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by improving and raising agricultur,
. A8 Ity
its own cannot provide the means ”'|‘| l’lwl‘“l tivity. However, it ha become clear that agriculture on
t 3 080 ' ' an v U10¢ e 244 A
zs such rural households in the .nla(«l\');lw poverty for the majority of the rural poor (Ellis, 2000).
: R Y sub-Sahara a4 ; ’ o
strategies 1o derive their income h Africa have engaged in livelihood diversification

|I(l|n |||||
' erent s v
a substantial share of total income (E1js 2000)) s

' With non-agricultural activities accounting for
A growing concern about the inability of

aprieu v antle i ,
requirement of rural popul griculture to satisfy the social and economic development

ation has led

income level and reduce their |m|\/l(:||\|,( ;(l.\,‘i\illnvl](,"“: o Thgage in various activities that can boost their
income risks in the face of missing insurs 1e main driving forces of diversification are; to reduce
complement strategies between (Iil'l'cf '”‘fl,”‘.“}““ "”“"I\'Uh to exploit positive interactions and to
milures and earn more cash incon "IL”‘ activities in order to finance investment in the face of credit
2006).By rural livelihood divcrsiﬂc:ﬁit,n Im‘l)'“f:“f "”?i‘l'ns; of livelihood (Barrett et al, 2001; Minot,
S T miltinle activitias (a ““WL are referring to the phenomenon where rural households
engage in multiple ..letu..s (either on-farm or off-farm, agricultural or non-agricultural) in order to
surviy c\;\nd) o I.mpm\./e thcp‘ standard of living and to increase their income. On-farm diversification
mclu@e\\ th.c intt od.\.lchn ‘ol.new.crops into farming systems or farmers investing in livestock, hunting,
and fisheries. This is distinguished from ‘off-farm’ activities which generally refer to activities
undertaken away from the f.‘armer household’s own farm such as wage employment on other farms
and other non-farm economic activities to alleviate insufficiency in agriculture, serve as a way out of
poverty and survival strategy (Ellis, 2000; Barrett et al., 2001).

Most poor rural households base their livelihood strategies on multiple of non-farm local activities to
manage risky apd stressful events, and achieve a sustainable stream of income over time in order to
improve wellbeing. Majority of rural women have historically diversified their livelihood activities to
encompass a range of other productive areas. Many of the rural women pursue diversification
strategies through microenterprises and the importance of micro-enterprises in generating
employment and income in rural areas of Africa has become increasingly recognized (Ajani and
Igbokwe, 2013).

-~

The contribution made by livelihood diversification to improve the standard of living of rural women
plays potential role of raising agricultural household income thereby leading to the reduction of rural
poverty. An information on livelihood diversification strategies of rural women reveals the types of
off —farm activities they carry out to earn more income to improve their livelihood. This involve study
on information on day to day activities of rural women to ensure sustainable income generation that
improve rural livelihoods to enhance opportunities and reduce vulnerabilities to poverty.

In Nigeria rural households are not just poor; they also suffer from vast inequality in assets (health
status and education), in access to essential services as well as pervasive insecurity, in control over
public resources and in income (World Bank, 2008). This situation threatens poverty reduction
targets, growth and consequently hinders the development of the country especially the rura.l areas. I'n
addition, the changing political, socio-economic, climatic and environmental atmosphere in Nigeria
has continued to aggravate the living conditions of most households es'pemally those living in the 'rural
areas, The accompanying increase in the level of poverty has led residents o'f ruyal areas 10 .dews'e a
number of strategies to cushion the negative effects of t_hese ghanges. Rural llvgllhgod diversification
strategies has increasingly played a very important role in various hous_ehold activities of x:ura] women
and potentially raising agricultural household income thereby leading to the red‘uctlon of rural

poverty.
and crucial variable in the development process.

Information on diversification strategies is important | :
nd policy formulation to boost rural households

This can serve as conduit for intervention planning a licy .
income generation activities and facilitating poverty alleviation among rural women. In this regard,

appropriate and scientifically researched information on rural women livelihood diver§iﬁgation
strategies is important. It is against this backdrop, the research on assessment of livelihood
diversification strategies among rural women in selected Local Government Areas of Kaduna State,
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i
CLASSES ()l" l,l‘\flc',l JHOOD DIVERSIFICATION ACTIVITIES
v/

i '26 2.5
| : A ) e T £ R AR ——
| Nonfarm self Off-farm Wage work in | Famwork in | Farm work |
| employment | wagework in | thenon-fanm | agriculture and off-farm |
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Figure 2: Classes of Livelihood diversification activities engaged in by the respondents
Source: Field survey, 2016.

Note: Percentage added to more than 100 due to multiple responses

The result in Table 2 revealed that livestock farming (63.20%) was highest diversification strategy
employed by respondents in the study area. Other major alternative diversification strategies
employed include operation of grinding mills (49.30%), Small scale business enterprise and trading
(40.30%), tailoring (38.90%), Food vending (38.20%) and selling of local drinks (37.50%). The result
is an indication that many of the rural women pursue diversification strategies through micro
enterprises. This has increasingly recognized as a great source of generating employment and income
in rural areas of Africa (Ajani and 1gbokwe, 2013).

Table 2: Distribution of the respondents according to the various livelihood diver;iﬁcation
activities engaged in (n = 144)

Livelihood activities _ Frequency Percentage*
Food processing and preparation 35 24.30
Arts and crafts 24 16.70
Small scale business enterprise and trading 58 40.30
Hired labour 22 15.30
Tailoring , 56 38.90
Hair making : 22 15.30
Civil servant | 16 11.10
Wage labour i 387 ¢ 26.40
Food vending 55 38.20
Laundry 46 31.90
Livestock rearing ' 91 63.20
Selling local drinks 54 37.50
Selling fuel wood and charcoal 32 22.20
Operation of grinding machine 71 49.30
Farm produce merchant 36 T 25.60
Access to other sources of external assistance 45 31.20

*the percentage added to more than hundred due to multiple responses
Source: Field survey, 2016. :
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selivery svstem that will enable r :

i intraduced in the study ar f‘ I‘m'lll women to access loans in a simple and non-stressful way should
¢ it 'l‘m; “ s .mli & 'ﬂ 008t their financial capacity. This will play a significant role in
1 &a i) i | i < e f . 2l \ ' s = 3 ¢ WPu ik
¢ d-enhancing their livelihood diversification activities, In addition, rural

\\\\\\\

| g
women should be trained on new and feasi ' i
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