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Abstract
ffects of rural-rural migration on the income from agricultural production of migrant farmers in

¢. To achieve the study objectives, 280 farmers were randomly selected from seven villages in
d Kudu districts where incidence of rural — rural migration is mostly common. The data collected were
ram;;an. o frequencies, percentages, mean, standard deviation and Z — test. The result reveals that rural — rural
:ﬁaﬁmiﬁosﬂ\ undertaken by young adults of between 30 — 40 years. The respondents have acquired one form of
aducation or the other ranging from Quranic education to tertiary education. Other non — farm activities of the
respondents include rading business, craft work and masonry. Some of the contribution of migrant farmers in the study
ez includes labour supply and introduction of new varieties and farming animals. The results also indicated positive
rlasionship (Z=13.77; P<0.05) between the income from agricultural production of migrant farmers before and after
their migration. Hence, migrant farmers are better off in terms of agricultural production and income in their new
jocation than their places of origin. There is need to strengthen awareness campaigns and redirection of policies that
cn check poor land utilization and inefficient agricultural methods to sustain land in rural areas.
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The study assesses thee
Mokwa area of Niger stat

Introduction

A amm;i ﬁllgﬁﬁ? lcan be regarded as the physical transition of an individual or a group from one society
these movements :r"e];:hangl_ﬂg of abode permapently or.temporanly f9r an a.pprecmble fix.lratlon and
(Andrew, 1993). 19 ;m gely mﬂuenged by physical .condltion, gconomic, so<_:1al and political factors
gions U‘aveliné ey z poor countries rural- rural migration still dominates with labourers from poorer
alternative 1 earp 5 livm?t? ulturally prosperous areas w1th high demand for labour, so that they can find

Migration can be vigwocr1 themselves and their families (Deshinkar and Grimm, 2005). Hence, rural-
POSPeous rurg) a8 e he as movement of an individual or a group from one poorer area to a more
ofliving of migrapyg. ¢h has the resources such as fertile land that can be used to improve the standard
deleteriOUS e

The
‘emplo ¢ct of rural-urban migration that leads to urban congestion, urban poverty,

yment, undere ;
dternag 3¢ spread of mmngtgmem’ inadequate infrastructural facilities, high crime rate, prostitution, an
the AV 10 rurg. Nicable diseases and political unrest makes rural - rural migration a viable

an ; v
HIore active ang energlellligr;:g (Anyanwu, 1992). Rural-urban migration leads to rural depopulation of

: \ € men who are needed for agricultural production and rural
c“’% amnr
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Sk . oricultural productior\ and a corresponding i £
this has resulted in @ fall of total agrcy o1 - rural migrat ng increage: B
jon of food (Anyanwts . g ?000'). Rufrthe ecolo icflr“}t on has become e“.“he E
- migration ecause Of he diversity C;ﬁ g %na’ eatﬁres, the v e
i o cultural projects in rural are® jor pull factors for o
ruiz\l\()j?::;n(/(\)fl:g)ﬁ )-pM ny migrans ta\(;.e i‘liv:\lz:.gfhort;lth?se resources S:::hn:s m
mployment i 5 raing fo eam A KVIRE and & emselves economically, fen,
.ym land has peen exhausted of nutrients emba ky. Fy
ity to other rural communities e B ther on gy
g e o el al, 2005) Rural_rural mlgrz‘tcan acq“il’c
o increase the supply of labour in the rural areas inlon 1_1as 5
of lands (Osuntogun, 1979). Some migrants tend tid:;?“lo
bliy

who do not have enough farm an
rural migration, they '
more and better farm |1
only stimulated rural develop
income senerated b t '
g y rovide hired labour to the farmers in the receiving areas
» g g
U

their settlements by building houses and provies = .
«+y farmers gail income from {hem by renting out some piece of |

the other hand the client community
(he migrants that are cither used for farming OF buildings.
The climatic accidents for example, the inherent desert condition of the extreme northern stat
country which often resulted t0 droughts and consequently ¢rop failure and the favourabl N thhi;
fertile land, which is yet to be cultivated thate l;::ll:mc
i

conditions of the areas with available yast

agriculturally prosperous may be attributed 10 push and pull factors that encourage the movem
el

energetic men and women from one agriculturally prosperous areas to another. Considering the wid o
of rural — rural migration in northern parts of the country particularly in the study area there is t}: i
document the effect of rural — rural migration 0D the farmers. This study will not onl; add t heww
body _of Knowledge but will also be useful to non-govemmental organizations and gov 0 Te eiiy
planning of development policies t0 increase agricultural production, raise the standa%d e;nlr_n?m in s B
migrants and 10 reduce the hazardous living conditions of migrants. Considering the abc(:ve lgn%rgmg 5

) o f

assess the effects of rural - rural migration on income from agricultural production of migrant famersz £

g
s
3\

the study area, the following research questions are hereby put forward: '
'1' - . - - T..
: \\Nvmtt ?;rree tﬁ:esogflo-teco?lomml characteristics of respondents in the study area?
: | effects of rural- rural migrati i i ol
iy o igration on the Income from agricultural producnonel
i, Wh ibuti i |
at are the contributions of migrant farmers to the study area?
Objectives of the Study

The broad objecti .
jective of i :
s 1o assess the effects of rural-rural migration on the incomeé from 3%“”““
i ﬁ’{

.‘ !
exam
: ine some selected socio-economic ch
characteristics of the respondents in e

examine the eff

. ects of rural

migrant . ral — rural mi .

. farmers in the study area; migration on the income from agriculturd B

gr
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flects of rural-rural migration on the income of migrant farmers in Mokwa.

et of the CLEC . : istics of

e d to collect relevant data on the socio ~ economic charact-erls.t :
g e d non — migrant farmers; while information on the contnbutlo?s 0
of migrant farmers an R sy jrespibonsn i collected from

eads of mlgor;]:nunity and other social implications on the community were

W he host €

s n-migrants. h' Aehie
mgi&ﬂ  heads of the n,Oal te%hniques of frequency counts and percentaggs were usgd in icuhumgl
8 pesriptive S}:a“m\cvhile Z- test was used to test the difference between the income from agr

: and three,
vffﬂveone

3 of migrant farmers before and after migration.
T (ion o
E_ pdeﬂC

Restlts and disscussion

Table 1 shows the socio-economic characteristics of the migrant and non —

I ;\ows that the majority of migrants’ household heads and the non_
; :;:uage range of 30 - 50 years who are young adults capable of undertaki
} over 0% of the respondents interviewe.d. T!le rgsults confirm
migrants that undertake rural — rural migration in th_e South
wnstiuting about 95 percent of the population interviewed.

migrant farmers. The
-migrants are cancentrated within
ng farming activities representing
s the report of Ngozi (2005) that the age of
— castern Nigeria lie between 15 — 55 years

Table 1: Socio-economic characteristics of respondents (N=140)

aracteristics igrant farmers Non —“migrant farmers
Ages (years) Frequency Eercentage Frequency Percentage
i(llis% n 50.7 88 62.9
51-55 58 41.4 - 38 27.1
g 4
it = ; 2.9 6 4.3
Tou i 5 8 5.7
gdﬂcﬁtional s 100 140 100
Uranjc 56
Adult > 40 46 32.9
| Pringy 331 15 19 13.6
; 5€€0ndan/ 23.6 23 16.4
’ Tertiayy 17 12 30 :
Tog o ) . 22 350
Occupaﬁ[)n 140 179 3 B
g1 00 140 100
C]’aﬂ g/bUSlneSS
WQﬂ( 39 :
Labmu‘el‘ 18 27.9 49 35
Vasopyy 4 12.9 26 18.6
gther 05 293 20 14.3
Oregmnse 11 3.6 09 ;
TOla] 26 7.9
18,6
thep, r:iomy (9170, o
Poorey Pegdlwesm"‘ e 18rant
Of the - vOPle .0 Ucati
w, .; nt:: gy f::]m i .. ;Z:;-Thl G I‘vsv:tittamed one type of education of the
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Tyabo, 1 S 1/
pdation [lowing conclusion can be drawn. Rura]
usion and recomme his study, the fo i of ST 2 45 years who are capable of
Cob R s obtained from round the a§ on — migrants but most of them are
On the basilss 0 mostly spation f the mi,‘;rant(sx;’:“of income. The migration of migrants ¢
. n . C Z . . .

ral_?gg;itdwfarming is the majgfvifés o diversify thellr Si?:rroducﬁon of new farming practices, seeds, et

farmi _ farm ac upply;

non d labour sup
involved 1n other

; taf ortunities for agricultyr
iputed to increasec L ough provision of opp : f er al
hoo on and income of both the migrant farmers anq
' /in 1 : . .
is a means of ﬂﬂr:;; & better off in their new lpcatlon meaning that Fh?y
imem]ﬁw:r:?;mﬂts alike. Final, duction in their present location than their former places of origin,
the non - ; uction

. income from agricultural pro bl alternative 10 rural — urban m 1grat.1on_ : .
have more | migration can Serve as aviable +ions and vediveation oE SR
- sl P (Ijn 11}g1 ¢ there is need to strengthen awarencss camp g

It is recommended that the

a0 d inefficient agricultural methods to sustain land in rural areas. This
that can check poor land utilization an n s to_check or reduce the menace of out — migration and
will help avert environmental degradation SO . hance the social ‘status of SR
efforts should be made by the government and policy mfikers to enhance - h hgr :

farmers through planning and formulation of policy to gl?lde new populatlor} settlement scheme that is
charged with the responsibility of not only directing the migrant farmers to agriculturally prosperous areas
but also provision of infrastructural facilities such as health service centers, schools, bore holes, water

wells, etc to reduce some of the problems encountered by migrant farmers in their destinations.
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