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ABSTRACT . Kaboii Distri

. The study assessed agricultural livelihood activities of youths in / \ U;;U/l /m;m .
Niger State. To achieve the study objectives, 75 outh respondents were randomey selected

! : Teve u. Sfl.l(_l opjectives, /.7_){ - lents were analysed ysin,
J Omf_ive villages in the District. Data collected from the responden § he respond d
descrlptive statistics and chi-square test. The result revealed that "776{/(” itvof h(’ ) [ . denl.{
(44.00%) fall within the age range of 26 (o 32 years, while more than half of the r C_-‘//md ents
(5 6.00%) have no Jormal education. The ma/'(ir agricultural li velihqod c.zclz vil y of t ie ).»ourh:;
in the area was crop farming with 96.00% response, followed by livestock far ming 3
’ndlf'a’ed by 68.00% of the respondents. On the other hand, the most pop ”_[a’ noan-
agricultural livelihood activity among the respondents was puck animal business (58.67%);
using camels and donkeys to transport a variety of items including farm pm’ducls: foi a fee
depending on distances and size of the load. Further analysis indicates that .')Ignlﬁcanl
relationship exIsts between age and household size of the respondents and their
participation in agricultural livelihood activities. Based on the findings. the paper drew
attention to the need to consider the age and family size of the youths when planning and
implementing agricultural programme. Furthermore, sensitization of youths on diverse
agricultural livelihoods was suggested 10 enable them obtain more opportunities for
Sustainable development. .
INTRODUCTION
Poverty is one of the most serious problems in Nigeria today. Despite the efforts of
various governments from independence to date, poverty among the people has been on
the increase. Available data indicate that by 1960 the poverty level in the country covers
about 15 percent of the population and by 1980 it grew to 28 percent. In 1985 the poverty
level was 46 percent. By 1996 The Federal Office of Statistics estimated the poverty level
in Nigeria at about 66 percent and there are a number of real indications to show that the
present poverty level has gone up (NAPEP, 2001).

Several reasons account for this, according to Olomola, (1995) Agricultural potentials
are far from being fully realized and this has unpalatable implication for poverty alleviation
and sustainable economic development. Unlike other seetors, agriculture plavsa critical role
in employment and revenue generation as well as in the provision of rqw materials for
industrial development and foreign cxch‘un'gc carnings. It is probably the recognition of' the
role agriculture can play in poverty alleviation that led to the inclusion of uuricﬁllurc In most
youth empowerment programme across ll?c states ol'th‘c federation, )

Notwithstandlr_lg the apparent widespread of youths CMpowerment programme in
states, particularly in Niger State has not produce the desired resy]t ol youth's cnu;gcmcnt n
agriculture. This is probably duc to the dearth of empirical researel, information on the
agricultural activities ofyou’lhs. In most cases, lhg policy makers assume definition ot both
problems and S.Olll'[lOl]S on _b“:hall' of the YOuths. Therefore. a
study needs to be camcd.out to proyldc mIornu.Ilmn on ll‘lt.‘ agricultury| livelihood activities
of youths in the area. This wquld hlfcly rcsqll nto lnnlmduhl‘c policy foundation block for
effective youth's involvement in agriculture in the area in pParticular and natiog 4 large. The
specific objectives of the study are to: o .
i determine socio-economic characteristics of the youths i the study arey
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A crucial factor i
-outh prog | factor in Sustainab)
youth programmes. Youths e dev
S constityt
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e(lf i}ll)nl;\ UA_L FRAMEWORK
nt 1s the establishment and strengthening of

qrtributes which wh
en n a potent HERs
urtured and utilized ;?cr c(er TlIlls is because they have a number of
great assets to sustainable develo
pment

(ﬂ.\dt‘do_\‘ill. 2003). Avioko (]
other developing parts of (1986) asserted that y N
juctd : Sotthe w at youths in Af , :
production. animal produer: vorld play an active n Alrican like their counterpart 10
processing. storage "ull)do uction, and iransportn:'mle in agriculture in the area of primary
= o ¢ sty a C ~ S
1s 10 be\t‘xpected tt mm‘etmg- However. witl ion of crops from farm 1O the home.
p‘lrtiCiDiltion ofvo 1112“_ soclo-cultural and ;:co - -[hCF ontext of Nigerian environment, it
In line with thm Snagricultural liveliho dnon-ns.mcmfs are likely to influence the
ot medich; at reasoning, Agumaguy ef 01 ac7t1\ ities.
. St 1-Square test to determi 55 il (7006) in a study of livelihood interests of
and soc10-economic characteristi rmine the relationship between interest levels of you
the significant factors influen stics. They found that age, marital status and education Were
chi-square test, Edna er al C;I:)g livelihood interest of youths. Also in arelated study using
household size and income \\1(&1 1?\6 )hr}elp Ogted significant relationship between education,
e - _ . .
et al..(1999) stressed that chi-squareoio d“ ersity strategies. Inan eatlier report, Oladele
and association of the variables s a widely used test for independence. relationship
or to compare sample measures With population measures

(goodness of fir).

METHODOLOGY

The study was conducted i
Niger State. Niger State falls w
experiences dry and wet seasons Wi
to1100mm in the north and average m
major occupationofthe people iscrop an

Government Diary, 2003).

To achieve the objectives of the study, five villages we
District using a sampling frame established with the assistance ot t
Adogo—malam, Baban-rami, Magogo Kaboji
' household heads was obtaine

Jing frame ofall Is .
ndomly sampled, givinga total sample s1Z€ 0
th the aid of an interv

head. Then 15 male _
ed fromthe respondents Wi an

nthe socio-economic characteristics, a8 W€

hs. The

respondents. Data Wer
collected 0 o-ec0lit,
i ties of the'yout

in March, 2007. Data were ,
T . -a r1cultural activ .
livelihood agrlcultural and non-4g Lscriptive statistics and chi-square test.

ducational level and

d

collected data We' analysed 47 ut to determine whether the age. €

Chi-square test was Cameents has any Te ip with the qumber of agricultural

. on ‘ . .t e S o 12

household s1ze.of the rezlst it (inclu ding crop farming. rming. (&m{\ lflt;mi;
activities 1n Wthh‘thel{uI;a oduct markeling)'ﬂw&‘{c \\i"cw (t’“ % level ©
busines and a ricu ; ving ye four
Ciiznif'lczsmce T % was used,,m'?ﬂ(?hle

expressed as: |
(O

n Kaboji District located in Mashegu Local Government Areaof
ithin the Guinea Savanna region of Nigeria, the state
th annual rainfall varying from 1600mm in the south
onthly temperature range of about 23°Cto 29°C. The

dlivestock farming (N iger State

re randomly selected from the
fthe District Head. The

and Karamin-rami.

d from the village

£75

iew schedule

In each village, a samp
lasonthe

livestock fa
ostec at 0.05
he study. Chi-square 15
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Where:
= chi-square

o = observedfrequency
e = expectedfrequency

ON |

SULTSAND DISCUSSIO_ ‘ - J

1Slcl)gcio-economic Characteristics of Respondenot; e respondents Were st b, |

The data in Table 1 revealed that 20. 00%

10 32 years while 25.33% iy

Majority (44.00%) were between the ages of 26 remaining 10.67% were 41yeqy ang |

respondents were between the ages of 331040 and/}{?i{;
above. The age distribution depicts {/zal the you
productive years. Therefore, they will be able

opportunities.

The size of household largely depe 3 g
particularly on the number of wives they have. Resulls in Tc;b(l)co 9% of the respondents .
of the respondents have household size of 1 to 3 Whlli 24, ;1 ousehold sise of 13 ang
Jamily size range of 7 to 9 members. Similarly, 10.66% ha;/e hl’ espondonivio 8
above. Furthermore, Table | shows that 24 .00% and 14.67% of the resp POssess |

spondents were still in their dctiy, |

ricultural cqy
nond (0 many dg eer
{0 respon |

ital status of the respondey, |
, e marital status of _ 4
nds on th 1 also indicate that 26,67y |

primary and secondary certificates respectively, while 5.33 % have Nigf[m? C’ erty;i}cfue in |
Education. However, 56.00% of the respondents did not receive formal education. This |y

educational status may pose serious
youths in the area. In buttressin
Jormal education is necessa

profession.

-, |
problems that may affect effective job performa}?ces of |
g this point, Obiabuaku, (1983) stressed that acquisition of
1y for every human being in respective of occupational |

Table 1:Socio-economic characteristics of respondents

Socio-economic characteristics

Age

19-25

26-32

33-40

41-49

Total

Household size

1-3

4-6

7-9

10-12

13-15

Total

Educational statys
No formal education
Primary education
Secondary educatjon
Tertiary education

" Total

Frequency Percentage
15 20.00
33 44.00
12 25.33
o 10.67

100.00
20
2 26.67
8 26.67
9 24,00
8 12.00
75 10.66
100.00
42
18 36.00
1] 24.00
4 14.67

Source: Field survey, 2007.

75 5.33 ‘
100.0¢
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&grigultuml Livelihood Activities of Respondents

77 Table 2 reveals that CTOp sub-s . ; . s
g -Sector constitutes th ine ricultural activity
of the respondents in the ca. ¢ most dominant ag

. ) This is evidenced by i reme f the overwhelmin
Cority (96.00%) of st by the involvement of the ove g

X ' ents in ¢ i i farmi as B e
yrming With 68.00% response. How BeLtming Ll\ieStOCk fariming vias nex & ’
farming - However, the number of livestock owned

se from 1-3 cattle and few < ‘
@nge Y 1d Tew stocks of poultry o ; ' camels and
onkeys 18 widespread in the p v and goats. The ownership of

s area. which are used for transporting farm and domestics
goos. _—

°  The implication of thig findin
sericultural opportunities to thejr ad
gpportunities foryouths to be selfe

g is that youth respondents are falling to utilize other
vantage. Potentially, agriculture provides a lot of -
Pt 1. therefore for the v mploy"ed without seeking for government jobs. There 1s
peet, B T A 1€ youths to engage in other sub-sector with limited responses such as
fish farming. 1t thg?}' are to earn ameaningful livelihood in agriculture

Table 2: Types of agricultural livelihood activities of respondents (r.1:75)

Lericultural liveli iviti

%%rzk fam]nhgmd activities FrequenC}é1 Percentage68 .
Marketing of agric. Products 12 16.00 )
~ood processing 7 ’ 033
Farm lalour business O 30 40.00
Fish farming 2 267
Huntmg 24 32.00

Crop farming 72 96.00

Source:Field survey, 2007.

Non-Agricultural Livelihood Activities of Respondents
Apart from using the animals to transport their own products, Table 3 indicated that
almost 60.00% of the respondents also hired out their camels and donkeys to carry other
people's load. In fact, some of the respondents considered hiring out of camel and donkey
(pack animal business) as their major occupation. The amount charged depends on the
distance and to a lesser extent, the size of the load. Although the expenses incurred in
feeding and housing the animals were not calculated in the study, because most of these
.Inputs were not purchased but were obtained as by.-products of arable farming or 'trorn the
natural range. Regardless of this, the amounts realized seem to be reasonable fgf (tl rural i
community in Nigeria where alternative sources of income ge'neratlona 1()}“55 5 a}imvm? ful;
usually scarce. Therefore, empowering more youths to acquire camel and donkey cou
contribute to poverty alleviationinthe area. MRS —
Furthermgre, Tgble 2 depicts that 78.00% of respondents cng‘lgui 1:1 J\)\&-\llllhtlrsl\dsgﬁ‘
Tailoring was also practiced by 24.00% of respondents. Ot.h'mo %L:é); es the \
Tespondents partake in include weaving (1 2:00%) and Cﬂf({’?‘i‘ )(“( :’ o) 0
Table 3: Nonagricultural livelihood activities of respondents 3
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_‘Non_-pg_ricultm.ll livelihood activities

Civil service 7 24,0V

Carpentry |8 TR

Tailoring ! 5,00

Pack animal business 21 g.00

Petty trading o 12.00

Art craft 0 167

Weaving 7 i RS S —_
Pottery e

Source: Field survey. 2007. (-h.,,--,clcriﬂic" and Their

. " ni(.‘
. § . . YN TR Y onol
Relationship between Respondent's S0

o s PP i T Activities P the respondents have
Parthlpatlonm.»\grlcultlll':llLl\'t‘hh““l‘ll-\‘“ hold size (58.500) of ”II'T re )(jl activities, A
; (YQ ) se & _ ivelithood @ 3
Asshownin Table 4, age (28.075) and househo s lural live
1gnifi lati : shi T'tlkthoir articipation 1 agricul lor respondents have more
significant relationship with ! er ones, older resp! et
possible reason for this is that compared to the younge .’Ponﬂ'ihi litics in terms of meeting
vt ‘l’C‘ ” o s noonte
access to production resources such as land, hd\t”“"l“m out in place tangible assets for
family nceds and are mote concerned on the I\LL: (his assertion, Olomola, (1995) said
. . . " - o] e O D doe i ‘e
generation coming behind .\\'l}llc lending cre ([(..ll(itll * Jevel of production and productivity
that one of the most important factors conditioning the! :
. e B Y y
onrural farmers is the composition and size of the farming e
. . ' O nic
Table 4: Relationship between respondent's socio-econor

participation in agricultural livelihood activities.

amily. ' '
characteristics and their

Socio-economic characteristics p/ ? cal X tab  Df Sig. level Decision
Age 28675 12592 6 0.05 Significant
Education 6.837 12.592 6 0.05 Not sig.
Family size 58.506 14.067 7 0.05 Significant

Source: Computed from field data, 2007.

CONCLUSION

The livelihood activities of youths in Kaboji District of Niger State are both agricultural
and non agricultural activities. The major agricultural activity among the vouths in the area
was crop farming while the predominant non-agricultural livelihood

activity was pack animal business. F indings also show that a

) e : . ge and houschold size
influences the participation of youths in agricultura) livelihood

activities.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Sensitization of youths on diverse livelihoods should be
more opportunities for sustainable de
givento the non-crop sub-sector. ll]lSE: . ughadeliberate effort and <ettine
ofanational agenda for livestock and hshcncsdcvclopmcnl with tar e effort and seting
To fprther Improve pack anima] business in the area and QI,\Alll‘]“\gCls' ~
pack animals, they should be empowered. This ¢y come j s ‘.k More youths to acquire
For instance, camels and donkeys could he Purchased L ih Mm ol loans given in kind.
Empoweml.ent or Poverty Alleviation Programme e l( ‘l' FhQ Slate's Youth
facilitate this, youths should be encouraged to fory, e s ibuted 1 Youths on loan. To
could be made available. ASS0Ciationy llll‘ml{ll‘l wWhich the ‘ wals
Finally, age and houschold sjze of th SESERR
impleienting any agricultural program

carrie
velopment, Specifically
an be achieveq throup), -

doutto enable them obtain
more emphasis should be

¢ )"mnh.\' shoulg be consiq
mein the gre e

a,

red when planning and

Scanned with CamScanner



r ‘.’Cv i
v,.j' p—>9 iﬂ U
| § € 'i IU”)/ it 4! a

ational C
onference NAAE [7th - 10th October, 2008]

REFERENCES
Adcdoyin, S. F.(2003): The Ni
In: the 6* Annual R
Agriculture Progra
Agumagu, A.C., 0. M. Ade

gerian child : )
€search thlv(.i':rrllrd\;he national plan for decent livelihood.
mme (CIAP), Lago eeting and Conference of Children-In-
ol sope, O. N ‘i 2gos, Nigeria pp 1-8.
Livelihood Interests of ’Ru' 11 - Nwaogwugwu and J. U. Mgbada (2006).
of Imo State, Nigeria. P ral Youths in Owerri North Local Government Area
Agricultural Extensi ‘ Sapt?r Presented at the 11* Annual Conference of
Ayioko, M. A. (1986) « Inte. On Society of Nigeria, 3 - 6 April, Abeokuta- Nigeria.
Extension for faster %g:}tlf;Of ‘ Women inzto Farming Systém. Research
CCOI\rAanII\iIt.tCE paper No 11, ppolg_lsc .al change” Egerton [ nixcrsity College Research
Edna, ’\Nomejn Oi;]?:(()l ;a ZI- Iﬁxidi?peP(2006). Livelihood Di\'eisity Strategies of Rural
of Agricultural Exte,ns'og Sa‘ o Pre'sen.t e i-t tge t fniua Conffiren'ece
assan, W. A. and M. Bode (1919 On ociety of Nigeria, 3“ 6" April, Abeokuta-Nigeria.
g e ke LSSV ). Camels and donkeys as pack and transport animals
:n semi-arid northern Nigeria. Proceedings of the Fourth Workshop of the West

Africa Animal Traction Network. Pp. 140-144.
National Poverty Eradication Programme. NAPEP,(2001):Report booklet on
Conception, Implementation, Coordination and Monitoring. Pp 1-51.

Niger State Government Diary (2003) A yearly publication by the Ministry of

Information and Culture, Niger State. Pp 1-6. |
[tural Extension as & Strategy for Agricultural

Obiabuaku, L. O. (1983). Agricu enSi¢
Transformation. University of Nigeria Press, Nsukkai, é)p‘l 19. e )
inbi d A. E. Adekoya (1999) Social Science esearch:
Oladele, 1. O- . Aldobi e €2 g. Published by Shanu Books Nigeria

Approaches, Techniques and Reportin

Ltd Ijebu Ode 1-141pp- | |

Olomola, A. S J(1995) Source of Growth a[r;d Pzn;orlrélagclz;yrgig
gira 1 Cand J. Ik

Agriculture 1960—1992 in IKPL, A. e Ngeris. Snee

' .. Developmen §
lture And Economi¢ i By
ﬁl%illflie for Agricultural Development; Arlington 43-50p

d in Nigeria.
(eds) Sustainable
k International

Scanned with CamScanner



