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This study examines the impact of insecurity on farmers' quitting propensity and its subsequent implications for food availability in Nigeria. Data collected were from 360 household respondents using structured questionnaires were analyzed using descriptive and inferential statistical techniques. Regarding insecurity, 44.4% of farmers report frequent insecurity (occurring more than five times a year), and 72.2% have considered quitting farming because of insecurity. Persistent theft (97.2%) is the majorly responsible for considering quitting, followed by reduced profitability (86.7%) and increased security costs (77.8%). About 41.7% of farmers report a very serious intention to quit farming. The study reveals significant relationships between insecurity and food availability, with variables like farmer-herder conflict (p = 0.017), climate change (p = 0.032), and banditry (p = 0.002) being statistically significant. Common surviving strategies embraced by farmers include borrowing from financial institutions (62.1%), and adjusting farming schedules (63.9%). The findings emphasize the critical requirement for targeted interventions to tackle the causes of insecurity, improve farming, and boost food security.  Policy solutions should prioritize the welfare and stability of agricultural communities, especially in conflict-vulnerable areas. 
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1. INTRODUCTION
Insecurity has evolved into a defining challenge with far-reaching implications for rural development, especially across Sub-Saharan Africa where agriculture remains the backbone of household livelihoods. Farming contributes substantially to national food supply, rural employment, and economic stability. In Nigeria where agriculture accounts for about 23.17% of GDP and employs a significant portion of the rural population (Ogbanje & Salami, 2022; Tochukwu et al., 2021), rising insecurity has disrupted farming activities to an alarming degree. This has compelled many rural households to abandon agriculture entirely, a worrisome behavioural shift often referred to as “quitting propensity.”
Globally, more than 820 million people suffer from hunger, with a disproportionately large share living in contexts affected by conflict and instability (Otekunrin, 2025; Tóth & Zachár, 2021). Insecurity whether expressed through banditry, herder–farmer clashes, terrorism, or ethnic violence undermines agricultural productivity by destroying farmlands, displacing farmers, and generating an atmosphere of fear that makes continued farming increasingly risky. Such disruptions have cascading effects: reduced food output, higher market prices, weakened export potential, and heightened vulnerability to economic shocks (Nwozor et al., 2019).
Across several conflict-impacted rural areas in Nigeria, attacks, kidnappings, and violent clashes have compelled farming households to suspend or abandon their agricultural activities. The destruction of farmlands, theft of inputs, and loss of labour further threaten the sustainability of rural livelihoods (Sabo et al., 2025; Amare, 2025; Sheidu & Izu, 2024). With an estimated 3.3 million people displaced by conflict nationwide, most of whom originate from rural communities (Isokon et al., 2024), local agricultural systems have been severely destabilized. This displacement has also triggered increases in rural-urban migration, sharply reducing agricultural output and exposing millions of households to food shortages, rising prices, and declining income (Bukar et al., 2021).
While existing research has addressed the general impacts of insecurity on agriculture, much less attention has been devoted to the quitting propensity of farming households. Insecurity affects agribusinesses through multiple channels , loss of produce, destruction of inputs, threats to life, and persistent uncertainty. These pressures generate psychological strain and erode farmers’ willingness to remain in agriculture. Even though economic losses from insecurity are well documented, the emotional and psychological burden of farming under constant threat remains underexplored.
Moreover, although numerous studies highlight migration patterns as a response to insecurity (Ojo et al., 2023; Okafor et al., 2023), they rarely examine the specific socioeconomic and psychological drivers behind the decision to quit farming altogether. Oduehie et al. (2023) emphasize economic damages such as crop loss and input theft, but overlook the significant mental health toll that contributes to farmers’ exit decisions. This represents a key knowledge gap: the quitting propensity is not merely an economic reaction, but a complex behavioural response shaped by fear, trauma, weakened community ties, and the erosion of cultural attachments to land.
The quitting of farmlands due to insecurity directly contributes to declining food production in affected zones, leading to shortages, higher consumer prices, increased import dependency, and worsened food insecurity (Haaga et al., 2025). These outcomes create a self-reinforcing cycle: reduced output lowers household income, heightened vulnerability drives more farmers away, and shortages deepen national food insecurity. Over time, insecurity-driven exits diminish the pool of skilled agricultural labour, weakening agricultural systems and exposing the national economy to external shocks.
Given the gaps in the literature, this study investigates the extent to which insecurity influences the quitting propensity of farming households, and examines the long-term implications of such quitting for food production. By addressing the socioeconomic, psychological, and cultural factors shaping farmers’ decisions to exit agriculture, the study seeks to inform targeted policies and interventions that mitigate the impact of insecurity, promote sustainable agricultural practices, and strengthen food security in conflict-affected regions.
2. MATERIALS AND METHODS
This study covered the North Central region of Nigeria, which includes six states and the Federal Capital Territory (FCT). The states are Benue, Kogi, Kwara, Nasarawa, Niger, Plateau, and the FCT. Geographically, the this region is situated between latitudes 6°24' and 11°30' North of the Equator, and longitudes 2°42' and 15°00' East of the Greenwich Meridian. The region covers a total land area of approximately 242,416 km², representing about 36.14% of Nigeria's total land area (NPC, 2006). The study used a multistage sampling procedure, utilizing both purposive and simple random sampling techniques. In the first stage, three states were purposively selected based on the importance of agriculture and the incidence of insecurity. In the second stage, three Local Government Areas were randomly chosen particularly from the three selected states. A proportionate sampling technique was then applied to select a total of 360 respondents, based on the population size of each LGA. Primary data for the study were obtained through the administration of well-structured questionnaires to household respondents. The data were analyzed using both descriptive and inferential statistics to provide comprehensive insights into the research variables.
3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1 Frequency of Insecurity
The distribution of responses in Table 1 indicates that insecurity is a recurrent phenomenon among farmers in the study area. A substantial proportion of respondents (44.4%) reported experiencing insecurity frequently, defined as more than five incidents per year, representing the most affected group. This was followed by 33.3% of farmers who encountered insecurity on an occasional basis (three to five times annually), while 22.2% experienced such incidents rarely (one to two times per year). Collectively, these results reveal that approximately 77.7% of farming households are exposed to insecurity on a regular basis, underscoring the pervasive nature of the challenge. The high prevalence of frequent insecurity suggests a persistent structural problem within the area, which may be associated with factors such as farmer–herder conflicts, land tenure disputes, and increasing incidents of theft and armed attacks on farmlands. Frequent exposure to insecurity has profound implications for agricultural production and rural livelihoods. Farmers facing repeated threats are often reluctant to invest in large-scale farming or high-value crops due to the heightened risk of losses. Consistent with this finding, Uchegbue and Nnamani (2024) argue that sustained insecurity in rural communities erodes farmers’ confidence and significantly reduces agricultural investment, with adverse implications for long-term food security and economic development.
Table 1: Frequency of Insecurity
	Frequency of Insecurity
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Rarely (1–2 times a year)
	80
	22.2

	Occasionally (3–5 times a year)
	120
	33.3

	Frequently (more than 5 times a year)
	160
	44.4

	Total
	360
	100


3.2 Quitting Propensity of Farmers Due to Insecurity
The results in Table 2 indicate that 72.2% of farmers have considered abandoning farming due to insecurity, while 27.8% have not. This reflects a significant erosion of confidence in agriculture as a sustainable livelihood, posing serious risks to rural economic stability and national food production. Insecurity imposes both economic and psychological burdens on farmers through exposure to theft, displacement, and violence, often in the absence of adequate protection. These findings are consistent with Bello et al. (2024), who note that persistent insecurity in farming communities discourages agricultural investment and accelerates farmers’ exit from the sector.
The high propensity to abandon farming has critical implications for food security and rural development. Declining participation threatens domestic food supply, promotes rural–urban migration, and reduces youth engagement in agriculture, thereby undermining generational continuity and the resilience of the agricultural value chain. Farmers’ expressed willingness to quit thus represents a crucial policy signal, highlighting the need for coordinated and targeted interventions.
Table 2: Have you Considered Quitting Farming Due to Insecurity?
	Quitting Response
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Yes
	260
	72.2

	No
	100
	27.8



3.3 Reasons for Considering Quitting Farming

Multiple factors drive farmers to consider leaving agriculture. Persistent theft emerged as the leading reason for considering quitting farming, reported by 97.2% of respondents. Theft significantly reduces farmers’ income and discourages investment in high-value crops, thereby limiting the adoption of improved agricultural practices. This finding aligns with Gabdo et al. (2024), who demonstrated that insecurity-related theft exacerbates rural poverty and food losses in Nigeria. Farmers often sell produce prematurely or below market value to avoid theft, diminishing both product quality and market competitiveness, which undermines household and national food security. Reduced profitability was cited by 86.7% of farmers as a major factor prompting consideration of leaving agriculture. High input costs, market instability, and forced early sales due to insecurity constrain financial returns. Anikwudike & Agabi (2024) note that declining profitability discourages reinvestment and can trigger permanent exit from farming. The resulting income volatility hampers access to credit and discourages sustainable engagement, prompting migration or alternative livelihoods.
About 77.8% of respondents reported high security costs as a key concern. Farmers invest in private guards, fencing, or secure storage to mitigate theft, reducing overall profitability. Mohammed & Baba (2018) observed that rising security expenditures, especially for smallholders, significantly erode income and encourage farm abandonment. In some cases, recurring costs related to ransom payments or repeated attacks exacerbate financial pressures, limiting youth participation and threatening long-term agricultural sustainability. Destruction of crops by nomadic herders affected 77.2% of respondents. Incidents often occur during critical growth periods, resulting in total crop losses. Oli et al. (2018) and Ojogbane et al. (2025) highlight that herder-induced destruction drives rural conflict and farming abandonment in North Central Nigeria. The lack of enforced grazing policies and limited legal recourse intensifies the threat, leading many farmers to reduce farm size, switch crops, or abandon farming entirely, thereby decreasing crop diversity and regional food availability.
Seventy-five point six percent of respondents reported crop destruction by armed groups as a major concern. Attacks are frequently timed to coincide with harvest, maximizing economic damage. George & Adelaja (2022) note that such violence disrupts local food systems and contributes to displacement. The associated psychological trauma, including anxiety and post-traumatic stress, further reduces productivity and encourages permanent abandonment, particularly among women and youth. Fear of injury or death was reported by 73.9% of respondents. Farmers fear attacks from bandits, kidnappers, or herders, limiting labor mobility and reducing field visits. Umeoka & Sakurai (2025) observe that such fear diminishes agricultural output and discourages hired labor. Labour scarcity delays essential activities, lowering productivity and driving long-term disengagement from farming. 
High risk of violence, cited by 73.6% of farmers, deters both investment and expansion. Threats of clashes or raids compel farmers to focus on low-risk, fast-maturing crops, reducing overall productivity. Youth migration away from rural areas exacerbates labor shortages, undermining intergenerational continuity and long-term food security. Strengthening local security and conflict resolution mechanisms is crucial to mitigate this risk. Reported by 72.2% of respondents, market access difficulties arise from insecurity along roads and within markets. Farmers often accept lower prices or allow produce to spoil, further reducing income. Women, who predominantly handle produce sales, are disproportionately affected. 
Displacement affected 70.8% of respondents, forcing abandonment of farmland and tools, severing social and economic networks. Resettlement programs providing land access, inputs, and psychosocial support are essential to enable displaced farmers to resume productive activity and maintain regional food systems. About 66.7% of respondents cited restricted access to farms due to threats on transit routes. Limited access confines production to small, overused plots, leading to declining yields and soil degradation. Women and smallholders are disproportionately disadvantaged.  Lack of compensation was noted by 58.3% of respondents, leaving farmers without resources to recover from theft, destruction, or displacement. Establishing structured recovery mechanisms, including grants, emergency relief, or risk-insured programs, is essential to rebuild trust and encourage reinvestment. Damage to irrigation, storage, roads, and market facilities affected 41.7% of respondents. Infrastructure loss increases costs, reduces post-harvest efficiency, and lowers productivity. 
Table 3: Reasons for considering quitting farming
	Reason for Considering Quitting
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)
	Rank

	Persistent Theft
	350
	97.2
	1st

	Reduced Profitability
	312
	86.7
	2nd

	Increased Costs for Security
	280
	77.8
	3rd

	Destruction by Herdsmen
	278
	77.2
	4th

	Crop Destruction from Armed Groups
	272
	75.6
	5th

	Fear of Physical Harm
	270
	75.0
	6th

	Difficulty in Selling Produce
	260
	72.2
	7th

	High Risk of Violence
	265
	73.6
	8th

	Inability to Access Farms Safely
	240
	66.7
	9th

	Displacement
	255
	70.8
	10th

	Lack of Compensation
	210
	58.3
	11th

	Damage to Infrastructure
	150
	41.7
	12th





3.4 Seriousness of the Intention to Quit Farming
The results show that 41.7% of farmers consider their intention to quit farming due to insecurity as very serious, 30.6% view it as serious, and 27.7% regard it as not serious. The high proportion (72.3%) of farmers perceiving their intention to quit as very serious indicates that insecurity has become a persistent threat to livelihoods rather than a temporary disruption. Those most affected have often experienced repeated incidents such as armed attacks, crop theft, or displacement, which have significantly eroded their resilience and willingness to remain in agriculture. Eneji and Agri (2020) note that prolonged exposure to rural insecurity diminishes confidence in farming as a viable livelihood, discourages reinvestment, and increases the likelihood of permanent exit, especially where formal protection or support systems are lacking. The sharp contrast between the majority intending to quit and the resilient minority highlights the urgent need for policy interventions aimed at enhancing rural security, safeguarding livelihoods, and mitigating the broader socio-economic impact of insecurity on farming communities. Without such measures, the high proportion of farmers contemplating exit represents a critical threat to food availability, household incomes, and the long-term sustainability of agriculture in the region.
Table 4: Seriousness of the Intention to Quit Farming
	Seriousness of Intention
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Very Serious
	150
	41.7

	Serious
	110
	30.6

	Not Serious
	100
	27.7

	Total
	360
	100.0




3.5 Relationship between Different Forms of Insecurity and Food Scarcity
The factors affecting food scarcity are farmer–herder conflict, climate change insecurity, economic and financial instability, banditry, postharvest insecurity, insurgency, crop theft, and kidnapping, all of which show statistically significant associations.”
The chi-square result indicates a positive and statistically significant relationship between farmer–herder conflict and food scarcity (p = 0.017). This implies that an increase in the incidence or intensity of farmer–herder conflict corresponds with a proportional increase in food scarcity within affected communities. Escalating conflicts disrupt farming activities through crop destruction, loss of livestock, displacement of farmers, and restricted access to agricultural land. As these disruptions intensify, agricultural output declines and market supply contracts, thereby worsening food availability. The positive relationship confirms that farmer–herder conflict functions as a reinforcing driver of food scarcity rather than a peripheral disturbance within the food system.
The chi-square analysis shows a positive and statistically significant relationship between climate change insecurity and food scarcity (p = 0.032), indicating that increasing climate-related shocks correspond with rising levels of food scarcity. Erratic rainfall, droughts, and flooding directly reduce crop yields and livestock productivity, particularly in rain-fed agricultural systems. As climate variability intensifies, production uncertainty increases, resulting in repeated harvest failures and declining food availability. This finding implies that climate-induced instability amplifies food scarcity by weakening both production capacity and household food reserves over time. A positive and significant relationship exists between economic insecurity and food scarcity (p = 0.007), suggesting that worsening economic conditions lead to higher food scarcity. Rising input prices, reduced purchasing power, and unstable income constrain farmers’ ability to produce and households’ ability to access food. Even where food is available in markets, affordability becomes a binding constraint. This relationship implies that economic vulnerability transmits food scarcity through both supply-side production constraints and demand-side access limitations.
The results reveal a positive and statistically significant association between financial insecurity and food scarcity (p = 0.045). This implies that limited access to credit, savings, and financial buffers increases vulnerability to food shortages. Financially constrained farmers are unable to invest adequately in inputs or recover from production shocks, while households lack the liquidity needed to smooth consumption during lean periods. Consequently, minor shocks escalate into persistent food scarcity, reinforcing long-term food insecurity. Banditry exhibits the strongest positive and significant relationship with food scarcity among all insecurity variables (p = 0.002). This indicates that as banditry increases, food scarcity rises sharply. Bandit attacks directly reduce food availability through theft of crops and livestock and indirectly suppress production by forcing farmers to abandon farmlands. Fear of attack also restricts market participation and transport of produce, further constraining food supply. The implication is that banditry severely undermines both agricultural production and food distribution systems.
A positive and significant relationship exists between postharvest insecurity and food scarcity (p = 0.018), implying that higher postharvest losses translate into increased food shortages. Theft, spoilage, pest damage, and poor storage reduce the quantity of food available for consumption and sale. These losses also diminish farm income, limiting reinvestment in subsequent production cycles. The result underscores postharvest stages as a critical but often underestimated driver of food scarcity. Displacement shows a marginal but notable positive relationship with food scarcity (p = 0.053), indicating that population displacement tends to increase food scarcity, though the effect is less immediate than other forms of insecurity. Displaced households lose access to land, inputs, and social support systems, disrupting food production and access. Over time, displacement weakens local food systems and places additional pressure on host communities, contributing to broader food shortages.
The chi-square result indicates a positive and statistically significant relationship between Boko Haram insurgency and food scarcity (p = 0.004). This implies that increased insurgent activity leads to a corresponding increase in food scarcity. Insurgency disrupts farming through displacement, destruction of farmlands, loss of livestock, and breakdown of market systems. Persistent insecurity also discourages reinvestment and long-term agricultural planning, resulting in sustained reductions in food supply.
A positive and significant relationship exists between crop theft and food scarcity (p = 0.008), indicating that higher levels of theft are associated with increased food shortages. Theft reduces available food stocks and compels farmers to sell produce prematurely at lower prices, weakening future production capacity. Over time, persistent theft discourages farm expansion and investment, reinforcing chronic food scarcity in affected areas. The chi-square results demonstrate a positive and statistically significant relationship between kidnapping and food scarcity (p = 0.003). This implies that rising incidences of kidnapping contribute directly to increasing food scarcity. Kidnapping displaces farmers, restricts farm access, disrupts labor supply, and diverts household resources toward ransom payments rather than agricultural investment. These combined effects reduce production and market participation, thereby intensifying food shortages at household and community levels.

Table 5: Chi-Square Test of Relationship between Different Forms of Insecurity and Food Scarcity
	Variable
	Pearson Chi-Square
	df
	p-value

	Vandalism and Food Scarcity
	30.450
	28
	0.306

	Farmer-herder Conflict and Food Scarcity
	45.672
	28
	0.017

	Climate Change and Food Scarcity
	15.672
	28
	0.032

	Economic Insecurity and Food Scarcity
	14.120
	28
	0.007

	Financial Insecurity and Food Scarcity
	12.980
	28
	0.045

	Banditry and Food Scarcity
	20.145
	28
	0.002

	Postharvest Insecurity and Food Scarcity
	11.850
	28
	0.018

	Displacement and Food Scarcity
	9.345
	28
	0.053

	Theft and Food Scarcity
	38.330
	28
	0.008

	Boko Haram Insurgency and Food Scarcity
	40.225
	28
	0.004

	Kidnapping and Food Scarcity
	36.700
	28
	0.003




3.6 Coping Strategies Used by Farmers against Insecurity
A substantial proportion of farmers (63.9%) reported adjusting farming schedules as a coping strategy against insecurity. Farmers deliberately shift planting, weeding, or harvesting to times of day or seasons when risks are perceived to be lower. This may involve avoiding work during early mornings or late evenings when attacks are more common or rearranging schedules to avoid periods of heightened tension in the environment. Such timing adjustments are often based on local experience and observations, making them a practical, adaptive approach to immediate safety concerns. About 61.9% of farmers reported borrowing from financial establishments to cope with insecurity. This form reflects the growing reliance of rural households on both formal and informal credit sources during times of disruption. When insecurity limits farm access, reduces production output, or interrupts marketing channels, farmers often seek loans to link the gap between expenses and income. The borrowed funds may be directed toward purchasing farm inputs, paying laborers, or financing security structures like fencing or guards. For many, credit serves as a lifeline, enabling them to continue production activities despite uncertainty. This coping mechanism also suggests that financial institutions, especially microfinance banks and cooperatives, are becoming more embedded in rural survival strategies.
About 58.1% of respondents resorted to selling household assets such as livestock, farm machinery, and even valuable household items to generate quick cash during insecurity. This is typically a distress strategy employed when other coping mechanisms, such as borrowing, are inaccessible or insufficient. Livestock and equipment are often among the first items sold because they have high market worth and can be converted to cash quickly. For many households, these sales are necessary to pay for food, school fees, or emergency healthcare when farming income is disrupted. The strategy is an indicator of the stiffness of financial stress produced by insecurity, showing how quickly productive assets can be liquidated to meet urgent needs.
About 52.8% of respondents indicated they had switched to less risky production. This shift is often based on the need to avoid theft-prone; high-value produce such as yams or maize, opting instead for less targeted varieties like millet, cassava, or vegetables. Similarly, smaller livestock such as poultry or goats may be preferred over larger animals like cattle, which are more expensive to replace and harder to protect. This change in production reflects a calculated adjustment to the prevailing security jeopardies in farming areas, warranting that farmers can still earn an income while reducing the chances of heavy losses.
About 50.6% of farmers informed restricting their travel for farming and marketing activities to daylight hours. This practice stems from the higher incidence of attacks, ambushes, and theft during the night when visibility is low and law enforcement presence is minimal. Daytime travel allows farmers better assess to road safety conditions, detect suspicious movements, and count on on the presence of other travelers for mutual protection. It is particularly common in parts where farmers must convey goods to distant markets or visit farms located in isolated zones.
About 50% of respondents increased household-level food production around their homes to reduce exposure to risky farm locations. Home gardening offers a low-cost and low risk means of ensuring a stable food supply for the family, especially when travel to distant farms is unsafe. These gardens often consist of vegetables, herbs, and small livestock like chickens, which provide both immediate nutritional benefits and modest income from surplus sales. The practice is particularly beneficial for vulnerable, who may face higher dangers when traveling long distances in risky environments.

Table 6: Coping Strategies Adopted by Farmers to Mitigate Insecurity
	Coping strategies 
	Frequency 
	Percentage 

	Borrowing from banks or microfinance institutions
	223
	61.9

	Changing farming schedules
	230
	63.9

	Selling household assets to buy food
	209
	58.1

	Switching to less risky crops or livestock
	190
	52.8

	Traveling during daylight hours
	182
	50.6

	Engaging in Home Gardening
	180
	50.0



4 CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
The findings of this study highlight the crucial necessity for comprehensive policy interventions to tackle the growing insecurity impacting on farmers in the North Central region of Nigeria. Insecurity, mainly in the form of persistent theft, farmer-herder conflicts, and banditry, has a direct and profound effect on farmers’ willingness to continue their agricultural endeavors, with a considerable proportion of respondents indicating a serious intention to quit farming. This trend threatens not only the wellbeing of farmers with food security in the region, as the insecurity inevitably leads to decline in agricultural productivity. Although farmers employ numerous coping strategies to manage uncertainty, such as exposing incidents to authorities and altering farming schedules, these measures are largely short-term solutions. The study accentuates the necessity for sustainable interventions that go beyond immediate relief. Strengthening security frameworks, improving access to farm credit, enhancing extension services, and facilitating stronger farmer networks are crucial to alleviate the risks farmers face and ensure long-term agricultural sustainability. Additionally, the significant relationships observed amongst insecurity and food scarcity underline the interconnectedness of these issues. Addressing insecurity is a matter of protecting farmers and securing the region’s food supply. For long-term solutions, both the government and non-governmental organizations must collaborate to develop and implement strategies that foster a safer, more resilient agricultural environment. Only through concerted efforts can the cycle of insecurity and food scarcity be broken, ensuring a steady and fruitful future for farmers and their communities.
The study recommends the following actions to address the challenges antagonizing the farmers due to insecurity and its impact on food scarcity:
i. Implement community-based security programs, including local patrols and vigilante groups, to protect farmers from theft, banditry, and violent conflicts. This will help enhance security and restore farmers' self-assurance in their capacity to continue farming.
ii. Invest in infrastructural facilities, and to ensure safe and efficient conveyance of agricultural products. Improving infrastructure will reduce the risks of crop wastage and enable agriculturalists to access larger markets, enhancing their profitability.
iii. Offer financial support, like security subsidies and tax relief, to ease the economic impact of insecurity and incentivize farmers to stay in agriculture. Financial interventions will reduce the burden on farmers and ensure their continued engagement in agricultural activities despite security challenges.
iv. Expand extension services to educate farmers on advanced coping strategies and foster community-driven platforms for security and farming practices. By improving farmers' awareness and skills, these services can increase resilience to insecurity in addition to optimize agricultural practices in the region.
v. Promote resilient farming practices, agricultural insurance, and government support programs to advance productivity and protection of farmers' livelihoods. These measures will enable farmers to recuperate from shocks and reduce their vulnerability to insecurity-related disruptions.
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