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ABSTRACT

The study was conducted in Rorya District to investigate factors influencing rural youths'
aspiration towards agriculture, specifically to: assess the rural youth’s occupational
aspirations; determine rural youths’ perception of agriculture as an occupation; determine
the influence of parents, peers and school on the rural youth aspirations and identify
factors that determine rural youth engagement in agriculture. Data were collected from
120 randomly selected rural youth who were out of primary and secondary school but had
failed to pursue further studies. Questionnaires, Focus Group Discussion and key
informant interviews were the main data collection tools. Quantitative data were analyzed
through SPSS where descriptive analysis technique was used while content analysis
technique was used to analyse qualitative data. The study revealed that although most of
the rural youth had a positive perception towards agricultural activities, they aspired to
non-agricultural occupations. Parents were found to be the most influential in youth’s
career choices and aspiration in general. Among factors discouraging the youth from
engaging in agriculture in the study area were low income from agriculture, lack of
agricultural knowledge and experience from parent’s hard life living from agriculture.
Others factors were high cost of agricultural inputs, lack of credit, attitudinal problem, and
backwardness of agricultural tools. Therefore, the study recommends the use of modern
equipment, improvement of extension services programs to enable parents and youth to
become aware of the potential of agriculture and to provide employment opportunities to

rural youth.
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CHAPTER ONE

1.0 INTRODUCTION, PROBLEM STATEMENT, JUSTIFICATION AND
OBJECTIVES

1.1 Introduction

Agriculture involves producing crops (food, fiber and other products), livestock, fisheries
and forestry (FAO, 2014b). It is an important sector in the economies of many developing
countries. On average, agriculture contributes approximately 15% of the countries’ GDP,
although in African countries the contribution ranges from below 3% to more than 50%
(FAO, 2014a). Tanzania’s agricultural sector contributes more than one-quarter of the
gross domestic product (GDP), 85% of exports and employs about 65% of the workforce,
and providing livelihood to masses of small- and large-scale producers although growing
at a slower pace of 5.3 per cent in 2018 compared with 5.9 percent in 2017 (BOT, 2019).
However, the contribution of agriculture as a source of income and food security depends
on the active participation of people in agriculture. According to Leavy and Hossain
(2014) income growth in agriculture is easier than in other sectors, as the agricultural
sector has a greater potential to reduce poverty than non-agricultural activities. Due to its
potentiality, agriculture employs over one billion people globally (Sergo, 2014).
Agriculture remains a key sector where the surplus unemployed youth labour force can be

employed (NSYIA, 2016/2021).

However, in Tanzania most farmers are over 50 years old, implying ageing farming
populations as youths are not generally attracted to agriculture. Instead, they engage
themselves in petty trade and informal businesses (Kimaro et al., 2015). At the same time,
it is claimed that youth are more open to new ideas and practices and have more potential

to overcome some major constraints in agricultural development than adult farmers



(Daudu, 2009). Integrating them in agricultural activities is necessary for the development
of the sector in rural-based economies (URT, 2016) as well as the development of their

incomes which may reduce jobless youths on the streets.

According to UNDP (2014), youths are people aged between15 to 24 years old. Globally,
the youth population of this age is more than one billion and estimated to be 85% of the
population in developing countries (WPAY, 2012). About 70% of young people reside in
rural areas and are mostly affected by extreme poverty, lack of employment and poor
health (Sumberg et al., 2017). In Tanzania, youths are people aged between 15 to 35 years
old (URT, 2016). They constitute about 67% of the Tanzanian population, with an

unemployment rate of 13.4% but increasing with time (URT-PHC, 2014).

Hence, Tanzania, like many other developing countries, is experiencing steadily
increasing rural-urban migration of youth perhaps due to their aspirations and challenges
they encounter. Such challenges include poverty and low income, low self-esteem, low
status attached to farming and lack of growth in an occupation (Bajema et al., 2002; Haji,
2015). Similarly, rural-urban migration increases problems in urban areas by leading to
overcrowded cities, unbalanced distribution of resources and a heavy load for those
remaining in agriculture (Kimaro et al., 2012). Due to lack of education and appreciated
skills to run their lives in cities, the majority of the youth migrating, they cannot gain
formal employment hence they migrate to the cities to participate in informal and petty
enterprises (Aguado et al., 2016). Scholars have associated the rural-urban migration of
youths with their negative perception of agriculture (FAO, 2014b; Aguado et al., 2016).
According to Spielhofer et al. (2011), youths do not aspire towards agriculture as a way of

achieving their life goals.



Aspiration is a hope or desire of achieving something (Leavy and Hossain, 2014).
Aspirations may mean different things to different people and they are formed and
develop in response to different environmental contexts and circumstances. The formation
of aspirations tends to begin early in childhood and aspirations are adapted and changed in
light of new experiences, choices and information, including an individual’s awareness of

their abilities and the opportunities open to them (Gutman and Akerman, 2008).

According to Leavy and Smith (2010), aspirations are formed, shaped and influenced by
the social and economic context, the individuals’ perception of their abilities and
availability of opportunities, their expectation, gender relations, parents, teachers and peer
influence. These expectations are formulated within a person’s opportunity space linking
with what is possible within their geographical, socio-economic and policy context, and
given their qualities (Daum, 2018). Shumba et al. (2011) reported that aspiration is the
most important factor influencing people’s choices, how they think and feel about
themselves and ultimately their life outcomes. Furthermore, Leavy and Hossain (2014)
reported that young people are making decisions about plans or develop notions of what
they like to do or feel at a very young age. Therefore, depending on the contextual
understanding and the country's long-term plans, different initiatives are put in place to
shape the development of positive aspiration according to the social and economic fabric

of the society in question.

For example, after independence, Tanzania introduced the philosophy of Education for
Self-Reliance (Nyerere, 1967) where agriculture became a prominent part of the school
curriculum. The main aim was to influence student attitudes towards agriculture as a
livelihood strategy for the majority. According to Msuya et al. (2014) and Mwakatoga

(2016), the Tanzanian government introduced programs like school agriculture and out of



school programs to create a positive attitude towards agriculture and prepare youths to
contribute to their communities through agricultural knowledge and skills. Youths were
directly involved in farming activities through planting, weeding, livestock keeping and
harvesting. Unfortunately, since the mid-1980s Self-reliance slowly faded out in
education circles due to lack of support from policymakers although it helped to reduce

unemployment among school-leavers with practical food production (Mattee, 1978).

Furthermore, in the past three decades, in recognition of the importance of agriculture to
meet unemployment challenges, policy-makers have formulated the Youth Development
Policy (2007) aimed at empowering youth and guiding the government and other
stakeholders to provide an enabling environment for youth to participate effectively in
agriculture (URT, 2016). Also, various agricultural programs have been initiated to attract
the youth into agriculture, for example, the Agriculture Sector Development Program
(ASDP I and II), USAID-funded Feed the Future Advancing Youth (AY) program,
National Strategy for Youth Involvement in Agriculture (NSYTIA, 2016/2021). Also, the
Market Infrastructure, Value Addition and Rural Finance (MIVARF) project introduced
loans to youth groups and support to small business, including training in
entrepreneurship skills, business management, technology upgrading and value chains to
increase employment opportunities for youth in Tanzania (Leyaro and Morrissey, 2013;
FAO, 2014b). Furthermore, NGOs like Mtandao wa Vikundi vya Wakulima Nyancha
(MVIWANYA) and the Swiss Foundation for Technical Cooperation trained 3000 young
people on leadership skills, agribusiness skills, farming and value chain in Rorya District
(Bjarnlid, 2014; RDC, 2016). However, youth involvement in agriculture has been
declining nationally, especially in rural areas with few youths who are willing to join
farming as an occupation. The Rorya District Report (RDC, 2016) for example shows that

the district has a large population of youth, adequate arable land, and water for irrigation



and extension services and hence has a high potential for agriculture, still the youth do not

aspire towards agriculture.

1.2 Problem Statement

Although the government in collaboration with different organizations have taken
initiatives to attract the youth into agriculture, still over 70% of the youths are looking for
formal employment opportunities in cities which are very few and yet competitive
(Kimaro et al., 2015; URT, 2016). Similarly, the Rorya District Annual Report (RDC,
2017), shows that only 20% of young people are engaged in agriculture in the district.
This indicates low engagement of the youths in the sector something that warrants an
analysis of the factors that influence youth’s aspirations towards agriculture in Rorya
District. Since available literature (for example Kintrea and Clair, 2011; Boateng and
Lowe, 2018; Daum, 2018) on youth aspirations towards agriculture is based mostly on

contexts different from Tanzania.

1.3 Justification

Youth aspirations towards agriculture might be improved when factors influencing them
will be noted and taken into consideration (Leavy and Smith, 2010). The aspirations of
rural youths and the factors contributing to their formation should, therefore, be of interest
not only to the young people themselves, their families and communities but to all those
with an interest in agricultural and rural policy and development (Leavy and Smith,
2010). Therefore, this study collected precise data on what influences the rural youths’
aspirations towards agriculture as an occupation. Also, it provided useful information on
how to minimize some negative perceptions of agriculture. Similarly, the formulation of
relevant policies, strategies and programs to educate and properly orient the youths

towards agriculture may benefit from these findings.



1.4 Study Objective

1.4.1 General objective

The overall objective of the study is to investigate factors influencing rural youths’

aspirations towards agriculture as an occupation in Rorya District.

1.4.2 Specific objectives

il.

1il.

iv.

To assess rural youth’s occupational aspirations.
To assess how rural youths in Rorya District perceive agriculture as an occupation.
To determine the influence of parents, peers and school on the rural youth
aspirations towards agriculture in Rorya District.

To identify factors that determining rural youths engaging in agriculture.

1.5 Research Questions

1.

What are the rural youths’ occupational aspirations?

How do rural youths in Rorya District perceive agriculture as an occupation?

How do parents, peers and school influence the rural youth aspirations?

What are the factors that discourage or encourage rural youth from engaging in

agriculture?



CHAPTER TWO

2.0 LITERATURE REVIEW
The chapter reviews the theories and empirical literature on rural youths’ aspirations and
factors influencing aspiration towards agricultural activities as an occupation, supported

by Achievement Motivation Theory and Ecological Systems Theory.

2.1 Operational Definition of Terms

Rural youth: With regards to the social category that is historically and culturally
constructed, youth is normally perceived to be the period of adolescence during which
young people make the transition from childhood to adulthood and become sexually
mature and experience self-sufficiency (Anyidoho et al., 2012). Social or cultural events
are understood to define the transition from childhood to adulthood which draws attention
to the adolescent’s age of which can change over time and from one social context to the

next (Leavy and Smith, 2010).

In policy, youth is commonly defined with regards to age, for instance, UNDP (2014),
defined youth as all people aged between 15 to 24 years old. Similarly, the differences in
age limits also vary in sub-Saharan African countries about age groups. For example, in
Ghana and Senegal, the youth age range is considered to be 15 — 35 years, Kenya 15 — 30
years, Malawi 14 — 25 years (Anyidoho et al., 2012). In the Tanzania context youth are

people who cover the age group between 15 and 35 years (Kimaro et al., 2015).

Therefore, the study targeted youth people aged between 13 to 24 years to acquire
information from these younger people who are still young, and most of them are thinking

of what to do to earn a living. According to our educational system, this is the group that



would have finished primary/secondary school but have not been able to proceed to a
higher level so that options left for them are available opportunities such as agriculture

and others. The terms youth and young people are used interchangeably.

Aspiration: is the hope or ambition of achieving something. Usually, it is used to refer to
the various desires and ambitions held by people about their future (Sergo, 2015).
Aspirations may mean different things to different people and they are formed and
develop in response to different environments and circumstances (Ray, 2006). Therefore,

this study measured youth aspirations towards agriculture as an occupation.

Agriculture is considered as the process of producing crops (food, feed, fiber and other
products), livestock, fisheries and forestry (FAO, 2014b). The study considered
agriculture as the act of producing crops, fish farming, flowers, growing forest, livestock
keeping, and dealing with agro-business activities which the youth can engage in to

improve the agricultural sector and their standard of living.

2.2 Theoretical Review

2.2.1 Achievement Motivation Theory (AMT)

The study is based on the Achievement Motivation Theory proposed by McClelland
(1961). In motivation, aspirations are a subset of the desire to perform to high standards.
Youth aspirations are defined as their ability to set goals and work toward those goals
since it has been assumed that teachers, parents, peers, and others influence an
individual’s desire to set goals and achieve excellence (Quaglia and Cobb, 1996).
Therefore, this study builds its foundation from the AMT because of its major assumption
that aspiration is an influencing factor on youth to achieve something and that paves the

way for aspirations toward agriculture.



2.2.2 Ecological systems theory

Ecological systems theory states how human development is influenced by different
environmental systems and helps to understand the aspirational influences of rural youths.
Bronfenbrenner (1994) proposed that youths encounter different environments throughout
their lifespan that may influence their behaviour to a varying degree. Systems include the
micro-system (family, friends, classmates, teachers, and community), the exo-system
(positive or negative feelings involved with the interaction within the system), the macro-
system (cultural contexts, customs, and laws), and the chrono-system (socio-historical
contexts). This study collected data based on these systems as possible influencers of

occupational aspirations.

Therefore, the usage of two theories arose to capture both aspirations and factors that
influence aspiration. Ecological system theory paved the way for factors influencing
human developments and Motivational theory provided room for aspiration as an

individual’s motivation or desire to achieve something in life.

2.3 Empirical Review

2.3.1 Rural youth’s occupational aspirations and agriculture

Aspirations are hopes or ambitions of achieving something. However, the concept can be
used in many different ways. For instance, aspiration is usually used to refer to the career
and educational ambitions of young people, but also can be used to refer to general life
ambitions, such as wanting to start a family or live in a particular area (Leavy and Hosain,
2014). The individual aspirations influenced by the environment are close to the
individual that includes exposure to information, media and parental education (Kartin et
al., 2012). According to Armstrong and Crombie (2000), occupational aspirations are

formed through limitation and negotiation of which individuals are seen as forming within
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the limits of acceptable alternatives. But still, with alternatives, the individual should
narrow the aspiration to realistic choices. According to Yisak and Tassew (2012) farming
is an outcome of failed aspirations. This is due to the failure of childhood aspirations
mainly because they could not achieve their educational goals, and they end up being
farmers. Despite agriculture being with vast opportunities for livelihood but many youths
view it with significant distrust and fear. However, Elias et al. (2018) reported that rural
youths have the interest to engage in agriculture as a means of their livelihood if

agricultural services are available and modernized.

2.3.2 Youths’ perceptions of agriculture

Studies on youths' perceptions of agriculture have produced mixed results. Ball and Wiley
(2010) reported that young people involved in rain-fed farming had a more negative
perspective of agriculture, as they complained that farming portrayed as a labour-
intensive, unattractive, burdensome occupation with a little reward that does not guarantee
a regular income. They added that agriculture is not enough to make a living. Youths
argue that they need to take up any work other than farming, whatever helps them to earn
as little and not agricultural activities as it takes over one to two months of periods. Again,
the young people interviewed in Tanzania on agriculture considered farming to be dirty

and undesirable and regarded agriculture as the last option (Juma, 2007).

Similarly, Daum (2018) studied what young people think about farming and reported that
rural youths find farming as a labour-intensive and burdensome occupation with a little
reward that does not guarantee a regular income and is of high risk. While Elias et
al. (2018), studied gendered aspirations and occupations among rural youths in
agriculture, expressed that in Nigeria and the Philippines, young men consider that the

tedious jobs are meant for men while the easy ones are for women like land preparation
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women cannot do, while women commonly have some other livelihood activities like

cooking and taking care of children at home.

In another study young people indicated that farming has low social status, seen as dirty
work, made their skin darker and associated it with sewage smell (Aguado et al., 2016).
However, Giuliani et al. (2017) reported that youths see agriculture as the only source of
income and the only profession in which they see themselves as experienced. Similarly,
young people expressed interest in farming and joy in living in their villages, since to
continue farming they may become good experts in farming and improve their lives
(Daum, 2018). Also, rural youths believe that they can get their socio-economic needs
through agricultural activities and can also provide employment (Kimaro, 2015). Despite
the negatives, youths also viewed agriculture as being the only profession in which they

see themselves as experienced and knowledgeable.

2.3.3 Parents’ influence on youth’s aspirations

Parents are a key influence on their children’s aspirations in both rural and urban areas.
Bajema and William (2010) and Boateng and Lowe (2018) indicated that parents emerge
as one of the most significant influencers on young people’s aspirations in both
supporting and, in some cases, preventing the chase of high aspirations. Parents can
encourage or discourage the aspiration of their children. However, Spielhofer et al.
(2011), reported that young people often do not consider their parents as a major
influence, but it is evident that they consult them directly and are frequently influenced

indirectly by their parents’ experiences and lifestyle.

Ball (2005) reported that parents who openly discouraged farming stated that, they noted

the disadvantages of farming as a career with low pay, long hours and lack of insurance.
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This shows that while parents support personal choice among their children, but they
externally encouraged children to escape or pursue a better way of life. The author added
that several families, especially homes where farming has been the main occupation tend
to discourage their children from taking measures that will lead them in farming as their
occupation. Ball and Wiley (2010) added that some parents encouraged their children to
take farming as a career choice and some discouraged their children from farming as a
career choice. They focused on informing children about the disadvantages related to
farming as a career and encouraged them to explore activities that would remove them
from farming. According to the author, the youths suggested that they are more often

influenced by the views and opinions of family, friends and other contacts.

2.3.4 Influence of peers (friends) on the decisions of rural youths

Friendship refers to a close, related and intentional relationship. Friends have been
described most often concerning their qualities and functions and shown as promoters of
individuals’ well-being and academic success (Leka, 2015). BlaZevi (2016) reported that
when young people move to self-reliance and away from parents, peers become

increasingly important sources of aspirations.

BlaZevi added that the influence is of great importance to young people in the period of
middle childhood development because it is the period of creating friendships. David et
al. (2014) indicated however that, friends’ influences contribute to the value orientation
and identity formation but some influence can be either positive and leads to
achievements or negative and lead to negative behaviour. Good friends can influence their

peers to make better choices for their lives.
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Asghar et al. (2016) noted that 40% of the respondents in their study on analysis of the
relationship between the components of entrepreneurship education and the antecedents of
the theory of planned behaviour (TPB), mentioned friends and family to influence youths’
decision to choose entrepreneurship as a career choice. Similarly, Chenoweth and Galliher
(2004) reported that the majority of males were not planning to go to college but the
decision changed as their primary friends were going to college. However, Harris (2002)

reported that peer groups have an even stronger influence than that of parents.

2.3.5 Influence of schools on the decisions of rural youths

Teachers or school have a role to prepare the students for the future profession, but also to
work in the community. According to BlaZevi (2016), teachers and parents together
represent the important persons in a child’s life in the development age. David-kacso et
al. (2014) stated the school results play an important role in shaping the aspirations of
students and influence their children’s self-perceptions of ability and therefore career
choice. Shumba and Naong (2017) reported that some teachers encourage students to take
certain subject options that are similar to the skills and abilities that they identify. They
added that teachers like parents are viewed as key players in the career paths that young
people eventually pursue. Thus, parents and teachers’ beliefs influence their children’s

self-perceptions of ability accordingly.

2.3.6 Factors that discourage rural youths from aspiring towards agriculture

Youths show a lack of interest in agricultural activities as occupational aspirations. This
could be endorsed with different factors including personal and family attitudes towards
agriculture. Aguado et al. (2016) showed that many people are discouraged from
participating in agriculture due to the intensive capital requirements and low wages from

the labour market. This implies that some structural problems can discourage youth
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engagement in agriculture. According to White (2012), several problems that turn young
people away from agriculture include the lack of agricultural skills among rural youths,
access to land, the decline of farming and quality of rural life, and the government neglect
of small-scale agriculture and rural infrastructure. However, factors influencing the youths
to participate in farming are diverse with a difference in geographical and weather

conditions, opportunities available in an area and others.

Leavy and Smith (2012) reported that the environment close to the individual and societal
context, including socio-cultural factors, and geography may discourage or encourage
young people in making their life choices. They added that young people in areas of high
agricultural growth are likely to be inspired in adopting farming for their livelihood than
those living in low growth areas. The usage of opportunity spaces depends on knowledge
and skills, which a high level of knowledge and skills may raise the chances of utilizing
an opportunity space (Sumberg et al., 2012). Due to the differences among factors that
discourage youth’s participation in agriculture, this study focused on exploiting factors
discouraging youths’ aspiration towards agriculture in the Rorya context to add on

available literature.

2.3.7 Research gap

Literature indicates that aspirations for rural youths are much influenced by social classes
(Social Exclusion Task Force, 2008; Kintrea and Clair, 2011; Thomas and Palermo, 2011;
Program, 2016). While this finding is important, there is limited research on the
aspirations of rural youths towards agricultural careers, particularly of younger people in
Tanzania while aspiration is a contextual issue. The sum of research on youth’s retention
in rural communities and farms have mostly been done focusing on issues related to

adolescents, social support, thinking about work, deprived communities, educational
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attitudes, parental expectations, academic involvement and aspirations of youths (Kintrea
and Clair, 2011; Leavy and Hossain, 2014; Boateng and Léwe, 2018; Daum and Daum,
2018). There is a need for research regarding rural young people’s aspirations towards
agriculture which could serve as the transformation of aspiration toward an agricultural

career in Rorya District.

2.3.8 Conceptual framework

The conceptual framework for this study was derived from further Achievement
Motivation Theory (AMT) and Ecological Systems Theory. AMT assumes that aspiration
is an influencing factor on youths to achieve something which paves a way for aspirations
towards agriculture. However, empirical studies on the youth’s aspirations in Africa are
very few and even less for youth in rural areas (Leavy and Hossain, 2014). Similarly, in
the Tanzania context, few studies address aspirations on agriculture of rural youth. Most
existing literature related to youth aspirations and agriculture has come from studies apart
from Africa and western Africa which is different from Tanzania context. Therefore,
Ecological Systems Theory shows how environmental systems influence human
development, which will help to understand the influences of different environmental

systems on rural youth’s aspirations as described in the diagram below (Fig. 1).
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CHAPTER THREE

3.0 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Description of the Study Area

The study was done in Rorya District, Mara Region situated in the north of Tanzania. It is
bordered by Tarime District to the East, Butiama District to the South, Lake Victoria to
the West, and the Republic of Kenya to the North. The district is dominated by the Luo
tribe. According to NBS (2012), the district had a population of 265 241 people where
youths constituted 153 521. The average temperature ranges between 140C to 300C.
There are two rainy seasons with an average total annual rainfall of 1250 to 2000
mm/year with two agro-ecological zones which are midlands and lowlands. The midlands
have an area of 2235 km2 situated at an altitude of 1300 m - 1500m with annual rainfall
between 900mm - 1250mm and the lowlands have an area of 1101 km2 situated at an
altitude of 800m -1200m with annual rainfall between 700 mm - 900 mm. The main
sources of livelihood are crop farming, livestock keeping and fishing. Major grown crops
are maize, millet, sorghum, sweet potatoes, sunflower and cotton. Despite the district
having adequate arable land and a good climate, there is a recurrent food shortage,
persistent poverty and significant rural-urban migration. Conversely, Rorya was chosen
among other districts simply to recognize how youth living along the seas think of
agriculture as an occupation despite the availability of other resources for agriculture in

the district.
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Figure 2: The map of the Mara region showing study areas

3.2 Research Design

The study employed a cross-sectional survey research design that allows the collection of
information at a single point in time from the group of people selected to represent the
entire population (Kothari, 2004). It was then fit for this study because the data were

collected from villages at one point in time.
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3.3 Study Population and Sampling Frame

The study population was all the male and female youths aged between 15 and 24 in
Rorya District, which comprised out of school youths engaging or not engaging in
agriculture. Out of school youths consist of those who had completed primary and
secondary school during the last four years but have failed to pursue their studies further
or those who had dropped out of school and were engaged or not engaged in agriculture.
Because this category of participants was not attending school instead of engaging in
other work for livelihood, therefore could help in understanding youth’s aspirations

towards agriculture.

Again, those in agriculture composed of young people who had entered into agriculture as
their main means of livelihood. The focus of the study with this category was to explore
the factors that encouraged them to adopt agriculture as their livelihood occupation and
more importantly, to identify factors that encourage or discourages their entry into
agriculture. The decision to focus on these categories of participants was made with the
hope that it would reveal not only how the hopes and aspirations of each group are
formed, reformed and influenced but also factors that influence their aspirations. This is
another way of exploring aspiration and realities bound to youth occupation and the
transition from childhood to adulthood. The sampling frame was the lists of youths’

information obtained from Village Executive Officers (VEO) in the four selected villages.

3.4 Sampling Procedures and Sample Size

A multi-stage sampling technique was used with a self-administered questionnaire.
Whereby four wards which were Tai, Koryo, Bukwe and Komuge were purposely
selected from the 21 wards in the district to be representative of the different agro-

ecological zones which are midlands and lowlands. These two agroecological zones
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differed in the amount of rainfall received in an area per year as mentioned on pagel8,
that in determines agricultural activities to be undertaken and their productivity. This in

turn may have varied influences on youths’ aspiration towards agriculture.

A simple random sampling technique was then used to select one village from each of the
selected wards. The villages selected were Masonga, Ingri, Bukwe and Komuge. Simple
random sampling is a type of probability sampling is where a researcher randomly selects
a subject of participants from a population. A sample is random if the method for
obtaining the sample meets the criterion of randomness (each element having an equal
chance at each draw. According to Larry et al. (2011), if the goal is to generalize from
specific samples to a population, random sampling methods are preferred because they
produce representative samples. Self-administered questionnaires were distributed to 120
randomly selected rural youth with 60 males and 60 females to reduce gender bias. To
obtain these 120 respondents, the simple random sampling technique was again used to
select 30 youths from each village based on the sampling frame developed by the

researcher in collaboration with VEOs.

3.5 Data Collection and Data Collection Instruments

3.5.1 Primary data collection

Primary quantitative and qualitative data were used. According to Kothari, (2004) primary
data are data collected afresh and for the first time. In this study, data were collected using
a semi-structured questionnaire, interviews and Focus Group Discussions to obtain in-
depth information. The use of mixed methods has the opportunity to exhaust information
in different ways and increase the validity and reliability of the study. According to

Johnson et al. (2007), mixed research is the type of research in which researchers or a



21

team of researchers combines elements of quantitative viewpoints, data collection,

analysis and inference.

3.5.1.1 Secondary data collection

Secondary data are those data that have already been collected by someone else and have
already been passed through the statistical processes. In this case document reviews were
done and data were obtained from district annual reports, different journals and extension
agent’s reports. This information assisted in reinforcing and improving the findings and

subsequent discussion.

3.5.1.2 Semi-structured questionnaire

A self-administered questionnaire was used. According to Johnson et al. (2007), a self-
administered questionnaire is a structured form that consists series of closed and open-
ended questions, which respondents fill in their own. After preparing and pretesting
questionnaires, they were then distributed to 120 randomly selected rural youth with 60
males and 60 females to reduce gender bias. After data collection questionnaires were
rechecked to condemn uncompleted questions where 10 questionnaires were removed and
the remaining 110 were filled accordingly. Meaning that the response rate was 90%,

according to Johnson et al. (2007), which is considered enough.

3.5.1.3 In-depth interview with key informants

In-depth interviews were held with 40 teachers to explore issues concerning young people
in schools and understand childhood interest and aspirations. Thus, in-depth interviews
were carried out with 10 teachers as key informants in every primary and secondary
school in four schools. Schools were Masonga primary, komuge, Ingri and Bukwe

primary and Tai secondary. The interviews with these teachers enabled the researcher to
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understand the agricultural aspiration of young people from the perspectives of the

teachers as significant influencers or motivators.

3.5.1.4 Focus Group Discussions (FGDs)

A total of FGDs discussions were conducted with the group of youths who were in
agriculture and those who were not in agriculture, as well as with four groups of parents
in each of the four villages. In each session, the FGDs were composed of 8-10 youth
members, while other sessions consisted of 8-10 parents to understand issues on
agriculture as an occupation for their kids. The discussion consisted of both male and

female participants which paved the way to understand the issue across gender.

3.5.2 Research instrument pre-test

Data Validity and Reliability

Validity refers to the accuracy and meaningfulness of inferences. Content and face
validity was done for clarity and accuracy of the data. Content validity was checked
through the systematically arranged objectives of the study where the questions answered
the objectives. Face validity involves the experts looking in the questionnaire and

agreeing if the test is a valid measure of the concept.

To improve the face validity of the research, experts in the department like supervisors
scrutinized the instrument to ensure that questions concentrated on issues essential to
research objectives. This ensured that the right questions with proper ingredients were

asked because of minimizing errors when it comes to writing the findings.

Reliability is a measure of the degree to which a research instrument provides consistent

results (Kothari, 2004). To make the instrument more reliable, pre-testing of the data
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collection instruments was done in Rorya District before data collection, whereby ten
youths who engage and those who did not engage in agriculture were randomly selected
for testing but they were not included in the final study. This was to check for ambiguities
or any wording problems that might lead to misunderstanding or misinterpretations. The
supervisor checked the validity and reliability of the questionnaires about the objective
and research questions of the study. After pre-testing, the questionnaire was revised

accordingly for data collection to obtain the information intended.

3.6 Data Processing and Analysis

Quantitative data from the questionnaire were verified, coded and analysed using
descriptive statistics in the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS). This is to mean
that data from the questionnaire were analysed descriptively and presented using tables,

frequency and percentage.

Respondents’ perception of agriculture was measured using a Likert scale. The scale had
fourteen attitudinal statements, in which the respondents were asked to respond on each
statement as agree (3), uncertain (2) or disagree (1). Then the cut-off point was
established to measure the perception category with 14 as the expected minimum score
and 42 as the maximum score. The one disagreed on all 14 statement the score was 1 x 14
which is 14 minimum score and one agrees on all 14 statements was 14x3 which is 42
maximum score and if undecided was 2x14 which is 28. For the sake of data
interpretation, the score that was ranging from 29 to 42 was regarded as a positive
perception, while 14 to 27 regarded as negative perception and 28 uncertain or neutral or

undecided.
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Qualitative data were analyzed using a content analysis procedure. Data analysis was
done following a content analysis procedure (Braun and Clarke, 2006). After information-
gathering, the audio and written data recorded was sorted. Then translated from Swahili to

English followed by categorization of data into words and phrases to develop codes.

The data was then interpreted into codes in line with the study objective for consistency
and relevance. After coding, the researcher read the transcripts and field notes thoroughly
to gain an overall impression of the research questions, making deep interpretations for
specific statements and content. Data were interpreted to identify themes, patterns, and
relations. Combination of techniques such as word and phrases repetitions and comparing
primary data with literature review findings and discussing the differences between them
were used. Therefore, themes were summarized for presentations for further
interpretations and development by identifying recurring themes throughout and
highlighting any similarities and differences in the data. The data set was then analysed,
categorized and organized into final themes and sub-themes which emerged through the
coding process. Finally, data verification, checking the validity of understanding through

rechecking the identified codes was done.
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CHAPTER FOUR

4.0 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1 Respondent’s Demographic Characteristics

The findings of the study (Table 1) indicated that nearly equal numbers of males (52%
and females (48%) youths participated in the study. Concerning age, the majority (61%)
were in the age category of 19 to 24 years. Of all the respondents, more than half (60%)
completed primary school and the remaining (40%) completed secondary school. For
marital status, almost half of the respondents were married while 49% were single and
less than one per cent was divorced. Of all the married respondents, most of them were
female because the study targeted age category which is between 13 and 24. Culturally in
the study area, females get married at a young age compared to their counterpart male
youth. On the other hand, according to the legal framework in the Tanzania mainland, for
example, the 1971 Marriage Act defines the minimum age of marriage as 18 for males
and 15 for females, the law also allows courts to permit the marriage of females who have
reached 14 years of age (URT, 2007) which permitted the marriage of 15-year-old girls,
while the minimum age of marriage for boys is 18. Also, findings indicated that married
respondents in rural areas are more likely to participate in agricultural activities than
single ones. This is because married respondents have more family responsibilities than
their counterpart. Hence, they normally choose to participate in agricultural activities to
fulfil their family daily needs. The finding is in agreements with that of Kimaro et
al. (2015) who reported that married youth with responsibilities participate more in

agriculture on their farms.
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Table 1: Respondent’s demographic characteristics (n=110)

Variable Frequency Per cent

Sex of the respondent

Male 58 52.7
Female 52 47.3
Age (Years)

14- 18 43 39.1
19- 24 67 60.9
Education level

Completed primary school 66 60.0
Completed secondary school 44 40.0
Marital status

Single 53 48.2
Married 56 50.9
Divorced 1 0.9
Total 110 100

4.1.1 Type of agriculture practiced

Information from FGD indicated that the respondents practiced both crop farming and
livestock keeping. The main categories of crops grown in the area are food crops, cash
crops such as cotton, fruit crops, and vegetables. Food crops grown include maize, beans
sorghum, peanut, potatoes, cassava where cassava production seems popular as large
percentages of respondents indicated cassava production more than other crops due to the
low cost in production. However, low cultivation of vegetable fruits was observed among
youth due to the high requirements of diseases management and capital. This show that
youth normally engage in agricultural production of which does not require a large
amount of capital. This is in line with Kimaro et al. (2015) who reported that large
percentages of respondents cited involvement in maize cultivation more than other crops
like beans and vegetables due to its low cost of production. Mainly agricultural production

is rain-fed agriculture as irrigation infrastructure is still underdeveloped.
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Also, in FGDs, parents indicated that animal poaching and disease have rendered them in
crop farming more than in livestock keeping as they had experienced the big loss of their
animals through poaching at night. Animals being stolen by unknown people led them to
shy away from keeping animals. They added that this gives them hard time advising their

sons to invest in animals as their parents advised them those days during their childhood.

4.1.2 Owner and benefit from agriculture

Table 2 indicated that families are mainly (41.8%) the owners of the agricultural
enterprise in this study while only a few respondents (10.9%) own the enterprise. The
majority of respondents’ farm in their family farm and this is because the respondents
interviewed are still young and had no family responsibilities. Therefore, they could not
be given a farm since farms were given to mature and married youth in the community as
they assume that married youth have more family responsibilities and focus. This is in
line with Kimaro et al. (2015) who indicated that youth who are working on family farms
are younger and directly from farmers who rely their income on agriculture and depend on

agricultural activities for their daily social and economic needs.

In case of agricultural benefits derived from farming activities, 12.7% of respondents
indicated insurance of food security at home, 10.9% upgraded their homes, 10.0%
afforded school fees and other tasks, 7.3% bought modern tools, 6.4% were able to start a
family and lastly 5.5% acquired cell phones and televisions. This means that the majority
of those who were engaged in agriculture was only aiming for food and not as a source of
income while only a minority was able to accumulate assets from agriculture. This is in
line with Lewa and Ndungu (2012) in Kenya who reported that respondents chose

farming as their ideal occupation for the reason that farming provides food and non-
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agricultural occupation were seen to be more profitable and were more stable for regular

income.

Table 2: Distribution of owners, and benefits from agriculture (n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent

Owner of the agricultural enterprise

Family 46 41.8
Myself 12 10.9
Not applicable 52 47.3
Total 110 100.0

Benefits you have got from agriculture so far

Upgraded my house 12 10.9
Have acquired a Cell Phone/TV 6 5.5
Have bought modern tools 8 7.3
Started a family 7 6.4
Food security at home 14 12.7
school fees/ other business 11 10.0
None 52 47.3
Total 110 100.0

4.1.3 Access to agricultural information and means of access

Table 3 shows that 30.0% of respondents claimed to have access to the right agricultural
information while 22.7% reported having no access to information. Means of access to
agricultural information were 16.4% TV/Radio, 12.9% social media, 3.6%
Magazines/Newspapers. This indicates that the only accessible means of agricultural
information is radio as other means such as magazines/newspapers are not available,
however, having adequate information from different areas specifically in agricultural
issues might enable youth to aspire for agriculture. Other rural areas and even other
families have no Television, access to smartphones although young people may not watch

non-agricultural programs even when they have them. This is similar to Sergo (2018)
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reported that youth have the opportunity to listen to the radio either occasionally in most
of the cases or regularly in some aspects though, but this exposure to radio programs or

news was to any kind of non-agricultural programs.

Similarly, for agricultural advice, 31.8% of respondents indicated that parents were the
main advisors on agriculture, while extension agents were 13.8% and friends (7.5%).
Therefore, the parents have been mentioned as pick advisers in agricultural practices in
this study, although this advice is only based on local agricultural technologies where
extension agents have a little portion. This is similar to the study of Kimaro et al. (2015)
which reported that most of the children know about agricultural activities acquired from
their family farms. However, this contradicts with the study on aspirations of rural youths
towards rural development activities as pointed by Parmar (2015) that most of the rural
youths in his study acquired knowledge from extension agents to get appropriate
information concerning agriculture, and that has a significant influence on youth’s

aspiration towards agriculture.
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Table 3: Distribution of Access to right agricultural information and means of access

(n=110)

Variable Frequency  Percent

Access to the right agricultural information

Yes 33 30.0
No 77 7.0
Total 110 100.0
Means of access to agricultural information

Social media 14 12.7
Radio/TV 18 16.4
Magazines/newspapers 4 3.6
Never 74 67.3
Total 110 100.0
who advisers you on agriculture

Friends 6 5.5
Extension agents 13 11.8
Parents 36 32.7
Social media 3 2.7
Not in agriculture 52 47.3
Total 110 100.0

4.2 Rural youth’s Occupational Aspirations

4.2.1 Youth occupational aspiration

Study findings in (Table 4) indicated that the majority (86%) of respondents aspired for
non-agricultural occupations such as doctor, teachers and nurse and businessmen where
the minority (14%) aspired for agricultural occupations. However, differences in
occupational aspirations were observed among youth from FGDs. The difference was
mainly due to the education level one had attained. For example, almost all respondents
with primary education aspired for professional occupations such as doctors, teachers,

soldiers non-agricultural. While half of the respondents with secondary education aspired
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to non-agricultural such as business and crafts occupations and the remaining aspired for
agricultural occupations. This is in line with Bajema (2010) and Sergo (2014) who
reported that the aspiration of youth towards agriculture is very low and nobody had
chosen agriculture as an ideal career from primary school respondents. Analysis of data
from the Focus Group Discussion (FGDs) revealed that for most respondents, teachers,
doctors, engineers, and government employees were their role models as described below
with numeral of youth.

I want to be a doctor because it’s the only way I will manage to get money and

provide for my family. Through engineer, I can earn a good amount of salary.
These were the people perceived by youth to be living a better life in their community and
able to provide for their families sufficiently. Since they had a good amount of money at
the end of the month and they could manage to buy anything they wanted in life. Similar
findings obtained from key informants (teachers) interviewed revealed that youth were
not ready to choose agriculture as their occupation. Instead, they prefer to employ
themselves in business, music, fishing, sports and employment in informal businesses
such as saloon, food vending, boda-boda. Since young people believe that it’s easy to
earn money faster in business or other non-agricultural activities compared to agricultural

activities.

Table 4: Respondent’s occupational aspiration (n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent

Occupational aspiration

Non-Agricultural occupation 95 86.4
A farmer/livestock keeper 15 13.6
Total 110 100
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Reasons for occupational aspiration

To understand occupational aspirations, respondents were asked to describe the reasons
for choosing a particular aspiration (Table 5). Respondents who aspired for non-
agricultural occupations indicated that reasons for aspiring for their aspirations were faster
income and paying (40%) and regular income (38%). Meaning that youth participate in an
occupation that would bring faster income to them, otherwise they would not take it as an
occupation for income generation. This is in line with Noorani (2015) and Sergo (2014)
who reported that youth believed that they need to get richer fast which they feel is not
possible working in the agricultural sector but engaging in some professional occupations
such as doctor, teachers and profitable business. On the other hand, the current finding
contradicts that of Muhammad (2011) who pointed out that those youths with a
background in agriculture, only a few who have no option engage in agricultural

production as a means of livelihood.

While those respondents who aspired for agricultural occupation indicated that the
reasons for aspiring for agriculture occupation were getting food and at the same time
earning an income (19%). Another reason mentioned was that there was no other work to
do apart from agriculture (3%). This means that assured income regularly to support their
families was the main driving force for their occupational aspiration. It was also claimed
by the key informant (a teacher) that many youths do not aspire for agriculture because it
is linked with a high level of poverty. This is in line with Daum (2018) who reported that
youth claimed to enjoy agricultural life as farming is a profitable business, and would
bring food to fight against hunger.

These were the themes obtained from key informants concerning reasons for youth’s

occupations, non-agricultural;
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The majority of young people think that professional occupations such as soldiers,
teachers, doctors and others are having much, regular income and better life than
other occupations, and so getting employment is very easy (Klls, Ingri primary
school 22" March 2020).
What we can understand from the above quote, for most occupational aspiration rural
youth are more related to the ideas of living a good life. As they perceived better life
could be achieved by adopting the lifestyle of individuals who are out of agriculture. This
confirmed too by other participants who had the following remarks;
Youth trust in non-agricultural business because they believe it will provide
regular income and achieve their goals easier than agriculture as most of them
have short goals so they need the money that will meet those goals
immediately (KIIs, Masonga primary school 16™ March 2020).
During the discussion with key informants, it was revealed that some youths are in
agriculture because it is the only activity they are used to at home and others. After all,
they have no other alternative job to do for earning income. This is verified by the
following;
Agriculture is the only activity they are used to at home (Klls, Ingri primary
school 22™ March 2020). Earning income and food security are the main reasons
for youth engagement in agricultural occupations, however, others engage in
agriculture because they have no job alternatives (KlIs, Bukwe secondary school

21°* March 2020).

On the other hand, others were in agriculture because they perceived it as having several
opportunities provided one has land and starting capital. This is verified by the following

remarks;
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Agriculture has so many opportunities as long as the land is available and starting
capital is any amount you have, and then some decide to engage in agriculture.
Other key informants indicated that other youth engaged in agriculture simply because it
is the only thing, they were familiar with, therefore doing other things out of agriculture
would be hard to thrive in.
Agriculture is like part of their life as they grew up as a source of income and
food, then trying things out of agriculture might be difficult for them (KIIs,
Komuge primary school 2™ march).
Also, agriculture was linked with poverty as demonstrated by the following remark;
You know, for many years my parents have been pursuing agriculture as their
permanent occupation but we are still among the poor families in our
village (FGD, Ingri village on 22" Feb 2020).
This quote shows that the perception rural youth have towards agriculture is connected to
their background such as their parent’s hard life living from agriculture, which might be

caused by local agriculture methods used.

Table 5: Reason for respondent’s occupational aspiration (n=110)

Variable Frequency  Per cent
Reasons

Faster income and paying 47 40.1
To create a regular income 42 38.1
Through agriculture, you get food and earn income for the

same time 18 191
No other work to do apart from agriculture 3 2.7

Total 110 100
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4.2.2 Respondents current occupations

Table 6 shows that out of 110 respondents interviewed, 47% were engaged in non-
agricultural occupations such as crafting, hairdressing, petty business, boda-boda, while
53% were engaged in agriculture. Findings indicate that what youth was doing for a living
is not necessarily in line with their aspirations as clearly indicated in section 4.2.1 above.
However, it should be noted that many of those who were engaged in agriculture were
still under the care of their parents meaning that they were engaged in the family farms.
They are forced to work on the family’s farm for food as family obligations, which is not
their aspirations and they had no choice. The findings are in line with Kimaro et al. (2015)
who reported that most of the youth who participate in agriculture through working in

their family farms are younger since younger youth are more dependent on their families.

Table 6: Current occupations (n=110)

Variable Frequency Per cent

Work is currently done by youth

Agriculture 58 52.7
Non-Agricultural occupation 52 47.3
Total 110 100

4.2.3 Respondents views on agriculture as a possible occupation and reasons

Study findings (Table 7) shows that the majority (71%) of respondents had the view that
agriculture could be one of their possible occupations and few (29%) disagreed. Those
who did not view agriculture as an occupation gave several reasons. They included
agriculture has a low return (16%), it is too laborious (6%) and it is full of risks (5%).
Contrary to the above narrative, findings show that the majority of youth (69%) were
confident that they can achieve their dreams through agriculture and a few (31%) were not
confident that they can achieve their dreams through agriculture. This is similar to Ball

and Wiley (2010) and Daum (2018) who reported that young people involved in rain-fed
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farming had a more negative viewpoint of agriculture, as they complained that farming

was portrayed as labour-intensive and unattractive.

The reasons for lack of confidence to achieve their dreams through agriculture were
mentioned as lack of success for those who are engaged in agriculture (17%), just
disliking agriculture (6%), it is an insecure enterprise (5%), and unreliable rainfall (4%).
This implies that agriculture is seen as work that cannot achieve its drams due to its
susceptibility to climate stresses and having a long gestation period. As found out by Elias
et al. (2018) youth prefer quick cash-generating enterprises which of course are less
drudgery. In their study on gendered aspirations and occupations among rural youth in
Morocco, they found out that young men did not aspire to farm using traditional, labour-
intensive methods.
During FGDs participants (youth) confirmed that;
Sometimes you can plant and the crops fail due to drought. I just want something
that will give me money as soon as I want it ... and mostly I want the money that
comes easy and fast and not sweating that much (FGD, Komuge village on 2nd
March 2020).
Similarly, most of the key informants (teachers) claimed that students do not go for
agriculture because they consider agricultural activities as gambling work and difficult
occupation. Also, as jobs that need a lot of patience that youth lack. Therefore,
encouraged to focus on schooling and leave agriculture to uneducated people. The
following remarks this position;
In this community people dislike intensive work as they take agricultural activities
as hard work, so youth cannot prefer agriculture as a good occupation for them
since returns from agriculture are not equal to the energy used (KIIs, TAI

secondary school 16™ March 2020).
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Other participants had the following remarks;
Youth do not aspire for agriculture as an occupation sometimes due to lack of
incentives from agriculture and lack of agricultural modern tools, lack of
agricultural knowledge and benefits of engaging in agriculture (KIIs, Tai
secondary school 16™ March 2020).

This implies that to make agriculture attractive we should focus on promoting youth-

friendly technologies such as the use of tractors and equipment that reduce drudgery in

agriculture.
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Table 7: Distribution of respondents by their opinion on Agriculture as a possible

occupation and a way of achieving dreams and reasons (n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent
Consideration of agriculture as a possible occupation

Yes 78 70.9
No 32 29.1
Total 110 100
Reasons for not considering agriculture

Too laborious 9 8.2
Agriculture is a very risky enterprise 5 4.5
Low return in Agriculture 18 16.3
Not applicable 78 70.9
Total 110 100
Can you achieve your dreams through agriculture

Yes 76 69.1
No 34 30.9
Total 110 100.0
Reasons if no

No success to those who are in agriculture 19 17.2
I don't like agriculture 6 5.5
Risky enterprise 5 4.5
Unreliable rainfall 4 3.6
Not applicable 76 69.1
Total 110 100.0

4.3 Youth’s Perception of Agriculture

To determine youth perception towards agriculture, a three-point Likert’” Summated scale

was used. The scale consisted of eight positive attitudinal statements and six negative

attitudinal scores were then summarized to obtain general perception results. The

respondents were asked to indicate for each statement whether they agree (3), uncertain

(2) or disagree (1).
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Then the cut-off point was established to measure the perception category. Then the cut-
off point was established to measure the perception category with 14 as the expected
minimum score and 42 as the maximum score. The one disagreed on all 14 statement the
score was 1 x 14 which is 14 minimum score and one agrees on all 14 statements was
14x3 which is 42 maximum score and the undecided was 2x14 which is 28. For the sake
of data interpretation, the score that was ranging from 29 to 42 was regarded as a positive
perception, while 14 to 27 regarded as negative perception and 28 uncertain. Study
finding (Table, 8), indicates that the majority (65%) of respondents had a positive
perception towards agriculture while 26% had a negative perception and 9% were
uncertain about agriculture as an occupation. This means that the majority of respondents
had a positive perception of agriculture, although information was taken from those in
agriculture and those who were not in agriculture. Giuliani et al. (2017) and Daum (2018)
reported that youth see agriculture as the only source of income and the only profession in

which they see themselves as experienced.

Further analysis of the findings shows that despite a positive attitude towards agriculture,
there was a low engagement in agriculture among the respondents. Analysis of FGD
revealed that the low engagement was due to agriculture being hard work with low return,
unpredictable and which takes a long time to get income. This is in line with Ball and
Wiley (2010) who reported that young people involved in rain-fed farming had a more
negative perspective of agriculture, as they complained that farming portrayed as a
labour-intensive, unattractive, burdensome occupation with a little reward that does not

guarantee a regular income.
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Table 8: Respondents’ perception towards agriculture (n=110)

Condition Frequency Per cent
Positive 71 64.5
Uncertain 10 9.0
Negative 29 26.3

To understand which particular aspects of agriculture as presented in the attitudinal
statements drive youth perception, a statement wise analysis was conducted. The result of

the analysis based on the mean score is presented below (Table8).

The statement that agriculture as an occupation is not for the non-educated ranked the
first (mean score 2.87). Meaning that respondents did not perceive agriculture as
something for uneducated but for both educated and uneducated people. This position is
further affirmed by the score of respondents on an attitudinal statement that ‘aspiring for
agriculture as an occupation is not for sons and daughters of low-class families (mean
score 2.83). Implying that, respondents did not associate agriculture occupation with the
social status of a family. This contradicts with Sergo (2014) who reported that youth
perceive agriculture as an occupation for those who have no education and from low

families.

The differences in results might be from the type of youth sampled, the Woreda, east
gojjam zone by Sergo dealt with both in and out of school rural youth where those who
are studying can perceive agriculture as an occupation for non-educated youth while those
with education are for white-collar jobs. However, this study dealt only with school rural

youth. Besides, the differences might be due to the context of the research.
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With regards to agricultural occupation and gender, respondents also perceived
agriculture as not women’s work. The statement that agriculture is not women’s work was
ranked third (mean score 2.80). This implied that respondents did not associate agriculture
with gender. Also, the fourth-ranked statement was the statement that ‘agriculture as the
occupation has a high status in the community (mean score 2.75). Meaning that
respondents understand that anybody can engage in agriculture no matter the education
and family background, and accorded agriculture among the occupation with high status.
This contradicts with Leavy and Smith (2010) who reported that low status given to

agriculture has influenced youth to aspire beyond agriculture.

On the other hand, the following attitudinal statements agricultural enterprises are not
very risky, agriculture guarantees regular income, agricultural as an enterprise does not
take time to get returns and Agriculture as an occupation for income-generating activity
is not labour- intensive scored less than 2 mean scores. This indicates that respondents did
not see agriculture's high economic returns meaning it is labour intensive and risky
business that cannot guarantee a regular income. This is in line with Ball and Wiley
(2010) who reported that young people involved in rain-fed farming had a more negative
perspective of agriculture, as they complained that farming portrayed as a labour-
intensive, unattractive, burdensome occupation with little reward and does not guarantee a

regular income.
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Table 9: Distribution of respondents according to their response to perception

statements score (n=110)

Variable Disagree Uncertai Agree Mea Ran

F (%) nF (%) F (%) n k
score

Agriculture as an occupation is not 9(8.1) 5.(45) 99 2.87 1

for the non-educated (89.0)

Aspiring for agriculture as the

occupation is not for sons and 6 (5.4) 6 (5.5) 98 2.83 2

daughters of low-class families (90.9)

Agriculture is not women’s work 9(8.2) 3(2.7) 98(89.1 2.80 3

)

Agriculture as occupation has high 7 (6.3) 94(85.5 2.75 4

status in the community 764) )

Agriculture is a profitable business 13(11.8) 9(8.2) 88(80) 2.68 5

Practicing agriculture contributes 109.1) 22 (20.0) 78(70.9 2.56 6

positively to life. )

To live as an agro-entrepreneur is 19(517.3 15(13.6) 76(69.1 2.52 7

very attractive ) )

An agricultural enterprise is a good 20(18.2) 26 (23.6) 64 2.4 8

opportunity to start (58.2)

Engaging in agriculture would bring 26 (33.7) 27 (24.5) 57 2.28 9

a great satisfaction (51.8)

Agriculture as an occupation has 45 2.06 10

56(50.9) 18 (16.4)

high economic returns (40.9)

Agricultural enterprises are not very  51(46.4) 18 (16.4) 41 1.91 11

risky (37.3)

Agriculture guarantees regular 12 (10.9) 37 1.76 12

61(55.5)
income (33.6)
Agricultural as an enterprise does 32 (30) 42 1.65 13
12 (10.9)

not take time to get returns

(34.6)
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Agriculture as an occupation for
income-generating activity is not

labour- intensive.

82(74.6)

8 (7.3)

20
(18.2)

1.43

14
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4.4 Social Influences on Youth’s Aspiration towards Agriculture

4.4.1 Parents’ influence on agriculture

Study findings (Table 10) indicated that the majority of the parents (80%) of study
respondents were engaged in agriculture as their main economic activity. They were
specifically involved in crop production only, agribusiness, animal keeping only and crop
and animal keeping. A small proportion of the parents were doing business as their main

activity for earning a living (15%) and about six per cent were formally employed.

Table 10: Distribution of Parents’ influence on agriculture (n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent

Parents work for a living

Employed 6 5.5
Business 16 14.5
Agriculture 88 80.0
Total 110 100

4.4.2 Respondents' opinions on whether their parents encouraged them towards
agriculture

Table 11 indicates that 80% of the respondents reported that their parents were
encouraging them to be successful in their life while 2% of respondents said their parents
were not encouraging them. Further results from respondents revealed that the majority
(65%) of the parents encouraged their children to pursue non-agricultural occupation and
only 35% only 35% encouraged agriculture. This finding is similar with that of Sergo
(2015) who reported that parents in Hulet Eju Inese Woreda wished their children to end
up being a farmer and felt that it would be better if children were able to avoid the

possibility of becoming a farmer.
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Table 11: Respondents opinions on parents’ encouragement towards agriculture

(n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent

Parents encourage you for life success

Yes 108 98.2
No 2 1.8
Total 110 100.0
What occupations do they encourage you to pursue

Non-agricultural occupations 71 64.5
agricultural occupations 39 35.5
Total 110 100.0

However, During FGDs youth indicated that their parents encourage them to pursue
agriculture due to several reasons. These were agriculture provides food, income and
capital for investments in other businesses, and it is what parents do for a living. Other
reasons were agriculture is the only option available due to lack of education, also is the
only activity that transforms their lives. During FGDs participants said,;
Since I was young to date, we never lack food at home simply because we engage
in agriculture for food and income. This is different from those who are not in
agriculture; they normally run out of food always with the high price of food

challenge in some seasons (hunger) (FGD Masonga village, on 14" March 2020).

This implies that food security is the most important aspect that is at least attracting
people to engage in agriculture. Other benefits are accorded a second priority. During a
discussion with parents concerning how they influence their children, they said that
although they encourage their children to pursue an occupation in agriculture, they
prioritize education first. In case children fail then they give a chance for kids to choose

what they like for their livelihood income. This is similar to that of Ball and Wiley (2010)
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who reported that parents encouraged farming by telling their children the benefits of
farming. As a part of encouragement, parents provided farms to youth especially married
ones together with craft animals for farming. Also, inform youth on the profits of

agriculture as an opportunity as well as engaging them in family agricultural projects.

Furthermore, data showed that for those parents who did not encourage their children to
pursue agriculture as an occupation, it was because of the following reasons; Agriculture
is hard work, not profitable, and requires high knowledge to practice, much capital. Other
reasons are the use of poor agricultural tools, high cost of agricultural inputs, insufficient
rainfall. The following extract from FGDs demonstrates the above assertion.
All the farming jobs are so hard, agricultural works make you old (FGD, Bukwe
village on 21* March 2020).
Other respondents had viewed agriculture as a work that is tiresome and hard for them to
aspire for agriculture as an occupation.
Working on the field the whole day is tiresome, especially during ploughing,
weeding and harvesting time. But ultimately harvesting comes with a low yield
that cannot match with the whole hustles in the farm (FGD, Masonga village on

14™ March 2020).

4.4.3 Who discouraged/ encourage respondents to engage in agriculture and reasons

Table 12 indicates data on people who encouraged the youth to engage in agriculture as
an occupation. The findings indicated that about half of respondents reported that they
were encouraged by parents to engage in agriculture while (3.6%) were encouraged by
friends. Similarly, for those who were not in agriculture, data indicated that 26% of
respondents had no self-motivation towards agriculture, 16% were discouraged by

parents, 5% were discouraged by friends and less than one per cent were discouraged by
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teachers. Findings found that parents are more influencers of children’s decisions than any

other person.

Table 12: Who encourage respondents to engage in agriculture and reasons (n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent

For those engaged in agriculture

Parents 54 49.1
Friends 4 3.6
Not in Agriculture 52 47.3
Total 110 100.0
Reasons

It is more paying 11 10.0
Family activity 22 20.0
An employment 2 1.8
Source of food income 15 13.6
no other alternative 8 7.3
Not in Agriculture 52 47.3
Total 110 100.0
Those not in agriculture discourage

Parents 17 15.5
Friends 6 5.4
Myself 29 26.4
In agriculture 58 52.7
Total 110 100.0

However, schooling experiences, friends, could play their important role here, this is
because the child mindset is developed from an early stage of growth and people who
teach or shape their mind through what is better and worse are parents and teachers. For
instance, the youth indicated that their parents wanted them to study hard. Otherwise, they
will face a hard life by doing agriculture. This is in line with Ball and Wiley (2010) who

reported that some parents encouraged farming as a career choice for their children by
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telling benefits of farming while those who discouraged farming focused on informing
children about the disadvantages related to farming as a career and encouraged them to

explore activities that would take them away from farming.

The same, teachers termed agriculture as activities done by failures and taken as a
punishment. Therefore, the views of parents and relatives on agriculture have significantly
influenced rural youth to aspire beyond agriculture;
Sometimes students are told things like if the school is hard, you can try
agriculture, the word might sound normal but how do you tell these words to these
students, how does it receive? This can create failure occupation to the heard of
this student (KIIs, Masonga primary school, 16" March 2020).
This implies that creating an occupation for a student may need passion and good guiding
as this deal with the mind, which involves perception and interpretation of the occupation,
and sometimes reasoning and weighing about profits and challenges of an occupation.
This is affirmed with these remarks below;
I think the way agriculture is taken in schools sometimes can daffect the mindset of
the student, for example, agriculture is used as a punishment for wrong
dowers (KIIs, Komuge primary school, 2" March 2020).
The school has a big chance to change student’s mindset, it is really easy for them to
make their students aspire for agriculture but only if agriculture will not be taken as a
punishment. Also, other respondents added on the material used in schools that is
outdated and of low quality to aspire students towards agriculture as indicated below;
Agriculture done in schools cannot make student aspire for agriculture,
agriculture we are doing in schools is of poor tools, inputs ultimately poor

yield (KIIs, Ingri primary school, 22" March 2020).
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This implies that for students to aspire and engage in agriculture farming should be

available benefits with the availability of improved technology.

4.4.4 Support from parents who are not in Agriculture

The findings presented in Table 13 indicate that parents who are not engaged in
agriculture 14% told their youth that agriculture is the occupation that suits them, while
8% said it is an option that cannot suit them. For those parents who convinced their youth
to choose agriculture as their occupation, 7% provided capital and land for their kids, 6%
provided no support and one per cent advised and took them to farm. This indicates that
even though some parents are not in agriculture but still see agriculture as an important
option for their children. Leavy and Hossain (2014) reported that parents seemed to

encourage farming by both direct and indirect means.
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Table 13: Support from parents who are not engaged in agriculture (n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent

Do your parents consider agriculture as an occupation for you

Yes 15 13.6
No 9 8.2
Those in agriculture 86 78.2
Total 110 100.0
If yes, how do they support you towards agriculture

Parents provided money and land 8 7.3
advice and took me to farm 1 9
No support 6 5.5
Those in agriculture 86 78.2
Total 110 100.0

As revealed by the FGDs youths indicated that their parents encouraged them to engage in

agriculture as a source of income through buying animals for them. However, they were

the ones who do not aspire towards agriculture as an occupation.

My father bought me goats and sheep when I was young so that I can have assets

for the future but because I am not interested in keeping those animals, I sold them

all (FGD, Masonga village on 14™ March 2020).

On the other hand, other respondent indicated that through agriculture or keeping animals

someone would use as a means of saving money as they advised by their parents. The

youth indicated that although someone is saving money through animal still the animal

produces offerings that doubled the money saved. This described below;
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My parents once advised me that, you cannot save money as money instead you
have to save money in terms of buying animals such as cattle so that when you

have a problem you can sell and get money (Ingri village 22™ 2020)

4.4.5 Friends’ influence
4.4.5.1 Friends’ influence on aspiring for agriculture
Findings (Table 14) indicate that 62% of respondent’s friends were engaged in non-
agricultural activities such as fishing, small business, informal jobs, Boda Boda, studying
and tailoring. Only 39% of the friends were in agriculture. Those who were in agriculture
perceived agriculture as a more paying undertaking than any other activities. For others, it
was because agriculture was a family activity, for producing food for the family. This is
confirmed by a discussion with youth as quoted below;
Agriculture is the only business that brings money, no matter how difficult the
work is (FGD, Komuge village on 2™ March 2020).
This indicates that to some youth agriculture is the major source of income without
fearing difficulties of the work, and is the only business they are into. Also, some added
that agriculture is the only thing they learnt from their parents and they can even succeed
or make life from agriculture.
Since I grew up in the village and my father was growing paddy, I was aware of
succeeding in agriculture only when you can be committed to it. Then I later met
friends who are doing tomatoes production and join, with so many obstacles but
thanks to God we are making money (FGD, Masonga 14" March 2020).
This implies that it does not matter how hard agriculture is but still, some young people
believe in it as a source of livelihood, however, others engage in due to lack of alternative

livelihood opportunities as revealed by the following remarks;
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My friends have no education so what else do you think they can do in this

village? Otherwise, they would move to cities for other jobs like other friends of

mine (FGD, Bukwe village on 21* March 2020).
A comparison between agriculture and non-agricultural occupations as which one has a
good life: findings (Table 14) indicated that 50% of respondents opined that those in
agriculture have a good life, while 44% said those in non-agricultural occupations. The
findings here imply that there was a balance of opinions on the contribution of agriculture
to a good life or otherwise. Despite the hardship in agriculture, respondents were of the
view that their friends who pursue agriculture as an occupation had better life compared to
those who were pursuing non-agricultural occupations such as craft, hairdressing

and Bodaboda.
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Table 14: Friends’ influence

Variable Frequenc Percent
y

What are most of your friends doing for a living

Non-agricultural occupations 72 61.9
Agriculture 43 39.1
Total 110 100.0
Those in agriculture life to them is very good compared to 55 49.9
others

Those who are in other activities are better than agriculture 48 44.1
Uncertain 7 6.4
Total 110 100.0

Therefore, those respondents who have friends who are in agriculture seemed to have a
positive view on agriculture which encouraged them to engage in agriculture such as
agriculture pays and others indicated agriculture is the family activity. Yet for those
friends who are not in agriculture seems to indicate the negative side of agriculture like
agriculture is hard work that provides no income on time, said agriculture provides no
regular money cycle like a business and so on. Kimaro et al. (2015) stated that youth in
agriculture shows agriculture as the most income-generating activity for them in rural
areas because there are very few opportunities in rural areas. Again, Leavy and Hossain
(2014) reported that young people in their community did not choose to farm because it is

dirty work, low returns from farming also profits from farming can be delayed.

4.4.5.2 School and teachers’ influence

Findings (Table 15) indicates that most (86%) of respondents did not study agriculture in
school while only 14% did. For those who never studied agriculture in school, the
majority (63%) had a chance to practice and 28% did not practice at all. Again, in

discussion with youth to respond on how practicing agriculture in school has influenced
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their choice of occupation. Some indicated that practicing agriculture in school made
them consider agriculture as a punishment, others that made them knew only how to farm,
and only a few indicated that practicing agriculture in school made them opt for
agriculture as an occupation. This is in parallel with a study in Kenya by Sandys (2011)
indicated that agricultural activities are often used in schools as a punishment in sub-
Saharan countries where those wrongdoers’ students are taken to for penalty. This could
portray agricultural-related activity as a punishment thing and limiting the youth

enthusiasm to pursue livelihoods in agriculture.

Table 15: Teachers’ influence (n=110)

Variable Frequency Percent

Did you study agriculture in school

Yes 15 13.6
No 95 86.4
Total 110 100.0
If not did you practice agriculture in school

Yes 66 62.5
No 29 27.5
Total 95 100.0

During FGD with parents, it was revealed throughout the discussions that the school can
encourage youth aspiration towards agriculture only if there is an agriculture subject in
the curriculum and be given priority as a mandatory subject to students. This will make
them participate in agricultural activities in school, and directly benefit from the activities,
for example, drinking porridge or lunch in schools from the products of the farm. Njeru et
al. (2015) stated that if agriculture subjects would be included and compulsory and
supported with appropriate resources, it would help to motivate youth towards having a

more positive view of employment opportunities in the agricultural sector.
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Other parents believed that schools can discourage young people from aspiring to aspire
for agriculture if the teachers have no proper training and motivation. Another reason
could be if schools have no improved agricultural equipment and inputs.

To understand how school activities can help youth aspiration towards agriculture, some
themes from key informants (teachers), described;

Participation in agricultural activities and acquiring knowledge on agricultural
activities and their benefits may improve youth's aspiration towards
agriculture (KIIs, Masonga Primary School 16" March 2020).

Other key informants indicated,;
If schools can produce more yields with the use of modern tools and modern
techniques, then students too will borrow the ideas and use them in their farms
and this might change the mind of young people towards agriculture (Klls,
Masonga School 16™ March 2020).
From these quotes, agriculture would aspire youth as an occupation only if a school would
provide required knowledge and profits of agricultural activities, practicing it with
modern tools which would reduce the intensiveness of the work which ultimately will
increase the yield. Whereby for now poor farming methods, the poor yield obtained in
schools discourage youth's aspiration towards agriculture. Similarly, schools need to have
farms and facilities that would enable them to direct and aspire youth towards agriculture;
this was supported by other key informants;

Teaching young people, the importance of agriculture through demonstration

since they are standard would help in orienting their aspiration towards

agriculture (KIIs, Komuge Primary School 2™ March 2020).
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Another key informant;
The school should have farms with different types of agriculture such as
vegetables, chickens and crops to encourage students' aspirations (KIIs, Masonga
Primary School 16" March 2020).
On the other hand, having an agricultural curriculum in schools is very important to give
teachers the mandate of orienting youths towards agriculture as an important subject in
school. The theme presented as described below.
Having a self-reliance curriculum and farming projects in schools might help
students to aspire for agriculture (KIIs, Komuge Primary School 2™ March 2020).
Similar to that, agriculture should be considered as an important subject and not
punishments as taken by some teachers in school or parents. Another key informant
mentioned;
Most agricultural activities in schools are taken as punishment as they used to
punish students sometimes (KIIs, Komuge Primary School 2™ march 2020).
The quote below implies that agricultural clubs have a great influence on youth aspiration
in agriculture, in which youth will learn different things from their fellow youth and take
the advantages of being in agriculture as an occupation;
Having agriculture clubs would help in shaping students' aspiration towards
agriculture (Key informant, Komuge 3" March 2020).
Similarly, FGDs with youth indicated that school can negatively influence them towards
agriculture.
Again, agriculture in schools is mostly taken as punishments to students that
whenever you go against or did wrong then you are taken to school farms, and this
made me view agriculture as a punishment thing (FGD, Komuge village on 2™

March 2020).
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4.5 Factors discouraging/encouraging youth’s aspirations towards agriculture
Factors that discouraged youth

Study findings (Table 16) showed that factors that discouraged youth from aspiring for
agriculture were: agriculture is a low income-generating activity (35%) lack of
agricultural training support (26%), high cost of agricultural inputs (26%) hardship
experience from their parents living from agriculture (25%), lack credit (20%) and
parents’ attitude towards agriculture (16%). Other factors were unstable weather
conditions (14%), access to land (13%), unreliable markets for agricultural products
(13%) and inefficient transport infrastructure for agricultural goods (11%). This means
that those who are not in agriculture are discouraged by the fact that agriculture produces

low income, lack of agricultural training support and cost of agricultural inputs.

The finding observed that those farmers in irrigation schemes get agricultural training
support than those in rain-fed production. This is similar to Lyocks et al. (2013) and
Sumberg et al. (2012) who reported that most pupils lacked access to training for skills
gained in agriculture, and even the few youths that are involved in farming were
traditional farmers and this reduces the chances of utilizing an opportunity space. This
contradicts with Elias et al. (2018) who reported that young men considered agriculture as

a desirable occupation when only performed under modern conditions.
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Table 16: Factors discouraging youth’s aspirations towards agriculture (n=110)

Variables Frequencrcent

y
Nott agriculture
Access to land 14 12.7
Unreliable markets of agricultural produces 14 12.7
Lack of credit 22 20.0
The high cost of agricultural inputs 28 25.5
Lack of agricultural training support 29 26.4
Unavailability of Transport for agricultural goods 12 10.9
Parent’s attitude towards agriculture 17 15.5
Experience from your parent’s hard life living from agriculture 27 24.7
Agriculture as an occupation is a low generating income 38 34.5
activity
Unstable weather condition 15 13.6

Lack of training support and experience from parents' hard life was also mentioned by the

youth during FGDs as factors that discourage youth engagement in agriculture, as shown

by the following remarks;

We only know farming that our grandfathers and fathers have been doing for

several years which demands a lot of energy with low yields, and that kind of

production cannot take us from poverty (FGD, Ingri village on 22" March 2020).
The above remark implies that among things that discouraged youth aspirations towards
agriculture were the fact that agricultural activities require a lot of energy with low yield.

Of with youth believed that that type of agriculture would not take them out of poverty.

Other respondents had the view that;

The youth have changed. We have seen the hard life of our parents and we don’t
want to go do the same thus we want to work in the city or be involved in a

business that will provide us with a better life (FGD, Masonga village on 14"

March 2020).
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This means that other youth did not want to engage in agriculture due to the experience
they had with their parents living from agriculture. Agricultural activities seemed like an
occupation that would not provide a better life for many youths instead they move to

cities for petty business.

Those in agriculture mentioned a lack of extension support, whereby whenever they try to
invest in vegetables and fruits production, they were failed by disease outbreak of which
extension staff are not readily available to help. Thus, the unavailability of extension
services may discourage aspiration towards agriculture due to failure of production or
poor yield as shown below.
We have been producing tomatoes for four years now, but whenever plants are
attacked by pests and diseases nobody helps out. Nobody is coming to us for help
so we have to bear that risk and start afresh (FGD, Masonga village on 14" March
2020).
Similarly, teachers as KllIs indicated that agricultural activities require agricultural
knowledge and experience that most youth lack. Also, youth require agricultural support
because sometimes production cost increases while the price of produces become
unpredictable in the market of which leads to farmers drop out of farms. Views on factors
discouraging youth aspiration towards agriculture as described by teachers;
Without having any related experience, the occupation would get down anytime.
They need intensive agricultural knowledge and support.
The rate of production cost is increasing, and the price of outputs is unpredictable
in the market in such a way that the farmers are dropping out of agriculture (KlIs,

Masonga Primary School 16™ March 2020).
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Factors that encouraged youth towards agriculture

On the other hand, those who were in agriculture mentioned the following factors for their
encouragement (Table 17) towards agriculture. Access to land (42%), parents’ positive
attitude towards agriculture (36%), availability of transport for agriculture goods (19%),
presence of agricultural training support (18%), availability of credit (16%); affordable

cost of inputs (16%), and agriculture as a high-income generating occupation (16%).

Other factors mentioned were experience from parent’s benefits from agriculture (15%);
source of food and income (14%); and reliable markets for agricultural goods (10%). This
implies that access to land, parents’ positive attitude towards agriculture, availability of
transport infrastructure and training are key factors that encourage youth to engage in
agriculture. The findings are in agreement with Noorani (2015) who reported that parents’
positivity towards agriculture may provide a supportive attitude such as providing land
and encouraging their kids towards agricultural activities as an occupation. Aguado et
al. (2016) on the other hand, showed that many people are discouraged from participating
in agriculture due to the intensive capital requirements and low wages from the labour

market.
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Table 17: Factors encouraging youth’s aspirations towards agriculture (n=110)

Variables Frequency Percent

Theose in agriculture

Access to land 46 41.8
Reliable markets of agricultural produces 12 10.9
Source of food and income 15 13.6
Availability of credit 18 16.4
Cost of inputs 17 15.5
Presence of agricultural training support 20 18.0
Availability of transport for agricultural goods 21 19.1
Parent’s attitude towards agriculture 39 35.5
Experience from your parent’s benefits from agriculture 16 14.5

Agriculture as an occupation is a high income generating 17 15.5
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CHAPTER FIVE

5.0 CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Conclusion

The study found that the majority of youth did not aspire for agricultural occupations
instead aspired for non-agricultural occupations such as professional occupations and
business. On the other hand, youth found to have positive perceptions towards agricultural

activities, but still, only minority aspired and participated in agricultural activities

Similarly, among parents, peers and school, parents were found to be the most important
influencers of youth’s choices and aspirational occupations. This is because most of the
parents who are farmers do encourage their children to aspire to other paying occupations
and not tough jobs like theirs. However, the school also plays an important role in
orienting students towards success but because agriculture sometimes is used as a

punishment in schools, this can disorient youth towards agriculture.

Moreover, low income from agriculture, lack of agricultural knowledge, high cost of
agricultural inputs, experience from parent’s hard life living from agriculture, lack of
credit, an attitudinal problem especially for both parents and youth, and backwardness of
agricultural tools are among the drawbacks youth face to aspire for agriculture. Despite
the factors, a few who participate in agricultural activities also believe agricultural
activities as only a stepping stone for starting other aspirations, and factors encouraged
them towards agriculture were related to be parent’s attitude towards agriculture and

availability of land and transport for agricultural goods.



63

5.2 Recommendations

Based on the study youth are perceived to be significant and more open to new ideas and

practices, and also have more potential to overcome some major constraints in agricultural

development than adult farmers. Therefore, there is a need for planning to situate an

appropriate environment for youths so that to aspire them on agriculture as an occupation.

Thus, any actor in the process should act appropriately to ensure that rural youth are

utilizing available opportunities as described below.

)

iii)

The government through the Ministry of Agriculture should look on strategies
to encourage, educate and support youth to engage in agriculture. For example,
creating clubs where teachers in collaboration with extension workers can use
for attitudinal change and mind-set transformation of youth and parents
towards agriculture, but also to provide appropriate agricultural knowledge.
The government through the Ministry of education should look for possibilities
of reintroducing agriculture as a compulsory subject in curricular. The
curriculum should be supported with a positive view and modern equipment to
ease the work and provide a high yield. This will provide a big chance for
teachers to tell their students the importance of agriculture as an occupation
and its associated profits. Also, this might change the parent’s attitude towards
agriculture and view it as an important occupation to their kids. Similarly, the
government should make an effort on changing parent’s attitude towards
agriculture to have the option of engaging and orienting their children in
agricultural activities.

The government through the ministry of agriculture should look on the
administrative mechanism that will give special attention to youth. For
example, focusing on the provision of credit, loans with low interest and

modern tools which will reduce a mentality that agriculture is a low-income
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generation, hard work and drudgery. Again, government should look on
developing many irrigation schemes to increase water availability of which

might increase youth engagement in agriculture.
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APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Questionnaire for youth

SECTION A: GENERAL INFORMATION OF RESPONDENT

SECTION B: Youth demographic characteristics

Tick the correct answer for the following questions

1.
2.
3.

®

10.

11.

What is your sex? 1. Male () 2. female ()

What is your age in years since your last birthday? ......................

What is your marital status?

1. Single ( )

2. Married ()

3. Divorced ( )

4. Others specify ........ccooevinin.

What is your highest education level attained?
1. Completed Primary school ()
2. Completed Secondary school (O-level) ( )

What is your occupational aspiration?

Are you aspiring for agriculture as an occupation? 1.Yes () 2. No ()
If no, why

If yes do you think through agriculture you can achieve your future dreams? 1.
Yes () 2. No ()
If no, why?
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12. FOR THOSE IN AGRICULTURE, what type of agricultural enterprises are you
doing?

1. Farming ()

2. Animal husbandry ()
3. Fish farming ()
4. Agribusiness ()

5. Others () Specify...............
13. IF FARMING, What are you growing?
1. Cash crops ( )

2. Food Crops ( )
3. Fruits ()

4. Vegetables ( )
5. Trees ()

6.

Others () please specify...........cccvvvinennn.
14. What type of Agriculture production system are you using?

1. Rainfed ( )

2. Irrigated ( )
15. IF LIVESTOCK KEEPING, What types of livestock are you keeping?

1. Chicken ( )

2. Pigs ()
3. Goats( )
4. Cattle ()

5. Others () please specify...........ccoevviininnn.
16. Who is the owner of the AGRICULTURAL ENTERPRISE you are doing?

1. Family ()

2. Myself ()

3. Jointly with friends ( )

4. A company
17. What is the reason for farming/keeping livestock/agribusiness?
1. As asource of income ()
2. For home consumption ()
3. For both income and home consumption ()

4. As an employment opportunity ( )
18. For how many years you have been engaged in agriculture?......................

19. What are the reasons that made you decide to engage in agriculture?
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1. Lack of other opportunities ( )
2. Tlike agriculture ()
3. Agriculture pays ()
4. Family forced metodoit ()

5. Encouragement from peers ( )
20. What is the Type of Farm Technology are you using in farm operations?
1. Hand Tools ( )
2. Animal Traction ( )
3. Machinery/Tractors ()
21. Do you access agricultural information to help you with production? 1. Yes ( )
2.No()
22. Through which means do you access agricultural information?
1.Social media ( )
2.Radio/TV ()
3.Cell phone ( )
4.Magazines/newspapers ( )
23. What benefits have you got from agriculture so far?
1.Upgraded my house ( )
2.Have acquired a Cell Phone/TV ( )
3.Have bought modern tools ( )
4.Started a family ()
5.0thers () Specify......cccovviiviiiiiiiiiiinin,

24. How frequently do you visits/contact other farmers for learning?
1. Once amonth ( )
2. Twiceamonth ( )
3. Thrice a month ( )
4. Never ()
25. What is the size of the agro-enterprise do you own? (Farming acres and if animals

number Kept).......ccovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieen,
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