones, appears to be lacking. This may be due to

the difficul ty farmers have in learning how to get the most use

from their animals and equipment or from inappropriate equipment



design. It may also be due to the past policy of selling farmers

complete units even if farmers did not feel they needed all of

the components. Farmers with large holdings, those on irrigated

perimeters and those who have opportunities for custon work will

find animal traction economically viable. It is important there­

fore, to undertake research and development activities to make

animal traction more appropriate to more farms. This means adapt­

ing present equipment or developing new equipment for different

size farms and different ecologic zones. Animal traction adds a

dimension to the farming system that can hopefully lead to a more

integrated farming system in the future, and therefore it should

be encouraged. That system means not just the use of traction for

cultivation, but rather a system that incorporates fodder produc­

tion, rotations with legumes, green manures( stabli~g of animals,

etc. Even with a massive extension and demonstration program,

that development will take several decades. It is also clear that

the use of animal traction based on present equipment and farming

practices is a long way from fully expoiting its economic poten­

tial. Research and development of better and more practical

equipment is neccessary. Improvement in the training of oxen and

farmers is essential. Off-season use of oxen must be explored. If

such work is undertaken, then it will be invaluable to have a

large base of animal traction users through which research can be

channeled, comments on problems and suggestions for modifications

can be gotten, and through whom new equipment and techniques can

be tested.
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TABLE 18

Estimates of Demand for Equipment
1982/83 to 1986/81 (units) ,

1982/83 1983/84 1284/ 85 1985/86 1986/87

Main Frame/
Bat1 2,000 1,700 1,400 1,100 800

Plowl
Charrue 700 525 350 125 -0-

Cultivatorl
Cult. 5 900 675 450 225 -0-

Ox C4rt/
Charrette 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000



F. Summary and Options for Animal Traction

Anima] traction in Ni6er is experiencing many of the same problems that

animal traction throughout West Africa faces. In general, the use of animal

traction in its present form on existing fanDS is not very profitable. In

several cases, it is probably not profitable at all. In cases where off­

farm custom work exists, it is possible for farmers to support the financial

obligations of animal traction. In the case of irrigation, where year­

round crop production exists, animal traction is probably quite lucrative

even at unsubsidized prices. In the nonirrigated areas, opportunities for

use of animals in the off-season are extremely limited. At present:, only

hauling with carts offers work in the non-cropping seaSon.

The use of animal power in the crCJp production system is very limited.

This is true both horizontally and vertically. That is, few farmers are

equipped with animal traction and those that are use animal traction for a

limited number of farming activities. In the areas where promotion has been

the most extensive, such as Zinder, Maradi or the Niger Valley, no more than

8% of farmers have any equipment. Although the distribution of animal trac­

tion is reasonably widespread througho~t the farming zone, for example, in

the 1980 agricultural census 35% of the Villages had carts, 22% had plows

and 10% had cultivators, only an estimated 1.5%, .9% and .5%, respectively,

of farms had that equipment. Use of equipment is limited to some land pre­

paration and weeding. Seeding is only done for peanuts, a crop ~f declining

acreage. In most cases, the total hours worked by oxen teams indicate that

animal traction has certainly not been integrated into the traditional

faming system.



Criticism is often levelled against animal traction as being

inappropriate, poorly adapte~ and of marginal use to the Nigerien

farmer. Yet little research has been undertaken on the use of

animal traction on existing farms, nor its costs and benefits to

the farmer. Equipment has not been systematically tested. For an

expanded program in animal traction, training of extension

personnel will have to be increased and improved. Incentives and

rewards will have to be introduced to motivate rural extension

workers to gain the requisite skills to promote animal traction

and to research solutions ~o existing problems. A system that is

more responsive to user needs will have to be developed, with

cuI tivation units that are more economically viable. Otherwise

the expansion of animal traction will remain very limited,

equipment credit programs will continue to have serious problems,

and production and distributions systems will not adjust to the

reeds of the farmers.

There are several .possible options to consider relative to

animal traction in Niger. All of the possibilities considered

below tak.e as a point of departure that promoting animal traction

is a valid policy of the government and will be pursued.

Possibilities are then as follows:

1. Continue under the existing structure with minor

modifications.

2. Continue under the dxisting structure with major

streamliming in all components.

3. Turn the entire system over to the private seceor.

4. Develop a mixed government and private enterprise

structure with possible participation by the cooperatives.
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5. Disaggregate the system whereby each component--manufacture, sales,

distribution, credit and extension--is separate and operated as an

independent agency or company.

Each system will have advantages and disadvantages which must be

addressed. Some of these points are discussed, but this is not necessarily

an exhaustive list~

1. Business as Usual

Advantages

The system. exists and requires no new structures, institutions,

stock issues 9 etc.

- Major training efforts are not needed.

- Almost no investment is required.

If the major policy concern is to distribute as many units as

possible in the short-run, the existing system is probably as

adequate as, or better than, others.

Disadvantages

This system will require continued heavy subsidies or distri­

bution (sales) will decline.

New and e4panded credit facilities must be found and probably

recapitalized regularly.

The underlying problems of physical and economic efficiencies

will not be solvedc

The system will never develop a responsiveness to consumer

demand.



2. A Major Revision Under Government Control

In this scenario, methods will have to be developed to

address the major underlying problems. These can only be addres­

sed if an incentive and award system is instituted. Suggested are

a. The credit system, both in terms of the cumbersome process

of getting credit and the law repayment rates, must be

revamped. Two possibilities are: punishing those that abuse

the system or rewarding those who improve the system. Frank­

ly, the latter is preferable. For example, poor credit

repayment could probably be improved if a commission was

paid to loan officers for collection. This could be linked

to a system Whereby loan officers, directly under the con­

trol of the CNCA, could directly approve loan applications

at the coopercitive or groupement level.

A consistent theme runs through the reports of credit com­

ponents in most of the projects. That is that the low repay­

ment rates are mor~ often the result of the failure of the

lending institution to undertake collection activities

rather than the refusal, or inability, of creditors to pay~

In any case, collection rates are abomir-able. In the NOD

Zone, the collection rate was 28% in 1982. The best rate

reported was in Maradi at 85%. Neither rate is acceptable~

The target must always be 100%. Anything less is not a loan

prvgram but another form of SUbsidy. In the irrigated

perimeters, for example, seasonal production costs are often

not co11ected.
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Credit. agents, therefore, must be separated from technical

extension agents. The latter have the role of befriending and

advising the farmer. That role ~s immediately compromised

when the same individual becomes a bill collector.

Disadvantages

The main disadvantage is that. loan officers, pursuing

commissions, may promot.e farmer debt beyond reasonable

limits ..

The same person must approve, manage and collect the loans.

Loan officers, concerned exclusively about repayment rates,

may become extremely conservative in their loan policy.

Advantages

Loans would be reviewed more closley vis-a-vis the ability

of the client to repay.

A better effort will be made to find legitimate loan clients.

A stronger relationship would develop between loan officers

and credit recipient ..

Repayment rates would improve.

b) Animal traction equivment should be both wholesaled and

retailed by sales officers of the C.A. These people should

cover specific areas such as Departments, P~oject Zones or

perimeters. 'They would:

be mobile, travelling salesmen;

operate on salary plus commission;

be given periodic. training on a continuous basis in

operating and maintaining equipment;



undertake sales at ~ooperative, groupement or even individ­

ual levels for all C.A. supplies, including animal traction

equipment, spare parts, fertilizers, etc.;

be prepared to supply spares, repairs and advice to farmers.

Advantages

Prompted by commissions, these sales people will be much

better advocates of animal traction and other inputs;

Hoping for further sales, these people will pay attention

to previous clients;

Concerned about losing clients, these people will p~h the

C.A. harder for timely delivery of complete units;

Trying to promote further sales, they should be more

prepared to demonstrate e.quipment., fertilizers, etc.

Disadvantages

They may promote sales of equipment which would not be

adv:i.sed;

They may ignore areas where sales volumes are low;

They may push high priced items when cheaper items would

be preferable.

c) The C.A. must expand its product line, including:

mineral/salt blocks for livestock;

internal parasite medicines;

hand tools;

e."'tpanded line of harness, including improved single yokes,

etc., and

pumps, mills.



Advantages

Overhead costs can be spread to a wider sales volume;

Salespeople will have a wider clientele, thus opening

opportunities for other sales;

The C.A~ will better service its clients in such areas as

animal health.

Disadvantages

The C.A. will increase its management responsibilities;

Inventory and handling costs will increase.

d) rne C.A. needs the benefit of more research and development

work, particularly in animal traction equipment. This should

include seeders that can also place fertilizer, and cultivators.

Expand the use of animals and activities that can be done by

animals. Examples are "animal power" equipment for use with

threshing, grinding, pumping, etc. Possibilities:

Support the work of ICRASAT in testing animal traction

equipment;

Revise the USAID FEED project to increase emphasis on

research and development;

Contract with an outside group like TECBNOSERVE, VITA, or

Appropriate Technology Group to undertake testing and

development of equipment;

Develop a separate Research and Development Section of C.A.

or U.N.G.G.;



Develop a Research and Development Section in INRA.N

animal traction; or

Reinforce CDARMA atel!!£! to undertake research and

development •

. e) A major requirement in the development of an appropriate

animal traction system that gives clear benefits to the farmer

is understanding the problems the farmer faces. This means

~aving actual experience wi.th cultivating fields or hauling

with animal traction. Very fev Productivity Project staff,

agricultural extension agents or ONCC agents have this experi-

ence. Therefore, animal traction training centers for agents

must be established. These could be attached to existing

CPT-CPR or CFJA centers. They should be for in-service

training of selected extension personnel, especially the C.A.

sales personnel.

Regardless of the administrative and organizational structures

established, all personnel will need practical working experi-

ence. This particularly relates to field experience in the

use of animal traction in addition to specialized training.

f) The efficiency of the CD~~ ATELIER's would probably be

improved if they were merged into one unit and further

mechanized. One could not likely expect this to happen if they

were taken over by private business. Certainly, it is nard to
--

justify a workshop in Tahoua, when material is trucked in

and output is trucked back over the same road to Niamey. How-

ever, if a GON objective is to expand employment in these towns,
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then the decision to locate in Tahoua or Zinder cannot be

completely evaluated on efficiency grounds.

3 • The Invisible Hand

The private sector ii1 Niger is characterized more by "merchan­

tile" behavior than by "investment" behavior. Most activities in

the private sector are in trading, either in finished goods or basic

~imary products such as foodstuffs. Rapid turnover, low risk

trading operations dominate. The exceptions are longer term invest­

ments in real estate, primarily housing with hotels and retail out­

lets also evident. Warehousing as a real estate investment is less

noticeable, as these facilities generally are in support of trading

operations. Almost no investment in manufacturing or processing

industries exists. Some exception was noted in the manufacture,

by private workshops, of animal traction equipment, especially in

Maradi. These, however,· appear to have been unable to compete with

subsidized UNCC workshops. An option would be to consider turning

the entire equipment manufacturing and distribution system over to

the private sector.

Adva.ntages

Capital would probably be easier to obtain and at lower

cost than is the case for the C.A.

Product line would be more sensitive to consumer needs,

including spare parts.

A more aggressive sales and distribution system would most

likely emerge.

Equipment would move to the areas where it would be the

most productively employed.
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Cleaner credit arrangements would be established which

would not mix credit and subsidy.

An expanded product line would be likely to emerge, though

not necessarily for improved equipment.

Disadvantages

Distribution of equipment will be increasingly skewed toward

areas of greatest markets such as irrigated areas.

Tendency to manufacture equipment against firm orders. This

could increase delivery delays.

Deliveries will be on a "paid order," C.O.D. or 30-60-day

credit account. G.O.N. and donor projects which experience

funding approval delays will suffer.

Support of satellite shops or rural ~orkshops will likely

not be continued.

Management would likely concentrate production in one

workshop. If workshops are established as three separate

business firms, it is likely that they will not all succeed.

Equipment prices will probably rise, at least in the short

run. This would occur because (1) subsidies would be dif­

ficult to apply at the source and if maintained would

probably have to be applied at retail or direct to user;

and (2) margins would be insufficient to support investor

interest.

Research ~nd Development costs would not likely be under­

written by private investors.



R&D would have to be done outside of the manufacturing

centers.

Financial and technical assistance by donors would be more

difficult to arrange and administer.

4) The Best or Worst of Both Worlds

The major purpose for a mixed private-public business is to

bring to the business the strengths of both sides. A second reason,

and sometimes the overriding reason, is to promote a public policy.

What are usually considered the strengths of the partners?

a) Private Enterprise

Faster mobilization of resources.

Management motivated by profit and therefore (supposedly),

by efficiency rather than social good or political consid­

erations.

Imaginatinn and inventiveness in new product development,

marketing techniques, credit facilities, and after-sales

service.

Responsiveness to market demand~

Not as burdened by public sector controls.

b) Public

Stability, therefore better access to financial markets.

Capacity to facilitate approvals through government regula­

tory and control agencies.

Access to supporting institutions, such as research, etc.

Ability to limit the access to the market to preferred

partners.



Abilit:y to help underwrite maj or financial losses during

develclpment stages.

Ability to lend credibility to the undertaking, e.g.,

official sanction of the private firm's activities.

In the present situation in Niger, a mixed enterpris.l struc­

ture would present some problems. For example, it is doubtful if

the public participation, i.e., U.M.C.C.-C.A.-C.N.C.A., could

offer any financial advantage. Their ccm:ribution would be pri­

marily in existing facilities and operating funds would have co be

supplied elsewhere~ Subsidy programs would be difficult to operate

and demand could soften without them. Thus, a solid or expanding

market is questionable. It wouJ.d be very difficult to argue that

the public sector would lend credibility to the undertaking, given

the track record of U.N.C.C. to service its clients. It is also

questionable if public participation will contribute significantly

to easing government red tape. Finally, the history of the private

sector in Niger does not indicate the kind of imagj~ative manage­

ment that should be i~s strength in a mixed enterprise.

5) Would the Sum of the Parts be Greater tha~ the Whole?

A final solution that should be considered would be to

disaggregate the system so that each component functioned indepen­

dently of the others, that is, a separate agency or company for:

a) Manufacturing Equipment

b) Wholesale Sales

c) Retail Sales

d) Credit Facilities

e) Research and Development



*

*

*

*

*

*

*

Advantages

* Each en<tity could manage in accordance with its operation with

emphasis on internal efficiencies;

Each entity could be established as public or private as desired;

Management decisions 'would be closer to the operation and

hopefully more responsive;

* Cost factors would not be mixed, therefore easier to monitor;

* The weak links in the system need not be carried by the stronger.

Disadvatages

* It may be difficult to find enough qualified managers to

operate completely independent entities;

Present government civil servants may not be inclined to lose

t~e security of government employment;

The apprortionment of assets and liabilities may be difficult;

Independence will only be assured if Directors are independent;

A failure of one entity could cause the collapse of all unless

al ternatives are available;

Financial losses in the weaker units couJd not be covered by

gains in other units, so some prices may have to rise.

All of the options listed will have to be considered rela­

tive to the emphasis that is to be placed on animal traction, the

availability of financial resources for subsidies, research and

development, credit and other needs. Clearly, if subsidies are to

be eliminated,it is imperative that the equipment be made more

efficient, more practica1, and expanded uses for the investment

in animals be found. Therefore, if animal traction is to be

pursued, then it is imperative that research and development be

1n",



undertaken. If the use of animal traction can be made more econo­

mical, then subsidies will be less necessary. The expansion of

animal traction should be emphasized. With an expanded market the

possibilities of private sector involvement will be enhanced.



::::I1. Fertilizers, Pestic1c"~ and Seeds

A. Introduction

Four major group~ of Agricultural Inputs are generally employed by
farmers in Niger. Fertilizers, pesticides, seeds and animal traction equip­
ment. Fertilizers and animal traction equipment have been lat"gely supplied
by the Centrale d'Approv1sionnement (C.A.), although during the past 2 years
an increasing amount of fertilizer is being imported from ~igeria by private
merchants and sold directly to cooperatives, farmers and ?rojects.

Only a limited amount of pest control chemicals and equipment is handled by
the C.A. This consists principally of seed treating chemicals. The produc­
tion and ~istribution of seeds is done by the agricultural service of the
Minister of Agricultu~e and Rural Development (MDR). Some rural development!
productivity project~ manage aeed multiplication and distribution directly.

The reports attempts to evaluate the impact of the use of fertilizers,
pesticides and seeds as production inputs on productivity, to estimate current
and potential use of them and to analyse certain constraints on their use.

B. Impact of Use of Fertilize~s on Crop Pr~ductivitv

Data on crop responses to fertilizers ~ere obtained from a wide variety
of sources: from productivity projects in 4 Departments based upon sample
surveys (carres de Rendements) and from applied research plots as reported in
annual reports; from research by lRAT/INRAN as reported in the IFDC West Africa
Fe~tilizer Study (Niger) 1976; in the lRAT/CCCE: Les facteurs de Production au
Niger 1981; and in the Niger Agriculture Sector assessment 1979, and miscellaneous
studies e.g. ICRISAT.

The studies from ~hich the data was obcained fall into three general classes:

a. Sample sUI"".1'eys using the "Carres de Rendements" method for measuring
yields. Parallel measurements were made on plots receiving various level of
technical management including the use of fertilizers in CPT's, CPRs and demon­
stration fields and fields in which traditional methods we~e applied;

b. Applied research studies carried out in productivity projects, "aSually
using replicated and randomized plot experimental designs and usually on CPTs or
CPRs.

c. Studies carried out both
I~~T/INRAN using repl~~ated and r
carried out prior to 1976 except
1978 and 1980.

c: resea~ch and off research stations by
Jmized plots. These for the most part were
~tudies carried out by the NCP between

d. A study undertaken in 198_ by the Programme National Engrais (PNE) undar
the auspices of FAO!DANIDA. This study involves the measurement of fertilizer
responses from millet, sorghum and niebe in 5 Departements. Seven combinations
of Nand P are tested in comparisoc to a control, in single plots repeated in
numerous locations. The design permits statistical analysis of results.
Determination of productivity ratios as well as value/costs ratios using official
prices for fertilizer and commodities were calculated.



By far most of the fertilizer response datd have been obtained under
rainfed production condition. Although fertilizers ar~ wi~aly used on rice
and vegetable crops under irrigation the effects of fertilizer on productivity
under those conditions have been rarely studied.

Studies since the drought 1969-1973 have focused most heavily on millet
t41an on other crops.

The amount of data from the productivity projects far exceeds that available
from more controlled research. The productivity project data, being drawn mostly
from sampling in farmers fields, is ~robably more representative of conditions of
production generally. However this aata must be used with caution because of the
high degree of variability observed among sample yields. The results are rarely
accompanied by descriptions and/or measurements of conditions under which the
yield response data were obtained. Consequently it is not possible in most cases
to offer any explanation for the high degree of variation observed.

In most of the measurements from the productivity projects it is difficult,
if not impossible, to differentiate be~een the impact of fertilizer and that of
the other so-called improved practices which make up the recommended package of
technology. It is also frequently difficult to segregate the responses from
nitrogen (N) and phosphorous (P) or the interactions between the CWo, or attempt
to establish the dosage for optimal physical yield or optimal economic yield.

Certain of the research tests do measure the impact of nitrogen and phosphate
separately and in combinations. The design of the experiments, however, most
frequently does not permit statistical analysis to differentiate the responsec; to
Nand P, nor the interaction between these.

In general however millet was found to respond to both Nand P while niece
and arachide usually responded only to P. Application of potassium have generally
iailed to produce any response.

Earlier research by IRAT/INRAN cited in the FDC West Africa Fertilizer study
concluded that the optimal economic dosages for millet were N = 23kg!nitrogen and
P = 15kg!PZOS per hectare.

The PNE project represents the most comprehensive attempt to study the effects
of Nand P on the principal ra1nfed crops. In some 214 tests over ~o years with
millet the response to nitrogen was generally linear i.e. yields increased as the
dose of N increased up to the limits of N applied in the test (N = 67.5 kg/hal.
In the case of P~ yields increased with applications up to about 20-25 kg PZOS
per hectare, tapering off and reaching a maximum effect at roughly 45kg PZOS per
ha.

With niebe (131 tests) the response curve for P was similar to that for millet,
however, at generally lower response magnitudes. TIlere was little response to N.
In some cases N had a depressing effect on yields.

The results of experiments representing the 4 categories of tests defined above
are summariZEd in tables 19 through 22. From the data provided by the various
sources, the yield differences between Controls and different treatments were
determined. From these yield differences the product yields in kg/ha per kg of
nutrients (piN ratio) was determined. These are recorded in the tables along with
the actual yields reported for the controls. The fertilizer applications are
expressed in kg of nutrients per hectare, ~ for nitrogen and P for P20S. In most
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for Mille I
8,( i Product ivity Pro~ect: Dc ta t.

~. Aguie :pre 15/6 9 N22.5 F20 380 8.9 433 czm. rain fall in
If " " . " 11 No. P20 520 26.0 36 days deficit of

30% from normal 29
If .. - " " 0 ~22.5 PO control plo ts witt" av.- -
If " " " 3 P . 2/ 540 16.9 yield of 470 for prctartJ.al-

15/6 date 15 control" " 15/6 11 N22.5 P20 500 11.8POSt
plats for post 15/6

r:
.. It " 1 NC P20 510 25.5 date wich <lV. ~~ieldof

" .. " a N22.5 P20 520 kg/ha- -

r
f-W .. It 2 Partial 330 10.3

Guiclan~.

r,0umdji p re 15/6 2 ~Z2.5 ?ZO ISO - 400 mm. rain in 35 I!ays
deficit of 28%

.
, " It It 0

,
NO F20l. I - -

" " " 0 ~22.5 PO - -l-
I",

" If 1 parcial 625 8 control plaes .I - 'M1.tn
,

" 15/6 5 N22.5 P20 200 4.7 avo yield of 800kg/hapC'st
for pre 15/6 date; 29, " " It 3 NO P20 355 17.7 control plots for pose

, " If " 0 N22.5 P20 15/6 dace wich avo- - yield of 495 b;g/ha,
" " " 4 parcial 55 1.7 -

t
~. Ma.da-

~OUnfa Pre- 15/6 31 N22.5 P20 354 8.3 456 mm rain in 38 days,
, " • " 48 NO P20 318 15. '3

deficit of 30%.
I, 94- control plats for

" " " 14 N22.5 PO 177 7.9 pt:'e 15/6 dace with av.I Iyield of 504 kgir.a.

t
II " " 25 par1:ial 330 10.3 6 control plocs for
" post: 15/6 7 N22.5 P20 558 13.1 post. 15/6 dace witn. avo

r " " " 10 NO P20 96 yield of 589 kg/ha.
I - iI I• II " " 1 N22.5 PO 191 8.4I

f " " If 3 . 1
! part1.a_ I

53 1.7Ii ,
I I I -106- I
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I

I

I
I

~llec l I I~. Tessa· I I I388 mm rai.nou. re 15/6 4 I S22.3 PlO 475 11.2 in 37 days,

" " " " 6 NO P20 435 31.7
deficit: of 40% •
16 cancro1 p.i.o.ts tJi.ch av.

It It II " 1 N22.5 PO 395 17.6 yield of 5l.S kg/ha f or pre.
II " " " 11 parcial 175 5.4

15/6 dace; 62·concrol plats
wi.th aVe yield of 41.5 kg/ba.

II II post: 1.;/6 14 N22.5 P20 280 6.7 for post 15/6 date.

" " " " 11 INO P20 110 5.3
II " II II

II"
5 I~22.5 PO 263 U.S

" " II 20 235 7.4parcial

Overall Pre' 15/6 166 all ferc1li er 313 147 control avo 514 kg/ha
Project I
It " post: 15/6 97 It It 260 209 control avo 459 kg/ha

" " All dat~ 83 N22.5 ?20 377 8.9 Z59 control av. 490 kg/ha

" " " " I 90 NO P20 227 11.4 " II It " "
" n " II 21 N22.5 PO 206 9.2 " " " " n

I

I" " " " 69 partial 231 7.4 II " " II "
I
I
\ I
~one sud Ipore 15/6 31 N22.5 P20 234 5.5 158 con~o1 pl.otS avo yield

536 kg/ha
I
I " " 25 partial 263 8.3 " " " " "
I
I If 14 N2l.5 P20 394 9.3 26 conuol plots yieldj Post: a:v •

I
457 kg/ha.

" " " partial 329 10.3 " " " " n

:one cen-
tre Ipost: 15/6 28 N22.5 PlO 288 6.8 -? control plots avo yi.eld,.

s 411 kg/ha.

" " . 59 partial 260 8.2 If " " " .,

- " 3 N22.S ?20 510 12.0 73 concrol plots avo yi.eld-434 kg/ha.

" II 18 parCi.al 263 8.2 II " II " n

•

Nor : , ~ /61 i Jy 20 contro1 pl.ots witi1 avo
,one ~re .,;) I I yield of 335 q/ha.

It It !Data for cont:rols " " " " "
Posc' I !

" ! I 28 concrol plol:s rich avo

I
I

I jii.e1d of 562 lq!ha
" " I

i I " " " It " n

I , I

I II I ,

l
I Ii -101-I"
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Table 19 •Cone ' d

I completla
~/ 230 concrol t'lo.ts wicl'1 avo yielci

+l of 497 kg/ha.
l. fer:. p re 15/6 163 a pa~:1.al 230 6.3
oes 2 Z pose 15/6 lSl ,. " 358 9.7 31 control p~oes w:1. :L- avo yield

of 433 kg/ha.

ch ciaea
Zones 98 N22.5 P20 301 7.1 329 concrol plo.cs wi.th avo yield

• 471 kg/ha
It 116 parcial 315 9.9 " " " It " "

ne sud roeh daces control 518 k!lha for 184 plQ cs

cent It " " 418 kg/ha for 245 plots

nard " " " 530 " " 48 II

zones " " " 469 " " 477 "

ne sud I 104 !=ompl.+=arci 267 6.9 184 control plo r:s rith avo yield

Ia1 • 518 kg/ha

centrJ 110 " " Z78 7.9 Z45 control p~ ts nch avo yield

I • 418 kg/ha

I

1 P1Oere. 1.3/6 592 kg/ha for 393 pm cs

Zones
n! " " 554 kg/ha " 554 n

I
I'Intro ...p •

Zones. pre 15/

'

497 kg/ha for230 plQ cs

" " " 433 kg/ha for 99 II

I I 1/I
radi P-rrductiViC prOjeCt Dau for orgo.

i 8 22.5 P20 70 concrol p~oesroject -24 wi.tn av. yield

verail of 490 kg/ha.

8 ~O P20 265 13.2 n " II II " "

4 N22.5 PO -26 " It " " " "

6 Iparcial 237 7.4 " " " " " "

~/

.radi P oduc:t:ivi projec Data for AraciUcie

roject: 91 NO P20 164 8.2 82 concrol p~ocs wi. th av. yield

verall 32 part:1al 83 5.5 of 866 kg/ha.

roject: 43 NO PZO 460 Z3.0 94 concrol plocs with avo yield

verail 28 partial 138 9.2 of 565 kg/ha.



Ma~adi pridUCCiviCY
f

I II
I

reject: Daca for Nielte.

Projecc 35 Na F20 123 6.1 66 concrol plc.cs wich avo
overall 16 partial 131 9.1 yield of 670 lcgJba.

Projecc 45 NO P20 45 52 concrol p~c:s with av.
over,U 6 partial 98 6.5 yield of 515 kg/ha.

I n

ITahoua pr duct:ivity 'roject: Data for Mil et II I concrol U plocs yieldavo
A. Tahoua 24 N22.S F20 412 9.7 447 kg/ha.

concrol 12 PJ.ocs avo yield
A. Keita 21 NO P20 2~3 li.S 223 kgJha~

I concrol 7 plots avo yield
1A. Bouza 7 NO P20 86 4.3 224 kg/ha.
I
I

! '\.. :!al'\ao 28 N22.5 P20 307 i.2 concrol 28 PJ.(>CS avo yield
aept. Tano1i.a

1
775 kg/ha.

I I ,

are 111 ferti.li ed plots 8.8

" " "
N. 1ploes 8.4

" " " P. plots 9.7
,. " " cont~ 1 P10ts kg!ha • 317

l,
Daca for Sorgo I

Iconuol 27 plo cs av. yield
A. Keita 5 NO P20 138 6.9 ,270 kg/ba.

Data for ieee.
concrol .5 p.bcs avo yield

A. Keita 5 NO P20 147 ? - 210 kg/baa_ • .J

Data for llet
concrol 9 ploes avo yield

IA.Tahoua g N22.5 F20 166 3.9 671

N22.5 P20 233 .5 I. control 8 plo cs yield 54,I" " s _... <J:V.

A. Souza 16 N22.5 ?20 265 ' ., control 16 " " n 600._

A.Maciaoua 64 N22.5 P20 332 7.8 conuol 64 " tI n 40
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I'Neighed verag. all f ertiliz d p10 ts 7.0

II II " control II
kg/ba • 4il

Rainfall informati

Tabaua 79 mill no differen e in general

Madaoua 50.1 mm pa~ter amo arrond1!!s2IIl nts

Bouza 25 .5
I

greatar def cittmIl exlept for
.1 . I

Ke1ta 18.3 mm in~ugUSt 4 Bouza and . 1t-a than

Niamey P oductivity Project: Data for Mi let

others.

K.u:e 4 NZ2.5 P15 151 4.0 6 control avo 756

Fakar 6 " II 573 15.3 4 n " 525

Simi.ri 12 " " 9 0.2 2 II If 543

Ouallam 9 " " 486 13.0 n II II 140

382 Jm rain in 3 days a~ Ouallam

No dlta for oth r locatiDn5 J
a{a b01l1 MIl: Project de nevelpement Rura Rapport •activite campagne 1981-82

e~ers to s~lesfrom ield for LniCh the fe~tili%er ~o ages ap~li~ were less than the
lannei dose. For calaulation ~ ratios of Wg/ha increase in yield to kg/ha of fertilizer
ntts (PIN atio) it ~s assu~ chat 75% of lthe correc dose was ~pplied.

ala from. Projet de DevelTpement Rura de Maradi.. Rapport 'act1vites campagne 1982-83

and those
p.1rtia1 ap licat1on" ~sSU1"!ed t have receiv 75 % of ~Otal treacaenc.

,aJa froml!D Project P~d.Uct1V1~e Tahoua. \latliP0rt d.' AC*1tes camptne Agricole 1981 & for 19f

ata from the Niamey Productivity Project. Rarport d'activite 1982.
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Test in ProduC1:iyicy Projects

l ~
I
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1981 Marad.i Proc uC1:ivit IY Projec1:: Da~a fo I: Millet

Foura Guirka 3 N22.5 1'20 77 1.8 All Cancro1 plD t5 with ~o 1'20 avo
3 ~45 1'20 193 3.0 768 kg/ha

Maitiga 3 ~22.5 1'20 509 12.0 avo yield 497 kg/ha
3 ~45 1'20 719 10.1

I

Kaeourge 3 ~22.5 1'20 193 4.3 avo yield 427 kg/ha
3 ~45 1'20 347 5.4

~.aifarou 3 ~22.5 1'20 585 1 13 •7 avo yield 585 kg/ha.
3 ~45 1'20 643 9.9

Ichizon Kou- 3 ~22.5 1'20 79 1.9 avo yield 555 kg/ha
regue 3 ~45 P20 234 3.6

IRafa 3 ~22.5 1'20 117 2.8 avo yield 421 kg/haI 3 ~45 1'20 549 8.4I
I

IMaifanguero 3 ~22.3 1'20 532 U.5 avo yi.eld 614 kg/ha
3 ~45 1'20 871 13.4

I I
·~Z2.5 P20 87 2.0rragaza

I
3 avo yield 649 kg!ha
3 ~45 1'20 lS1 2.3

par:i.n Magagi. 3 ~22.5 1'20 292 6.9 avo yield 585 kg/ha

I 3 ti45 ?20 585 9.0

I

FUldn Aski :3 ~22.5 1'20 117 2.8
avo yield 819 kg/baI

3 j43 1'20 497 i.B
I I -111- !



Table 20 Cont' d

10 10cacion 30 N22.5 1'20 249 5.9 ~v. yield 592 hg/ba

" tr 30 N45 1'20 480 7.4

Keona 4 Nl1~75 221 17.7
(zone nord) 4 N22. 5 338 15.0
4 replic:aci 4 N37.75 388 10.3

abaour1 4 ~17. 25 4
(zona ?) 4 !i2l. 5 6

.4 replicaci 4 N37 •is 117 3.1

1981 Ladi cin Project: Data fo Arachi'

Sae G 51' 1'27 35 2.0
6 replicacio 6 51' 1'45 150 3.3
ac randnn 6 ~51' 1'20 195 9.7

6 51' 1'40 245 6.1

Atchidakofa 6 51' 1'27 25
6 rep licacio 6 51' 1'45 5
ac random 6 SP 1'20 20 1.0

6 5P 1'40 35

1981 produc" enS 980 198'
1980 crea:m c 45 0 34
no1981 "

2 replicatie 8 -1'100 0 72 O.i

4 locations 8 -1'100 0 26 0.2
-45 0

a -1'100 0 55 0.3-45 ·0
-20(551')

1980 + 1981 8 -1'100 1'20 128 1.1
TraaCllent

1981 creac- 8 1'20 213 10.6
enc only

2 rep1icaci a 1'20 181 2.8loc:acions N4S

8 1'20
N45 31 0.5
ca

* Tahoua ?
. sphac at 300 kg ba.
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test as reported in IFDC West Africa
Fertilizer study 1976, in IRAI/eCCE

Facteur de Production 1981 and
in Niger Agriculture s~o:to: assessment 1979

\

QJ
CD..... ~

~ QJ

r
w CD C w.... ~ ., lU U U QI

C 0 N:" c =.. CD
Q .... ~~ .... ~~ ~.. w ",Sw • o w w
~ QJ CD .... ~= ~ ftJ W = =w = "Qw w ca C .... - C II-ca U S! CD wQJ_ . QI ..... QI

QI ~ = QI QI~QOca .... co .:1::' =:
>- - z:- ~w~..: >- ~

1974 Data for ~ il1et frpm IFDC 1976.

Niamey N23 310 13.5 Pre-excension test

iMarad:i N23 131 5.7

!ahoua N23 131 5.7

Tahoua N23 3 0.1

Niamey P15 150 10.0

Dosso 1'15 220 14.7

Marad1 P1S 64 4 .. 3

INic.mey N23 1'15 460 12.1

IDOSSO N23 1'15 107 2.8

!Marad:i N23 1'15 195 5.1

j!anoua N23 1.'15 82 2.2

19i3 Kala-Pate 5 1'35 204 5.8 ReSl)onse co 1'205 eese no data giVE•to Magaria 4 1'20 270 13.5 corresponding N. ap~lJ.cation

1975
!arna 2 1'23 532 24.0

Tarna 3 N20 181 9.0 Res~onse to N. test, no data on P2c
appli.cation

Data from ~llee f~oDl !RAT/eCCE 1981

1968 Tarna N20 309 15.4 414 mill rain no information on i

1970 " N20 296 14.8 310 " " " " " n

1971 " N22.5 126 5.6 339 " " " " " n

1971 " N30 252 8.4 " " " " " ., "

1972 " N22.5 136 6.0 283 " " II II " "
1972 " N30 70 2.3 " " " " " "
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Table 21 Cont t d

-
a•..... as

~ -11 w... at =: .. w =:... aWG u u ~- 0 N=:'" = =' ... 1lI
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w ~ ~ .. w~ ~ as
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e.J 0 =' ~ QJ .... d ... • : ec .=
>- ~ a:- 1lII.w~~ >t ~ ~

1973 !arna N22.5 38 1.7 296 DIll rain no information on.

1973 " N30 399 13.3 " It It " " "

Data for A achide rom IFDc,. 19 6

1974
1975 Kala-Pate P35 245 7.0
1976 PJ5 87 2.5

PJ.5 64 4.3

P15 42 2.8

Tarna PIS 279 18.6

P15 15 1.0

Magaria. P20 ll9 6.0

Bangou P20 213 10.6

Data. for !tillec f om NCP as re orted in Niger Al riculture Sector assessment

1979 ~ureungou saou 36 N45 P22.5 292 4.3 avo of plots with improved &: w1.Q1
practices.

36 " " 330 4.9 Placs wi. th i.mproved prac::i.c:es & w
Ucmal prac::1c:es.

36 " n 253 3.7 " It It It "

1978 ;uecheme 30 N4S PU.S 275 4.1 average all plots

30 " " 302 4.5 plots rith i::Dprove practices
30 n n 248 3.7 It " ==aditional practices.

~oukou Dou r.ou N45 P22.5 131 1.9

I



TABLE 22: RESULTS FROH !HE ~ (FAO/DANIDA)
fr~ ceses carried out by che
Maradi 1'r~iuccivicy 1'rojecc

1981 and 1982

=..w ~ c:
~ -II <II
N ....
-I ca ~ •
..... y .. ca
...... ::::.=w""" I:
~ =- ~

~=-cD<II
1:&0 I: ~ =-

I
first lyear tesl s Maradici Prociuc tivic, ~roject

1;45 PO 40 0.4

N 0 1'45 237 5.3 Compllr ed :0 000 con

N45 1'22.5 373 5.5 with average yield

~22.5 1'45 447 6.6

N45 1'43 492 5.3
N45 1'67.5 541 4.9

Cocpared to 000 con
average yield of 4

compared 1:0 000 con
average yield kg/h

0.7

0.8

0.9

55

63

o
31

33

148 3.3 .

105 1.6
,-- 2.6-, ,
142 1.6

191 1.8

137 2.0

P22.5

1'45

1'45

1'67.5

~45

N22.5 P45

N 0

N45

N45

N67.5 1'45 ~~/ 5.0
I i

t:es1:S Maradi prociJctivity ~roject.

~45 PO 29 I -
I

33

23 N45 PO

" NO 1'45

" N45 P22.5

" N22.5 1'43
If N45 P45

" N45 P67.5

" N67.5 P45

31

"

"
n

If

"
"

firs 1: year

22

"
"
"

"
"

I

l
0.3I .. N67.S !'4S I Zl. 0.2

first ylaar tests Marad1 ProductiVity ProDec~.

I0.7

for Arlac:hide

1
I
I
~
I
!
I

for ~a.abe
!

Data

I

1981

1981

-115-



Table 22 Cone' d

...
o.. ~
~ ..,
~ o.
~ ...
~J ..

:'",c

I
~s
... ~
':'..1

~~
C) ..
Sot 0
w ...... ..- ..0 ..
:.J

ea for Mj lllee second year te!es on sama pioe!: as 198 i Maradi \Productivity ?~ojece

30
.

N45 PO 108 2.4 Compared to 000 treatmene wi";'.....
" NO 1'45 424 9.4 average yielei of 642 kg/ha

" N45 1'22.5 513 7.6

" N22.5 P45 613 9.1
. " N45 P45 717 8.0

" N45 1'67.5 806 1.2.
" ~67.S 1'45 762 6.8

ea for N~iebe second l1ear test:s on same plots iU 1981 Maradi :E roducd.vity Project

10 N45 PO 183 - Compared ::0 000 ereatment wi en.

" NO P45 519 U- average yield or 648 kg/ha
.,J

" N45 1'22.5 388 5.1

" N22.5 1'45 538 8.01
" N45 1'45 534 5.9
tt N45 1'67.3 510 5.1

" N61.S P45 422 3.8

lu -

:a for Al lacilide secTd year on same plcks as 19181 Maraai:t. Prociuctivir:y Project

a N45 PO 11 1.6 Compared to 000 treament: WiQ

" ~o P45 20 0.4 average yield of 648 kg/ba.

" N45 1'22.5 41 0.6

" N22.5 1'43 16 0.2.
II N45 1'45 133 ' -_.,J

tt
~43 1'67.5 37 0.3

" N61.S P45 253 2.2
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I

:a fa::, M1 1L1ec f1rs~ year tesl S MLraci1 produc11v1ty p, oject.

3 N45 PO 73 1.6 Compared to 000 treatment ':rJ.::::h.
tt NO 1'45 195 4.3 average yield of 602 kg/ha

n N45 P22.5 418 6.2
It N22.5 1'45 303 7.5
n N45 1'45 398 4.4
It N45 1'67.5 509 4.5 .
tt N67.5 1'45 742 6.6

teists
! I

a for Ar ",chide fir! ~ year Maracii Prodtlct:ivity Project ~
.

6 N45 PO 12 1.6 Compared to 000 treatment ~.:h

tt NO P45 252 5.6 average yield of 454 kg/ha

" N45 1'22.5 167 ., -
I _.~

tt N22.5 P45 196 2.9
,

n N45 P43 199 2.2
n N45 1'67.5 17.9 1.6
n • N67.5 1'45 231 2.1

for be
I

Proe'ect. fa Ni first year tests Maradi Produc:iney

10 N45 PO 6 0.1 Compared to 000 treatment .-i.::n
It NO 1'45 460 10.2 average yield of 441 kgiha

" N45 P22..5 346 5 .. 1
if N2Z.5 1'45 426 6.3
11 Ni.5 P45 1.69 5.2
11 N45 P67.S 533 4.7
n 11167 .5 1'45 472 ' .,.....-

I -lli- II I •



Table 22 Cont' d

1981 Niamey Pro ctiv1 Project: Data fa Millet
1/

Fandou 8 . N22.5 !:ItS 39 1 .. 0 497 mm rain 23 days control 132
Boula. a N22 .. S PIS 295 7.9 459 mill rain 37 days control 8,40
SJJDi.ri 8 N22.. 3 PlS 576 15.4 3S 2 mm rain 33 days concrol 286

1)
I

See fa note I able I
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cases N was derived from urea while P was derived either from TSP or SSP; most
frequently from SSP.

Where data on other variables e.g. planting date, rainfall and applications
of improved practices was available these data are also shown.

In some 471 measurements from sample surveys (Carres de Rendements) comparing
various levels of Nand P with some 588 controls made during 1981 and 1982 in the
productivity projects for millet the PIN ratio ranged from a negative figure to
26.

For the Maradi productivity project in 1981 the weighted average of the. PIN
ratios for all measurements (263 fertilized, compared to 259 control plots with
average yields of 490 kg/ha) was 9.4 kg of grain. The ratios from the 263
measurements ranged from negative to 26.

In 1982, 214 measurements with fertilizers compared to 329 controls with
average yield of 477 kg/ha yielded a weighted average PIN ratio of 7.1 the
range being from 5.5 to 12.0.

The weighted average PIN ratio f~r lle two years at Maradi was 8.4.

In 1981 in the Tahoua productivity project area 80 yield measurements from
sample surveys were obtained for fertilized plots in 4 arrondissements. When
compared to 59 control plots which averaged 314 kg/hat the fertilizer plots
yielded a P/~ ratio of 8.8. The ratio for plots receiving ~p was 8.4 while
that for P alone was 9.7.

Similar measurement in 1982 were obtained for 97 fertilizer plots all of
which received both Nand P205, compared to 97 controls averaging 477 kg/ha.
These yielded an overall PIN ratio of 7.0.

For the two years the applications of fertilizer in 4 arrondissements
yielded weighted average PIN ratios of 7.8 for 177 measurements.

Yield data from fertilized and non-fertilized plots were obtained for 4
locations in the Niamey Productivity Project area in 1981. The yield increase
from the 31 fertilized plots compared to yields of 14 controls averaging 571
kg/ha resulted in a weighted average P!N ratio of 7.3.

The applications of fertilizer in the 3M productivity Project in Zindcr
were reported to have increased yields within a range of 75kg/ha to 300kg/ha
with applications of 15 kg/ha N and 40 kg/ha of P20S' This results in P!N
ratios ranging from 1.4 to 5.5. These results were reported for 1975 in the
IFDC study. It was not possible to obtain additional data from the 3M project.

No data could be obtained for the Dosso Productivity Project.

Results from applied research tests in productivity projects are given
in Table 20.

In the Maradi Productivity Project the impact of 2 levels of nitrogen with
one level of P on millet yields was measured at 10 locations With 3 replications
each. Highly erratic results were obtained with P!N ratios ranging from 1.8 to
13.7. With N = 22.5 and P = 20 the average P!N ratio was 5.9. When N was
increased to 45 kg/ha the PIN ratio increased to 7.4.
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In one trial with peauuts in the Maradi Productivity Project in 1981
using 4 levels of P replicated 6 times in 2 locations, chiefly negative
responses were obtained at one location. At the other the PIN ratios were
2.0, 3.3, 9.7 and 6.1 for P205 at 27, 45, 20, 40 kg/ha respectively. The
first ~o levels of P were from TSP while the other two were from SSP.

In another test on peanuts in Maradi Productivity Proje~t the residual
effect of 4 doses of P with and without Tahoua phosphate at 300 kg per ha
were measured. The results were very erratic with essentially no residual
effects noted.

In one test in Niamey Department the effects of fertilizers (N a 22.5
P = 15) on millet was measured at 3 locations. Wide differences in the PIN
ratio (1.0, 7.9 and 15.4) were obtained which could not be explained on the
basis of rainfall data.

In another test by NOD, effects of Nand P were measured at Boula. The
application of N significantly increased yields with a P!N ratio of 6.6.
There was no significant response to P.

The annual report for 1981 for the Dosso Productivity Project makes
mention of having established 73 applied research trials involving 1,561 parcels
occupying 14.3 ha. Quantitative results were not given but a high degree of
heterogenity was noted.

Table 21 records data from earlier IRAT/INRAN trials as well as a few more
recent trials from the National Cereals Project. The PIN ratios from these
tests range from 0.1 to 24, with roughly half of the ratios at 5 or above.

In table 22 are given the results from the PIN trials conducted in coopera­
tion with the Maradi Productivity Project. These are the only P!N tests for
which average plot yields by treatment were available to us. In these trials
the influence of N and P are measured against controls with no fertilizer and
again~t a second control in which the effect of different levels of N were
measured in combination with 45 kg of PZOS per ha and the effects of different
levels of P were measured in combination with N at 45 k2 N oer ha. The effects
of potassium and Taboua phosphate were also measured.

The PIN ratios were determined from the differences in yield for the
absolute control (0-0-0) and the different fertilizer treatments. For millet
in 31 first year tests in 1981 the P!N ratios ranged from 0.4 for the N45 PIO
treatment to 6.6 for the N22.5 P45 treatment. In 3 first year test 1982 the
corresponding ratios use 1.6 and 7.5, being the lowest and highest ratios as
well. Second year data i.e. The results from the same plots as the first year
with the same fertilizer treatment repeated -- were obtained for 30 plots. The
PIN ratio ranged from 2.4 for N45 P!O to 9.4 for N!Q P45. The NZ2.5 P45 treatment
yielded a ratio of 9.1. It is clear from these results that there is a strong
response to phosphates with less response to nitrogen.

Similar tests with peanuts yielded erratic results ranging from a negative
response to a ratio of 5.6. No consistency could be discerned in the results
from the different level of either N or P.
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In similar tests with niebe the highest PIN ratios were obtained with
N/O P45 in both first year test as well
ratios for the NIo P45 treatment ranged
to 11.5 for the 1982 second year test.
sing effect on yields of niebe.

as in the second year tests. The PIN
from 3.3 for the 1981 test (first year)
Nitrogen appeared to have had a depres-

The PNE is the most extensive current effort to determine the response of
crops to fertilizer. The results of 2 years test involving 574 plots in 5
departments are given in table 23. Because of the detailed plot by plot yields
were not available to us, except for those in cooperation with the Maradi
productivity project ~eferred to in the foregoing. The productivity ratios (PIN)
as calculated by the Project only are given for optimum doses of each nutrient.
The range of PIN ratios ex~cnd from 0.3 to 10.4 for millet the overall average
PIN for the 5 Departments were 3.9 and 6.8 for nitrogen and phosphorous treat­
ments respectively. For niebe these were 1.6 and 5.4 for nitrogen and phosphorous
respectively. The test also included potassium. No response could be attributed
to potassium.

Taking all measurements (table 19 through 23) into consideration it appears
that appropriate doses of fertilizer on millet will yield a PIN ratio between 6
and 8. This means that the break even point for the farmer excluding extra labor
costs would occur at fertilizer cost of 480 CFA to 640 CFA per nutrient kg at the
official millet farm gate price of 80 CFA/kg. In terms of urea, TSP and SSP this
means a cost per kg of 216 CFA to 288 CFA, and 96 CFA to 128 CFA respectively.
At current prices either official C.A. prices or Nigeria prices the use of
fertilizer is clearly profitable to the farmer. Even at world market prices for
urea and for TSP at the higher range of piN ratios the return to fertilizer would
approach 2-1. Siuce it is generally conceded that a minimum of 2-1 and preferably
a 3-1 ratio of benefits to cost are necessary to induce farmers in traditional
agriculture to use inputs the results suggest that the level of inducement will
only be marginal at world prices.

If only the presumably more reliable PNE results are taken into consideration,
at official prices for both fertilizers and grain t the use of fertilizer on millet
is clearly profitable at appropriate doses of N and P. For niebe the use of P is
also profitable. At world prices for fertilizers and official prices for millet
and niebe the benefit/cost ratios would approach unity. This would hardly provide
a sufficient inducement for farmers to use fertilizer.

The project also calculated the value/cost (V/C) ratios for optimal doses
of Nand P for each commodity. For millet the vic ratios were 3.1 and 5.4
respectively. For niebe these were 1.2 and 4.5 respectively at official prices­
for the fertilizers and for the commodities.

C. Response to Fertilizers Under Different Ecological Conditions

The principal basis for differentiating ecological zones are rainfall and
soil conditions. In rainfall belts running generally from east to west the range
of average annual rainfall in the area considered to be arable extends from 600
plus mm at the soutaern end to 350 mm at the northern end. Within these average
ranges the year to year variation is very wide. With respect to soils the biggest
difference occurs between valley or bottom soils and the dune soils. The distri­
bution of these bear no relation to the rainfall zones. The data presented in
table 19 through 23 illustrates the wide range of response of crops to fertilizer



applications. There are very few objective measurements of the impact of
given environmental conditions on the responses. While it is safe to assume
that one of the major factors affecting responses of crops to fertilizers is
the availability of soil moisture or conversely the degree and duration of
water stress during critical periods during the growing season; objective
measurement of soil moisture to accompany fertilizer trials to test· this
assumption have not been made. To a degree the measurement of rainfall is a
measure of moisture availability. However, the distribution over time has
has undoubtedly a greater impact, at least within certain limits. Because of
this factor it is not possible to estimate responses due to fertilizer as a
function of total rainfall within any degree of accuracy, especially over the
relatively short period that fertilizer response data has been collected over a
wide enough range of rainfall conditions. Moreover in only rare instances have
rainfall measurements been made to accompany given trials.

In the Maradi area for instance in 1982 the distribution of rainfall in the
mid-belt of the project was better than that for the southern belt which normally
receives a higher annual rainfall or the northern belt which normally receives
less. Responses to fertilizer was best in the mid-belt while that in the southern
region was no better than that in the northern, normally drier, area.

It is also clear that factors other than rainfall affect crop production and
which probably interact with fertilizers in determining crop yields. It is not
unusual to observe crops in excellent condition within a few tens of meters from
those in very poor condition, where clearly rainfall variations were minimal.
In fact as one travels through the major crop production areas the variability
be~een adjacent parcels is as great or frequently greater than that be~een

widely separated areas. The principal difference between widely separated areas
is usually one of percentage of good or poor field. Where rainfall has been good
the percentage of good fields is higher than where the rainfall has been poor.
Yet good fields and bad fields can be found in both.

Factors such as soil depth and quality, slope, prior land use, or organic
matter content ... can influence crop growth as much as rainfall. Yet it is
probably the impact of these factors or soil-plant water relations t~at account
for much of their influences on the plant growth and on effective use of nutrients.
Therefore, efforts to relate crop response from fertilizers to specific rainfall
zones other than to conclude that in higher rainfall zones there is a greater
probability of useful response and conversely a lesser probability of a negative
response is not feasible based upon the data available.

Cultural practices--soil preparation, time of planting, weeding, etc. -­
influence responses to fertilizers. Tests in Maradi have shown an increased
response of close to 50% from pre-seeding soil preparation with a light cultivator
(Canadien). Research at Tarna over several years demonstrated yield increases
from this type of soil preparation of from 15% to 20 percent. These tests however
did not differentiate be~een the response to soil preparation only and that to
the combination of soil preparation and fertilization.

Fields with good weeding practices was reported to have yielded twice as
much as poorly weeded ones in Maradi in 1982. The FIN ratio for plots receiving
good maintenance was 7.4 while that for plots receiving poor maintenance was 3.2
for over 40 measurements in the Maradi productivity project in 1982.



The effects of weeding were studied at Tarna in 1977 and in 1978. Clean
cultivation resulted in yields 234 percent and 168 percent above unweeded plots
in 1977 and 1978 respectively.

The impact of rotation with legune crops on millet yields were studied at
Tarna in 1977 and 1978. These tests showed a positive and strong response by
millet to such a practice. Millet following peanuts or cowpeas yielded more
than millet following millet. Two years of either legume before millet resulted
in still higher yields. The cowpeas before millet was nearly twice as effective
as peanuts. Legumes preceding millet resulted in yield increases of 50 percent
to 100 percent.

It is also difficult to differentiate among responses to fertilizer in
different soil types. In the first place, in only rare cases has data on crop
response to fertilizer been accompanied by information on soil characteristics.
Secondly as a general practice, millet, peanuts and niebe are grown on the
light dune soils so most tests on these crops have been on light dune soils.
Sorghum is principally grown on the heavier soils but is also frequently found
on the lighter soils, more generally on the heavier soil pockets in the light
soil areas. The differential impact of two different soils on sorghum can. be
noted in two sets of trials made in the PNE (FAO!DANIDA). Unfortunately the
two sites were far removed from each other - the dune soil in Zinder and the
bottom soil in Tahoua -andso.many unknown variables could have had some effect
on the results. In the dune soil the response to phosphate was greater th.an
that to nitrogen with P!N ratios of 3.0 and 2.7 respectively. As with responses
of grain crops generally, on dune soils the response to N was linear while that
to phosphate described a curve with the optimal response between about 20 and
40 units of P20S per hectare.

In the valley soil in Tahoua (Roukouzom) the response to nitrogen was nearly
twice as great as that to phosphate. In both cases linear responses were observed.
The P!N ratios were 4.2 and 2.8 respectively for N and P20S.

The foregoing studies on the impact of rainfall and rainfall distribution,
soil types, cultural practices, rotations, etc. illustrate the variables which can
impact on the responses of crops to the application of fertilizers. A great deal
more research in those areas is needed before recommendation can be made as to
the optimal conditions and rates for use of different fertilizer elements. This
of course could have important implication for profitability, risks and demand
evaluations.

Crop production under irrigation presents a very different environmental
setting than that for rainfed crops. Irrigation in Niger ranges from garden-size
hand-watered plots to substantial systems covering hundreds of hectares. The
smaller plots are usually planted to vegetables and are usually fertilized. There
is no data on the kinds and amounts of fertilizers used.

The larger areas are mostly devoted to rice production with the production
of two crops per year in those areas with complete control of water and a single
crop where uncontrolled irri?ation (rise and fall of the Niger river) is practiced.
In certain areas, particular: J tn Tahoua Department, cotton is produced as a
rainfed crop with supplementar. ~rrigation. More recently irrigation from wells
is being developed in Maradi for supplementary irrigation for cotton and other
rainfed crop as well as for dry season irrigation. As a rule irrigated crops
receive applications of fertilizer. The complete mixture 15-15-15 usually



supplemented by urea is the most commonly used fertilizer. Little is known
about the amounts used except in the developed areas (les amenagements hydro­
agricole). Even less is knowr about the response of the different crops to the
different elements.

For rice in irrigated areas along the Niger River the standard recommen­
dation is for 100 kg/ha of 15-15-15 broadcast before transplanting and 200 kg/ha
of urea, one-third of which is applied at transplanting and the remainder at
heading. We could find no experimental basis for this standard recommendation.
Studies (5 experiments) conducted at Kolo and Lobore in 1972 and 1973 reported
by the IFDC West Africa Fertilizer study concluded that the optimum level of
nitrogen fertilizer used for irrigated rice was 135 kg of N per hectare. No
mention was made of any effect of phosphate or potassium.

The results of two years (4 crops) of tests of different levels of NPK on
rice under irrigation is the Namaringoungou project, financed by the World Bank.
These are presented in table 24. These results show a significant response to
fertilizer. It is however impossible to differentiate the responses among the
elements. The experimental design used results in virtually a total confounding
of the effects of the three elements.

The results however would suggest that the application of fertilizer to
rice under irrigation would be economical even at world prices for fertilizers.
It would be highly desirable to investigate more thoroughly and with more
appropriate experimental designs the impact of the principal elements on yields
of different crops under irrigation.

In the event that only unsubsidized fertilize~ becomes available, its use
may be restricted to crops under irrigation. At world prices it will become
very important to have more precise determinations of ~he optimal economic doses
for each of the major elements (NPK).

D. Measures of Demand for Fertilizer

Table 25 prOVides data on the use of fertilizer in recent years and some
projections of requirements.

rnere is a marked inconsistency for figures showing actual consumption re­
ported by the MDR for 1982. Part of this may be explained by the reported
substantial unofficial sales in the Zinder and Maradi area by private traders.
This has been variously estimated from 2,000 to 3,000 total tons which would
represent 300 - 570 nutrient tons if all was simple super phosphate or 900 ­
1,350 nutrient tons if all was urea.

It is clear that the MOR's estimates for the 1978-83 plans were overly opti­
mistic. Consumption in 1980, 1981 and 1982 reached only about one-half of
the projections.

The most recent projections for 1984 and 1985 by the MDR (PIC) made in 1983,
correspond very closely with that of the eCCE study of 1979. These projections
suggest an annual rate of increase of approximately 20 percent through 1985, a
somewhat lower average rate than was experienced between 1973 and 1981.



Table 24: Responses to NPK-Irrigated Rice-Namarigoungou

Perimeter 1981 - 1982.

Crop

first1)

second

third

fourth

Fertilizer
Treatment

kg/nutrients
per ha.

0-0-0

0-0-0

0-0-0

0-0-0

Yield Increase
over control

kg/ha

PIN
Ratio

Control
yields

kg/ha

5, 8

5,000

2,916

,091

105-15-15first

second

third

fourth

"

"
"

" "
tI II

" "

1, 15

1,875

1,8 4

10.2

1 .9

1 .6

first

second

third

119- 0- 0
" " II

II " II

1,625

2,750

1,8 4

9.1

15.4

10.2

fourt.h " " "

first

second

third

fourth

first

second

third

fourth

127-60-60

" " "
" " It

" " "

191-90-90

" n It

" " "
" " "

2,625 10.7

,125 12.7

1,959 1.9

4,125 ll.l

,8 5 9.5

,167 8.5

2,950 8.0

1) first crop • dry season
second crop· wet season
third crop • dry season (severe white fly damage)
fourth crop· wet season
Data prOVided by Namarigoungou Project personnel.



Table 25 Use of fl.",(ci.lizer in recent: years,

and projections of future demand

Reporting Entity Nutrient tons bv years

1977 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985

r:rnc (1977) 2,300 4,500

MOR. (1977) (1) 5,544 6,840 8,525 10,146

*eCCE (1979) 2,082 3,784 4,709 5,599 6,529
... *OECD (1982) 1,963·' 3,407

(1982)(2) * * *MDR 2,519 1,664 4,209 5.198 6,3l0

~R.
(3) 5* 5,815

CA 3,7 8
(4) *MDR. 2,082

(1) As reported in t:he Agricult:ural Sector Assessment 1979

(2) From PIC Document 1981

(3) From the annual review of Agricuture Feb. 1981

(4) Rapport Annuel, Statistique, Tome. II 1978.

* Figures represent the actual consumption reported, other are projections.

Note: !he levels of consumption given for the years 1965, 1969 and 1975 are
166 I, J46T and 6 1 I of fertilizer nutrient respectively.
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Preliminary data for 1983, however, suggests that consumption may be less
than that for 1982 and considerably less than that for 1982 and considerably less
than the amount projected by the MDR as late as February 1983.

The suspension of credit for fertilizer beginning in 1981 and the increase
of official prices for both N and ? fertilizers beginning in 1982 have had a
depressing effect on sales through official channels. In Marad1 Departmen~ for
example, the official sales of SSP was 51% less in 1982 than in 1981. Although
sales of urea increased slightly this is believed to have been due to the low
use in 1981 and prior years and a special effort made in 1982 to promote the use
of urea. At the same time in 1982 the estimated sales of SSP frcm unofficial
sources (direct sales by merchants to farmers or farmers procuring directly from
Nigeria) increased by 82% from 1981 and those of urea by 101%. This shift in
procurement by farmers reflects the more favorable prices in the parallel market.
Figures quoted for savings in the parallel market range from 25 percent to as Dn!ch
as 50 percent.

In spite of the increase in parallel market procurement, overall sales of
SSP in 1982 decreased by 35% in the Maradi project area. That for urea increase~

by 34%. This increase in sales of urea reflects a catching up in use of urea
since its consumption had lagged badly that of SSP and probably to the realization
of the complementarity of the two nutrients, especially for millet. In 1982,
however, use of urea was still disproportionately less than SSP. While 91 percen~

of all the fertilized area received SSP only 43 per:ent received urea, 56 percent
received SSP alone, 9 percent received urea alone and 35 percent received both.
This would suggest that the complementary action of Nand P in increasing yields
of millet is still far from being well understood by farmers.

The decrease in SSP sales in 1982 could have been due to the uneven availa­
bility from the parallel market. Whereas SSP was generally available throughout
the project at official prices it is probable that availability at parallel market
prices was much more restricted geographically.

Another apparent response to higher prices was the tendency to apply less
than recommended dosages. In 1982, the average dose of SSP applied hase~ on the
relation between average and amounts of SSP sold was estimated to have been
10 percent less than in 1981. That for urea remained unchanged.

By early September 1983 the outlook for official sales in the Maradi project
area was extremely pessimistic. Only 300 tons of SSP and no urea had been sold.
This compared to official sales of SSP of 1,223 tons and 308 tons of urea in 1982.
No estimate of parallel market sales was available at that time. The project
warehouse was stocked with several thousand tons of both fertilizer after sales
for 1983 should have largely been completed.

In terms of quantity used a higher percentage is used for millet thaD. for
peanuts or niebe. In 1980 the percentage of the area under improved practices
for each crop in the Maradi project for millet, peanuts and niebe were 41 percent,
50 percent and 5 percent respectively. In 1981 the corresponding figures were
46 percent, 43 percent and 6 percent and in 1982 these were 48 percent, 17 percent
and 7 percent. A substantial decline in use of fertilizer on peanuts was noted,
that for niebe has remained approximately unchanged while that for millet has
increased.



'fable 26 Use of fertilizers by major crops by Dt~artl\lellts in 1982
compared to total arca by crops.

Department

Niamey

Dosso

'l'ahoua

Marad!

I.­
N
\D
I ZLnder

Total

ha K t,OOO
fert. x 1,000 kg
kg fert/ha

ha K 100
fert. x 1,000 kg
kg fert/ha

ha K 1,000
fert. x 1,000 kg
kg fert./ha

lIa K 1,000
fert. x 1,000 kg
kg fert ./ha .

lao K 1,000 .
fert. x 1,000 kg
kg fert./ha

ha K 1,000
fert. x 1,000 kg
kg fert./ha

HUlet

808
210

O.

592
1.458

2.46

98
5
0.89

6
1.1 0

1.79

582
1.026

1. 76

,067
4,2 7

1. 8

Sorgo

108
4
0.40

58

258
115

0.44

409
89
0.21

15
86
1.2

1.268
6

0.50

Peanuts

5
1
O.:W

16
405

25.

2
8
4.0

84
1.111

1 .2

85
97

4.65

19
1,92

9.96

Niehe

285

0.12

259
1
0.05

262
50
0.19

40
1
0.92

184
65

O. 5

1. 51
474

O. 5

Rice2)

4.
1.286.0

285.6

4.5
1.286.0

285.6

t;otal

1,210
1,68b

1.40

925
1.960

2.12

920
b59

0.72

1,466
,005

0.05

1,166
1,8 4

1.51

5,8U
9,142

1.55

1) l(ellnton Annuallc de Cadre NOl: ionaux et DepartementauK de l' Agriculture; Campagne 1982; Feb. 198

2) Excludes upproxlmatcJy12,500 lIa of rainfed and flood recession rice for which approximately 1 .5 tons
offertl11zer was reported to Ilave becn used.



On a country wide basis, in 1982, 45 percent, 20 percent, 5 percent,
7 percent and 14 percent of all fertilizers were used on millet, peanuts, niebe,
sorgho and rice respectively. The remaining 10 percent approximately were used
on other crops. Comparisons of use of fertilizer by Departments and by crop are
given in table 26.

Proportionate to the area under cultivation more fertilizer is used on irri­
gated rice than for any other crop. The usual recommendation for irrigated rice
is 100 kg!ha of 15-15-15 plus 200 kg!ha urea. MOst of the irrigated rice,
approximately 5,000 ha, is in the Niamey Department. Of the 1,686 tons of all
fertilizers used in the Niamey Department 1982, 1,288 tons or 76 percent was
used for rice.

The greater use of fertilizers in Maradi and Zinder Departments on millet is
probably a reflection of more aggressive extension and fertilizer distribution
programs over the past 5-10 years.

In spite of the rapid decline in peanut areas planted since 1976, more ferti­
lizer is used on peanuts proportionate to area planted than on other rainfed crops.
The OECD study of 1982 reported that 9.0 percent of the peanut area was fertilized
in 1981. This compared to 0.8% for millet and 0.7 percent for niebe.

Some possible relation of rainfall to use of fertilizers in millet is apparent
for the data in table 26. Desso with the better rainfall used more fertilizers
than the other Departments. Maradi and Zinder having better rainfall in its
principal millet producing area than Tahoua and Niamey used considerably more
fertilizer than the latter two. Differences in intensity of extension and distri­
bution services could also have caused the differences observed.

The use of fertilizer by ex-trainees from CPRs is another measure of demand.
Recent graduates in the Maradi project used 2-3 times as much as the average
farmer in 1982. However the rate of use drops off rapidly after the first year
leaving the CPR such that on balance the average use of fertilizers by CPR graduates
in 1981 was little different from that for the remaining farmers. It should be
noted that graduating classes usually received fertilizers on credit during the
first year after graduation. In 1981 it was reported that 23 percent of ex-trainees
did not use fertilizers, and that of those which did, fertilizers were used on less
than 50 percent of the average area cultivated by the ex-trainees. Only 2.6 ha
of crops were fertilized per farm.

Among the 424 ex-stagiaires surveyed in 1982 in the Maradi Productivity Project,
representing S graduating classes (1979 through 1981), the average amounts of
fertilizer used was 93 kg for SSP and 34 kg of urea per farm. The latest class
1981 had applied 131 kg of SSP and 46 kg of urea per farm in 1982, while those
of the 1977 class had used only S3 kg and 46 kg respectively for SSP and urea.
The intermediate classes had applied intermediate amounts with the more recent
classes uniformly using more than the preceding.

Stagiaires were reported to have used about twice as much SSP and almost three
t1mes as much urea per farm in 1982 as the average for all the farmers reached by
the project. However, overall over the period 1978-1982 the average project farmer
had used almost as much fertilizer as the average stagiaires.



In the NOD project a survey was made in 1982 of the 150 ex-stagiaires from
the CPT graduating classes of 1979, 1980 and 1981.

A tot~l of 107 or roughly 71 percent were farming. All had applied at
least one of the recommended practices in 1982 but only 29 percent and 21 percent
has used phosphate and nitrogen fertilizers respectively. By comparison 76
percent had used manures.

When comparisons were made among the three groups (three graduation classes)
approximately 47 percent, 75 percent and 80 percent respectively for the 1979
1980 and 1981, classes had applied at least one recommended practic~. A net
decrease was noted in the use of each of the two fertilizer elements as between
the 1979 and 1980 and between the 1980 and 1981 classes. The final percenta.ge
of the 1981 class using fertilizer in 1982 were 28 percent and 25 percent
respectively for phosphate and nitrogen fertilizer elements.

The data from surveys of ex-stagiaires cast some doubt about either the
effectiveness of the training or the ~erception of these as farmers of the value
of fertilizers or both. It should be pointed out that the record of ex-stagiaires
with respect to application of otter recommended practices also leave much to be
desired.

The amount of fertilizer actually used as a function of potential use is still
insignificant. In Maradi, the Department with perhaps the most concentrated
effort to improve production through a productivity project extending from 1978
through the present, only 4 percent of the land cultivated in the project area in
1980 was fertilized. This increased to 8 percent in 1981. In 1982 the area
fertilizer dropped to 6.1 percent.

The OEeD study of 1982 reported only 30,000 ha or 0.8 percent of the millet
and sorghum planted area as receiving fertilizers. The corresponding figures for
cowpeas was 8,000 ha or 0.7 percent; for peanuts 17,000 ha or 9.0 percent; and
for rice 5,000 ha or 24.0 percent. The fertilizer area represent the entire
rice area under irrigation, which is presumed to be all fertilized with ,~ crops
being produced on the land each year.

E. Outlook for Consumption in Future Years

If the decline of fertilizer sales at official prices during 1983 prove
to be a temporary reaction to price increases and withdrawal of credit for
fertilizer and/or fertilizer continues to be available from Nigeria at or belov
official CA prices it is possible to predict a continuing increase is consumDtion
at perhaps 20 percent per year. At this rate by 1990 consumption would reach
approximately 15,000 nutrient tons or enough to fertilize 5 perc.ent of t..ile millet.
and sorghum area if all was used on these ~o crops. It. can be concluded that
the potential for a very substantial increase in fertilizer consumption would
occur at current product price relations if the procurement and distribution system
and credit facilities could be expanded and adequately financed. Currently»
however, distribution costs are largely absorbed by the UNCC/CA. As consumption
increases this could become an unbearable burden~ not to mention the cost of
subsidies if it becomes necessary to procure on the world market. Moreover failure
of many farmers to repay credit would undermine the financial position of the aiCA.
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fertilizer on crop yields. This will require a concentrated research program
for genetic ~provement of varieties in soil and water management and in rotation
and cultural practices.

F. Crop Protection Inputs

Most of the pesticides consumed are used by the plant protection services
of the MOR. These are used in campaigns to control outbreaks of insect pest
which develop from time to time and from place to place. The area treated either
by ground equipment or by air have ranged from a low of about 120,000 ha in 1982
to a high of 427,100 ha in 1980. Much of the plant protection activities since
the drought have been financed by Canada and Germany.

Farmer procurement and use of pesticides is limited to small amounts of
insecticides and of fungicides for seed treatment. It 1s estimated that about
50 percent of seeds sown were treated 1n 1981, requiring the use of about 1.7
million 25 gram packages of fungicide. This level of use has remained fairly
static since 1975. The PIC projects the use of 2.6 million and 3.0 million
packages in 1984 and 1985.

Seed treatment with fungicide/insecticide 1s one of the most cost-effective
technologies available to farmers. Ibis practice has expanded rapidly in most
Sahelian countries reachjng levels of up to 90 percent treatment of all seeds in
some countries. The less extensive use of seed treatment in Niger is probably
related to deficiencies in the procurement and distribution system. Outside of
project areas it is probably difficult for farmers to acquire the necessary
chemical compounds.

Only limited data is available in Niger on the 1mpa~t of disease and insect
pests on crop production. In the early to mid 1970's widespread attacks of th~

insect transmitted rosette disease of peanuts caused serious losses to this crop.
This together with the greater increase in prices (both official and parallel)
for millet in comparison to that for peanuts is usually credited for the precipi­
tous and continuing drop in peanut production.

Losses from the spike miner on millet is sporadic and can be locally serious
from time to time. Control by application of pesticides by farmers is rarely
practiced.

The cowpea generally suffers large losses from insects, especially when sown
in pure stands. Storage losses are particularly serious.

Farmer use of pesticides, other than the generalized use of chemicals for
seed treatment is mostly limited to use of various compounds for control of pests
in stored grain.

Data on the use of pesticides by categories, by Departments and by crop are
given in tables 27 and 28. Ie should be noted that the CA stocks and distributes
most of the seed treatment fungicide used and a limited amount and kinds of other
pesticides. In 1982 the distribution of 1,306,417 bags (25mg) of seed treatment
fungicide and 32,094 liters of rwo different insecticides were reported.



Currently at the official price (50 CFA for Urea and 45 CFA for TSP) paid
by farmers for fertilizers (this is no~ higher than parallej market prices for
imports from Nigeria) and at the official price for grain (80 FCFA/kg) a value/cost
ratio of 4 or better has been obtained in some 450 tests with millet, sorghum and
cowpeas in farmers fields during 1981 and 1982 by the FAO/DANIDA sponsored
national fertilizer program PNE. It is usually considered ~hat a value/cost ratio
of Z to 3 is needed for adoption by farmers.

Should procurement of fertilizers from Nigeria be curtailed or stopped al­
together, and world prices be paid, it would be necessary to either increase
grain prices considerably or continue selling fertilizers at an artificially
low price requiring a high level of subsidy. At current world prices for ferti­
lizers and at official grain prices the value/cost ratio of optimal levels of
fertilizer application would be on the order of unity. This, without taking into
account added labor cost nor the cost of distribution of the fertilizers from
the Central storage ?oints. Grain prices would have to be increased about 3-4
fold in order to prOVide a sufficient incentive for farmers to use fertilizers at
world market prices.

Some reduction in fertilizer cost could be achieved with greater and more
efficient exploitation of local phosphate deposits. This would also have the
advantage of saving on foreign exchange cost.

The project/fertilizer cost ratios could be altered somewhat with improve­
ments in the yield potential of varieties; with improvements in soil and water
management; with use of improved seeds; and with better rotation, cultivation
and weed control practices - in other words through the use of improved production
systems--. However, these are yet to be developed. There has been virtually no
improvement in the recommended production package in the past 20 years. The
current INRAN research program does not offer a particularly promising outlook
for resolving these problems unless it is modified substantially and expanded.
Hopefully interaction with the Purdue and ICRISAT research groups will lead to a
better approach.

The alternative to the use of fertilizer for bringing about increases in
production necessary to meet consumption demand is to continue to expand the area
planted. This is what has been happening. Since 1974 the area planted to cereal
grains has expanded at a rate between 3 and 4 percent per year. This accounted
for the increase in total production during that period. Yields have remained
static. .~ter a sharp drop during the drought years, yields reached predrought
levels in about 1976. If anything there may be a slight trend toward decreasing
yields. The contribution of improved technology to production has remained
virtually nil. It can be estimated that fertilizer use may have added about one
percent to total grain production.

Continuing expansion of the cultivated area means increasing the coefficient
of intensity of land utilization, which is already very high by Sahel standards

reported by MDR to be on the order of 33 to as high as 76 depending on the area.
Increasing these coefficients will lead to decreasing yields and increasing soil
deterioration. There is no viable option to increasing the use of fertilizers if
productions levels are to be maintained on the medium to long term. Rotation
practices and the use of organic matter could reduce the need for nitrogen. For
the long run it is essential that every effort be made to enhance the impact of



table 27: Use of Pestid.cie.s 1975 - 1982

Ca:.gory 1976 1978 1979 1980 *1981

298 229

*1,710

20.2

427.1
I
I
I

2 5.9
00.0

224.

428.71

414.~

15.91

SOi

119.21
I

10.9

1,619

25.0

164.J
204.

288. I
!

184.ai

1,519 875 1,202

828 SSO i-a

99.6 144.6 45.2

0.5 7.0 15.2

19.0 10.9 15.0

76.9 69.0 154.7

26.5

12.220.1

214.8

116.7 71.1

1.6S5· 979

Niamey

Maradi

Zj,nd,er

Diffa

'!ahoua

Doaso

Uqw.d c:onc:cu:races
1,000 lc.

Seeds ereaeed 1,000 eoDS

Area eraaeed nm pueiJ
d.cies 1,000 ha.

Seed '!rea:manc by De:pa.
1,000 php.

Seed ~..~: 1,0001
%S p:. pap

Area creacac1 by De:pa.
1,000 1:1&

N:ia1Iley

D0550

'Iahoua

!f&racii

Zinder
Di.££a

I 61.5

U.lI 80.4 i
46.~ 2 .0

8. 24.

.~ -5 112.0

1 ·4 US.9l

* Noe availabl~

** esti:Dated

D.c. fro'll Ho It aappo~ Atmuel cie Scaeic: 1980

-l~l.-



Table 28: Usa of Pesd-tides in 1982 by
printipal c:rops.

Pesticide Crop

Sorghum/Millet Pe&11U~ Niebe Co ton Others

Seed treaCUlnt
2S mg phgs. 945.1 208.4 152.2 43.8 62.4
1.000 php

Pestic:ide dusts
tous 118.9 1.2 12.0 17.2

Liquid Conc:entrates
1.000 It. 29.3 1.7 5.2 1.7 4.4

:t.odentid.des tons 20.7 0.2 0.2 9.2

Daea from: MDR,; Reunion Am1uelle des Cadres Nationaux at Deparcemencaux de l'Agtic:ul.t:
Feb. 1983.

-11-;-



1)
Table 29: Seed distribution by MDR by pr1.ncipal

crops - 1975 - 1982

Seeds, Tons, Years

Crop 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 7,) 1982

Millet: 4, 75 6, 75 704 616 129 162 40

Sorghum 221 144 9 14 19 5 0. 1

Peanuts 8,462 1 , 21 5,244 6,912 7,216 5,159 ,048-
Niebe 1, )S SS4 145 241 161 912 92

Rice 11 99 27 6 46 79 6 6

1) Data from MDR Rapport Annuel des Statistiques 1980
2) Data from MDR Reunion Annuelle des Cadres Nationaux et Departementauxde 1 t Agr1.cul.tUJ

Feb. 1983

) Data unavailabIe.



Tab~e 30: Seed Product~on of Pr~nc~pa~ Crops at five Seed Cencers

1977 - 1982

I
Tons of Seed Produced

Center Crop .! I

I1977 1978 I 1979 1980 1981
I

Guec:heme Millet 20.3 39.7 20.5 ~8.25 I 47.6
I

Sorgho - - .4 - -
N1ebe 4.3 :"3 1.1 5.7 5.2

Peanuts - - 3.7 L3 -

Doukou Doukou Millet 11 39 .2 9.9 5.8 14.2

Sorgho 0.3 0.2 - -
I

-
N1ebe 14.3 1.4 1.5 3.04 0.8

Peanuts - - 0.7 1.5 1.3
I

Magaria Millet 12.1 29.4 25.6 9.7 18.9

Sorgho - - - - -
Niebe 1.3 1.3 2.7 I 0.6 I 7.2

Peanuts 3.0

I
4.7 5.9 10.0 I 1.4

I
I

Ramdallaye Millet - 12.5 12.0 18.4 26.8

Sorgho - LO - -
I

-
Niebe - 7.3 3.2 2.1 3.9

Peanuts - - 0.6 0.4 0.9

I

Kouroungoussaou Millet 15.3 I 44.1 30.7 49.2-
Sorgho - 1.1 2.3 - -
Niebe - 2.6 1.3 2.5 3.1

Peanuts - - 0.6 7.3 4.9

. --



Table 31: Seeds Distributed in the Maradi Producti~ty

Project 1980 - 1982

Crop Year: 1980 1981 1982- (Seed Tons)

Millet 48.5 110.0 52.7

Niebe 61.4 100.5 56.6

Peanuts 1,574.4 2,275.2

Sorghum 2.3 4.0



G. Seed

Although seed is an important input in agricultural production, the CA
does not handle production, procurement or distribution of seeds. This is
the responsibility of the MDR Agricultural Service. Table 29 provides d&ta
on distribution of seed of principal crops for 1975-1982.

Since about 1977 the MDR has placed a great emphasis on improving seed
quality and on providing seed of improved varieties of crops, particularly
for peanuts, niebe, sorghum, and millet, to the farmers. An elaborate system
have been set up for producing breeder seed, foundation seed and several levels
of mulitiplication for production o~ commercial seed for sale to farmers. This
involves the principal research station of Tarna, a seed farm for the first
level of multiplication and six seed production centers for further multipli­
cation. Seed are also multiplied under Center supervision by contract farmers.
This final seed becomes commercial seed for sale/exchange with farmers.

Table 30 provides data on seed production by 5 seed multiplication centers
from 1977 through 1981.

Complete data for seed production by contract growers could not be obtained.
In 1981 however, contract seed producers, supervised by two of the Centers were
reported to have produc~d a total of 6.2 tons, 2.5 tons and 4.8 tons respectively
of seed of millet, niebe and peanuts.

Some productivity projects -- specifically Haradi -- operates its seed produc­
tion and distribution program to a large extent independently of the MDR seed
centers.

As reported in the 1981 conference des cadres on the National Cereals Project
the costs of producing a clean processed seed in the MDR centers were Millet:
497 FCFA(kg; Sorgh1xm 436 FCFA(kg; and for niebe 481 FCFA!kg.

Seed are usually prOVided to farmers against payment in kind, however some
cash sales are also made.

The impact of seed costs on demand in the Maradi project is shown in Table
31.

The substantial drop in the amount of seed distribution in 1982 was believed
to have been the result of the increase in the exchange ratios from one to one
for millet and niebe before 1982 to one and one half to one 1982.

Data on seed production and distribution for 1982 and availability for 1983
are given in table 32.

The effectiveness of the seed production program and its impact on agricul­
tural program is difficult to evaluate, because (a) that the improved varieties
are substantially better than local varieties is still debatable (b) that the
selection and proce~~ing of seeds for distribution (processing equipment is
available at only three Centers much of the seed distributed is not processed)
result is a significant increase in germination, emergency and vigor of seedings
has yet to be clearly demonstrated (c) it appears that the farmers do not recognize
a significantly clear superiority of the improved seed to justify paying a premium
for this seed.



Table 32: Seeds: Diseribut10n 1982, Produceion 1982,

and avai1abiliey 1983 (1)

C r 0 p / 5 e e d / T 0 n s

Categories

Millet Sorgno Niebe
I Peanuts I RiceI I

available for distribution
I I

82 339.8 0.9 92.0 2,048.2 636.4

Produced in 1982 3,326.0 21.5 463.2 2,589.0 700.0

available for distribu1:ion
83 666.3 24.6 194.4 788.0 705.6

needed for multiplication I
83 100.6 2.2 113.0

I
372.0 -

cted needs for distribu-
in 1983 583.2 22.9 218.3 3.612.4

I 701.8

1) Data from Reunion Annuel1e des Cadres Nationaux et Departementaux de
l'Agricu1eure, February 198 3 •



H. Summary and Conclusions

The Experimental basis underlying recommendations for use of fertilizer$
is generally very weak. More research is needed, especially on rice and other
crops grown under irrigation. Much more field testing is also necessary.

The Program National Engrais (PNE) should continue to provide results from
field tests over a wide range of soil and rainfall conditions, and should con­
tribute to filling the information gap.

Improvement in the design and implementation of applied research trials
and demonstration in the several productivity projects could add substantially
to the information base for making recommendations.

A serious research effort should be directed towards studying the factors
which influence crop responses to fertilizers -- soil-water-plant relations,
s~il preparation, use of organic manures, rotation with legumes, cultural
practices -- most results from field trials which have been made fail to prOVide
information on these conditioning factors. Consequently, it is difficult to
interpret the wide variability observed among responses. Because of this
deficiency, the extensive testing which has been done and which continues,
provides much less information than could be had.

Other factors such as the influence of certain minor elements -- Sulphur,
boron -- should also be studied.

The economics of use of fertilizers will depend to a large extent to the
degree to which crop responses to fertilizers can be improved by better manage­
ment of these responses - conditioning factors as well as by genetic improvement
of the crop varieties. The comprehensive studies by reRlSAT will undoubtedly
contribute to this objective, especially as concerns millet.

It will not be sufficient to simply identify the factors (rotations, use
of organic matter, soil preparation etc.) which enhance crop responses to
fertilizers. Rather it will be necessary to develop and demonstrate practical
production systems which incorporate the application of these factors and which
the farmers will be able to adopt.

The different products whichfurnishPZOS should also be more thoroughly
investigated. Should the supply of simple super phosphate (SSP) from Nigeria
dry up and procurement from world market become necessary, consideration should
be given to the use of diammonium phosphate (DAP), a more concentrated e~urced

PZOS than either SSP or triple super phosphate (TSP) and in addition provides
some nitrogen. It should be noted that its official price for SSP and TSP do not
honestly reflect values. TSP should be priced at about 80 CFA/kg to be equivalent
to SSP at 85 CFA/kg.

Means for making the natural phosphate from Tahoua physically more acceptable
to the farmer and more effective in terms of immediate plant responses should be
more agressively pursued.

In other words an all-out research effort on all ~spects of soil fertility
and related factors is a prerequisite to placing the use of fertilizers on a
sound technical and economic foundation.



The results from numerous field trials, given in some detail
in tables accompanying the text, suggest that the use under
rainfed conditions of nitrogen (N) and phosphate (P) fertilizers
on millet and sorghum in light soils, of N on sorghum in heavier
valley soils, of P on peanuts and cowpeas can be expected to
return 6-8 kg of product yield for each kg of fertilizer nut­
rients (P/N ratio). It remains to be determined if this ratio is
adequate to convince the farmer to risk the investment.

Yields of rice under irrigation results in a higher return.
However, the data available does not permit an estimation of how
high the return would be if more rational combinations of Nand
P20S were used. Even with what would appear to be an excessive
use of P20S and K, pIN ratios of over 10 have been obtained in
experimental trials.

The pIN ratios observed for rain fed crops, although not
exceptional, makes the use of fertilizers profitable to the
farmer at current official prices for commodities and
fertilizers. At world market prices the margin would be so
reduced so as to provide no incentive to farmers.

It is difficult to estimate the demand for fertilizers
because this appears to have been conditioned by factors other
than crop responses and profitability. During the period 1975..;
1980 the consumption of fertilizer increased approximately 30%
per year. A large year-to-year variability is observed however
which cannot be readily explained.

Since 1980 evidence of resistence to buy fertilizers due to
the elimination of seasonal credit for fertilizers and increases
in official prices has been apparent. Nevertheless, consumption
has continued to increase at least through 1982.

The pattern of consumption appears to leave much doubt as to
the farmers motivation and/or his perception of the value of
fertilizers. Graduates from CPR's, CPT's and CFJA's have not
consistently continued to apply the so-called improved
technology, including the use of fertilizer, taught and practiced
in the training institutions. The graduates from the earlier
classes use fewer of the recommended practices than the more
recent graduates. There appears to be a great deal of selectivity
whether purposeful or otherwise, in the application of different
elements of the technology packages for which explanation is
rarely available. In other words, the basis for demand for
technology elements, inclUding ferilizers, is not well
understood, nOr1$ it likely to become so through the existing
approach to data collection and analysis.

That price is an important factor was clearly demonstrated
by reduction of purchases from official sources in 1981 and 1982
and probably in 1983. The switching of purchaser from official
sources to cheaper parallel market sources became clearly evident
in 1982 and again in 1983.

142



The availability of credit also impacts on demand. It is not
possible to separate the impact of prices from that of suspension
of credit which occurred in 1981. The lack of credit may account
for thepartial use, i.e. only a portion of a farmer's cropped
area will generally be fertilized. Whether this is simply a
reflection of lack of liquidity, a hedging of risk, or a
calculation of probability of timely seeding or weeding etc., is
not possible to determine on the basis of available information.

The use of fertilizer is still insignificant in relation to
its potential use assuming current levels of profitability
continues. The contribution of fertilizers to production is still
minimal, perhaps on the order of one percent of total production
for millet (approximately 50 percent of all fertilizer nutrients
are used for millet). Although this may be considered important
if it is viewed in terms of an absolute addition to cereals
production in the order of 10,000 to 13,000 tons per year, it is
less impressive relative to the long term strategy for food self­
sufficiency under which much of the investment in food production
projects was initiated. That strategy, originally spelled out in
1975, called for improved technology to meet the countries
requirements for an incremental cereals production increase of
30,000 to 40,000 tons per year by 1990. In implementing that
strategy, the GON calculated that 32,000 MT of fetilizer would be
required by 1981, 66,000 by 1986, and 104,000 by 1991. The last
Five Year Plan was somewhat less ambitious, but according to
Departmental estimates fertilizer use should have reached 23,650
MT by 1983. Therefore, the low use of fertilizer, and the low
calculated contribution to production, must raise some concern
about the effectiveness of the production strategy. This will be
even more of a concern if it becomes neccessary tv procure
fertilizer at world market prices. Demand would virtually dry up
except for use on crops under irrigation and for speciality crops
which occupy very small areas.

The consumption of fertilizer is low in comparison to the
total hectares of land cultivated. However, it should be noted
that an increase of 1% in production can make a significant
contribution to foreign exchange savings for Niger. Consider:
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Fertilzer Cost

* Estimated consumption of fertilizer = 12,000 Tons

* 50% used on millet

* Delivered Price/ton

* Investment cost

Returns

* 1% of total production

* Value of millet at 80 CFA/kg

*Net gain

=

=

=

=

=

6,000 Tons

65,000 CFA

390 million CFA

13,000 Tons

1,040 million CFA

650 million CFA

The treatment of seed is the most widely used plant
protection practice used by farmers. Improvement of stands of 20­
30% have been reported for millet and peanuts. The cost of the
treatment is almost insignificant. The amounts used in recent
years is sufficient to treat about 50% of all seed sown. The
fact that use of seed treatment chemicals have remained static
for the past 8 years suggests that there are other factors
besides agronomic and economic ones impeding further use.

Most other pesticides are procured by the MDR and applied by
the agricultural services as pest outbreaks occur. There is
virtually no systematic control of pests on crops other than
cotton and pure cropped cowpeas by farmeres.

Seeds of improved varieties of crops and improved processed
seeds are provided to growers by the agricultural services. Seeds
are either S010 or provided on an exchange basis. The amounts
reported to have been distributed during the period 1075-1982
varies greatly from year to year for the different crops. It is
probable that during the earlier years of this period seeds of
local varieties were distributed as well as those of improved
varieties.

The amount of seeds reported to be distributed in 1982 was
sufficient to have seeded about 25 percent, 35 percent, and only
a trace of the area sown with millet, peanuts and sorghum
respecti vely. The distribution of niebe seed was sufficient to
plant from 10 percent to 20 percent of the area depending on the
density since niebe is almost always produced in mixed stands of
varying density.

The supposed improvement of performance of selected seeds
appears not to have provided a sufficient incentive to farmers to
pay much of a premium for such seed.
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lIICER
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! D#p4r.-teaaent$ ,total dc!- 'rue"clue ! '( , ucl uos! r' ! 'cl ucs!
1 !viJ~a{;c~!iiajol'ite!'! ..... 8!Ai.:ct!1 U:ajoritel Q q !J~UClUl 1 l·tljorite r~. q 1 Aacun
II! 1 ur.s! r , una r 1 r lt11S 1
( II! r--r" , ! 1 - r I--
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! I! 1 -I r 1 ! r 1 !
J Ditta I 81 1 20 I 11 I 50 I 18 ! 10 ! 53 I ~.J.. 10! 21
r I I , ! I I 'I !
! Dosso , t18 1 62 54 I 2 r 15 1 29 ! 74 r 61 26! 31
! ! 1 1 I , !! !
r IIar."di I 150 r ~06 ~.2 r ,. r 30 r 62 I 58 r 116 13! 16
r I! l' 1 r I !
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I ! r 1 I ! ,r I
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I I! r r I f r r I
I ?indcr ! i66 I 92 4~ 1 32 I 18 ! 6:; ! 85! 103 33! 30 t
I r 1 I I 1 r I I I
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ANNEXI:S

l.a. Distribution of villages having animal traction

1.b. Distribution of villages by use of technical themes

2. Niger - Agricultural production, 1961-1979

3. Houshold Budgets - Expenditures and Revenues

4. Average Prices for Millet and Cowpeas, Niamey Market

5•a. & b. Household Cash Expend!tures

t 1980

, 1980
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APPtHldix 1

TABLEAU B-·l DISTRIBU'I'ION Dill VILLAGES SELON L' APPLICATIOti

DEB TH:!J.tES TECHNIQUES (Sui te)

NIGER

-··-.----·-F.;;.b;.,-:-~emOn~:::d~~-~tionn'J08 : -;;~tion : -; ..~acti~iDla~ -J
Depart« men ta total de ----.----.------ - --- - __ .. _

. I villages' majorite l}uelqu£Ej aucun lnajori tfi quelques! aucun! majorite i .. 1

I . 1 I UDa f f 1 una I! I una I
----- .. 1---- -1' .- -1- ._- --t 1- "' 1 i I f

_Tota.:.~_~:r __:_~~~: ~13 :~!-L.400 l 68 .L 145 : 559! . 45 ~ 172 : 555 I

Difta : 81; 16: 16: 49: 18 : 10 : 53 1 - I 4 : -11
..-.--.-----~.-r_- 1 1 '--1 , --I 1 --I 1 -I--~-

Dosao ! 118 I 12, 29 I 77' 6 1 31 I 81! 4 I 20 I 94

--_._--,-_.._}-. - ~. --_.. { --,,--_.; : ---1& .~ t·,-----f· -f-----
Marndi I 150! 68 i 41 I 35 1 2 I 19 ! 129 I 20 I 66 I 64

-_._'--"~- --- J N_ ••, - --r--_<>f!f." ! ! -, ... t." t 1,-· ------I !:----
N,ismay I 144' 31 I 21 1 86, 9 I 24 I 111 1 6 I 22 I 116

h~'~'Po__ ........r.~.l ~~-J.$......... __.n<,_.;~j_,~_~L --......1 =-,-1 __,~' .........-1-_.--..... I _ J __ ~. __

Tahoun I 113' 40! 11 I 56 f 25 t 21 I 61 I 11 I 23 I 19
I 1 I I· ill I I I

.~"'--~-"--,.,._",.,'---.. !._.! .. T - I '? ~-,"'" '·1·<IllO--.•oo-I·---.._·,-t-'---'-4 .~-_ _-t-. "'-1-'. ,---~-- I~ .. , ----t.- -....I ~:inJ.~.r••~.__ :~66 .• : .•_4~__1__29 : -.:!..L . 81~4 : ~~: 4: 37 : 125
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TABLE A- 3 EVOLUTION Of I lOUSEHCl..D BLOGETAny EXPEf\()IlLHES

(in U.S. ballars)

Canton of
Maradl. 19622 Maradl. 19653 Conlon of 4 CanLon of

E xpemnturt:s l<antche. 1956
1 Oogo. 1918 Mlnla. 1979

Categ()ry (N=182) (N:.:l1 ]) (N=3'a) (N.::15) (N:::14)
---Percenl'-- Percent Percent -Percent Percent

Food 25 24 4 } 315 40 557 24

Adornment ] ]
19 14 Va7 19 343 15

J9 18
.' lousehold 14 10 42 5 J66 7

Gins 'is 34 77 57 89 12 168 33

Investments 9 12 21 16 186 24 475 21

Other 2 12 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 100 100 135 100 719 100 2309 100

(1. Nicolas 1962. 2. Malnet and Nicolas 1965. 3. Nicolas, Dournensche and Dan Mouche 1968; 4. AfOOUid 1982aJ

eJted in fLLP.



APpcllolx 3

I ABLE 8-- 3 EVa_Ull[~ ()= t-OJ5EHCI.D BlA)GE1ARV REVEt-.LJES

(In U.S. dollars)
J

Canton of
2

Canton of. Canton of COI..ltv of 5 rnllnlv IIf
I .J

llellflllllC I<afltche, 1956 MiUiuJl, 1962 Ha rocII • 1965 '10(,0, 1910 Hlnla. 1979 1annul 19II ....'1 ;_'~"'. I" "

!ill!!!£l!!l'. -1!!:182) ~-1!'-'II .s ) (N,,''') (N=15) _..IN-III) (.....116 » - _J!!:!!?J. __ .__
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent f'ercenl Pl~n:(''''

AUl'lcultural Proa..ce 13.20 21 41 116.'4 )} 161 21 76 " 56.88 11 .)H.n .)

Lheslock 2.80 6 , 2.96 2 l25 42 2J1 12 18.66 II 51, ./,/1 12

Craft~ ar~ Ca.merce 21.20 41t J~ 51. xa 41 144 19 1204 6} 15.10 22 llS.55 ']I

GHts arlO tOMS 11.20 2:J 21 ]/, .16 24 6' 8 362 19 82.66 'll, lUI. 111 ')/,

Other 15 10 J6 2 89.H 26 119.11 :ill

Jutal 48.40 IUO 1m liiO.16 100 168 100 J91S 100 342.63 IOn 1119.111 ....

(1. Nicolas 1962; 2. Mainet and Nicolas 1965; :s. Nicolas, Douncnsche and Dan Mouche 1968; It. ArnouhJ 1982a;
5. Sutter 1982.)

C1L~d in S.1.11
•

..
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Appendix 4

TABLE A-4 Average Monthly Price of Millet.
Niamey Market (CFA/kg)

YEAlt JAN FEB -MAR APR MAY .ruN JUt AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC- - - - - - - - - - - -
1961 16 18 20 31 28 25 23 18 16 21 17 13

1962 16 19 18 22 25 17 21 20 18 15 17 20

1963 16' 15 15 15 15 16 23 20 20 16 14 13

1964 14 IS 14 16 16 16 19 17 15 15 15 IS
1965 14 14 14 16 18 11 18 19 17 15 17 22

1966 24 27 . 31 35 40 4'" 54 43 38 26 20 17'"
1961 22 22 22 22 23 21 23 23 23 20 15 11

1968 17 14 16 16 15 IS
1969 22 44 41 24

1970 23 22 27 26 26 29 16 32 32 26 22 22

1971 20 26 26 29 29 31 31 35 24 27 28 27

1972 28 26 30 31 32 32 32 37 35 35 32 36

1973 39 40 47 54 64 61 58 60 51 5S 61 44

1974 45 44 43 51 42 38 38 43 37 31 31 33

1915 30 46 40 43 31 43 39 40 39 33 32 38

1976 39 48 54 48 57 60 47 50 47 50 63 60

1977 51 5"1 6S 61 S9 67 72 76 60 68 63 63

1978 73 75 83 85 92 64 107 19 S8 87 83 85

1979 85 83 83 »
/

Source: Government of Niger, Projet de Routes Rurales en Republique duNiger,
Etude de la Commercialisation et du Stocka e des Produits A ricoles,
Min1stere des Travaux Pu lies des Transporte et de l'Ur anisme

University of Michigan, Marketing, Price Policy, and Storage of Food
Grains, VoltDlles I and II, CPJ:O, CILSS. Club de Sahel, August 191"

Government of Niger, Statistiques, Economiques ~ et Monetaires,BCEAO,
Niamey, various issues

Government of Niger, Bulletin de Statistique, Service de la Statis-
tique, Commissariat General au Deve10ppement



TABLE B-4 Cowpea Price Series, Niamey Market
(Mi 11 ion CPA)

Yea); Months. . .. .
'J F H A M J J A S 0 N D

1970 22 24 29 25 31 28 35 35 33 34 25 25

1971 25 36 41 49 27 56 44 50 41 63 56 50

1972 56 71 51 60 58 60 62 73 67 56 58 43

1913 53 56 58 64 71 91 76 72 86 91 60 82

1974 54 44 68 96 86 76 9:' 168 167 116 57 54

1975 52 98 82 98 72 78 95 62 74 63 57 61

1976 53 61 71 75 71 63 8S 80 70 50 56 37

1977 62 14 59 16 78 80 82 75 13l 80 93 81

1978 88 90 109 104 159 148 167 122 139 155 100 100

1919 82 96

Source: Government of Niger, Projet de Routes Rurales en Republique du Niger, Etude
de 1a Commercialisatt~n et du Stockage des Produits ~~r1~oles, Mlnistere des
TravauK Publics des Transports et de l'UrbaDisme, January 1978

Government of Niger, Statistigues , Economiques, at Monetaires, Various Issues,
BCEAO, Niamey

~

•



TABLE A-5 H{)usehold Cash Expenditures:
Village "Y" - Matameye Arrondissement (Zinder)

Per Household Per Capita
(CPA) (CPA)

" of
Subtotal "of Total

1. All foods 47300 6900 39 30

millet 12800
sorghum 2600
meat 8100
milk 7500
other foods 16400

--------------_.--------_.~-------------.~~--------------------~-----------2. Housing 16700 2400 14 10

local HH items 4300
manufactured items 10000
wood 700
kerosene 1700

------------ ----------------------------------------~-~------- -----------
~~__~!~~h!~s ~-!Z~QQ----------t~QQ------~_!~ ._!! _
4. Services 2600 400 2 2
------------------------_.~------------_.~-----------~------~-_._---------.
5. Miscellaneous 37000 5400 30 23

loand given out
loans reimbursed
gifts
taxes
others

A. SUBTOTAL:
Family Expenses

6. Farm Cash Expenses

121400

15300

4800
5000

22600
2200
2400

17600

2200

100

40

i6

10

salaried labor 2200
plow or cart renting 1300
fertilizer &fungicide 4600
seeds from UNCC of buy 5900
tools 1300

--------------------------~-------------
i. Livestock Purchases 22800

------------~--------- -----------
3300 60 14

animal purchase
animal maintenance

B. SUBTOTAL:
Agricultural Inputs

TOTAL HOUSEHOLD
EXPENDITURES (A &B)

38100

159500

14600
8200

5500

23200

100 24

100

SOURCE: Sutter (1980)



Appendix j •• il

TABLE B-5 Household Cash Expenditures:
Village "Z" - Tanout Arrondissement (Zinder)

Per Household Per Capita
(CFA) (CFA)

, of
Subtotal , of Total I

1. All foods 42900 6600 48

Millet 17200
Sorghum 1900
Meat 2400
milk 1600

41 "i

-----------1----------------------

10121600

.,

---------------------.-~-------~~ "

other foods 19800
------~~~----~----~------~._---------~.-­.
2. Housing 10500

local HH items 1500
manufactured items 8400
wood 200
kerosene 400

---------------------------~-_._---------
~~ __~!~~!!~~i .. ~!§~QQ-------- ~~QQ . !~ !~ _
4. Services: 600 100 1 1
---------------------------~------------- ---------- ----------------------s. Miscellaneous 19300 300 21 18

loans given out
loans reimbursed
gifts
taxes
others

1200
6200
9000
1400
1500

A. SUBTOTAL:
Family Expenses 90100 14000 100 86

---------_._----.._.._._~ .....----.._---

6. Farm Cash Expenses 2700

salaried labor 1500
plow or cart renting 0
fertilizer &fungicide 0
seeds bought 900

I tools 300-----------------------------------------
7. Livestock Purchases 11300

400

1700

l~

81

3

11

animal purchase
animal maintenance

10500
800

B. SUBTOTAL:
Agricultural Inputs 14000 2100 100 14

rrOTAL HOUSEHOLD
~XPENDlTURES (A &B) 104100 16100 100 100

SOURCE: Collion (1980)


