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Abstract .
The: study was carvied out (o assess vouths participation in cassava production under value cherin
development programme (VCDP) m Bida local Government Area of Niger State, Nigeria, with the
specific objectives of describing the socio-cconomic charadteristics rJ}’ the VCDP participenits, determinine
the costs and retirnns of the cassava farmers wnder 1( '!J a mw'ﬁ'l the level of \’HHffh partic ipation i
VCDP, examine the factors influcne g youth pi t|I|L||HI|n|‘| 1|1 the Ifl’ DI and ascertaining the constrainfs
Limiting youths ™ participation in VCDE. A mudti-stage sampling technique was used to select 100 young
cassava farmers and data collected were analvzed using simple  descriptive  statistics  and  probit

¥

regression analvsis while profitabilioy was determined using gross meargin and net farm income analysis

The results obtained shoses that farmers in the study area had low formal education and were mostly
married males with an average age and household size of 32 years .and six (6) persons respectively. The
“gross margin and net farm income were MHO09.050.00 and #!ﬁj,éﬁjf}ﬂ@ per hectare, ra;fa;':':‘a"h*{’ﬁ:, The
level of young farmers ' participation under the VCDP was moderate and this was influenced by the age,
gender, level of cducation, marital  status, household  size, farming  occupation  aned ;.'r.:r.a‘nw'f.'rﬁ'g
membershin of the farmers: The major constraints faced by the farmers includes: inadeqguate capital,
inadequate extension services, madequate market linkage and non-functional cooperative societies. [
was  concluded that vout/t's ,f'rn.rh'.","rm‘s'm m VCDP was relatively moderate. And to enhance their
;:rfn'f.f'{'*.r';}r.rfm;;, it was recommended that change ageents should enlighten farmers on the benefit of VCDP
through the regular sources of information in the area. Similarly, farmers should be motivated to operate
a functional cooperative that could facilitate credit and group dynamism.

Key Words: Vilue Chain Development Programime (VCDP), Cassava, FFarmers, Youths, probit model
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Introduction arcas. In order to explore the huge potentials of
The agricultural sector is one ol the most key agriculture in the country across the value chain
non-oil scctors in Nigeria and it is the largest ol commodities the IFederal Government ol
employer of 70% labour force (NBS, 2012). Nigeria 1s implementing a six years Federal
Despite  several interventions  such as  the, Government of Nigeria/International Fund for
FFadama 1, 11, and 111, and ATAP (Agricultural Agricultural Development (FGN/IFAD) assisted
transformation Agenda) high productivity have Value Chain Development Programme (VCDP)
hot been achieved the sector is stll characterized in six states of Anambra, Benue, Ebonyi, Niger,
with low yields, lTow level of mputs and limited Ogun, Taraba, and in five Local Government
arcas under cultivation due 1o povernment Areas cach in all the states. A total sum of USD
dependence on mono-cultural cconomy based on 104.4  million was approved on Oclober,
otl (Izuchukwu, 201 1), The agricultural sector is 2D12.The | programme is aimed al directly
having the potentials ol job  creation 1|2|1|1mw|111 the livelihoods of approximately
opportunities for the poor who dwell in the rural I;?,tlﬂ(} Thouschold (15,000 . smallholder
453
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houscholds, 1680 processors and 800 traders)
and to benelit indircctly approximately 22‘,(}{10
houseliold (FGN-VCDP- | Prograinime
Implementation Mannual 2014). i E

The primary target groups of the programmd are;
(i) poor rural houschold engaged in the cas;suvu
and rice value chain (VCs) who -cultivate not
more than 5 hectares ol land unr.iur':_riue:fcussim;l);
and (i) small-scale -processors  (processing,
capacity of an average ol 2MT/day for cassava
and  4MT/day for rice) and traders, with
emphasis on women and youth as principal
groups. ‘

The Value Chain  Development prﬂgrulﬁnw
(VCDP) focuses on improving the productivity
and profitability of smallholder® farmers and
small/medium-scale agro-processors - by
improving their aceess (o markets, and cupucil;;

(o | increase  yield through the provision ol

improved inputs  such as sced, fertilizer,
agrochemicals, farm machinerics and improved
extension services well as add value to locally
produced raw  materials through improved
Processing and packaging(FGN-VCDP-
' Programme lmplementation Mannual 2014). The
programnic  LaKes holistic and demand-driven
approach to addressing  constraints along the
cassava and rice value chain. The objective 1s (o

sustainably enhance rural incomes and  lood

security.

Cassava (f‘n-h.w.r'.fmh*.w.:'m’mm} s a starchy: rool
crop and a major source of lood 5:.:L:L1|'Elj.’ N
Alrica because of its ability 1o jgrow ing low-
quality soil, its resistance 1o drought and di;{:nsu.
and flexible cultivation cycle (Meridian Institule
2013: Sanni ¢t al., 2009). According to FAQ
(2013), Nigeria is the world's lcading cassavil
with about 21 percent share in the
olobal market. A small fraction ol cassava
output in the country is produced for commerciil
use in the livestock feed, cthanol; textile,
while the

producer

confectionery, and food industries, |
majority is produced by smallholder farmers for
subsistence or small-scale processing in
granules, pastes, Hours cle. or {;mnsumcd AL
arcen vegetable, which provides yvitamin A and
B (Knipscheer et al., 2007). Cassava tubers can
be stored underground until needed thus making
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it an ideal food security crop (Nweke, 2003).
Cassava is the most widely consumed food
staple in Nigeria (Sanni ¢f al., 2009).

Youth (the state of being young) is an in-
between period in personality development that
bridges the years  between  childhood  and
adulthood  (D'Souza, 1970), Youths arc the
successor Tarming generation and therefore .the
future ol food security in  Nigeria. Youths
sometimes have their farms and on the other
hand complement  parents’ “farm  cffort by
supplying,  labour in  almost  all the [larm
operations,  Youths are innovative and easily
adopt technologies.

| lowever, despite the contributions ol youths 1o
houschold agriculture, there exist little cmpirical
data 1o back it up (Nnadi and Akwiwu, 2008;
Akwiwu, ¢f al., 2005; Ajacro and Njoku, 2005
and Angba, 2003) thusan assessment On the
level of youths participation in VCDP becomes
relevant, ‘This is necessary inoorder o design
appropriate intervention policies and redesign -
strategies Tor the achievement of the existing
nolities. To this end, this study Aims at assessing

e determinants  of  youths™  participation 1 S
cassava production under the VCDP in Niger
State, Nigeria. Specilically, the objectives of the

St e W]

study are to:

e describe the socio-cconomic characteristics
of the VOCDP participants,

e determine the costs and returns ol the
cassava Larmers under VECDP,

o assess the level of youths' participation in
the programme,

e cxamine the factors  influencing  youth
participation in the VEDP,

e identify the constraints limiting  youths®
participation in the programme. .

Methodology
Study arca

The study was conducted in Niger state, Nigeria.
The state is situated in the middle belt zone ol
Nigeria and lies within latitude 3°20' E and
longitude 8" and 11930" N (NBS, 2013). Niger M
bounded by Sokoto, Kebbi, Kogi, Kwiri,
Territory Abuja and Kaduna
West, South, South—=West,

state 18
Federal Capital
State in the North,
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South-East and North-Enst, respectively. The e e
sopulation of the state according 10 2006 i.:CII*{l|*q ;\:nnphlng ,I .r‘m:('ﬂlll'tj,'i and h:n'nplv Hm. e
figure was about 3,950,249 however, gning‘lv;,: 1.‘|r11‘|.|l%|‘-5l111_r,c: .Hnrlnnll‘nl; .t1t:~:fhr1|tF|u_.:.w:¢|['~l |‘|w:l‘ (0
the annual population growth ride of 2.5 I"'t'l'l.:m;t ik “’ISPHH{ILM.}‘ L :-:[11:I}. .I I“’. |rr:~;l hh!.l:r""
in Nigeria, the population of Niger ;;-I'”C e Irli'wulwf. - purposive HL'h:‘Elil{}Il 0f 'HI{.LI Local
i"ﬁl‘ﬂ,j'culud 1o be 5,556,200 people I‘w |.|'| : , |hh;‘ OVGITRIC T ?E”w ﬁ “w:.] ‘”[ r.\[”’r'm.l inia
the year 2016 (NPC, 2016), In ”]L: ~.;-”t ':1“.'” Ini-\igtl On. cassava [.il_l‘IHL'I‘H |”ﬁ.‘!1'[ttii|1i11ll’.”} in the
e 3 sarvsn G e bl !. .l‘n? vein, VCD |’1'{‘.~grumlmu. I_In: second stage Ilwi‘:lvus; .
o | _ ¢ lind o Niper State 1s random  selection of eleven (11) oul ol the
:-]1nhlhlu {{.” .;1£!_|‘|Ellltlll-u Illnla'. nearly 90 pereent of seventeen. (17) cassava farmers groups in e
L;liIjﬂ}:[l[l{r”-Tw];]?:lw_;t-:-” ‘II_‘I ill'il11|L‘ larming in I‘lu.: VCDP. The third stage was (the selection of
State (M, 2 ‘}: Niger State has the capacity young, farmers from the selected groups, thus,
to produce most of Nigeria's stable crops. 1t also 100 -ynung farmers were randomly selected
I}EIH ample opportunities for grazing, fishing, muf using. (he Yamanc formuli (or appropriate
_“:”1[':5“'}" _ _ sample size selection. The distribution ol the
lhe crops L‘.lllllll‘s'illlfﬂ in the state mmclude; rice, r{:F.r",i{‘,i]';[i{j];“i[H in the study arca was as presented in
sorghum, maize, millet, cowpea, yam  and Tablel and the Yamannc's formula IS
EI}.‘:#HE'I"»-’{I. 'b-’u‘;.'vlnlwlm stch as tomatoces, okra, mm,}mmm&cnliy CN|‘H‘L‘.HHL‘E! s,
< spinach and pumphkin are also prown as ram [ed
and irrigation condition.  Livestock production n _ A (N

and aquaculture are also raised by the farming

houscholds, Where: n= samples size, N= (inife population,
i 40 . ,

b= limit of tolerable error (0.05%). |= constant

.1 L

]

va'production Bida .LGA under VCDP e

]
I
i

——— s

Table 1: Sample IFrame for youth Crrmers in cassi

LGA Farmers Associtions _H:_lrmﬁliugﬁ';u_nc_______Hu_mp_lﬂlg wige. -
Bida Sokomajimo camps 5 4
inishirn camps [ () 7
Falalu camps |2 _ 0
Amah camps ) ‘|
Alpha camps | 6 |2
Ndakama camps 2() 15 "
[ imamsagl camps 24 | 8
Nipibho camps | | |
Cincinfarmers' cooperative 6 | |
- Baley camp |t | | 8
Lokt camps 7 | 3 .
Total 1 135 Cyee o
_?l;?_tmn::‘:- 11.11=:|_'rul|[iw11l1l_1 um.! 1-'1-” Apricultural Development (2018) ) |
Method ol Data Collection Method of Data Analysis
Primary data were used (or this study. The data © Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics,
were  obtained  using @ well-structured farm budget analysis and probit regression
questionnaire with the assistance of trained ~ models. ' _ |
enumerator. Information was sought on farm According to Olukosi and Tsitor (2005) farm
inpul, output-and their prices. budget analysis is o tool used to Lll.;.‘tl..‘-l'l'l'liil'lll.‘- Il?u
level of resources used and the outpul realized In
. ~any given enterprise, larm budgeting analysis
- 'was used 10 determine the  profitability of

—— —
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cassava enterprise ol the farmers in the - study
arca. The gross margin (GM) and (he net farm
income (NFI) are expressed in equation | gpd 2
gM=GIl-TVC 1 g G
I‘Jl,*’ht:n.':

GM = Gross margin (N)
(,[ = (ross Income (output multiplied by unit
I”ILL ol the ['llt'll.illl.l] LN}

TVC = Total vartable cost (N)

NIFl = Gl =TVC +TIC
Where:

NIIE = Net farm Income (M)
TFC ="Total fixed cost (N3

I

The probit regression model was utilized to
examine the factors
influcncmgyouth’sparticipation  on . cassavil
farming under VCEDP. The probit régression

model 1s implicitly stated as: i

! !

| |
Y* = [ (X1, Ao X Ra, Nsy' K, X, Xo,
}{:L]“....{ ) ]

Where, ,

Y.'= level of participation= 1 High participation
(0.51 -1.0) and 0= Low participation (0 - 0.50)

¢ = crror term X — X3 = as delined in equation
(i1) above :

X1 =Agc ol respondents (},u_‘ua)

X2 = Gender of respondents (males 1, femaie -0)
X3 = Level of education (ycears)

X = Marital status (dummy 1, 0) |

X5 =Major occupation (dummy 1, 0)

Xo = Farm size (in hectares)

X7 = Cassava [arming, experience (ycears)

Xy = Household size (number of person)

Xy = Access to credit (dummy 1, 0)

X = Total output (k)

| ]

Results and Discussions :
SOCIO=-CCOnomic Characteristics 0l (lie
Respondents

Socio-cconomic characteristics plays important
role in farmers’ decisions-making processes in
any production enterprise. These attributes such
as; pender  which  help  to identily  the
involvement of males and females i farming

—— g =
L e B
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UI’*LI-I!inm, ape which  account  for  Tarming
cAperience, marital status which contribute to
houschold size, educational attainment and fari
stze all have impact on farmer's participation in
deve |U|HIILII1 Programes,

i.dhl It revealed that over one-third of (e
larmers (45.0%) were below 35 years with the
averape ape ol 32 years, This implies  that,
armers in the study arca were still in dheir active
age and therelore constitute readily available
labour force in cassava production. Similarly,
(84.0%) ol the farmers had been into cassava
production for the past six (6) years with
average Larming expericnee ol | lycars which is
an indication that Garmers in the arca had
relatively  pood  experience  in o cassavi
production, The result therelore, conforms 1o the
cultural behiel that “almost every rural person is
a Larmer from binth'. And this assertion is further
supported by the hindings ol Obidike (2015) who
reported that, the averape age of respondents in
the rural arcas ol Abia State was 40ycears. The
luble also revealed that majority (80.0%) ol the
Lirmerswere male while  lemale  farmers
accounted tor only 20.0%,. This 1s perhaps duc o
the cultural and religious restriction that tends to
place females to mere houschold keepers rather
than  participating i strength-demanding
farmuing activities. ‘This redult 1s also consistent
with the  hmdmps ol Obidike, (2015) who
reported that majority ol the farmers in Abia
Stite were male,
Lquallv, majority (V9.0
marrted thus, are hkely to have larger Tamily

") ol the [armers were
labour to support cassava production. This regult
corraborate with the hindings ol Oluoku, (2015)
who pomted out that, marned persons  were
more involved m Faoming activities duc to higher
food demand o the houschold!  Smlarly,
Girmers with houschold size ol between 615
persons n the aea accounted for 88.0% while
the mean houschold size of the sampled farmers
was six (0) persons, Thas finding corroborate
with the result of Gimba, (2012) who teported
that average houschold size among the rural
migrant farmers in Maiduguri Metropolis was
cight (8) persons.

L
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I//‘L’/' R}‘flurn of Cassava Production per Heetare
variable® ; = | - Amount (N)
gl [ . ' ; =

08000.00

Labour

rransportation | ©15300.00

certilizer - 34000.00

Sm;]‘l CUHIH}:’,H ' 30450.00
10000.00

Apro chem:

Land |m:]mrulim1

17200.00

Plunghing

Harrowing 15000.00
Sub - (otal 209,950.00
Dupruciuliun on capital items 5600.00
Such as knapsack spraycr, hoes, cutlasscs

Sub - (otal 5600.00
Total cosl 215,550.00
_(jrtlﬁ."i mcome 319.000.00
(ross margin _ ’ 109,050.00
Gl-TVC '! ]

Nect farm Income 1- ; 103,450.00
Gl =TV TEL | s

Return Per variable cos! ().4Y
NFI/TVC

Return Per Naira [nvested ' 2047
NFI/TCIP - - B

Source: Field survey, 2017
NOTL: 1 USD is cquivalent 10 N300 as at 2017

Mhe resull  shows thal, (he variable cosls

share
) while fixed cosl
| Tor the

constituted  the  highest of costs ol The resu
production 4\;»-;2{‘;&)})5{]1}[}
isN5600.00.00. Cost of 1ab
highest share (46.68%) of
this is follow

our accountee
variable cosl 1
ed by the cosl

cussavil ptmiugiiun.
gin and nel

of fertilizer (16.197%)
Larm 1lncome WCere

The gross mar
N109,050.00 and

%0.4;. This implics that for-ev
incurred ~ on  cassava productimh

carned. -
| dev

;.,L{j_al? Was
wlhi

¥ 458

- ., P

— e

Percentage (%)

406,08

P

16,19

14.50 -
4.76

§.19
g
100.00
100.00

100.00

Level of youth's particip
Ity in table 4 shows
study arca do nol have ¢cn
(hem participate highly

practices under
Value  Chain

celatively
theyouths participa
practices under the

moderate (41%).

the conscry
ch tend 10 make |

clopmentd

ation in VCDP

that youths in the
ough motivation to-aid
in cassava production
veDP.Youths purtiuipuliun‘ in
Programmecs 1S
Only 206% ol
e in all the rocommended
vCDP while majority (74%)
than  four (4)

Development

more

N103,450.00 respectively. This implics that de '
cassava production 1S pl‘{jﬂmblc in the study rarely p;u*limpnllu I ‘
arca. While the return peb naira invested was prs.ngu:nlwﬂ. This resull L‘-t‘}‘llld be dluu. 1o lack ol

ory M1.00 cost qwareness oh (he benelit ol vCDP in the area Ot
J qtive mindsct of the rural people

hem suspicious of most

| initialives.
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Table 4: Level of youths™ participation in VODP

i e SR——— T

, = B “l . ® .
articipation level
e

LLow pnrlu:i;mlinn ( 1-2]_ 11
Moderate participation (3-1) A
[igh participation (5-0)

o w—— A - -

e R —
i i

.l

I"r'mlut_*l!:.'}' (1 HIHL]I_ _:_" — b ['L?;‘L'L‘_T}-f;ll_:;t‘ I'"_n'}_ B -
é 330 M
41.0)
_ 206.0

Source: IField survey, 2017

Factors influencing  vouth participation in
vCcDP
The result of probit regression analysis i Table

the  determinants  of

4 revealed voulth
participalion 1 cassiava production under (he
vnlu_u chain development proprammes i Bida
local Government Area ol Niger State. The
cesult showed Pscudo R? ol 0.3798 implying that
about 37% ol varitions that occeurs ;n :-."UHll'l

participation were cxplirined by the independent

variables included 1 the model, while the
remaining  63%  conld he  due 1o other
externalities omtstde  the control —of  the

The chi=squared statistic of 42,72
19 level of  probability
indicating the goodness of fit of the overall
ness of good, Ifrom the |

rescarcher.
was  significant  al
model over all
h;il]LIL‘H, SIN variables (agee, Il_.'t‘llifut‘h Cl:{l]‘hL‘I‘;ltik'L‘

g houschold  s1ze and
of the ten (10) variables

statistically

membership,  larm

major accupation) oul

included 1n the model were
significant at 1%, s and 10% level 0l

probability.

Ape had nepalive coclticient
| % prohabihity level implying thal
relationship

and  statistically

signilicant al
age ol the respondents had 1nverse
VDD, Thus, as the
probability ol their

This could be

;‘!;n‘tirip;tlimi I
youths advance in ape, the
participation in VDD decreases. 1
due to the fact thal older people rarcly view
VCDP as a yicld IMproving programme as such
should be roserved  for young farmers. This
(inding is 1N aereement with Ukoha ef al. (2010)
0 L celationship between age
studly arca and rural
capital formation
nes with age.

revealed that, houschold size
posilive cnufﬁcicnt. | and Hln'tiﬂtir;eilly
1 0% prnlminlny level implying
had direct relationships with

with youths'

who reported nepative
of the respondents in their
participation in  social |
suggesting that participation dech
The result further
had
significant al
that houschold si7¢

459

youth’s participation in VCDP. Increase 1N
houschold size of the young [armers will
increase the probability of their participation in
VCDP. This is consistent with the norm of rutal
areaswhere farmers keeps larger houschold S176
in other to acquire lamily labour for [arm
operation. This finding 1s further supported by
the study of Onubuogu ef al. (2014) who
reported that household demographic
characteristics play significant role n enhancing
rural participation in social capital formation-as
it aflects their wellare,

Furthermore, — cooperative membership
positive cocflicient and statistically significant at
1% probability level implying that cooperative

had

had  dircet  relationships with * youth'’s
participation in VCI programmes. This shows
that cooperative membership increases the

‘prabability of the youths participating in VEDF
. with the apriori expectation that

farmers  acquires case 1n production through
_participation in informal networks and registered
im‘g;mi'xz.ni{mﬁ. Membership in an organization
 can stimulate investment in cassava production
s under the VCDP. This is also in line with Ukoha
Lot al. (2010) who reported that village with more
“social capital network are morc likely to enjoy
agricultural practices and participate in
turn increases

which conform

advanced
communal activities and these in
(heir income. Similarly, farm size was positively
significant at 5% probability level implying that
a probability increasc in farm size will lead to
increase in youth's participation

corresponding
This is expected as the

in VCD programmes.
(armers increascd their arca ol cultivation which
could translate to increased icome.

Equally, sex had positive coclTicients and
sipnificant at 10% level of probability implying

a direct relationship with |':m'liuip:1linn|in VCDP,
This implies that male folks participate in VCDP
than  female folks. This is not surprising
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nature of v::'r:::pnh.in which tend to .limit them to lhui-t Il.”Y ol youths who consider farming as
«tic functions. In the same vei primary source ol livel; L
Jomesti the same vein, the y source ol livelihood participating

in VCDP is less likely, Thi

i P 1s less hlau‘ly I'his could be due to the

pr At most rural farmers arc conservative and
JdIe ‘ X A LN i

b ._v View VLllJl‘ as an alternative to boasting
wir - production o the ‘near  [uture

cesultshowed that farm occupation under the
vCDP was negatively significant at 1%. This
implies that farming as an occupation by the
youths had  inverse  relationship " stk

rable 4: Probit regression analysis o ,
Table 4 g on analysis on the factors influencing youth participation in VCDP

Variables Coctlficient

— . ~ S * ar g r

Years of education 00183671 t ”“—-I-;U l_l L L P~ ]

| R : - 0.040828 | 0.45 0.653
Houschold si1z¢ 0.1775482 0.103695¢ ‘ i
Major occupation -0.68194 . i 1.71* 0.087
Farming experience () (.) 1}4{(:;] Uiaplacse _ -1.70* 0.089
= o i _I" 0.0909052 0.17 0.865

Ll.l 1~i’;1~-">_1 A t:.)’?-l ]2 | 3271142 2. 2%y 0.025

;”\::.,Lw. 10 credil 0.0000226 0.0000213 1.06 0288
Gender | | |.348281 (0.3945397 3.4 kxs 0.001
Cooperative |.27544 0.4314515 2560 0.003
Ape -(0.23 12964 0.078673 1 S U 0.003
Oulput 0.0004805 (.0004212 .14 (0.254
Constant 3.130848 2.025453 1.55 0.122
Number 100 .
LR chi2(s) o LT : N

0.0000

iy
Pseudo R2 - 0.3795 e

e ———
=

Prob > chi?

[ e —

Source: Field survey, 2017
!
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¥ x= Sronificant al (1%),
that  inadequate capital 18 a - Scrious
constraint - among the respondents. This 18
VCD expected considering the fact (hat these farmers
gsed  mainly (heir  personal 5::1»*"111;5 in
|~.|‘mluutiun. This result corroborates with the
indings of Sanniet al., (2009) who reported that

50.3% ol the respondent in his study claimed
¢ constramnt 10

Constraint limiting young [armers reveals

participation in vl
 recorded, the
not deprived
VArTous

Despite thhe  SUCCESS |'
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programme 1S howcVel

challenges.  Table 3 shows  the
constraints  faced by the larmers umiurklhu
derived
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e T : . — v of scalc 10 caleprorze : ‘ .= : - e .
using a 3-point likert type ol sC e o 5 - s participation In agricultural
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strongly agreed that lack of market is a major
in rural participation in agricultural
the

constraint

majority ol
inadequate Lxtension
cooperative

Drogrammes. Similarly,
respondents claimed that
services and Lack oforganized
socicties also limit youth participation in value

. chain development programmes.

Conclusion and Recommendations
e (indinps of this rescearch work, 1

Based on
he concluded that cassava farming

can therelore
was mostly undertaken by youths within the age
35 vears and low level of formal

rangc of 20
cassava production was

education. Similarly,
found to be a highly profitable and high yielding

venture considering the net farm income and the

gross margin analysis. | fTowever,
the VCDP
‘1 other to enhance youth's

was relatively

participation In
‘moderate. Therefore,
participation, 1t was recommended that change
agents should enlighten |
vCDP  through  the

information in the area.
motivated to operalc a functional cooperative

hat could facilitate credit and group dynamism.

regular
Farmers should also be

youths™ level of

wrmers on the benefit of
sources ol
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