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Abstract

This study aimed at examining the continuity ofdiing the attention of the donors to encouragetiepport
small projects to fight rural poverty in southéshore in Jordan. South Ghore is one of the povaotgkets
with distinctive characteristics. This triggers édng for suitable developmental strategies withdegrading
natural environmental resources in the area. Thegnt study includes a sample of 100 benefiteddimlds in

six different villages using a questionnaire tobhe findings of the study showed that that 77%hef $tudy
sample benefited from the project of Fighting RuPalverty by the M.O.A and 23% of the study sample
benefited from the project of Fighting Poverty arddnger by the A.O.A.D. This research recommends$ tha
further future research be conducted in the field
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1. Introduction

The Department of Statistics (2010), based on Jsdaousehold expenditures and income survey 08,200
showed that the poverty report indicated that 13t6%0% of Jordanians are falling below the povértg and
most of the poverty in Jordan is concentrated iralrareas, urbarcenters and refugee camps. Also, the
percentage of people who work in agriculture ishHiggm the poor class due to a low education lewel large
household’s size. The ownership of durable goodeases as we head from the slice of poor to theriones.
This indicates a higher purchasing power for tleh than others and also the ownership of an ovéh avi
cooking gas (developed gas) indicates the transftom for the richer group and appear as an indictdr
development (Hunaiti, et al, 2007: D.O.S, 2010N.D.P, D.O.S and M.O.P (2012) reported that the &hed
and Ghore Assafi districts in Jordan included tighést proportion of recipient households from Netional
Aid Fund, the percentages are (46.2) and (20.Peaiwvely. The Agricultural Credit Corporation ob@hern
Ghore District A.C.C reported in 2015 that the nembf beneficiaries from livestock projects maisheep and
goats(in the district about 120 persons annually) areefitng from easy credit by the corporation in arde
encourage the livestock sector in the rural aréhe.livestock is a major component of the agrigaltgector in
Jordan and Arab countries. It éstimated to contribute to one half of the totali@dtural Gross National
Product G.N.P (M.O.A, 2009; Food Security Strateg@13). The estimated number of small ruminants in
(W.A.N.A) region were 488 million head and they pap 4-10 million households in the region becathsy
need relatively low investment requirements andostpthe human body through converting low qualégd
into high quality milk and meat (Haddad et al, 201h Jordan, the total census of sheep and geatshed
2,680,261 and 857,728 heads respectively (Annasikstal report for 2014 in M.O.A).The goats armap as
small ruminants occupy a quantitative and an ecanamportance, the gross red meat production iaor
reached 19,839 tons and 356,400 tons of milk i220he goats contribution was 24.8% of meat an&o906
milk production, although for a large number of ggheand goats, there is no benefits from their namsr a
source of fertilizer because the open system huklas dominant in most areas in Jordan and theunean
cannot be collected (M.O.A, 2012). Within the effoof the M.O.A to fight against poverty and hunger
Jordan ,many rural development projects have bestotyed under the supervision of the M.O.A in Jorden
unpublished report by the Food Security and Rueldlopment Units in the Ministry of Agriculture pented
the activities between (2008- 2014). The numbefanfilies that benefited by different activities cbad 4,041
families in the Kingdom (M.O.A, 2012).
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Between 2008 and 2013, a total of six villagesantlern Ghore benefited from goat raising projéatsied by
the Jordan Ministry of Agriculture J.M.O.A and Ar@lsganization for Agricultural Development (A.O.A.D
The Ministry of Agriculture (M.O.A) distributed 3-rixed Shami and Baladi goats breed to selecteddimids
in six villages in Southern Ghore District betwe2i08 and 2013, the number of beneficiaries reashednty
seven in Ghore Assafi and Ghore Almazra’'a subidisiMOA: Food Security and Rural Development
achievements report till 2014), additional equiptatiudes such as a water reservoir and moneyafor
enclosure building and feeds quotas for 6 monttson, Ahere is a training program about raising g@aid other
activities such as bee keeping were provided inesgears . Whereas, the Arab Organization for Adjtice
Development (A.O.A.D), distributed five pregnanth@vi breed) goats for every targeted poor familesvo
villages in this district in 2012.

A.O.A.D started distributing a project of goatg fhirty families in two villages. There are no &dthal
equipments included with this project except distting food quotas enough for 6 months for evenglhElere,
the beneficiaries did not receive training anddbeor retook five newborn female goats from eaatebeiary
to redistribute them to new families (N.A.J.M.H,13).

2. Literature Review

Since past research is very relevant to the custmty, this section discusses some of the ealiglies that
shall help in formulating the theoretical frametlé research. Al-Atiyat and Tabbaa (2009) demotestréhat
livestock projects including goats’ projects cataypa prominent role in improving nutrition and @me and
alleviating poverty for rural households worldwidehey argued that rural household needs can bedawv
through selling surplus products. This is due te thpid benefits of these enterprises. This immdeod
security at the household level. As a result, theeganmental and non-governmental organizationsonaah
(N.G.O.s) are very significant in providing livesk projects for rural poor people to encouragenthe invest
in this sector and lift themselves out of pove#tgcording to United Nation Development ProgrammeN\D.P,
2013), the Hakoura projects of goat raising areléemgnted in rural areas in Jordan in a joint progwith the
U.N.D.P through coordination between governmentahifly the Ministry of Agriculture and Ministry of
Planning and other relevant sectors) and particigatl.G.O.S such as U.N.I.C.E.F, W.F.P and U.N@DThe
duration of the programs in any area is 3 yearbl([D.P, 2012.2013). All the efforts of the Hakourajpcts are
concentrated on rural women, mostly for the vulbkrdow educated older women, to establish or imerdeir
animal production by providing credit facilitiescatechnical assistance, especially for sheep amtsg&oat
raising is one of the most suitable programs fomen in rural communities (National Food Strate@®i 3.
Likewise, Upton (2004) and Escarino (2013) analytieel contribution of goats' production in develagpin
countries. The study was carried out in tropical dry areas such as Kenya. The results of the sthiowed that
goats' production is very significant in improvitige livelihoods of low and medium income households
addition, the findings revealed that goat' produtshares positively in the national economic dmwalent.

In another study, Valdivia (2001) discussed thee rof small ruminants (sheep and goats) in poorl rura
households. The study was conducted in many regiwciading Indonesia, Bolivia, Peru and Kenya. The
findings showed that small ruminants as househs##ta have an effective contribution in poor vilegj life.
The livestock is very valuable as a key role inyting households with milk, meat, hair, horn aagltincome.
The relocation and migration of males back andhfard/ or to urban cities or advanced the role @fen in
controlling the livestock and households incomerunal areas. This helped women achieve their place
meeting the household and community needs suchclasoling, socio-cultural traditions, insurance and
investments needs. Also, assets such as small isbpcive bargaining power of the women and endidentto
be involved in economic activities affected by timales' absence. It is significant to increase tloen@n's
negotiating power. The grass root organizationy pla additional role in assisting women to haverthalue
and equity. Consequently, this research is an attémextent in which directing the attention o€ tonors
encourage them continue supporting similar projects

3. Satement of the Problem

The poverty report indicated that 13.5% to 30%arfidnians are falling below the poverty line andstraf the

poverty in Jordan is concentrated in rural aredsam centres and refugee camps (DOS, 2010). Desfpliteing

productive and essential social members, womerhor&Al Safi in Jordan have problems getting sooppert

from donors to establish smaller projects to figbterty. That is, they face difficulties findingetiight donor to
provide them with all the necessary financial aratarial support to succeed their projects andidaifrpoverty.
This issue has not been given the attention itrdesan research in Jordan. As a result, it istfedt there is a
need for investigating this problem.
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4.The Objectives of the Sudy

The present study aims at achieving the followingppses:

i. To explore the extent in which directing the afiemiof the donors encourage them continue suppprtin
similar projects.

5.The Research Questions

In order to achieve the research objectives, thidysaddresses the following research questions:

ii. To Extent Can Directing the Attention of the Don&rscourage them Continue Supporting Similar
Projects?

6. The Research Procedures

This research used quantitative & qualitative atiey descriptive design to investigate the effettgoats
raising projects on sustained development in Sont@ore in Jordan for the year 2015/ 2016. A tjoesaire
survey was used to collect data from the partidgparhe Statistical Package for Social Sciencensoft (SPSS)
was used to test the hypothesis and analyze theaddtresults.

6.1 The Research Population and Sample

The sample of the study comprises 100 participariteh is about 97% of the overall population of 107
participants that benefited households in six déifee villages in Southern Ghore. This is becauseréimaining

7 participants declined to participate in the resleand fill the questionnaire. The selection & garticipants of
the study is motivated by the fact that they afrdahefited households from the rural sustainecehigpmental
projects. The participants were from differentagiés in Southern Ghore. They are homogenous wgérdeo
their native language (Arabic), professions andiatodass. (Table 1) displays the methods, procesiand
sample of the study.

Table.1: Methods and Procedures of the Study.

Types of Data| Research Source Number of| Data Data
Instrument of Data Participants Collection | Analysis
Date
Benefited
Qualitative & | Questionnaire gam|_lllles N1 100 Participants | Sept /Nov
villages
Quantitative | Survey in Soutr?ern 2015 SPSS
Ghore

The population and the number of the beneficiaties,names of their villages in the district wedentified
with the assistance of the Food Security and RDealelopment Unit at the M.O.A and the National &dice
against Hunger and Malnutrition N.A.J.M.A at therdhmian Hashemite Fund for Human Development
(J.0.H.U.D). The villages and beneficiaries thateveisited and identified in the district includsix villages:
Ghore Assafi, Ghore Hadeitha, Ghore Al Mazra'aa,Hfl Mamora and Al Ghweibeh sponsored by J.M.O.A..
Also, the beneficiaries from the Project of FightiRoverty and Hunger which are sponsored by thé Ara
Organization for Agricultural Development (A.O.A.DN Fifa and Al Mamora villages were defined. This
indicates that beneficiaries in all six villagegre sponsored by the M.O.A and the A.O.A.D sportsore
beneficiaries in only two villages.

6.2 Validity and Reliability of the Research Methods

This section discusses the validity and reliabitifthe methods that include one research instrtmvbith was
the questionnaire survey containing a number okdnguestions and Five-Point Likert Scale questidie
questionnaire was divided into demographic, econpinéalth and developmental items. Throughout el t
stages of the research methods' developments, alidity of the research instruments was estimated a
validated. According to Gay, et al (2009:154-573Jidity is “...concerned with the appropriatenesstie
interpretation made from test score”.

Also, the validity can be classified as face andtent validity. Face validity is “.... the degreewhich a test
appears to measure what it claims to measure”,ewdohtent validity refers to the “... the extentwhich it
represents a balanced and adequate sampling ofantélelimension, knowledge, and skills” (Gay, et al,
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2009:154-57). Both the face validity of the resbaistruments of this study and the content validiere
validated by a group of experts specialized in #nisa of research. The group of experts was cordpaisive
professionals in rural development and agriculecenomy at the University of Jordan. The group qfests’
constructive comments and reviews were taken ioto@nt and changes were made throughout the madg. st
Having explained the research’s face and contehtlitya reliability of the research is another sifjgant
component that should be taken into account. Adngrth Gay, et al (2009:158-59), reliability is thalegree to
which a test consistently measures whatever itgasuring”. The reliability coefficient measures tomsistency
score established. To measure the internal consigtef the research instruments, the study wasegulearlier
to conducting the main study. Also, the researcoacluded the main ideas and confirmed the suitaluif the
research instrument of the study.

The reliability of the study method (questionnaings tested statistically using Cronbach Alpha, teken the
value of Cronbach Alpha for the result of the t®as more than (0.60) the study method is morehiel)arodd
Bartee et al ,(2004) and the value of Cronbach alfgh the items of questionnaire in this study ag6). So,
the study method proved to be reliable and accéptdlihe questionnaire items were designed usingand
questions and Five-Points Likert Scale as displayddiable 2) in the following section:

Table.2: Five points Likert Scale

Universal Estimation of

Likert Scale Likert Scale Mean Interval
Very Low Strongly disagree 1.00-1.80
Low Disagree 1.81-2.60
Intermediate Neutral 2.61-3.40
High Agree 3.41-4.20
Very High Strongly agree 4.21-5.00

Based on the previous discussion on the researdhotheand procedure, the next section displays the
distribution of the questionnaires to the particiigaaccording to the villages. This section disesdsow the
guantitative and qualitative data was analyzed eoidected using the questionnaire survey from tio@ 1
benefited families in Southern Ghore in Jordan. $teistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS)used to
analyze the quantitative data obtained from théigipants’ questionnaires. Descriptive statisticasigres such
as frequencies and percentages were used to deshebsample characteristics. Also, Mean and Stdnda
Deviation were used to describe the responsiveneksuseholds to the items in the survly computing the
analysis of the collected data, the data itemsredtt the SPSS software were the relationship drstviamily
economic status and a contribution of small agriral projects "goats raising” in rural developmantd food
security of the benefited households in the studse. In order to determine if goats' raisingeet$
sustainable development significantly, the analysis interpreted using frequencies and percentages.

7. Discussion and Findings
In connection with the analyses of the elicitechd#tte discussion of the study concluded the falgiv

1. 77% of the study sample benefited from the projéétighting Rural Poverty by the M.O.A and 23%
of the study sample benefited from the projectighting Poverty and Hunger by the A.O.A.D
2. 40% of the study sample benefited from trainingrses in a field of goats raising, and 60%did not

benefit The M.O.A provided training courses to the p@paats on goat raising and caring, the interviewed
beneficiaries said that the training was for ongalaly and covered subjects about main diseasgeait and
women role in goats project.

3. 23% of beneficiaries said that the grantor (A.O . Aidretrieving agreed number of newborns females
of goats, while 77% of beneficiaries said thatghentor(M.O.A) is not retrieving newborns females of goats
from their enterprises.

4. 23% of beneficiaries in the study sample who béagfirom A.O.A.D and this grantor retrieved five
newborn goats from beneficiaries in the first thyears of the project in order to redistribute tHatar to new
beneficiaries. Data in research indicates that d8%eneficiaries from A.O.A.D restored one newbanimal,
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30% restored two goafisr%, restored three goats, 17% restored four guat2% did not restore newborns
goats until time of survey.

5. 62% of beneficiaries (benefited households) hagtlgoats only at the beginning of the projects, 12%
of beneficiaries had fouand 26% had five heads and more at the beginning of thaijects.

6. 34% of the benefited households own between 1 drehfis in 2015nd 17% own between 6 and 10
heads, 20% own 11 and 15 heads, 21% own 16 goditsmare and 8% they did not answer this question.

7. The majority of beneficiaries said that the bregdiocur naturally in the herds where 27% of
beneficiaries said that they have goats’ malekeir herds for breeding, 67% use outside goatsesibm

other herds in the pasture, while 6% did not ansatificial insemination was never used.

8. 22% of households are raising livestock other thaaits and 78% are not raising.

9. 4.5% of households raise cow in addition to goa&% raise bees, 13.6% raise pigeons, 27.4% raise
sheep, 50% raise poultry.

10. The Mean and Standard Deviation for the Benefieg#nswers about the role of projects on different

sustainable development dimension:
As represented in Table (3), the variable of migjecontribution on sustainable development wassoreal
using Likert Scale for eleven items.

Table.3

Standard Universal

ltem Mean Deviation E_stimation of a
Likert Scale

The women contribute to the project care ant42 0.78 Very high
success
Family members assist you in the care of goats 2 4.3 | 0.96 Very high
The project contribute to additional incomé.50 0.76 Very high
through the selling of goats
The project contributed to additional income2.70 1.18 Intermediate
through the selling of milk
The project contributed to additional income.09 0.40 Low
through the selling of dung as manure
The family benefits from consumption of milk4.11 1.12 High
and its derivatives
The family benefits from consumption of goats3.23 1.24 High
meat
The beneficiary have enough and previolg95 1.22 High
experience about goat raising
The project contribute to improve educationd.06 1.15 Intermediate
situation of family members
The veterinary services are available durjng 84 0.79 High
governmental time
The veterinary services are available out| @15 0.73 Low
governmental time
Sustainable development dimensions 3.49 0.52 High

11. Also, data indicates that the projects contribiegroviding air conditioning for 2% of the famitie
home cooker (developed gas) for 15%, washing madbin16%, refrigerator for 17%, repayment of cgrin
costs for 46%, provided money to buy kitchen awtifutensils for 54%, contributed in paying eleityi bills
for 64%, paying water bills for 68%, buying clothbtanket and family appareling for 79%, supplywith
foodstuffs for 88% as shown in Table(4)
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Table.4

Percentage Total
The Project Contributed Yes No
In providing air conditioning 2.0 98.0 100.0
In providing home cooker (developed gas) 15.0 85.0 100.0
In providing washing machine 16.0 84.0 100.0
In providing refrigerator 17.0 83.0 100.0
In repayment curing costs 46.0 54.0 100.0
In providing kitchen and food utensils 54.0 46.0 010
In repayment of electricity bills 64.0 36.0 100.0
In repayment of water bills 68.0 32.0 100.0
In buying clothes, blanket and family79.0 21.0 100.0
appareling
In supplying with foodstuffs 88.0 12.0 100.0

12. Collected data indicated that the projects creafgmbrtunity for veterinary training for 26% of the
beneficiaries and the projects contributed in éoeadf sheepherder jobs for 48% of the benefictaoietheir
families’ members

13. The cost intervals indicated that there are 40%eofeficiaries expended 300 J.D. and lower as a cost
19% expended 301-500 J.D, 14% expended 501-70273B expended 700 J.D.

14. The collected data about the total revenues frdlimgehe milk showed that the households in the
study sample sold the milk and its derivatives witlevenue of 5845 J.D yearly, with a mean 21@®5ydarly

for each household with a standard deviation 0£3.29D, and 14.4% J.D yearly for the one goat. fElvenues
interval from selling milk or its derivatives arkavn, 16% of the benefited households sold millhwitrevenue
of 200 J.D. and less, 9% sold with a revenue @f1{200), 2% sold with a revenue of (401-500), 73%he
benefited households did not sell goats Milk

15. The collected data showed that the total revermaas $elling the goats reached (76,530) J.D, with a
mean 814.2 J.D for each household. The frequenaci@percentages of revenues intervals from settiagyoats
were measured. There are 77% of the benefited holdsethat sold goats with a revenue of 1000 Jrd.less,
13%sold of a revenue between 1001 and 2000 J.D. 2&wda revenue between 2001 and 3000 J.D. 2% sold
with revenue more than 3000 J.D. 6% did not sglhats.

16. The collected data about financial abundance fronsemption of goats’ meat showed that the total
value of financial abundance reached 31840 J.D mihn of 558.6 J.D and a standard deviation of8/24
yearly for one household. Data indicated that 5J%he benefited households consumed goats medts an
abounded money with a value of 1000 J.D and le&és,abounded 1001-2000 J.D, 3% abounded 2001-4000 J
43% they did not abounded money from goats meatLooption .

17. Data indicated that 95% of beneficiaries said &éxgensive costs of fodder was an obstacle to their
project success, 2% said that retrieving of yoathdle goats during fir@ years of the project was obstacle, 1%
said that the absence of veterinary services aufsiadnal work is obstacle, 1%aid that the diseases and death
of newborns goats are obstacles, 1% said thah#i®lity to care for goats because of beneficiatisease or

old age

18. Data indicated that 36% of beneficiaries said thatdesire to raise goats is the reason for saaifes
their project, 19% said that the presence of go@siously in the households was reason for sucneds
contributed to the enlargement of their project, §&ia that previous experience in goat raising,sé% that
presence of financial abundance from selling the ¢m meet family needs contributed to the sucoéfise
project, 4% said that presence of good veterinaryiges during formal work to medicate and vac@rgdats
against infectious diseases contributed to theagaility of the project, 2% said that trainingucses in the

field of goat raising played a role in the projsatcess, 1% said that the participation of fanmigmbers in the
care of the goats project contributed to projectess, 1% said that feeding the goats on agrialitesidues
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and alternative feeds instead of concentrated fardshe existence of natural pastures lessenazbgtef
fodder and contributed to the sustainability of pheject, 24% of beneficiaries didn’t give answers.

This concludes that the results showed that theee positive effect of goat raising projects ondjged rural
households in southern Ghore district.

8. Conclusion

In conclusion, directing the attention and encoim@gghe donors to continue supporting similar pctgds very
productive, especially, when there are factors ¢oatribute to the continuity of these projects andchieving
their goals; which includes the women who admimiste project and look after it and the family mersh
participating in this work and results in enhanciuagial relations. The family benefits from goatsdqucts
(Milk and Meat) to provide nutritional food. Thisleance the nutritional situation and immurdiyainst diseases
at households levethe sale of animals provides additional income sl improves economic situation of the
family which has been reported by Al-Atiyat afabbaa (2009). Also the project contributed to iowerthe
educational situation of the families (payment ofrfary and universities education costs) whicheet# on the
positive development of the educational situatiothese areas and progress of teaching and leadsrgy result
goats can play an essential role in supportingtioéal and economic safety nets of the communises there is
a positive role for these projects on sustainalnel development and achieving food security

9. Recommendations

To benefit from what has been deduced previousBedhaon what aforementioned in the research, thdy stu
provide a group of recommendations:

i. The grantor should not exclude people who own dlsmaber of goats previously, since the
previously ownership of goats by some beneficiandsis study contributed to the enlargement sfdri her
project, and increased productivity and sustaiitgtuof the livestock projects.

ii. Postpone a recovery of newborns female goats bgrdmgor at the beginning of the project and wait
until achieving the wanted goals of the projedttfir
iii. Provide good veterinary services and intensifyrtie of veterinary care to be available at the tohe

need

iv. The government agencies or the grantors should madikev up visits during the implementation of the
projects to improve the performance and to prowidg necessary information and to help on learrésgdns.

V. There is a need to update and reform institutibasitmprove livestock production and services, yrast

development and environment reservation to enhameédevelopment and food security in poverty piskn
Jordan.

Vi. Encourage the creation of cooperatives for smathéais in the District of Southern Ghore regarding
livestock and grazing sectors where these assoagtiontribute in making decisions that will impeaheir
production and achieve rural development in théoreg

Vii. Consider the beneficiaries’ opinions about thediecbf success and failure to avoid potential prots
with future developmental plans.
viil. Increase the level of interest with rural womeihia Southern Ghore District and documents, by fise o

media, the successful and productive women ofilestiock projects.

iX. Continuous communication with beneficiaries throimgproved the training courses and agricultural
extension in the field of goats raising, home fpodcessing to ensure a benefit from all the progitect
guarantee achieving the success
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