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• National food security is a challenge in many developing countries. 

• 70% of the world’s poor live in rural areas. 

• Agricultural extension services can improve food security and 
decrease poverty. 

• And yet extension services typically…
• Lack funding

• Face high farmer-to-officer ratios

• Lack proper and updated training

• Face non-agricultural assignments 

Motivation



• Politicians adopt policies that: 

• Favor urban areas and rural elites (Bates, 1981).

• Are more electorally profitable (e.g., agricultural input 
subsidies)(e.g., Poulton, 2014; Chinsinga and Poulton, 2014).  

• Farmers’ lack of collection action (Olson, 1965, 1985).

• Voting behavior based on ethnic ties and particularistic incentives 
(e.g., Branton and Van de Walle, 1997;  Van de Walle, 2007; 
Wantchekon, 2003) 

Most Common Political Explanations



Exploring the Demand Side

3 Dimensions 

Support for 
Spending on Public 
Extension Services

Demand for 
Extension Services

Non-Electoral 
Channels

Demand for 
Extension Services
Electoral Channels

Access to Extension Services (+/-)
Participation in Village Agricultural Committees (+)



1. Agricultural & Economic Context:
• Agricultural sector provides employment to 90% of the population. 

• Food Security,  undernutrition and poverty challenges. 

2. Political context: 
• Political system traditionally clientelistic and corrupt.

• The 2014 tripartite election: Maturing Democracy 

• Some performance-based voting behavior. 

3. Extension context:
• Typical of a developing country (e.g., lack of funding).

• Promotion of participatory processes at different levels. 

Case Study: Malawi



• Nationally representative sample of 3,000 Malawian households.

Dependent Variables:
1. Support increasing spending on public extension 

• Fees, spending priority

2. Demand non-electoral channels 

• Request extension services (e.g., local councilors, government officials, traditional leaders)

3. Demand Electoral channels 

• Matching political parties most likely to improve extension services with voting intentions. 

Key Independent Variables:
• Access to extension services (number of topics, governmental or not, last 2 years/12 months)

• Participation in village committees. 

Control Variables:
• Socioeconomic status, political interests, household size, heads’ gender & education, etc. 

Data, Survey, Research Design



Descriptive Statistics



Support for Extension: Public Spending Priority



Request Extension – Non-Electoral Channels



2-Stage Estimation



• Summary of Preliminary results:
• Access to extension services (last 12 months) and participation in village 

committees  positive and statistically significant relationship with the 
demand side of extension provision.

• Village Committees - Robust when attempting to account for endogeneity. 

• Future work:
• Other measures of access to extension:

• Frequency of topics, comparison of ICTs versus non-ICT access. 

• Incorporate village level characteristics.

• Look at the supply side of extension provision. 

Concluding Remarks



thank you!


