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Farming remains an integral part of rural family life in Nigeria. Most poor families depend on farm income along side off-farm sources. It is classified as being subsistent though in reality it is in transition seeing that most farm-families depend on the market both for sales and purchase of food items and for farm input and labour resources.  However, poor prices, decline in yield and the desire to break the poverty chain have contributed to the poor perception about farming and agriculture in general.

This study was carried out in Imo state, in the south eastern part of Nigeria. It is one of the highly populated areas. The focus was on the production, market access to resources and perception of households on location, and farming. A total sample of 57 households was obtained. Descriptive and comparative analysis of data collected from male and female headed households was carried out. 

The results show that the linkage between the farm and household is still strong and off-farm activities are developed and carried out. The degree of market orientation, market channels, characteristics of selling and transportation are major factors in marketing, which also serve as limitations. Processing of crops which is a major source of independent income for women is limited by time allocation and quantity. These factors also limit the efficiency of the market system hence the attractiveness of farming to poor people as an enterprise. Poor infrastructural facilities, with respect to storage and processing create overlaps in sales, harvesting and purchase periods. Products are sold almost immediately after harvest at low prices and purchased later at the time of need at a higher price. In the long run female headed household appear to be more limited because they earn lower income and have limited resources/assets. All these combined with poor perception of farming and a desire to change location make farming extremely unattractive. 

In order to break this cycle and endure that food production increases, village infrastructure needs to be improved upon,  market linkage activities processing could be made more efficient using technology that is scaled to meet women’s needs. Access to consumption credit will facilitate delayed sales for better prices. Since perception are characteristics that influence reaction, adoption and the dividing line between success and failure, it is important to make agriculture education at schools more interesting, practice oriented (including internship opportunities) development oriented and presented as a profitable venture for the dignified. 
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1.
Introduction

Farming as an enterprise includes cultivation of land, raising and rearing of animals, for the purpose of production of food for man, feed for animals and raw materials for processing and marketing. It is an integral part of rural family life in Nigeria being a major source of income and employment. Although families get involved in off-farm activities that provide most of the household cash income, the role of farming remains indispensable. Women in particular devote time to the sale of surplus produce and petty trading. Farming is thus, instrumental in transforming both the social and economic framework of the rural economy. It has the potential for expansion of employment opportunity, for reduction of poverty and improvement of income distribution.

Important as it may be, certain factors limit the productivity and efficiency of farm families with regards to farming. These factors include pest and diseases, poor/ infertile soils, land tenure system, inadequate capital resources, low level of education and training, poor infrastructural facilities and excess/ shortage of labour. The structure of agriculture makes it laborious, tedious and poorly remunerative.  The method of production remains primitive with the hoe and cutlass as the major implement.

Several efforts have been made to make farming more attractive and to revamp agriculture in general. The implementation, hence success of such efforts has been limited by:

· A re-enforcement of subsistent production rather than market oriented production.

· Inadequate service, in adequate commitment by some leaders, inadequate publicity and poor infrastructural facilities.

· Inadequate quantity of loans to smallholder farmers.

· Poor planning data

· Shortage of qualified and experienced technical professional and managerial manpower.

· Inadequate human and material resources

Against this background the study aimed at identifying the barriers that make farming unprofitable hence unattractive, the implications for poor young men and women as well as their communities. Precisely resource ownership, control and access as well as crop production and marketing were considered. The choice of Imo state was informed by the fact that it is ecologically conducive for farming; provides a wide range of animal food including fresh water etc. The region had high economic growth, which was purely agrarian and sustained by one major export tree crop. In recent times the bulk of food need in the region is met from outside the region. Over use or inadequate use of land, low investment levels and productivity of the poor, migration have become major problems in the area. It has a relatively small land and higher population density compared to the rest of Nigeria. 

In discussing the results of the study, the face of agriculture –the rural environment, farm production, marketing facilities and income - is described in section 2. Section 3 discusses the implications in terms of resource ownership and control for young men and women as well as their response to the situation. A summary of the barriers and suggested ways of overcoming them are discussed in section 4 as summary and conclusion.

2. 
The Face Of Farming

Farming depends mainly on labour. Availability and quality of resources used affect the yield of cultivated crops. Economic performance in production is also determined by type and quantity of inputs and innovations used.

Crop production plays important roles. Poor location of land leads to reduced yield. Limited fallow period is allowed because land is scarce; the period allowed is not enough for the land to regenerate nutrients. But the crop mix is changed at the end of each fallow period in order to enhance its nutrient capacity. They have to depend on their experience over the years and the ‘behaviour’ of the climate in the previous cropping season. Sometimes planting is delayed because of finance or labour requirement. Small ruminants and chickens are produced for food and cash, but the marginal returns to capital and to labour is extremely low compared to alternatives from off-farm activities. Though they have limited resources, female-headed households appear to be more efficient with respect to resource use.

Marketing 

Market relations are important in any farming system in terms of sales and purchases. Though in the area farming is classified as being subsistent, the system is actually in transition seeing that they depend on the market both for sales of food items and for purchase of food for home consumption and for farm input and labour resources.

Market orientation, that is, the percentage of crops sold relative to what is produced gives the degree of market orientation. Almost all the produce (Cassava, Yam and cocoyam etc) of the farm in both households is sold in the market, not because the output is in excess but due to the need for cash. Processing of and handling of food items before consumption and sale is common in the area. These are designated women’s activities and are carried out at home where basic implements or methods are required. These activities help women to have an independent source of income; technology, time allocation and quantity place limitations on efficiency and marketing.

Market infrastructure is limited. Products are transported using wheelbarrows or bicycles depending on the distance and quantity of produce. Vehicle transportation is used for heavy products and long distance markets. This leads to increased costs and reduced margins. Daily markets are not well developed; they are there for emergency needs. Major markets hold on a weekly basis or 4-day interval basis. Simple sheds with no safety precautions are used in the market place. 

Poor infrastructural facilities with respect to storage and processing create overlaps in sales, harvesting and purchase periods. Post harvest losses are high. Yams are hardly processed and have to be kept in barns or cemented stalls where the temperature cannot be controlled. As a result they rot. Post harvest losses are high due to spoilage, contamination and activities of destructive animals. It leads to physical loss and quality degradation. Post harvest loss in horticultural crops is about 50%. Over supply of products in the market at peak harvest periods, supply varies round the year; product prices vary during the season and across the season. The minimum price is sometimes as slow as 30 % of the peak. Processing is an arduous task, consuming labour and time. Access to new local technology like hydraulic press for oil palm is low. High storage cost and loss of income are experienced. Both households have to face the same harsh conditions but male-headed household seem to be better off because they can pull resources together.

 Products have to be sold almost immediately after harvest at low prices and purchased later at the time of need at a higher price. More families among the Female headed household poor purchase food items for consumption in the month of April (also known as the food insecurity period); the rate of purchase decreases around June when the harvest of the first Maize crop would have started. At this period there is a high demand for cash for food, other household responsibilities and farming activities. Both the male and female-headed households hardly can meet the financial demand as such trade offs occur either in terms of reduction in food intake or postponement of other activities. Most families harvest and sell concurrently. The farming season (harvest) signifies period of intensive labour use which is not very attractive to youths.

Income 

Contrary to expectation, farm income is not significantly different between the two groups of households. Perhaps it may due to the fact that they interact in the same market and face the same market imperfections; or that both groups are poor with the male headed household having a better edge in terms of resource ownership. Off-farm income opportunities vary, the income generated by the male-headed household is about double of the amount generated by the female-headed household. The nature expenses reveal that most of it goes non-food expenses.

Perceptions

Perceptions are characteristics that influence reaction, adoption and dividing line between success and failure. While it is clear that farming is seen in a positive light careful attention still needs to be paid tot h few who do not agree that it is profitable and those who think that it is meant for the uneducated. To some extent the difficulties make it imply that farming is for the poor section of the society. Most female heads household will not want their kids to take up farming, but male heads do. This is not surprising since it is tied to land, which is a cultural evidence of where one belongs and a status symbol. Most household heads are willing to move out on a temporary basis to seek better income. More women will however like to have a permanent change of location.

 The level of poverty, deprivation, decay and neglect in rural areas is enormous.

· No basic educational facilities

· Schools in various stages of disrepair and neglect

· Incomplete school buildings

· Most rural roads are bad and not accessible all year round. (Erosion, flooding)

· Economic investments are low (not attractive)

· Marginal returns to labour is low

3. Implication of current farming characteristics for the youth

Families hold productive resources, as such the asset base of the individual youth is minimal.  In the case of land women do not inherit and are most likely unable to purchases or rent. They have to depend on other men for land. Men on the other hand have better access to land and have a control of it. In most cases when youths have access to land they have limited rights on in, they cannot use the land as collateral.  Land in reality is scarce so they would rather look for off-farm opportunities.

Young adults have to work on the farm. There are typical jobs referred to as men’s such as digging and mound making while weeding and planting represent women’s work on the farm. This does not imply that women do not dig or make mounds on their private farms (case of young widows). As such young adults find their labour allocated based on the type of work to be carried out. They may have to work as laborers on other people’s farms in other to earn income. The amount earned is minimal but the women earn a lesser pay. Dependants who are under employed or unskilled can hardly make economic contribution in terms of direct income earning. They compensate for it by working on farms. The educational level is equally low.

Capital is important in the development of any farming system. Families own assets so youths have limited opportunities for converting such to cash. Savings from menial jobs is low, more males have saving account than their female counter parts. The opportunities for borrowing from formal institutions are limited. Credit denial is based on  some for certain reasons such as insufficient income, insufficient collateral, previous debt inappropriate use of loan and problems. Youths (especially boys) from poorer homes are likely to owe more debt.

Migration

Research has shown that young adults realize that they have personal responsibilities and desire to achieve something for themselves. They are at a point where they develop new abilities to deal with abstract knowledge develop new skills; they think to solve complex problems. They also possess creative and practical imagination, exhibiting high exuberance and desire to take every thrill and new experience while it lasts. They tend to be independent from elders or potential controls. At this point the environment in which they dwell greatly influence their behaviour. In the light of this it is not surprising that majority of the youths choose migration as an alternative.

Migration is selective in terms of age, sex, level of education and marital status. Males migrate more often than their female counter parts. Some of them chose to migrate based on the analysis of the cost and benefit of migration. But most migrant youths are induced by circumstances in the rural area as well as under or unemployment. The exodus of young able-bodied men and women has consequences on the individual migrant and his family, the origin area and the destination.

The major reasons given for migration as an alternative include the lack of some basic economic potential and life-cushioning facilities in the rural area creates the rural push while their availability in urban areas is a major attraction (pull) factor. The positive condition in the urban areas is greater than the conditions, which attach people to their home area.  Urban bias in the spatial distribution of development resources and efforts is largely responsible for the high attraction to cities like Lagos. Higher incomes, educational opportunities, employment opportunities and access to social amenities are other attractive factors.

The impact on the rural areas is mixed. As potentially productive labour is drawn away from the village it could hinder household’s ability to make the fullest use of productive resources such as land. It leads to labour scarcity; labour productivity is not enhanced because those who remain are aged. Though remittances may be received, it may not be able to adequately and directly counterbalance the cost of migration. Monetary transfers are mainly used for consumption rather than investment in productive forms of enterprise such as farming. Remittances are not invested in farming because the returns are uncertain and very unsubstantial. 

The selectivity of the migratory process results in younger, better educated and more dynamic and enterprising people moving away from the villages. This is undermines potential of the rural area for long term development. Though return migration implies that a number of migrants are carrying back to the village in most cases armed with improve skills, experience and perspective that a period of life and employment away from the village may have provided. But the rural environment is unable to provide employment and other opportunities that would enable them to fully utilize their skills and potentials and thus their absence may not be too significant. As a result the dependence of rural areas on the sources of livelihood that the city provides increases. 

Youth migration impacts on the cities in a mixed manner as well. It leads to urban growth because efforts aimed at developing state capitals have tilted development in their favour so much that they have become the sole centers of attraction. But the pace of rural –urban migration is faster than the rate of economic and infrastructural development in the cities. Congestion thus occurs leading to over stretched facilities such as health, education, housing, water supply, sanitation and transportation; growing poverty in the urban areas, and unemployment. Youth unemployment has contributed to the problem of urban vices such as armed robbery, tuggery, and fraud among many others. 

4.
Summaries and Conclusion:

The barriers identified include:

· Characteristics of selling

· Transportation facilities

· Storage and processing technologies

· Other infrastructural facilities

· Perception of location and farming

· Socio cultural and socio economic limitation

The supply of village infrastructure through private sector investment and or partnerships with local indigenes will go along way in ameliorating the difficult situation. Good and motorable roads will connect the villages, which appear to be locked up to urban, or city centers. The possibility of expanding the market size and price increase will encourage the establishment of agro processing industries. 

Processing technologies are not easily accessible. They are either too large or too expensive. It is important to scale the oil processing technologies to such that can easily be accessed by young people. Mill grinding machines are quite common but owned more by adults.

Youths on need to be educated on the importance of being involved in farming and several ways that they can be involved in the market chain which will make them employers of labour. E.g. supply of farm inputs, raw materials to processing industries and mixing of own animal feed. 

Capital needs to be made available via credit facilities which young people can have access to without the burden of collateral. The new Micro Finance Policy is a step in the direct direction since it will operate like local credit savings. Young adults have not been able to harness the advantages of the local savings group because they have had limited income and save little. Savings sometimes have been mis-directed to non-durables good such as clothing, in this regard an education on the benefit of investment and delayed gratification will be necessary.

Agric education needs to be presented in a more interesting manner, laying emphasis on it ass a profitable and dignifying venture. The possibilities of internship in various fields of agriculture should be created.  Net working for the purpose of establishing agri-business among the youths should be encouraged during vocational skills training

Policies that break cultural limitations to resources like land are urgently required. 

Such a policy will make farming more attractive in to youths and be advantageous to the society in the following ways:

· Increasing the supply of food available for domestic consumption and releasing the labour needed for industrial employment.

· Enlarging the size of the domestic market for the manufacturing sector

· Increasing the supply of domestic savings

· Reducing the dependence on other sectors of the economy for income source or social welfare.

· Increasing incomes at times of severe unemployment and rural poverty.
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