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ABSTRACT 

Youths have the potential to engage in Agri–business but most of them view Agri–

business as a petty job resulting to mass unemployment. The general objective of this 

research was to analyze the assessment of factors influencing youth participation in Agri-

business in Kericho County. The specific objectives were; to assess influence of youth 

attitudes towards youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County, to establish the 

influence of access to credit facility towards youth participation in Agri-business in 

Kericho County, to examine influence of access to land towards youth participation in 

Agri-business in Kericho County and to determine the influence of perceived benefits 

towards youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The study was guided by 

push and pull theory, theory of reasoned action and utility maximization theory. The 

study adopted descriptive research design and inferential statistics. The target population 

of this study consisted of 7560 youths who are registered with youth groups that currently 

engage in various agribusinesses in the Kericho County. The study focused on Kericho 

County due to recently emergence of agriculture as a source of livelihood for youths 

facing unemployment in county and the huge potential the region has in terms of 

supporting agribusiness activities. The sample size for this study was 384 which was 

derived using fisher 1998 formula. Stratified and random sampling was used where 384 

respondents was sampled from a population of 7560 youth that currently engaged in 504 

agribusinesses groups in the Kericho County. In this study, the questionnaire was utilized 

in data collection and data collected was analyzed using descriptive and inferential 

statistics. The results revealed a positive and significant relationship youth attitudes and 

youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The results further revealed that 

access to credit facility affect youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County 

positively and significantly. The result also indicated that access to land affect youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County positively and significantly. The study 

findings also indicated that the correlation between perceived benefits and youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County was positive and significant. This 

implies that an improvement in the indicators of perceived benefits positively leads to an 

increase in youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The study findings 

recommended that Kericho County to invest more in youth attitudes, access to credit 

facility and access to land practices as these practices improves the youth participation in 

Agri-business. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1  Background of the Study 

Youth, according to the UN ranges from the age bracket of 15 and 24 years old, on the 

other the World Health categorizes youth as persons with the ages of between 10 and 24 

years. Majority of youths shy away from engaging in Agribusiness and this can be 

attributed to lack of information and misconceptions that have burdened agribusinesses 

(Sumberg, 2012). Many researchers and practitioners in the field of agribusinesses argue 

that the sector holds opportunities and there is a need to erase all the perceptions that have 

burdened the sector for many years. Youths in particular must starting investing in 

agribusinesses to create jobs for themselves and the entire society at large. 

A study by Gichimu and Njeru (2014) showed that many youths were willing to engage 

in agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which include lack of land and credit 

to finance their startups. The study recommended that engaging youths in agribusiness 

was among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving food security. 

United Nations reported that young people represent the largest beneficiaries and victims 

of the perception that has burdened the agriculture sector. The youths are divided between 

seeking to integrate into existing order or going out of their way to engage in agribusiness 

as an alternative career choice (Lyson, 2012). The population of the youth in the overall 

population globally is shrinking but in the developing countries the reverse is the case. It 

is estimated that youths in developing countries still make up to a fifth of the population.  

In the Middle East the youths are 20.5%, in Sub-Saharan Africa the population of youths 

is about 20.3% while North Africa and South Asia has a population of youth of 20.0% 

and 19.5% respectively. These statistics imply that in every 5 people in the developing 
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world, one is a young person’s age between 10 and 24 years. The population of the young 

people is estimated to continue growing at high rate. This implies that the rate of 

unemployment among the youth will be increasing proportionally. One of the ways of 

addressing the ever increasing rate of unemployment among young people is to debunk 

the perceptions and misperceptions behind youth involvement in agribusiness 

(International labor organization [ILO], 2012).  Young people should be encouraged to 

engage in agribusinesses which will lead to job creation and food production for the ever 

growing population (ILO, 2012). 

Considering agriculture dependent youths, it is a matter of concern because their 

population in all the sub regions of the world is declining and in the last few years the 

decline has been drastic especially in the last two decades though majority of the people 

rely on agriculture as source of employment (Van der Geest, 2010). Among the factors 

that have contributed to decline in agricultural productivity is lack of youth participation 

in agribusiness aggravated by lack of access to credit and land as the main challenges 

affecting agricultural productivity (World Bank, 2010). The participation of youth in 

agribusiness is not significant in terms of production of food to feed the country, but also 

in terms of wealth creation, financial security of the youths and creation of jobs for the 

ever increasing youth population (Nyoni, 2012).  

Various factors influence the youth’s participation in farming and can be positive or 

negative. The reason for the poor returns was ascribed to traditional methods of 

production. Regarding participation in various tasks, Hari (2014) found that the important 

activities in which the youth participated were land clearing and marketing of farm 

produce. Favourable attitude and participation towards marketing and related activities 

was found in other studies too.  
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For example, the study by Torimiro and Oluborode (2006) found that marketing, storage 

and processing were the activities more in consonance with their interest compared to 

other agricultural task. These activities could be classified as having little drudgery and 

may be the cause of their comparatively higher satisfaction (Torimiro & Oluborode, 

2006). A study in Africa has found that crop production (69.3%), farm labour (64.7%) 

and crop processing (61.3%) were the activities in which youth engaged more while 

moderate engagement was shown in agribusiness (47.7%), poultry production (46.6%) 

and low engagement in horticulture (38.6%) and cash crops (35.2%) (Aphunu & Atoma, 

2010). This trend was also seen in another study done in Nigerian youths with crop 

farming (79%) showing an overwhelming preference over livestock farming (30%) (Auta 

2010). Similarly, youth involved in crop production and farm labour was also found out 

by (Gwary et al.,2011). Both the above studies have shown that the youth preferred 

livestock production less than crop production which may be due to shorter gestation 

period of crops with quick return of money when compared to livestock and also they 

considered livestock sector as labour intensive (Aphunu & Atoma, 2010).  

Majority of the youths living in rural country who have the potential to venture in 

agriculture face a number of challenges among them lack of information of the modern 

ways of agricultural production. These challenges among other can be overcome by 

investing in training programs where young people are trained on modern and climate 

smart agricultural practices that will ensure profitable new agribusinesses. The number of 

young people that access the improved inputs for agricultural productivity is very low 

which and this will ensure productivity remains low the restrict young people to 

subsistence farming (Gemma, 2013).  

Clearly opportunities exist for directing youths toward agribusiness, and if done in an 

inclusive manner would result to societal and economic benefit. According to the report, 
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unemployment rate in Nigeria has risen from 21.1% in 2010 to 23.9% in 2012. This 

figure shows that one out of every four Nigerians is unemployed. The report also claimed 

that Nigeria has one of the worst youth unemployment rate in Africa sub-Sahara at 

37.7%. By further analysis, it means that among every five Nigerian youth, two are 

unemployed. This condition can be traced to over dependence on white collar job, oil 

boom and rural-urban migration. The overall effect of this situation is that Nigerian may 

face more youth unrest and restiveness as well as engagement in anti-social activities and 

economic sabotage like armed robbery, oil bunkering, kidnapping, internet syndicate that 

has caused serious damage to the image of the country as well as hunger due to lack of 

food production via shortage of production on commercial scale.  

The 7% annual growth rate required for African countries to achieve MDG of reducing 

poverty levels by half by 2015 is far from being achieved. The high unemployment rates 

among youths makes them most vulnerable to poverty a situation made worse due to the 

failure of the Agri-Business sector that employs 65% of the population of Kenya to 

provide real employment for youth. Farming is in the hands of the elderly, with a mean 

age of the farmers being 53 years as reported in Kenya Agri-business Productivity and 

Agribusiness Project (KAPAP) gender disaggregated baseline survey report. The Kenya 

National Bureau of Standards 2013 survey showed that in Kenya, agriculture remains one 

of the major sectors that contribute to economic development.  

The report further noted that emergence of the petroleum and other sector that provide 

white collar jobs have constrained youth participation in agribusiness development. The 

young people in the developing countries now prioritize working in offices because they 

consider agribusiness a dirty job for people who never went to school. This has led to 

many young people struggling to get or only access low paying jobs at the expense of 

engaging in agriculture with the fear of being laughed at. The lack of jobs and frustrations 
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from the young people who fail to get jobs is the likelihood of violence and conflict 

(Njeru & Gichuru 2014).  The problem of youth’s unemployment has also led to rural-

urban migration in search office work. On the other hand, urban areas have been unable 

to get jobs as fast as the numbers of people are going in further aggravating the problem 

of unemployment among the youths.   

Traditionally, the agricultural sector in Kericho County has been an important sector of 

the Kenyan export of tea and creation of employment. Kericho County depends largely in 

agriculture and according to the county statistics, agriculture is the significant contributor 

of the economy and majority of the people depend on agriculture for their livelihood 

(International Labour Organization, 2010). As an initial step towards enhancing youth 

participation in agriculture, the KAPAP has developed appropriate strategies towards 

enhancing youth participation in agriculture in Kericho Town. It therefore initiated the 

Youth-in- Agri-business Programme (YAP) in 2009 as one of the modules of the NYEP 

to provide employment for the unemployed youth (Brooks, 2013). NYEP was initiated in 

2006 to train and provide employment.  

1.2  Statement of the Problem 

The potential that lies in agriculture as an economically viable sector to address the 

problem of youth unemployment and food security has not been realized due to low youth 

participation (Fletcher & Kenney, 2011). Globally, a number of factors have been 

identified that influence youth participation in agribusiness. In particular, youths are not 

willing to take accept agribusiness as their career path because they have a negative 

perception about farming, lack access to land and have low access to financial resources. 

Because of the poor perception and attitudes, agriculture has been left for the elderly in 

rural areas and uneducated which lead to poor performance of the agricultural sector 

(MoFA, 2011). The problem of youth’s unemployment has also led to proliferation of 
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rural-urban migrations in pursuit of white collar jobs which has relegated agribusiness 

into the periphery of economic activities and also aggravated the unemployment situation 

in Kenya.  This provided the impetus to carry out this study to assess the factors 

influencing youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County which is one of the 

counties in Kenya that depend largely in agriculture.  

The study was also motivated by existence of conceptual, contextual, methodological and 

geographical gaps in the existing studies related to the theme of the study. For instance, 

Mibey (2015) established the determinants of youth’s involvement in agriculture in 

Bomet Central Sub-county and focused on the relationship between skills and 

infrastructure on youth’s involvement in agribusiness. The study differed conceptually as 

it did not focus on such variables as attitudes, access to land and credit facility and 

perceived benefits. Nwaogwugwu and Obele (2017) focused on socio-demographic 

characteristics of the youths and participation in agriculture in Nigeria. There is a 

geographical gap as it failed to examine the local conditions in Kenya. Similarly, studies 

by Adesina and Favour (2016) on analysis of attitude effects on youth participation in 

agriculture. According to Muthomi (2017) on challenges of lack of financial resources in 

agribusinesses in Kenya only focused on specific variables and therefore demonstrated 

conceptual gap. This study therefore sought to fill the aforementioned research gaps.  

1.3  Objectives of the study 

1.3.1  General objective 

To analyze the assessment of factors influencing youth participation in Agri-business in 

Kericho County 
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1.3.2  Specific Objectives 

i. To assess influence of youth attitudes towards youth participation in Agri-

business in Kericho County.  

ii. To establish the influence of access to credit facility towards youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County 

iii. To examine influence of access to land towards youth participation in 

Agri-business in Kericho County. 

iv. To determine influence of perceived benefits towards youth participation 

in Agri-business in Kericho County 

1.4  Research Hypotheses 

i. HA1: Youth attitudes significantly influence participation of youth in Agri-

business in Kericho County 

ii. HA2: Access to credit facility significantly influences participation of youth in 

Agri-business in Kericho County 

iii. HA3: Access to land significantly influences participation of youth in Agri-

business in Kericho County 

iv. HA4: Perceived benefits significantly influences participation of youth in Agri-

business in Kericho County 

1.5  Significance of the Study 

With the government intervention towards engaging youths in Agri-business in Kericho 

County, it is expected that the youth will respond positively and so there will be high 

level of participation. It was therefore important to understand the drivers of youth 

participation in in agribusiness in order to target activities to improve those areas.  

Determining the level of participation by different categories in the Youth Groups in 
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areas such as age, gender, under the block farm, among others will give a clear picture of 

how participation is actually taking place. This is expected to help to target certain areas 

for improvement and, therefore, in increasing competition among the various categories 

of the youth participants in line with objectives.  Literature has proven that as farmers 

age, their willingness to adopt new or modern technology reduces. The youth (the young 

farmers) are relatively educated and can easily adopt modern technology and adjust to 

institutional changes (Abdulla, 2013). As they adopt improved technology and become 

highly efficient, their productivity will increase and this will in turn raise their income 

levels. High income from farming and food security will motivate them to stay in their 

communities and farm. Gichimu and Njeru (2014) study showed that many youths were 

willing to engage in agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which include lack 

of land and credit to finance their startups. The study recommended that engaging youths 

in agribusiness was among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving 

food security.   

1.6  Scope of the Study 

The conceptual scope of the study was on assessment of factors influencing youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. Attitude of youths, access to credit 

facility, access to land and perceived benefits are the factors that were examined. The 

target population of the study included registered youths under Kericho Agri-business 

Youth program. The program had a total of 504 youth groups with a total membership of 

7560 youths. Therefore, the target population of this study consisted of 7560 youths who 

are registered with 504 youth groups that currently engage in various agribusinesses in 

the Kericho County. Focus on Kericho County was due to recent emergence of 

agriculture as a source of livelihood for youths facing unemployment in the county and 

the huge potential the region has in terms of supporting agribusiness activities. 
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1.7 Definitions of the Significance Terms 

Agri-business Infrastructure refers to structure need to engage in agri-business 

activities.  

Agribusiness Is value addition in Agri-business sector that employ modern technologies 

to for value addition. 

Credit Facility refers to a variety of different loans which can be used to meet financing 

needs of a project  

Factors  A factor is a constituent or element that brings about certain effects or 

result. Factor is the variable under examination a study.  

Involvement  In this study the youth participation refer to actively involvement of young 

people in production processing and marketing in the Agri-business sector.  

Land  Refers to one of the factor of production where agriculture is conducted.  

Youth  In this study the youth will be used to define person who are below 30 years.  
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CHAPTER TWO 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1 Introduction 

The section analyses the theoretical backing and propositions that highlight the factors 

that lead to youth participation in agribusinesses in various regions. The theories and 

empirical literature analysis conducted in this section enabled the study to hypothesize the 

underlying relationship between the study variables.  

2.2  Theoretical Review 

2.2.1  Push and Pull Theory 

According to the push and pull theory, the decision to be involved in an economic activity 

is influenced by a push, pull as well as mooring factors (Fu 2011). Push factors 

correspond to expulsive factors that provide justification to take part in an economic 

activity such as agribusiness and may involve high rate of unemployment, political 

repression, low social status, rapid population growth, lack of opportunity for personal 

development and landlessness. On the other hand, pull factors correspond to attractions 

within the activity that attract individuals towards them. They encompass financial 

availability, better income prospects and supportive environment (Bansal et al., 2005).  

According to Sumberg (2012), there exist some similarities in how young people relate to 

agriculture which is explained by the push and pull theory. Through pull factors, the 

theory clearly shows the importance of having special requirements such as financial 

accessibility in order to allow youths participate in doing Agri–business. This theory link 

the relationship between access to capital-both land and credit- and youth participation in 

agri-business. In this context, youth who have access to resources in terms of land and 

finance may be pulled towards engaging in agri-business while those who have no access 
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are pushed away from engaging in agri-business ventures. Therefore, access to land and 

credit facilities are major pull and push factors for youth participation.  

2.2.2  Theory of Reasoned Action 

This theory’s main argument is that there are underlying factors that influence the 

mindset and behaviour of people towards certain actions (Fishbein, 1975). The 

proposition assumes that a person’s behavior is significantly influenced by their 

intentions, attitude and subjective norms. The theory further argues those human beings 

actions are rationally are subject to available information (Fishbein, 1975). According to 

Faralu (2003), who carried out a study to access the applicability of the theory of reason 

action in agriculture participation, people intentions to venture into agriculture or pursue 

agriculture courses are influenced by the beliefs they have constructed about agriculture. 

According to this propositions young people’s beliefs and perception about agriculture 

plays a significant role in them participating in agribusinesses activities (Faralu, 2003).  

This theory link the relationship between youth attitudes and participation in agri-

business. According to the theory youth attitudes as result of the misinformation and 

misconceptions about agriculture have played a significant role in lack of youth’s 

participation in agribusiness in Kenya. Youths have use the information they have about 

agriculture being attributed to lack of education and for illiterate people to distance 

themselves. This has led to further unemployment among the young people since they are 

afraid of what other people will think about them if they engage in agribusinesses.  

2.2.3  Utility Maximization Theory 

According to utility maximization theory, the decision to participate in Agri-business or 

not represents a binary choice (Tenel, 2001). The decision on whether or not to participate 

in Agri-business was considered under the general framework of utility or profit 
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maximization for youths (Norris, 2014). Tenel (2001) further states that despite the fact 

that many people are aware of the benefits of participation in agriculture, they still require 

to be coerced into participation and becoming agriculture entrepreneurs. According to 

Norris (2014) agriculture should be very profitable with guaranteed stability of income to 

act as catalyst for young people’s involvement. Youths need to learn and discover that the 

opportunity in agriculture is tremendous and overwhelming for them to get themselves 

involved (Norris, 2014). The huge potential in agriculture is founded on the fact that the 

demands for foods will always remain due to increasing population hence the potential 

for agribusiness will forever remain limitless.  

The proponents of this theory argue that individuals’ choice of career path is highly 

influenced by the utility maximization. Therefore, youth will choose to engage in agri-

business only if it is the utility maximizing career choice with benefits ultimately to be 

realized. Therefore, if individuals generally perceive the benefits of engaging in 

agribusiness to be higher than the costs, they would have more reason and justification to 

engage in the same. However, whether these benefits are realized or not depends on other 

factors such as accessibility of capital, land etc. This theory links the relationship between 

perceived benefits and participation in agribusiness. 
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Figure 2.1  
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Figure 2.1 Theoretical Framework 

Source: Tenel, (2001): Fishbein, (1975) 
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Source: Tenel, (2001) : Fuhbein (1975) 

2.3  Empirical Review 

This section presents the discussion of previous studies related to the study variables. 

Analysis of previous empirical studies enabled the study identify the research gaps that 

needed to be addressed.  

2.3.1  Attitude of the Youth 

Among the many authors that have researched in this area argue that attitude about 

something is formed or constructed based on likes and dislikes about something 

(Bahaman, 2010). Based on these dislikes or likes, one then develops either positive 

attitudes or negative attitude about something and is a significant factor in the field of 

entrepreneurship since it contributes to success or failure of business ventures (Othman & 

Ishak, 2009). Robinson (2004) further argues that the study of attitudes is the best way 

and approach of analyzing entrepreneurial ventures because it links individual’s 

characteristics to the ever changing people demands. Salleh (2005) further argues that one 

must have a positive attitude before choosing to engage in certain entrepreneurial 
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activities since the decision to abandon certain ways of life or comfortable life is not easy 

to make. Hisrich (2008) on the other hand argues that it requires huge sacrifices to 

educate people to venture into agribusiness since they need to think about the future and 

the society at large before making their choices.    

The importance that people attach to their careers cannot be over emphasized either. 

Someone’s career influences the kind of life that person lives and hence majority of the 

people tend to choose careers with maximum benefits (Othman & Ishak, 2009). Attitudes 

therefore play a significant role in people choosing their careers based on the information 

they have about that career choice. Therefore, for young people to engage in 

agribusinesses, their attitudes should be changed towards that direction and this can only 

happen when agribusiness starts having goods benefits to people engaged in it (Salleh, 

2002).  

A study on determinants of participation in Youth-in-Agriculture Programme in Ondo 

State, Nigeria was conducted by ( Adesina & Favour 2016). The study sample was 128 

which was derived from a population of 1789 of youths that were involved in various 

agricultural activities within Ondo State in Nigeria. The study collected data using 

questionnaires and the data collected was analyzed using quantitative approaches 

including Pearson correlation and regression analysis. From the analysis, attitude of the 

youths was one of the key factors that significantly influenced youth engagement in 

agricultural activities. The study therefore recommended that efforts to involve youths in 

agriculture must start by changing their attitude towards farming.  

2.3.2  Access to Credit Facility 

Capital is very essential for the start of any business and without it a vast majority of 

businesses cannot survive. Lack of capital has limited many young people from engaging 
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in agribusiness ventures and agriculture production as a career alternative (Abdulla, 

2013). According to FAO (2010), young people lack collateral and their ventures are 

viewed as risk by majority of the lenders which make them very unlikely recipients of 

credit from financial institutions. This lack of ability to borrow and support their 

agribusiness ventures makes majority of the youths to shy away from engaging in 

agricultural production (Gemma, 2013). According to Gemma (2013), availability of 

credit improves the chance of the young people engaging in business activities as 

alternative source of livelihood.  

These assertions have been supported by Fletcher and Kenney (2011) who argued that 

lack of credit among the young people is the major hindering factor that prevents many of 

them from engaging in agribusiness activities. According to the author, institutions that 

are supposed to finance young people see them as risks and their lack of adequate 

collateral further worsens the situation. Brooks (2013) contributed to this discourse by 

arguing that financial institutions should allow for many forms of collaterals to solve the 

problem of youth being unable to access credit from commercial banks. A report by FAO 

(2010) showed that financial institutions are increasingly showing interest in supporting 

agricultural activities.       

According to a study in Kenya, the government has developed funds such as Youth 

Enterprise Development fund which offers Agri-vijana loan targeting young people who 

are undertaking agribusiness (Njeru & Gichuru 2014). Even though such loan exists, 

many young people in Kenya are yet to embrace it. This could be due to lack of 

information regarding the loan. The Global Entrepreneurship Monitor (2016) and World 

Bank, (2013) reports postulate that entrepreneurs rely to a great extent on their personal 

savings to fund their entrepreneurial ventures in all areas of the world. For instance, from 

a global perspective, 95% of entrepreneurs use personal funds when starting a business. 
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Indian entrepreneurs rely most heavily on their network of family (81%) and friends 

(52%).  

A study conducted by Muthomi (2017) sought to establish some of challenges and 

opportunities of youth engagement in agribusinesses in Kenya. This study used 

explanatory research design and the population of the study was derived from Thika and 

Kiambu Sub-counties. The sample of the study was 50 respondents and descriptive data 

analysis techniques were used in analyzing the data collected.  The study finding showed 

that majority of the youth were considering venturing into agribusiness but were hindered 

by lack of credit among other things. The study showed that access to credit and 

agricultural input was the major challenge of youth participation in agribusiness in 

Kenya.  

2.3.3  Access to Land 

All the agriculture activities happen on land and therefore land is at the centre of any all 

agribusiness activities. Many youths have no access to land and they lack the huge 

amount required to buy land in Kenya hence their participation in agribusiness activities 

is limited by lack of access to land (FAO, 2010). Some of the lands are also highly 

segmented by their parents and therefore the youth end up with very small pieces of land 

that cannot support any meaningful investments. Sharma (2010) argues that practicing 

agriculture on a small farm is very expensive and most times the produce from small farm 

is usually very small that cannot help the farmers to meet their needs.  

Aphunu and Atoma (2010) argues that this lack of access to productive lands is one of the 

major hindrances of youths’ participation in agribusinesses. Traditional systems in this 

country place all the rights of ownership of the land into the head of the household who 
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also rely on the same land for agricultural productivity and often cannot relinquish the 

land to the youths to further their agribusiness enterprises.  

Tafere and Woldenhanna (2014) also pointed out that the issues surrounding land 

ownership are so critical and youths do not have the rights of ownership of land. 

According to the report by World Bank (2014), majority of youths are unemployed and 

cannot afford to pay high prices attached to buying land. This lack of access to lands has 

led to majority of the young people to shy away from engaging in agribusinesses and 

resort to seeking white collar jobs in urban centres which are not forthcoming.  

Globally, youth access to crucial Agri-business assets is at a disadvantaged position when 

it comes to ownership of land and other agribusinesses resources to increase their 

participation in agribusiness (Herbel, 2010). According to Ahaibwe et al., (2013) land 

tenure systems in Africa have disenfranchised and marginalized most youths leaving 

them without exclusive rights to own land which is the main ingredients to youth 

participation in agribusiness. Some areas criminalize division of inherited land which 

implies that there must be communal land ownership structure and joint farming activities 

(Cotula, 2011).  

Gichimu and Njeru (2014) studied the relationship between access to land and finances 

and youth participation in Agribusiness in Kenya. The study was informed by the high 

level of unemployment in Kenya and the need for engage youths in agribusiness to create 

employment. The study sampled youths from Muranga, Kiambu and Nyandarua Counties 

and used stratified sampling techniques. The findings of the study showed that many 

youths were willing to engage in agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which 

include lack of land and credit to finance their startups. The study recommended that 

engaging youths in agribusiness buy ensuring that they have enough land and finance was 

among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving food security.    
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2.3.4  Perceived Benefits 

Perceived benefits are the construction of the youths on the take home from engaging in 

agribusiness ventures. These include revenue generated from engaging in agribusiness 

ventures, social status associated with participation in agribusiness and perceived costs. 

According to proponents of theory of perceived benefits, the behavioural intention to 

engage in some activities is highly influenced by the perceived benefits from such 

engagement (Soane et al., 2010).  

Perceived benefits are among the factors majority of youths take into consideration before 

engaging in agribusiness. Njeru et al., (2015) carried out a research to investigate how the 

perception of youth influences their participation in agribusiness. The study included 

youths in agribusiness groups as the study population and used questionnaires to collect 

data. Poor perception towards young people who engage in agricultural activities lack 

motivation to acquires the skills of agribusiness for reasons of not having lands of their 

own hence settling for working for other farmers (Carolan, 2006). Young women are 

further marginalized since majority of the training programmes reach young men and 

leave out young women.  

Maina and Maina (2012) study used data collected during the national census survey of 

2009 and documents the employment of youths in various sectors and challenges 

affecting youth participation in Agribusiness in Kenya. The study findings showed that 

youth participation in agribusiness is influenced by youth’s perception in agriculture. 

Because of the poor perception and attitudes, agriculture has been left for the elderly in 

rural areas and uneducated which lead to poor performance of the agricultural sector 

(MoFA, 2011).  
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United Nations (2015) reported that young people represent the largest beneficiaries and 

victims of the perception that has burdened the agriculture sector. The youths are divided 

into seeking to integrate into existing order of going out of their way to engage in 

agribusiness as an alternative career choice (Lyson, 2012). The population of the youth in 

the overall population globally is shrinking but in the developing countries the reverse is 

the case. It is estimated that youths in developing countries still make up to a fifth of the 

population.      

2.3.5  Youth Participation in Agri-Business 

Young people should be encouraged to engage in agribusinesses which will lead to job 

creation and food production for the ever growing population (ILO, 2012). Considering 

agriculture dependent youths, it is a matter of concern because their population in all the 

sub regions of the world is declining and in the last few years the decline has been drastic. 

Among the factors that have contributed to declines in agricultural productivity is lack of 

youth participation in agribusiness aggravated by lack of access to credit and land as the 

main challenges affecting agricultural productivity (World Bank, 2010). The participation 

of youth in agribusiness is not significant in terms of production of food to feed the 

country, but also in terms of wealth creation, financial security of the youths and creation 

of jobs for the ever increasing youth population (Nyoni, 2012). Various factors influence 

the youth’s participation in farming and can be positive or negative. The reason for the 

poor returns was ascribed to traditional methods of production. Regarding participation in 

various tasks, Hari (2014) found that the important activities in which the youth 

participated were land clearing and marketing of farm produce 

Majority of the youths living in rural country who have the potential to venture in 

agriculture face a number of challenges among them lack of information of the modern 

ways of agricultural production. These challenges among other can be overcome by 
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investing in training programs where young people are trained on modern and climate 

smart agricultural practices that will ensure profitable new agribusinesses. The number of 

young people that access the improved inputs for agricultural productivity is very low 

which and this will ensure productivity remains low the restrict young people to 

subsistence farming (Gemma, 2013) 

A study by Torimiro and Oluborode (2006) found that marketing, storage and processing 

were the activities more in consonance with their interest compared to other agricultural 

task. These activities could be classified as having little drudgery and may be the cause of 

their comparatively higher satisfaction (Torimiro & Oluborode, 2006). This trend was 

also seen in another study done in Nigerian youths with crop farming (79%) showing an 

overwhelming preference over livestock farming (30%) (Auta, 2010). Similarly, youth 

involved in crop production and farm labour was also found out by (Gwary et al.,2011). 

Both the above studies have shown that the youth preferred livestock production less than 

crop production which may be due to shorter gestation period of crops with quick return 

of money when compared to livestock and also they considered livestock sector as labour 

intensive (Aphunu & Atoma, 2010).  

Clearly opportunity exists for directing youths toward agribusiness, and if done in an 

inclusive manner, to profound societal and economic benefit. This figure shows that, one 

out of every four Nigerians is unemployed. The report also claimed that, Nigeria has one 

of the worst youth unemployment rate in Africa sub-Sahara at 37.7%. By further analysis, 

it means that, among every five Nigerian youth, two are unemployed. This condition can 

be traced to over dependent on white collar job, oil boom, rural-urban migration, etc. 

while 60% to 70% farming population are left old people. The overall effect of this 

situation is that, Nigerian may face more youth unrest and restiveness as well as engaged 

in anti-social activities and economic sabotage like armed robbery, oil bunkering, 
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kidnapping, internet syndicate that has caused serious damage to the image of the country 

as well as hunger due to lack of food production via shortage of generation of commercial 

farmers.  

The 7% annual growth rate required for African countries Kenya included; to achieve 

MDG of reducing poverty levels by half by 2015 is far from being achieved. The high 

unemployment rates among youths makes them most vulnerable to poverty a situation 

made worse due to the failure of the Agri-Business sector that employs 65% of the 

population of Kenya to provide real employment for youth.  

2.3.6  Research Gaps 

Analysis of literature review and empirical review showed that there exist various 

research gaps in the existing literature on factors that affect young participation in 

agribusinesses. First there is conceptual research gaps where existing literature such as 

Bahaman (2010) ; Hisrich (2008) ; Othman and Ishak (2009); Robinson (2004); Salleh 

(2005); focused on only attitude of the youth and access to credit as the main factor 

affecting youths’ participation in agribusiness. The scope of these studies and others 

analyzed was very narrow and failed to cover other factors such as access to land which is 

critical components in agriculture. The studies further did not focus on role perceived 

benefits in agribusiness. The study sought to address this research gaps by widening the 

scope and establishing the effect of access credit, land, perceived benefits and attitude on 

youth participation in agriculture in Kericho County, Kenya.  

Similarly, the study identified contextual gaps where majority of the existing literature 

has been conducted in other regions with different social cultural factors. For instance, 

rights to land ownership is Kericho county Kenya is different to those in Europe and Asia 

and similarly the benefits from agribusiness in developing countries are different from the 
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benefits in developed countries. The level of unemployment among the youths in Kericho 

County is different compared to other regions.  

2.4  Conceptualization 

In this study, the independent variables were factors that included attitudes, access to 

credit facility, access to land and perceived benefits while the dependent variable was 

youth participation in agribusinesses. Based on the theoretical and empirical review, the 

study hypothesized that all the independent variables of attitudes, access to credit facility, 

access to land and perceived benefits significantly affected the dependent variables   

which is youth participation in agribusinesses. 

Figure 2.2: 

 Conceptual Framework 
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2.4.1  Attitudes 

Attitude plays a significant role in determining individuals’ excellence in any fields and 

all other walks of life. An individual must have the right attitude towards something for 

them to positively approach something. Therefore, this study hypothesizes that youth 

must have the right attitude towards agribusiness to increase their participation. Change in 

perception among the youths on agribusiness and potential employment opportunity may 

go a long way in ensuring more youth participate in agribusiness.  

According to Baah (2015), majority of the young people especially those that have gone 

to colleges perceive engaging in agriculture as jobs for uneducated and those who have no 

alternatives. Young people with higher level of confidence in their academic ability had 

higher aspirations (Furlong & Biggart, 1999). Young people who had higher self-belief 

attribute their success to hard work rather than luck also have higher aspirations (Leavy & 

Smith, 2010). Prestige too has an important effect on the aspirations. The lower prestige 

associated with agriculture might be a reason for lower aspiration (Leavy & Smith, 2010).  

Attitudes according to the definition of Eagly and Chaiken (2007) the degree of positivity 

and negativity that people attach to things, activities, people and is often psychological. 

The authors further argue that attitudes are lasting assessment of various aspects of social, 

economic and cultural world that is usually stored in one’s memory (Eagly & Chaiken, 

2007). Whatever be their precise origins, attitudes are important aspect of the social 

thought and they often (though not always) influence overt behaviour (Breckler, 1984). 

The intention to participate in an activity could be predicted based upon knowledge, 

observation and other information about the issue. Greenwald (1989) supported this 

theory reporting that individual with positive attitude towards the subject/situation tends 

to evaluate them positively. Role of attitude in motivating people to take up agriculture 

was also reported by (D’silva et al.,2010).  
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A study on determinants of participation in Youth-in-Agriculture Programme in Ondo 

State, Nigeria was conducted by Adesina and Favour (2016). The study sample was 128 

which was derived from a population of 1789 of youths that were involved in various 

agricultural activities within Ondo State in Nigeria. The study collected data using 

questionnaires and the data collected was analysed using quantitative approaches 

including Pearson correlation and regression analysis. From the analysis attitude of the 

youths was one of the key factors that significantly influenced youth engagement in 

agricultural activities. The study therefore recommended that efforts to involved youths in 

agriculture must start by changing their attitude towards farming.  

Attitudes of young women were also significant since they influenced their male 

counterpart’s participation in farming. Studies from India have shown that girls were not 

interested in marrying the farmers and this might be a cause that some young people 

move away from it (IFAD, 2012). These findings were also substantiated from Greece, 

where young women had a negative attitude in marrying a farmer. Not only income, but 

also social prestige of the spouse was found to influence their decision. This was high 

lightened by their willingness to marry a more entrepreneurial farmer who enjoys more 

social prestige (Hari, 2014).  

2.4.2  Access to Credit Facility 

Access to credit can develop small business producer groups in any society. Despite many 

financial policies and strategies to ensure easy access to credit, many loan packages, 

access to loans and utilization still remains a nightmare to many small business producer 

groups. Inadequate agricultural finance limits production, investments and value chain 

addition activities in the sector. Lack of capital has limited many young people from 

engaging in agribusiness ventures and agriculture production as a career alternative 

(Abdulla, 2013). According to FAO (2010) young people lack collateral and their venture 
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are viewed as risk by majority of the lenders which make them very unlikely recipients of 

credit from these financial institutions. This lack of ability to borrow and support their 

agribusiness venture them majority of the youths to shy away from engaging in 

agricultural production (Gemma, 2013). According to Gemma (2013) availability of 

credit improve the chance of the young people engaging in business activities as 

alternative source of livelihood.  

These assertions have been supported by Fletcher and Kenney (2011) who argued by lack 

of credit among the young people is the hindering factors that prevent many of them to 

engage in agribusiness activities. According to the author institutions that are supposed to 

finance young people see them as risks and their lack of adequate collateral further 

worsens the situation. Brooks (2013) contributed to this discourse by arguing that 

financial institutions should allow for many forms of collaterals to solve the problem of 

youth being unable to access credit from commercial banks. A report by FAO (2010) 

showed that financial institutions are increasing showing interest in supporting 

agricultural activities. According to Muthomi (2017) study finding also showed that 

majority of the youth were considering venturing into agribusiness but were hindered by 

lack of credit among other things. The study showed that access to credit and agricultural 

input was the major challenge of youth participation in agribusiness in Kenya.  

2.4.3  Access to Land 

Many youths have no access to land and they lack the huge amount required to land in 

Kenya hence their participation in agribusiness activities is limited by lack of access to 

land (FAO, 2010). According to Justine (2011) youths access to land still remains the 

ownership of their parents. Some of them that have been subdivided land by their parents 

end up with very small pieces of land that cannot support any meaningful investments. 

Sharma (2010) argues that practicing agriculture is small farm is very expensive and most 
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times the produce from small farm are usually very small that cannot help the farmers to 

make their needs meet. Gichimu and Njeru (2014) study showed that many youths were 

willing to engage in agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which include lack 

of land and credit to finance their startups. The study recommended that engaging youths 

in agribusiness was among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving 

food security.   

The youth have access to small portions of land that cannot sustain any meaningful 

agribusiness investment (Food and Agricultural Organization [FAO], 2010). According to 

Muthomi (2017) farming in large farm is the only way to market a profitable venture 

since it allows one the capacity to adopt modern technologies in agricultural production 

(Muthomi, 2017). Young people find it unprofitable to venture into agribusiness on small 

piece of land making them shift their focus on other alternative career choices hence 

remaining unemployed (Brooks, 2013). According to proponents of theory of perceived 

benefits, the behavioral intention to engage in some activities is highly influenced by the 

perceived benefits from such engagement (Soane et al.,2010).  

Aphunu and Atoma(2010) argues that this lack of access to productive lands is one of the 

major hindrances of youths’ participation in agribusinesses. Traditional systems in this 

country place all the rights of ownership of the land into the head of the household who 

also rely on the same land for agricultural productivity and often cannot relinquish the 

land to the youths to further their agribusiness enterprises. Tafere and Woldenhanna 

(2014) also pointed out that the issues surrounding land ownership are so critical and 

youths don’t have the rights of ownership of land. According to the report by World Bank 

(2014) majority of youths are unemployed and cannot afford to pay high prices attached 

to buying land. This lack of access to lands has led to majority of the young people to shy 
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away from engaging in agribusinesses and resort to seeking for white collar jobs in urban 

centres which are not forthcoming 

Youths are at disadvantaged position when it comes to ownership of land and other 

agribusinesses resources to increase their participation in agribusiness (Herbel, 2010). 

According to Ahaibwe et al., (2013) land tenure systems in Africa has disenfranchised 

and marginalized leaving them without exclusive rights to own land which is the main 

ingredients to youth participation in agribusiness. Some areas criminalize division of 

inherited land which implies that there must be communal land ownership structure and 

joint farming activities (Cotula, 2011). According to FAO (2010) young people lack 

collateral and their venture are viewed as risk by majority of the lenders which make 

them very unlikely recipients of credit from these financial institutions. This lack of 

ability to borrow and support their agribusiness venture them majority of the youths to 

shy away from engaging in agricultural production (Gemma, 2013). According to Gemma 

(2013) availability of credit improve the chance of the young people engaging in business 

activities as alternative source of livelihood.  

2.4.4  Perceived Benefits 

Perceived benefits are the construction of the youths on the take home from engaging in 

agribusiness ventures. These include revenue generated from engaging in agribusiness 

ventures, social status associated with participation in agribusiness and perceived costs. 

According to proponents of theory of perceived benefits, the behavioural intention to 

engage in some activities is highly influenced by the perceived benefits from such 

engagement (Soane et al.,2010).  

Role of prestige and status was found to influence the attitude of the youth towards 

farming (Nyoni, 2012). Many youths consider agriculture as dirty and it lacks appeal. 
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American youth stereotyped farmers as wearing bib overalls and chewing a straw, though 

they felt that certain type of variation can be there to this stereotype (Holz-clause & Jost, 

1995). Teenage girls in South Africa consider agriculture as ascribed to low status and 

done by farm children and lack privacy and often relate it to alcohol, abuse gossips which 

they think are prevalent among farm workers.  

Njeru et al.,(2015) carried out a research to investigate how the perception of youth 

influences their participation in agribusiness. The study included youths in agribusiness 

groups as the study population and used questionnaires to collect data. Poor perception 

towards young people who engage in agricultural activities lack motivation to acquires 

the skills of agribusiness for reasons of not having lands of their own hence settling for 

working for other farmers (Carolan, 2006). Young women are further marginalized since 

majority of the training programmes reach young men and leave out young women.  

2.4.5  Youth Participation in Agri–business 

Lack of recognition of potential agribusiness as career choice among the youth has 

negatively impacted on their participation in agribusiness. This study will seek to 

investigate how access to capital and land and attitude influenced the youth participation 

in agribusiness. Majority of the youths living in rural country who have the potential to 

venture in agriculture face a number of challenges among them lack of information of the 

modern ways of agricultural production. These challenges among other can be overcome 

by investing in training programs where young people are trained on modern and climate 

smart agricultural practices that will ensure profitable new agribusinesses.  

The number of young people that access the improved inputs for agricultural productivity 

is very low which and this will ensure productivity remains low the restrict young people 

to subsistence farming (Gemma, 2013). Clearly opportunity exists for directing youths 
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toward agribusiness, and if done in an inclusive manner, to profound societal and 

economic benefit. According to the report unemployment rate in Nigeria has risen from 

21.1% in 2010 to 23.9% in 2012. This figure shows that, one out of every four Nigerians 

is unemployed. The report also claimed that, Nigeria has one of the worst youth 

unemployment rate in Africa sub-Sahara at 37.7%. By further analysis, it means that, 

among every five Nigerian youth, two are unemployed. This condition can be traced to 

over dependent on white collar job, oil boom, rural-urban migration, etc. while 60% to 

70% farming population are left old people. The overall effect of this situation is that, 

Nigerian may face more youth unrest and restiveness as well as engaged in anti-social 

activities and economic sabotage like armed robbery, oil bunkering, kidnapping, internet 

syndicate that has caused serious damage to the image of the country as well as hunger 

due to lack of food production via shortage of generation of commercial farmers.  

The 7% annual growth rate required for African countries Kenya included; to achieve 

MDG of reducing poverty levels by half by 2015 is far from being achieved. The high 

unemployment rates among youths makes them most vulnerable to poverty a situation 

made worse due to the failure of the Agri-Business sector that employs 65% of the 

population of Kenya to provide real employment for youth. Farming is in the hands of the 

elderly, with a mean age of the farmers being 53 years as reported in KAPAP gender dis-

aggregated baseline survey report. The Kenya National Bureua of Standards [KNBS] 

(2013) survey showed that in Kenya agriculture remains one of the major sectors that 

contribute to economic development.  

Various factors influence the youth’s participation in farming and can be positive or 

negative. The reason for the poor returns was ascribed to traditional methods of 

production. Regarding participation in various tasks, Hari (2014) found that the important 

activities in which the youth participated were land clearing and marketing of farm 
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produce. The favourable attitude and participation towards marketing and related 

activities was found in other studies too.  For example, the study by Torimiro and 

Oluborode (2006) found that marketing, storage and processing were the activities more 

in consonance with their interest compared to other agricultural task. These activities 

could be classified as having little drudgery and may be the cause of their comparatively 

higher satisfaction (Torimiro & Oluborode, 2006).  

This trend was also seen in another study done in Nigerian youths with crop farming 

(79%) showing an overwhelming preference over livestock farming (30%) (Auta, 2010). 

Similarly, youth involved in crop production and farm labour was also found out by 

(Gwary et al., 2011). Both the above studies have shown that the youth preferred 

livestock production less than crop production which may be due to shorter gestation 

period of crops with quick return of money when compared to livestock and also they 

considered livestock sector as labour intensive (Aphunu & Atoma, 2010).  Majority of the 

youths living in rural country who have the potential to venture in agriculture face a 

number of challenges among them lack of information of the modern ways of agricultural 

production.  

These challenges among other can be overcome by investing in training programs where 

young people are trained on modern and climate smart agricultural practices that will 

ensure profitable new agribusinesses. The number of young people that access the 

improved inputs for agricultural productivity is very low which and this will ensure 

productivity remains low the restrict young people to subsistence farming (Gemma, 

2013). The report also claimed that, Nigeria has one of the worst youth unemployment 

rate in Africa sub-Sahara at 37.7%. By further analysis, it means that, among every five 

Nigerian youth, two are unemployed. The overall effect of this situation is that, Nigerian 

may face more youth unrest and restiveness as well as engaged in anti-social activities 
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and economic sabotage like armed robbery, oil bunkering, kidnapping, internet syndicate 

that has caused serious damage to the image of the country as well as hunger due to lack 

of food production via shortage of generation of commercial farmers. The high 

unemployment rates among youths makes them most vulnerable to poverty a situation 

made worse due to the failure of the Agri-Business sector that employs 65% of the 

population of Kenya to provide real employment for youth.  

Traditionally, the agricultural sector in Kericho County has been an important sector of 

the Kenyan economy in terms of its contribution to GDP, export of tea and creation of 

employment. Kericho County depends largely in agriculture and according to the 

statistics agriculture is the significant contributor of economy and majority of the people 

depends on agriculture for their livelihood according International Labour Organization 

(2010).  

2.4.6  Summary of the Literature Review 

The study adopted utility maximization theory whose proponents argue that individuals’ 

choice of career path is highly influenced by the utility maximization. These theories 

enable association between study variables. The empirical review showed that previous 

studies revealed that attitudes of the youth greatly influenced the level of youth 

participation in agribusiness. Some of the studies that revealed a positive relationship 

between attitudes and youth participation in agribusiness include (Bahaman, 2010; 

Othman & Ishak, 2009; Hisrich, 2008). Studies that showed a negative relationship 

between attitudes and youth participation were very few. Similarly, review of previous 

studies such as Justine, (2011), Sharma, (2010) and Aphunu, (2010) showed that access to 

land also enhanced the youth participation in agribusiness. Empirical review generally 

revealed that the selected factors affected the youth participation in the context they were 

conducted.  
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2.5  Operationalization 

The main independent variables for this study were attitudes, access to capital and access 

to land. Attitudes were operationalized in terms of ideas about agribusiness, ability to 

invest in agribusiness and perception of the youth about agribusiness. Access to credit 

facility was operationalized in terms of access to commercial banks loan, Sacco loans and 

social capital while access to land was operationalized in terms of ownership of land, size 

of accessible land and location of the land.  On the other hand, the dependent variable was 

youth participation in agribusiness which is operationalized in terms of number of youth 

participating in agribusiness and number of agri-business projects owned by the youth as 

shown in figure 2.3.         

Figure 2.2 

Operationalization Framework 

 

                                         

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2.2 Operationalization Framework 

 Commercial bank loan 

 Sacco Loan 

 Social Capital 

Access to 

Credit Facility 

Access to Land 

Youth 

participation in 

agribusiness   
 Ownership of Land 

 Size of land  

 Location of the Land 

Dependent Variable 

Perceived 

Benefits 

 Perceived Income  

 Perceived social status  

 Perceived Costs 

Independent Variables Parameters  

Attitudes 

 Ability  

 Ideas  

 Perception  

          Source: Author (2020) 
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CHAPTER THREE 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

3.1  Introduction 

This chapter comprises of the research methods used by the study a provide answers to 

research questions. The chapter further documented the type of data, instrument used in 

gathering the data required and methodology for both data collection and analysis. The 

chapter basically demonstrated the procedures the study used in achieving the study 

objectives.  

3.2  Research Design 

The study sought to determine the current situation on the factors that affect youth 

participation in agribusiness, the best research design was descriptive research design. 

Under this design, a questionnaires based on the research question is developed to 

measure the phenomenon in its current form without interfering (Mugenda & Mugenda, 

2014).  

3.3  Target Population and Sample 

Kothari (2009) define target population as the objects of interests from which the 

researcher compiles research information. The target population of the study included 

registered youths under Kericho Agri-business Youth program. The study focused on 

Kericho County due to recently emergence of agriculture as a source of livelihood for 

youths facing unemployment in county and the huge potential the region has in terms of 

supporting agribusiness activities.  According to Kericho County Integrated Development 

Plan 2018, the program has a total membership of 7560 youths. Therefore, population 
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was 7560 youths who are registered with youth groups that currently engage in various 

agribusinesses in the Kericho County.   

Table 3.1: 

 Target population 

Sub Counties Total Membership in Agribusiness Youth Group  

Belgut 1890 

Ainamoi 1620 

Kipkelion East 1470 

Sigowet 1410 

Kipkelion West 1170 

Total 7560 

Source: Kericho County Integrated Development Plan 2018 

3.4  Sampling Design 

Since the population of interest was large, the study adopted the formula recommended 

by Fisher (1998) to compute the sample size.  A more heterogeneous population requires 

a large sample size to obtain the most desired precision level whereas a homogeneous 

population requires a small sample size. This study used the maximum variability which 

will be 0.5. Using the formula below, a sample size is determined as follows: 

n=

 2

2

* * 1Z p p

d



 

n= 

  

 

2

2

1.96 * 0.5 0.5

0

(

.05

)

= 384 

Hence, the sample size for this study was 384. Stratified and random sampling was used 

where 384 were sampled from a population of 7560 youth that currently engage in 

agribusinesses groups in the Kericho County.  
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Table 3.2:  

Target Population and Sample Size 

Sub Counties Population Sample Size Percentage (100%) 

Belgut 1890 96 25 

Ainamoi 1620 82 21 

Kipkelion East 1470 75 20 

Sigowet 1410 72 19 

Kipkelion West 1170 59 15 

Total 7560 384 100 

Source: Kericho County Integrated Development Plan 2018 

3.5  Data Collection 

Sell-administered drop and pick questionnaires were distributed among youths in the 

selected five Sub Counties of Kericho County. The questionnaire in the form of a five 

point Likert scale. The likert scale reported negative or positive effects of assessment of 

factors influencing youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County.  

3.6  Measurement of Variables 

The independent variables are; attitudes, access to credit facility and isolation while the 

dependent variable is youth participation in Agri-business and were measured using 

nominal scale 

3.7  Pilot Testing 

The main purpose of the pilot study was to test the reliability and validity of the research 

instruments since they were newly constructed for the purpose of this study. According to 

Kiss and Nikolov (2005), a pilot study entails detection of any inadequacy which could 

result in the course of carrying out the research and is considered obligatory before the 

main study as it confirms reliability in addition to validity of the research instrument. As a 
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rule of thumb, Connelly (2008) recommended a pilot sample size of between 5-10% with 

20 to 30 items/individuals to assess the reliability and validity of the questionnaire. For 

the purpose of this study, before the main study, a pilot investigation was conducted on 

8% of the sample size translating to 30 respondents in accordance with the 

recommendations of Connelly (2008). These respondents were randomly selected from 

the target population of the study but were excluded from the final study to avoid bias. 

This was necessary to guarantee validity as well as reliability of the questionnaire.  

3.7.2  Validity of Instruments 

Validity is the very crucial aspects of the research instrument. This is the ability of the 

research instrument to collect the data that intended. Validity in divided into content and 

constructs validity. Content validity is the ability of the research instrument to test the 

exact information needed in this case flexible work practice and employee performance. 

The study ensured content validity through rigorous literature review hence the entire 

indicator used in the questionnaires have been identified as measures of various flexible 

work practices adopted by the study. Construct validity on the other hand is the ability of 

the questions to have adequate constructs based on various indicators used in the 

conceptual framework. This was ensured through use of expert reviews and incorporation 

of the reviews into the final questionnaire.   

3.7.2  Reliability of Instruments 

Reliability of the questionnaires on the other hand is the ability of the scale used to 

maintain the internal consistency. Reliability is usually dependent on the scale used in the 

measurement of the study variables. The methods for measuring reliability include split 

half method and Cronbach’s method of internal consistency. This study adopted the 

Cronbach’s Alpha since it is reliable and statistical in natures. Cronbach’s Alpha provide 
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a correlation between items used to measure variables in the questionnaire. The threshold 

of 0.7 is considered the desirable measure of reliability hence variable with Cronbach’s 

Alpha of above 0.7 were considered reliable for data collection.  

3.8  Data Analysis and Presentation 

The study used SPSS and excels worksheet in data analysis. Since the study was 

descriptive in nature descriptive data analysis was used. The descriptive statistics adopted 

by the study was mean, percentages and frequencies whereas correlation and regression 

analysis were the inferential statistic the study adopted. Descriptive statistics major 

provide an account on how the respondents responded to statement in the questionnaires 

using percentage, frequencies and mean response. The study used the binary logistics 

mode presented below to predict the effect of access to land, credit, perceived benefits 

and attitudes on participation in agribusiness.  

Y (Yes/No) = β0+β1X1+β2X2+β3X3+β4X4+µ 

Where; 

Y = (Yes/No) Youths participation in Agri-business (Dependent Variable)  

X1 = Attitudes 

X2 = Access to Credit Facility 

X3 = Access to Land 

X4 = Perceived Benefits  

In the model, β0 = the constant term  

βii= 1….3 sensitivity of the dependent variable (Y) caused by predictor variables.  

µ is the error term  
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3.9  Research Ethics 

Before the process of data collection all the necessary authorization letters was obtained. 

The researcher first obtained authorization from the KEMU University which was used to 

obtain research permit from NACOSTI. The researcher further sought permission from 

the management of Electricity generating firm to enable easy access to the Nairobi 

Offices for data collection. The researcher sought the informal consent from the 

individuals before the questionnaires were administered. Throughout the data collection 

process the researcher ensured that privacy, confidentiality and anonymity aspects of 

ethic research were adhered to. For instance no respondent was required to write their 

name on the questionnaire and also the researcher assured the respondents that 

information they provide would not be shared with third parties for other purpose besides 

academics. Only respondents that provided informal consent were allowed to carry on 

with the survey.  
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CHAPTER FOUR 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

4.1  Introduction 

In this chapter, all the findings, analysis and presentation of the finding were done. The 

chapter first gave a feedback on the number of the respondent that the study achieved. 

This was followed by the finding on pilot study and all the Cronbach’s alpha for all the 

variables were presented.  The next section presented the demographic characteristics of 

the respondents and finally the effect on each independent variable on dependent 

variables was analyzed using descriptive statistics, correlation and regression and 

presented using tables.  

4.2  Response Rate 

The study administered 384 questionnaires to the selected respondents out of which 245 

respondents were reached and they filled the questionnaire and returned. This was a 

response rate of 64% which according to Mugenda and Mugenda (2003) is adequate for a 

descriptive study. The busy schedule and high mobility of the targeted youths was behind 

the unreached respondents. 
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Figure 4.1  

Response Rate 

 

4.3  Results of Reliability analysis 

This study adopted the Cronbach’s Alpha since it is reliable and statistical in natures. 

Cronbach’s Alpha provide a correlation between items used to measure variables in the 

questionnaire. The threshold of 0.7 is considered the desirable measure of reliability 

hence variable with Cronbach’s Alpha of above 0.7 were considered reliable for data 

collection.  All the variables were reliable according to the threshold adopted as shown in 

table 4.1.  

Table 4.1:  

Pilot Test Results 

Variables 

Cronbach’s 

alpha 

Number of 

Items Comment 

Attitudes 0.840 6 Reliable  

Access to Credit Facility 0.795 5 Reliable 

Access to Land 0.786 6 Reliable 

Perceived Benefits  0.723 6 Reliable  

Youth participation in 

agribusiness 0.843 5 Reliable 
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4.4  Demographic Characteristics of the study population 

4.4.1  Agribusiness Background 

The study findings on the agribusiness background showed that majority 61.6% of the 

respondents did not have agribusiness background while only 38.4% indicated to have 

agribusiness background.  

Figure 4.2  

Agribusiness Background 

 

 

4.4.2  Type of Agri–Business 

The study findings on the type of Agri–business showed that majority 62.4% of the 

respondents indicated a small scale Agri–business type while 37.6% indicated to have 

large agribusiness type.  
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Figure 4.3 

 Type of Agri–Business 

 

 

4.4.3  Reason for Engaging In Agri–Business 

The study sought to establish the reason for respondents engaging in Agri–business. The 

study findings indicate that of 28.6% the respondents had skills, 27.8% indicated lack of 

job, 20.0% of respondents availability of productive land, 15.9% of the respondents 

indicated access to fund while only 7.8% of respondents indicated county government 

participation. 
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Figure 4.4 

Reasons for Engaging In Agri–Business 
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4.4.4  Source of Funds 

The findings on the source of funds of the respondent showed that majority 41.2% of the 

respondents indicated own contribution, 30.6% indicated Uwezo fund, 24.5% indicated 

youth fund, 2.4% of the respondents indicated other source of fund. Those who specified 

their source of fund were only 1.2%. The results agree with those of Muthomi (2017) who 

showed that majority of the youth were considering venturing into agribusiness but were 

hindered by lack of credit among other things. The study showed that access to credit and 

agricultural input was the major challenge of youth participation in agribusiness in 

Kenya. 
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 Figure 4.5  

Source of Funds 

 

 

4.4.5  Attend Seminar to Increase the Skills 

The study findings on whether the respondent had attended seminar to increase the skill 

showed that majority 72.2% of the respondents indicated to have attended agri-business 

seminars increase the skill while 27.8% indicated to have not attended any agri-business 

seminars.  
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Figure 4.6  

Attend Seminar to Increase the Skills 

 

 

4.5  Descriptive Analysis Results 

4.5.1  Descriptive Results on Attitudes 

The study sought to assess influence of youth attitudes towards youth participation in 

Agri-business in Kericho County. The descriptive results are presented in Table 4.2. The 

findings indicate that a total of 55.9% of the respondents agreed that youths in Kericho 

County have the ability and willing to engage in Agri-business, 28.3% of the respondents 

disagreed while only 5.7% of respondents neither disagreed nor agreed with the 

statement. The mean value of 3.81 generally indicated that majority of the respondents 

agreed with this statement while a standard deviation of 1.46 shows low variation in 

responses.  

The largest proportion of the sample, 38.8% and mean of 3.06 agreed that youths in 

Kericho County have the innovative ideas required for Agri-business, 28.2% were not 

sure while 33.1% disagreed with the statement. There was low variation in the responses 
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to this statement as confirmed by a standard deviation of 0.85. On whether youth’s in this 

region have positive perceptions about agribusiness, 50.2% of the respondents with a 

mean value of 3.44 agreed, 22.0% disagreed while 27.8% of the respondents were not 

sure. Moreover, on whether willingness and ability plays a significant role for youth to 

engage in agribusiness, 71.9% of the respondents backed with a mean value of 3.88 

agreed, 17.1% disagreed while 11.0% of the respondents were not sure with the 

statement. The standard deviation value of 1.2 is an indication that there was a small 

variation in the responses given by the respondents. According to Salleh (2005), one must 

have a positive attitude before choosing to engage in certain entrepreneurial activities 

since the decision to abandon a certain ways of life of comfortable life is not easy to 

make.  

Those who agreed that the youths have a positive perception on agribusiness as 

alternative career choice and Overall attitude of the youth influences their engagement in 

agribusiness were 72.1% and 67.8% with mean values of 3.73 and 3.64 respectively. 

These results support those of Adesina and Favour (2016) whose analysis found that 

attitude of the youths was one of the key factors that significantly influenced youth 

engagement in agricultural activities. The study therefore recommended that efforts to 

involved youths in agriculture must start by changing their attitude towards farmings. 

On average, as shown by a mean value of 3.59, respondents agreed on statements on 

youth attitudes towards youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. This 

implies that respondents generally agreed that attitudes influence youth participation in 

Agri-business in Kericho County. The standard deviation of 1.19 serves to show a small 

variation in the responses given by the respondents. The results also agreed with Othman 

and Ishak (2009) who found that attitude is an important determinant of an individual’s 

success in entrepreneurship. Similarly, Salleh, (2002) found that youth attitude in 



48 

 

selecting a career have an impact on the unemployment issues. Robinson (2004) further 

argues that the study of attitudes is the best ways and approach of analyzing 

entrepreneurial ventures because it links individual’s characteristics and the ever 

changing people demands.  

Table 4.2:  

Descriptive Results for Attitudes 

Statements 
Strongly 

Disagree Disagree 
Neutra

l Agree 
Strongly 

Agree Mean 
Std 

Dev 

Youths in Kericho 

County have the ability 

and willing to engage in 

Agri-business. 11.0% 27.3% 5.7% 21.6% 34.3% 3.81 1.46 

Youths in Kericho 

County have the 

innovative ideas 

required for Agri-

business 0.0% 33.1% 
28.2

% 38.4% 0.4% 3.06 0.85 

Youth’s in this region 

have positive 

perceptions about 

agribusiness 5.7% 16.3% 
27.8

% 28.2% 22.0% 3.44 1.17 

Willingness and ability 

plays a significant role 

for youth to engage in 

agribusiness  5.3% 11.8% 
11.0

% 33.5% 38.4% 3.88 1.20 

Youths have a positive 

perception on 

agribusiness as 

alternative career 

choice 11.0% 5.3% 
21.6

% 23.3% 38.8% 3.73 1.32 

Overall attitude of the 

youth influences their 

engagement in 

agribusiness 5.3% 16.3% 
10.6

% 44.9% 22.9% 3.64 1.16 

Average  

     

3.59 1.19 

 

4.5.2  Descriptive Results on Access to Credit Facility 

The study sought to establish the influence of access to credit facility towards youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The descriptive results are presented in 
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Table 4.3. The findings showed that majority of the respondents, 55.9% and mean value 

of 3.7 agreed that the youths in Kericho County have access to loans from commercial 

banks to finance their agri-business projects, 28.7% disagreed while only 5.3% were 

neutral with statement. A standard deviation of 1.47 shows relatively small variation on 

the responses provided to the statement. Similarly, 57.6% of the respondents supported by 

a mean of 3.94 agreed that the youths in Kericho County have access to loans from 

Saccos to finance their agri-business projects, 19.0% were not sure with the statement 

while 23.5% of the respondents disagreed. The results agree with those of Muthomi 

(2017) who showed that majority of the youth were considering venturing into 

agribusiness but were hindered by lack of credit among other things. The study showed 

that access to credit and agricultural input was the major challenge of youth participation 

in agribusiness in Kenya. 

On whether youths in Kericho County have access to social capital to finance their agri-

business projects, 60.2% of the respondents representing mean value of 3.75 agreed, a 

total of 21.6% disagreed while 28.2% of respondents were not sure with the statement. 

These assertions have been supported by Fletcher and Kenney (2011) who argued by lack 

of credit among the young people is the hindering factors that prevent many of them to 

engage in agribusiness activities. According to the author institutions that are supposed to 

finance young people see them as risks and their lack of adequate collateral further 

worsens the situation.  

The respondents who agreed that access to credit influences their engagement in 

agribusiness were 72.3% with a mean value of 4.89, 11.0% were not sure while 16.7% 

disagreed. Lastly, 50.2% of the respondents and a mean of 3.75 agreed that youths are 

unable to borrow and strengthen their investment position in agricultural production 

process while 21.6% disagreed. Those who were neutral were 28.2%. The mean average 
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of 4.01 indicates that respondents agreed on most statements of access to credit facility. 

The variation in the responses was also small as indicated by standard deviation of 1.16. 

The study findings are consistent with study by Brooks (2013) who revealed that allowing 

alternative forms of collateral's could help ease the credit market for the youth. According 

to Gemma (2013) availability of credit improve the chance of the young people engaging 

in business activities as alternative source of livelihood. These assertions have been 

supported by Fletcher and Kenney (2011) who argued by lack of credit among the young 

people is the hindering factors that prevent many of them to engage in agribusiness 

activities. According to the author institutions that are supposed to finance young people 

see them as risks and their lack of adequate collateral further worsens the situation. 

Table 4.3:  

Descriptive Access to Credit Facility 

Statements 
Strongly 

disagree 
Disagre

e 
Neutra

l Agree 
Strongl

y agree mean 
Std 

Dev 

Youths in Kericho 

County have access to 

loans from commercial 

banks to finance their 

agri-business projects  11.4% 27.3% 5.3% 21.6% 34.3% 3.70 1.47 

Youths in Kericho 

County have access to 

loans from SACCOS to 

finance their agri-

business projects 10.0% 13.5% 19.0% 37.6% 20.0% 3.94 0.84 

Youths in Kericho 

County have access to 

social capital to finance 

their agri-business 

projects 5.3% 16.3% 28.2% 28.2% 22.0% 3.75 1.16 

Access to credit 

influences their 

engagement in 

agribusiness 5.3% 11.4% 11.0% 33.9% 38.4% 4.89 1.19 

Youths are unable to 

borrow and strengthen 

their investment position 

in agricultural 

production process 5.3% 16.3% 28.2% 28.2% 22.0% 3.75 1.16 
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Average 

     

4.01 1.16 

 

4.5.3  Descriptive Results for Access to Land 

The third objective of the study was to examine influence of access to land towards youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The descriptive results are presented in 

Table 4.4. The findings indicated that the respondents who agreed that land ownership 

was a major factor that influences youth engaged in agribusiness were 72.1%, 16.3% 

disagreed while 21.6% were not sure with the statement. On whether the Majority of the 

youths in this region do not own land, 64.3% of the respondents agreed with statement 

while 5.7% of the respondents were not sure and 22.0% disagreed. 61.2% of the 

respondents agreed that because of land subdivision youths in this region are unable to 

engage in meaningful agribusiness projects, 27.3% of the respondents disagreed with the 

statement while 11.4% were not sure. Sharma (2010) also argues that practicing 

agriculture is small farm is very expensive and most times the produce from small farm 

are usually very small that cannot help the farmers to make their needs meet. 

The majority 67.4% of the respondents agreed that youths have small or no piece of land 

which influences their participation in agribusiness projects, 21.6% of the respondents 

disagreed with the statement while 11.0% were not sure. On whether terrain and location 

of land far from road network influences youth’s participation in agribusiness projects, 

66.7% of the respondents agreed while only 16.3% disagreed and 26.9% of the 

respondents were not sure. Lastly on whether land prices are high for youths to afford in 

the county, the majority 93.5% of the respondents agreed while 6.1% of the respondents 

were not sure. Gichimu and Njeru (2014) study also showed that many youths were 

willing to engage in agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which include lack 

of land and credit to finance their startups. The study recommended that engaging youths 
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in agribusiness was among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving 

food security.   

According to Justine (2011) land still remains the ownership of their parents. Some of 

them that have been subdivided land by their parents end up with very small pieces of 

land that cannot support any meaningful investments. Sharma (2010) argues that 

practicing agriculture is small farm is very expensive and most times the produce from 

small farm are usually very small that cannot help the farmers to make their needs meet. 

Tafere and Woldenhanna (2014) also pointed out that the issues surrounding land 

ownership are so critical and youths don’t have the rights of ownership of land. 

According to the report by World Bank (2014) majority of youths are unemployed and 

cannot afford to pay high prices attached to buying land. This lack of access to lands has 

led to majority of the young people to shy away from engaging in agribusinesses and 

resort to seeking for white collar jobs in urban centres which are not forthcoming.  

Table 4.4:  

Descriptive Results on Access to Land 

Statements 
Strongly 

disagree 
Disagr

ee Neutral Agree 
Strongl

y agree Mean 
Std 

Dev 

Land ownership is a 

major factors that 

influences youth 

engaged in agribusiness  11.0% 5.3% 21.6% 22.9% 39.2% 3.74 1.32 

Majority of the youths 

in this region do not 

own land  5.7% 16.3% 5.7% 38.8% 33.5% 3.78 1.23 

Because of land 

subdivision youths in 

this region are unable to 

engage in meaningful 

agribusiness projects 0.4% 26.9% 11.4% 44.9% 16.3% 3.50 1.07 

Youths have small or 

no piece of land which 

influences their 

participation in 

agribusiness projects  21.2% 0.4% 11.0% 44.5% 22.9% 3.47 1.41 
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terrain and location  of 

land far from road 

network influences 

youths participation in 

agribusiness projects  11.0% 5.3% 26.9% 29.4% 27.3% 3.57 1.25 

Land prices are high for 

youths to afford in the 

County 0.4% 0.0% 6.1% 54.7% 38.8% 4.31 0.62 

Average 

     

3.73 1.15 

 

4.5.4  Descriptive Results on Perceived Benefits 

The study sought to test the effect of perceived benefits on youth participation in Agri-

business in Kericho County. The study asked the respondents whether revenue from 

agribusiness has impact on youth participation in agribusiness, the statement had a mean 

of 3.7 which implied that respondents agreed and strongly agreed. On whether youth 

perceive agribusiness as adequate source of income, the results showed that respondents 

agreed as shown by the largest proportion of the sample, 44.5% and mean of 3.88.  There 

was a small variation in the responses that were provided to this statement as denoted by a 

standard deviation of 0.89.   

The study further sought to find out whether youths perceive agribusiness to be costly 

ventures. The findings showed that the largest percentage of respondents agreed (44.9%) 

and strongly agreed (16.3%) with a mean value of 3.81. There was also a small variation 

in the responses that were provided to this statement as denoted by a standard deviation of 

1.25. The findings also showed that respondent as shown by mean of 3.5 agreed that 

agribusiness elevates one social status and finally majority agreed that youths in Kericho 

County have a good perception about agribusiness.  

The findings on average as represented by a mean of 3.79 implied that perceived benefits 

clearly influenced youth participation in agribusiness. The results of this study concur 
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with those of Njeru et al.,(2015) carried out a research to investigate how the perception 

of youth influences their participation in agribusiness. The study included youths in 

agribusiness groups as the study population and used questionnaires to collect data.  

Table 4.5:  

Descriptive Results Perceived Benefits 

Statements 

Strongly 

disagree Disagree Neutral Agree 

Strongly 

agree 

Mean  Std 

Dev 

Revenue from 

agribusiness has 

impact on youth 

participation in 

agribusiness   21.2% 0.4% 11.0% 44.5% 22.9% 3.88 0.89 

Youth perceive 

agribusiness as 

adequate source of 

income 11.0% 5.3% 26.9% 29.4% 27.3% 3.74 1.12 

Youths perceive 

agribusiness to a 

costly ventures  0.4% 26.9% 11.4% 44.9% 16.3% 3.81 1.25 

Agribusiness 

elevates one social 

status   11.0% 5.3% 21.6% 22.9% 39.2% 3.5 0.91 

Youths in Kericho 

County have a good 

perception about 

agribusiness  5.7% 16.3% 5.7% 38.8% 33.5% 4.02 0.82 

Average            3.79 0.99 

 

4.5.5  Level of Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

The study sought to determine whether youths participate in agribusiness in Kericho 

County in Kenya. Binary outcomes of participation and non-participation were thus 

obtained as shown in table 4.6. The result indicated 92.7% of the interviewed youths 

indicated they participated in agribusiness in one way or the other. These results findings 

are inconsistent with a study by Shamah et al (2010) that revealed lack of recognition of 
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potential agribusiness as career choice among the youth has negatively impacted on their 

participation in agribusiness. 

Table 4.6:  

Level of Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

Agribusiness Participation Frequency Percent 

Not Participating 18 7.3 

Participating 227 92.7 

Total 245 100 

 

To measure the level of youth participation in agribusiness in Kericho County in Kenya, 

respondents were required to respond to various statements based on a scale of 1-5. The 

descriptive results are presented in Table 4.7. Out of the 245 respondents who took part in 

the study, those who indicated that majority of youth in the region engage in 

agribusinesses to high extent were 39.8%, 28.2% indicated to moderate extent while 

22.0% indicated to a low extend. The majority 34.5% indicated that the number of 

agribusiness owned by youth has been increasing in the recent past to high extent, 33.5% 

indicated moderate extend while 32.2% indicated to a low extend.  

The respondents who indicated that youths in this region consider agribusiness as a viable 

employment opportunity to high extend were 39.2%, 27.8% indicated to moderate extent 

while 33.0% indicated to low extend. Those who indicated that the majority youth in the 

region aspire to venture into agribusiness to high extend were 50.3%, 22.4% indicated to 

moderate extent while 27.3% indicated to low extend. Lastly on whether the youth in the 

region have a positive perception about agribusiness, 55.5% indicated to high extend, 

22.0% indicated low extend while 22.5% also indicated to moderate extent. 
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The overall mean of 3.27 indicated a moderate extent with on statements of youth 

participation in agribusiness in Kericho County in Kenya. The variation in the responses 

was also small as indicated by the standard deviation of 1.12.Most of the youth are 

unaware that agriculture is a viable business. These results findings are consistent with a 

study by Shamah et al. (2010) that revealed lack of recognition of potential agribusiness 

as career choice among the youth has negatively impacted on their participation in 

agribusiness. 

Table 4.7:  

Descriptive Results on Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

 

Very 

Low 

Extent 
Low 

Extent 
Moderate 

Extent 
High 

Extent 

Very 

High 

Extent Mean 
Std 

Dev 
Majority of youth in 

this region engage in 

agribusinesses 15.3% 16.7% 28.2% 27.8% 12.0% 3.24 1.16 
Number of agribusiness 

owned by youth has 

been increasing in the 

recent past  10.0% 22.2% 33.5% 28.6% 5.7% 2.98 0.81 
Youths in this region 

consider agribusiness as 

a viable employment 

opportunity  11.0% 22.0% 27.8% 17.2% 22.0% 3.17 1.30 
Majority of region in 

this aspire to venture 

into agribusiness 15.3% 12.0% 22.4% 44.5% 5.7% 3.23 1.03 
Youth in this region 

have a positive 

perception about 

agribusiness  11.0% 11.4% 22.0% 16.7% 38.8% 3.72 1.20 

Average 

     

3.27 1.10 

 

4.6  Correlation Analysis 

4.6.1  Correlation Results on Attitudes and Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

The findings showed that attitude and youth participation in agribusiness had Pearson 

correlation of value r=0.625, p=0.000 which revealed that attitudes had a strong and 
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positive association with youth participation in agribusinesses. The findings are consistent 

with an argument by Baah (2015) who argued that attitude plays a significant role in 

determining individuals’ excellence in any fields and all other walks of life.  The study 

finding supports those of Salleh (2005) further argues that one must have a positive 

attitude before choosing to engage in certain entrepreneurial activities since the decision 

to abandon a certain ways of life of comfortable life is not easy to make. Hisrich (2008) 

on the other hand also argues that it requires huge sacrifices to educated people to venture 

into agribusiness since they need to think about the future of their dependence and the 

society at large before making their choices.  These results support those of Adesina and 

Favour (2016) whose analysis found that attitude of the youths was one of the key factors 

that significantly influenced youth engagement in agricultural activities.  

Table 4.8:  

Correlation Results on Attitudes and Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

 Attitude Youth 

Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Attitude 

Pearson Correlation 1 .625
**

 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .000 

N 245 245 

Youth Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Pearson Correlation .625
**

 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000  

N 245 245 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 

4.6.2  Correlation Results on Access to Credit Facility and Youth Participation in 

Agribusiness 

The findings showed that access to credit facility and youth participation in agribusiness 

had Pearson correlation of value r=0.630, p=0.000 which showed that access to credit 

facility had a strong and positive association with youth participation in agribusinesses. 

The study findings are consistent with study by Brooks (2013) who revealed that allowing 
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alternative forms of collateral's could help ease the credit market for the youths. 

According to Gemma (2013) availability of credit improve the chance of the young 

people engaging in business activities as alternative source of livelihood. These assertions 

have been supported by Fletcher and Kenney (2011) who argued by lack of credit among 

the young people is the hindering factors that prevent many of them to engage in 

agribusiness activities. According to the author institutions that are supposed to finance 

young people see them as risks and their lack of adequate collateral further worsens the 

situation. The results agree with those of Muthomi (2017) who showed that majority of 

the youth were considering venturing into agribusiness but were hindered by lack of 

credit among other things. The study showed that access to credit and agricultural input 

was the major challenge of youth participation in agribusiness in Kenya. 

Table 4.9:  

Correlation Results on Access to Credit Facility and Youth Participation in 

Agribusiness 

 Access to Credit 

Facility 

 Youth 

Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Access to Credit Facility 

Pearson Correlation 1 .630
**

 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .000 

N 245 245 

Youth Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Pearson Correlation .630
**

 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000  

N 245 245 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 

4.6.3  Correlation Results on Access to Land and Youth Participation in 

Agribusiness 

The findings showed that access to land and youth participation in agribusiness had 

Pearson correlation of value r=0.602, p=0.000 which established that access to land had a 

strong and positive association with youth participation in agribusinesses. These results 

findings are consistent Justine (2011) who found that youths access to land still remains 
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the ownership of their parents. Some of them that have been subdivided land by their 

parents end up with very small pieces of land that cannot support any meaningful 

investments. Sharma (2010) argues that practicing agriculture is small farm is very 

expensive and most times the produce from small farm are usually very small that cannot 

help the farmers to make their needs meet.  

The study finding agrees with those of Tafere and Woldenhanna (2014) also pointed out 

that the issues surrounding land ownership are so critical and youths don’t have the rights 

of ownership of land. According to the report by World Bank (2014) majority of youths 

are unemployed and cannot afford to pay high prices attached to buying land. This lack of 

access to lands has led to majority of the young people to shy away from engaging in 

agribusinesses and resort to seeking for white collar jobs in urban centres which are not 

forthcoming. Gichimu and Njeru (2014) study showed that many youths were willing to 

engage in agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which include lack of land 

and credit to finance their startups. The study recommended that engaging youths in 

agribusiness was among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving 

food security.   

Table 4.10: 

 Correlation Results on Access to Land and Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

 Access to land Youth Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Access to land 

Pearson Correlation 1 .602
**

 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .000 

N 245 245 

Youth Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Pearson Correlation .602
**

 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000  

N 245 245 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 
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4.6.4  Correlation Results on Perceived Benefits and Youth Participation in 

Agribusiness 

The findings showed that perceived benefits and youth participation in agribusiness had 

Pearson correlation of value r=0.649, p=0.000 which indicated that perceived benefits 

similarly had a strong and positive association with youth participation in agribusinesses. 

Because of the poor perception and attitudes, agriculture has been left for the elderly in 

rural areas and uneducated which lead to poor performance of the agricultural sector 

(MoFA, 2011). Carolan (2006) also found that poor perception towards agriculture by the 

youth can also be attributed to the fact that most young people who engage in agricultural 

activities lack motivation to acquires the skills of agribusiness for reasons of not having 

lands of their own hence settling for working for other farmers.  

Table 4.11: 

 Correlation Results on Perceived Benefits and Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

 Perceived 

Benefits 

Youth 

Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Perceived Benefits 

Pearson Correlation 1 .649
**

 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .000 

N 245 245 

Youth Participation In 

Agribusiness 

Pearson Correlation .649
**

 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000  

N 245 245 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

 

4.6.5  Overall Correlation Analysis 

The study also carried out correlation analysis for all the independent variables to 

establish their association with dependent variable (youth participation in agribusiness) at 

5% level of significance. The findings are presented in table 4.13.  
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Table 4.12: 

 Correlation Tests Results 

    Attitudes 

Access 

To 

Credit 

Facility 

Access 

to land 

Perceived 

Benefits  

Youth 

participation 

Attitudes 

Pearson 

Correlation 1     

Access To Credit 

Facility 

Pearson 

Correlation .470** 1    

Access to land 

Pearson 

Correlation .389** .234** 1   

Perceived 

Benefits  

Pearson 

Correlation .581** .438** 0.252** 1  

Youth 

participation 

Pearson 

Correlation 0.528* 0.444* 0.502** 0.672** 1 

  N 245 245 245 245 245 

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).   

 

The finding in Table 4.13 indicated that the correlation between attitudes and youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County was 0.528 with a corresponding p value 

of 0.000. The results implied that attitudes had a positive and significant correlation with 

youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. This implies that an improvement 

in the indicators of attitudes positively leads to an increase in youth participation in Agri-

business in Kericho County. The findings further indicated that the correlation between 

access to credit facility and youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County was 

positive and significant (R=0.444, Sig = 0.002). The study findings also indicated that the 

correlation between access to land and youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho 

County was positive and significant (R=0.502, Sig = 0.000). The study findings also 
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indicated that the correlation between perceived benefits and youth participation in Agri-

business in Kericho County was positive and significant (R=0.672, Sig = 0.000).  

4.7  Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression 

The study employed uni-variate binary logistics regression to test the effect of attitudes, 

access to credit, access to land and perceived benefits on the extent on youth participation 

in agriculture. The choice of this model was based on the fact that the dependent variables 

were categorical.     

4.7.1  Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Attitudes and Youth 

Participation in Agribusiness 

This section presents the findings of uni-variate binary logistics regression analysis 

between attitudes and youth agribusiness participation in agriculture. According to the 

findings in table 4.13, attitudes accounted for 79.9% (Nagelkerke R Square = 0.799)of the 

variation in youth agribusiness participation. The regression coefficients of β = 8.182, 

p=0.000 established that attitudes had a positive and significant influence on youth 

agribusiness participation. The study further revealed that positive attitude would result to 

increase in youth agribusiness participation. The odds ratio of Exp (B) = 35.763 indicated 

that youths with positive attitude were 35.763 more likely to engage in agribusiness. The 

findings are consistent with an argument by Baah (2015) who argued that attitude plays a 

significant role in determining individuals’ excellence in any fields and all other walks of 

life.  

The study finding supports those of Salleh (2005) further argues that one must have a 

positive attitude before choosing to engage in certain entrepreneurial activities since the 

decision to abandon a certain ways of life of comfortable life is not easy to make. Hisrich 

(2008) on the other hand also argues that it requires huge sacrifices to educated people to 
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venture into agribusiness since they need to think about the future of their dependence 

and the society at large before making their choices. These results support those of 

Adesina and Favour (2016) whose analysis found that attitude of the youths was one of 

the key factors that significantly influenced youth engagement in agricultural activities. 

The study therefore recommended that efforts to involved youths in agriculture must start 

by changing their attitude towards farming. 

Table 4.13: 

 Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Attitudes and Youth Participation in 

Agribusiness 

    B S.E. Wald Sig. 

Exp 

(B) 

Coefficients Attitude 8.182 1.961 17.417 0.000 35.763 

 Constant 31.132 7.988 15.19 0.000 0.000 

       

Model 

Summary -2 Log likelihood 31.854a     

 

Cox & Snell R 

Square 0.326     

  

Nagelkerke R 

Square 0.799         

a Variable(s) entered on step 1: Attitude.    

 

4.7.2  Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Access to Credit Facility and 

Youth Participation in Agribusiness 

This section presents the findings of uni-variate binary logistics regression analysis 

between access to credit facility and youth agribusiness participation in agriculture. 

According to the findings, access to credit facility accounted for 53.1% (Nagelkerke R 

Square = 0.531)of the variation in youth agribusiness participation. The regression 

coefficients of β = 5.111, p=0.000 indicated that access to credit facility had a positive 

and significant influence on youth agribusiness participation. The study further revealed 

that increase in access to credit facility would result to increase in youth agribusiness 
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participation. The odds ratio of Exp (B) = 16.57 indicated that youths with access to 

credit facility were 16.57 more likely to engage in agribusiness.   

The study findings are consistent with Fletcher and Kenney (2011) who argued by lack of 

credit among the young people is the hindering factors that prevent many of them to 

engage in agribusiness activities. According to the author institutions that are supposed to 

finance young people see them as risks and their lack of adequate collateral further 

worsens the situation. Brooks (2013) contributed to this discourse by arguing that 

financial institutions should allow for many forms of collaterals to solve the problem of 

youth being unable to access credit from commercial banks. A report by FAO (2010) 

showed that financial institutions are increasing showing interest in supporting 

agricultural activities. The results agree with those of Muthomi (2017) who showed that 

majority of the youth were considering venturing into agribusiness but were hindered by 

lack of credit among other things. The study showed that access to credit and agricultural 

input was the major challenge of youth participation in agribusiness in Kenya. 

Table 4.14: 

 Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Access to Credit Facility and Youth 

Participation in Agribusiness 

    B S.E. Wald Sig. Exp(B) 

Coefficients 

Access to Credit 

Facility 5.111 0.998 26.207 0.000 16.57 

 Constant 18.767 4.092 21.031 0.000 0.000 

       

Model 

Summary -2 Log likelihood 68.748a     

 Cox & Snell R Square 0.217     

  Nagelkerke R Square 0.531         

a Variable(s) entered on step 1:  Access to Credit Facility.  
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4.7.3  Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Access to Land and Youth 

Participation in Agribusiness 

This section presents the findings of uni-variate binary logistics regression analysis 

between access to land and youth agribusiness participation in agriculture. According to 

the findings, access to land accounted for 59.2% (Nagelkerke R-Square = 0.592)of the 

variation in youth agribusiness participation. The regression coefficients of β = 5.106, 

p=0.000 demonstrated that access to land had a positive and significant influence on 

youth agribusiness participation. The study further revealed that increase in access to land 

facility would result to increase in youth agribusiness participation. The odds ratio of Exp 

(B) = 16.039 indicated that youths with access to land were 35.763 more likely to engage 

in agribusiness.  This study supports those of Justine (2011) youths access to land still 

remains the ownership of their parents. Some of them that have been subdivided land by 

their parents end up with very small pieces of land that cannot support any meaningful 

investments. Sharma (2010) argues that practicing agriculture is small farm is very 

expensive and most times the produce from small farm are usually very small that cannot 

help the farmers to make their needs meet. 

Similalry Tafere and Woldenhanna (2014) pointed out that the issues surrounding land 

ownership are so critical and youths don’t have the rights of ownership of land. 

According to the report by World Bank (2014) majority of youths are unemployed and 

cannot afford to pay high prices attached to buying land. This lack of access to lands has 

led to majority of the young people to shy away from engaging in agribusinesses and 

resort to seeking for white collar jobs in urban centres which are not forthcoming. 

Gichimu and Njeru (2014) study showed that many youths were willing to engage in 

agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which include lack of land and credit to 
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finance their startups. The study recommended that engaging youths in agribusiness was 

among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving food security.   

 

Table 4.15:  

Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Access to Land and Youth Participation in 

Agribusiness 

    

 

B S.E. Wald Sig. 

Exp 

(B) 

Coefficients Access to land  5.106 0.956 28.535 0.000 16.039 

 Constant  18.87 3.955 22.767 0.000 0.000 

        

Model 

Summary 

-2 Log 

likelihood 

 

60.825a     

 

Cox & Snell R 

Square 

 

0.242     

  

Nagelkerke R 

Square 

 

0.592         

 a Variable(s) entered on step 1: Access to land.   

 

4.7.4  Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Perceived Benefits and Youth 

Participation in Agribusiness 

This section presents the findings of uni-variate binary logistics regression analysis 

between perceived benefits and youth agribusiness participation in agriculture. According 

to the findings, perceived benefits accounted for 63.9% (Nagelkerke R-Square = 0.639)of 

the variation in youths agribusiness participation. The regression coefficients of β = 

5.106, p=0.000 revealed that perceived benefits had a positive and significant influence 

on youth agribusiness participation. The study further revealed that increase in perceived 

benefits would result to increase in youth agribusiness participation. The odds ratio of 

Exp (B) = 66.866 indicated that youths with high perceived benefits were 66.866 more 

likely to engage in agribusiness.  The results of this study concurs with those of Njeru and 

Carolan (2006) also found that poor perception towards agriculture by the youth can also 
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be attributed to the fact that most young people who engage in agricultural activities lack 

motivation to acquires the skills of agribusiness for reasons of not having lands of their 

own hence settling for working for other farmers.  

Table 4.16: 

Uni-variate Binary Logistics Regression on Perceived Benefits and Youth Participation 

in Agribusiness 

    B S.E. Wald Sig. Exp(B) 

Coefficients Perceived Benefits 6.505 1.274 26.073 0.000 66.866 

 Constant 24.664 5.236 22.186 0.000 0.000 

       

Model 

Summary -2 Log likelihood 54.487a     

 

Cox & Snell R 

Square 0.261     

  

Nagelkerke R 

Square 0.639         

a Variable(s) entered on step 1:  Perceived Benefits.  

 

4.7.5  Multivariate Binary Logistics Regression Analysis 

This section presents the findings of multivariate binary logistics regression analysis 

between attitude, access to credit facility, access to land, perceived benefits and youth 

agribusiness participation in agriculture. According to the findings, attitude, access to 

credit facility, access to land, perceived benefits accounted for 82.0% (Nagelkerke R-

Square = 0.820)of the variation in youths agribusiness participation.  

Table 4.17: 

 Multivariate Binary Logistics Regression on Perceived Benefits and Youth 

Participation in Agribusiness 

    B S.E. Wald Sig. Exp (B) 

Coefficients Attitude 5.720 2.06 7.709 0.005 30.504 

 

Access to Credit 

Facility 0.613 1.687 3.132 0.021 1.846 

 Access to land 0.782 1.415 3.305 0.016 2.185 

 Perceived Benefits 1.734 1.656 3.097 0.029 5.666 

 Constant 34.268 8.449 16.449 0.000 0.000 
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Model 

Summary -2 Log likelihood 28.746a     

 

Cox & Snell R 

Square 0.335     

  Nagelkerke R Square 0.82         

a Variable(s) entered on step 1: Attitude, Access to Credit Facility,  Access to land,  

Perceived Benefits. 

In the multivariate binary logistics regression model, attitudes had regression coefficients 

of β = 5.720, p=0.005 indicated that attitudes had a positive and significant influence on 

youth agribusiness participation. The study further revealed that positive attitude would 

result to increase in youth agribusiness participation. The odds ratio of Exp (B) = 30.504 

indicated that youths with positive attitude were 30.504 more likely to engage in 

agribusiness. The failed to reject HA1: Youth attitudes significantly influence youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County.  

The findings are consistent with an argument by Baah (2015) who argued that attitude 

plays a significant role in determining individuals’ excellence in any fields and all other 

walks of life.  The study finding supports those of Salleh (2005) further argues that one 

must have a positive attitude before choosing to engage in certain entrepreneurial 

activities since the decision to abandon a certain ways of life of comfortable life is not 

easy to make. Hisrich (2008) on the other hand also argues that it requires huge sacrifices 

to educated people to venture into agribusiness since they need to think about the future 

of their dependence and the society at large before making their choices. These results 

support those of Adesina and Favour (2016) whose analysis found that attitude of the 

youths was one of the key factors that significantly influenced youth engagement in 

agricultural activities. The study therefore recommended that efforts to involved youths in 

agriculture must start by changing their attitude towards farming. 
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Credit facility had regression coefficients of β = 0.613, p=0.021 showed that access to 

credit facility had a positive and significant influence on youth agribusiness participation. 

The study further revealed that increase in access to credit facility would result to increase 

in youth agribusiness participation. The odds ratio of Exp (B) = 1.846 indicated that 

youths with access to credit facility were 1.846 more likely to engage in agribusiness. The 

study failed to reject HA2: Access to credit facility significantly influences youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County.  

These assertions have been supported by Fletcher and Kenney (2011) who argued by lack 

of credit among the young people is the hindering factors that prevent many of them to 

engage in agribusiness activities. According to the author institutions that are supposed to 

finance young people see them as risks and their lack of adequate collateral further 

worsens the situation. Brooks (2013) contributed to this discourse by arguing that 

financial institutions should allow for many forms of collaterals to solve the problem of 

youth being unable to access credit from commercial banks. A report by FAO (2014) 

showed that financial institutions are increasing showing interest in supporting 

agricultural activities. The results agree with those of Muthomi (2017) who showed that 

majority of the youth were considering venturing into agribusiness but were hindered by 

lack of credit among other things. The study showed that access to credit and agricultural 

input was the major challenge of youth participation in agribusiness in Kenya. 

Access to land had regression coefficients of β = 0.782, p=0.016 demonstrated that access 

to land had a positive and significant influence on youth agribusiness participation. The 

study further revealed that increase in access to land would result to increase in youth 

agribusiness participation. The odds ratio of Exp (B) = 2.185 indicated that youths with 

access to land were 2.185 more likely to engage in agribusiness. Study failed to reject 

HA3: Access to land significantly influences youth participation in Agri-business in 
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Kericho County. According to Justine (2011) youths access to land still remains the 

ownership of their parents. Some of them that have been subdivided land by their parents 

end up with very small pieces of land that cannot support any meaningful investments. 

Sharma (2010) argues that practicing agriculture is small farm is very expensive and most 

times the produce from small farm are usually very small that cannot help the farmers to 

make their needs meet. Gichimu and Njeru (2014) study showed that many youths were 

willing to engage in agribusiness activities but faced a lot of obstacles which include lack 

of land and credit to finance their startups. The study recommended that engaging youths 

in agribusiness was among the ways of reducing employment, crime rates and achieving 

food security.   

The perceived benefits had regression coefficients of β = 1.734, p=0.029 revealed that 

perceived benefits had a positive and significant influence on youth agribusiness 

participation. The study further revealed that increase in perceived benefits would result 

to increase in youth agribusiness participation. The odds ratio of Exp (B) = 5.666 

indicated that youths with high perceived benefits were 66.866 more likely to engage in 

agribusiness. The study failed to reject HA4: perceived benefits significantly influence 

youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The results of this study concurs 

with those of  Njeru et al. (2015) who showed that majority of the respondents agreed that 

perceived benefits influence their youth’s participation in agribusiness. The youth are not 

willing to take on agriculture as their main occupation because they have a negative 

perception about farming. Carolan (2006) also found that poor perception towards 

agriculture by the youth can also be attributed to the fact that most young people who 

engage in agricultural activities lack motivation to acquires the skills of agribusiness for 

reasons of not having lands of their own hence settling for working for other farmers.  
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CHAPTER FIVE 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1  Introduction 

This chapter presents the summary of the findings, conclusion made based on the finding 

and recommendation for practice and policy formulation. The summary of the findings 

was done based on the specific objectives while conclusion and recommendations were 

specifically derived from the findings.  

5.2  Summary of Findings 

The study sought to analyze the assessment of factors influencing youth participation in 

Agri-business in Kericho County. This section presents the summary of findings. The 

summary has been presented per objectives of the study. Both the descriptive and 

inferential results have been indicated. 

5.2.1  Youth Attitudes and Youth Participation in Agri-Business 

The first objective of the study was to assess influence of youth attitudes towards youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. Descriptive findings indicated that 

majority of the respondents agreed that youth attitudes influence youth participation in 

agribusiness in Kericho county. In this regard, respondents agreed that having the ability 

and willingness to engage in Agri-business, having the innovative ideas required for Agri-

business and having positive perceptions about agribusiness influence youth participation 

in agribusiness. Inferential statistics of correlation analysis revealed a positive and 

significant correlation between youth attitudes and youth participation in Agri-business in 

Kericho County. The regression results also revealed a positive and significant 

relationship youth attitudes and youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. 
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5.2.2  Access to Credit Facility and Youth Participation in Agri-Business 

The second objective of the study was to establish the influence of access to credit facility 

on youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. From descriptive results, 

majority of the respondents agreed with various statements on access to credit facility 

hence implied that access to credit facility influences youth participation in agribusiness 

in Kericho county. Correlation analysis results showed that there was a positive and 

significant correlation between access to credit facility and youth participation in Agri-

business in Kericho County. The regression results further revealed that access to credit 

facility affect youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County positively and 

significantly. Accordingly, positive change in access to credit facilities by youth through 

access to loans from commercial banks, access to loans from SACCOs and access to 

social capital to finance agri-business projects would increase participation in 

agribusiness.  

5.2.3  Access to Land and Youth Participation in Agri-Business 

The third objective of the study was to examine influence of access to land towards youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. Descriptive findings indicated that 

majority of the respondents agreed that access to land influence youth participation in 

agribusiness in Kericho county. In this regard, respondents agreed that land ownership, 

suitable land terrain and location and affordable land prices influence youth participation 

in agribusiness in Kericho County. Correlation findings of the study also indicated that 

there was a positive and significant correlation between access to land and youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The regression result further showed 

access to land affect youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County positively 

and significantly.  
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5.2.4  Perceived Benefits and Youth Participation in Agri-Business 

The fourth objective of the study was to establish the influence of perceived benefits on 

youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. From descriptive results, 

majority of the respondents agreed with various statements on perceived benefits hence 

on average perceived benefits was found to influence youth participation in agribusiness 

in Kericho County. Correlation analysis results showed that the association between 

perceived benefits and youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County was 

positive and significant. This implies that an improvement in the indicators of perceived 

benefits positively leads to an increase in youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho 

County.  

5.3  Conclusions 

The study made conclusions per objective based on the summary findings. The 

conclusions enabled the study to come up with the recommendations. The study 

concluded that attitudes positively and significantly influence youth participation in Agri-

business in Kericho County. In this regard, the study concluded that there is a favourable 

tendency of youth in Kericho County to participate in agribusiness activities if they 

perceive them to be economical, more remunerative as well as profitable with better 

interventions to make agribusiness enterprises more lucrative. Moreover, the study 

concluded that youth’s ability and willingness to engage in Agri-business, innovative 

ideas, driving youth to have positive perceptions about agribusiness would lead to a 

significant increase in youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County.  

 

The study also concluded that access to credit facility had a positive and significant effect 

on youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. This shows that an increase in 
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access to credit facility practices such access to loans from commercial banks, access to 

loans from SACCOs to finance their agri-business projects and access to social capital to 

finance their agri-business projects leads to a significant increase youth participation in 

Agri-business in Kericho County. 

The study further concluded that access to land was positively and significantly related 

with youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County, which implies that an 

increase in access to land leads to a positive and significant influence on youth 

participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The available land was found to be 

inadequate for the youth to participate in profitable agricultural activities, with the size of 

land limited due excessive fragmentation. This had a negative effect on youth 

participation in agricultural activities. Accordingly, an improvement in laws allowing 

youth to own their own land and affordable land prices would increase the youth 

participation in agribusiness in Kericho County.  

The study finally concludes that perceived benefits positively and significantly influences 

youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. Accordingly, youth in Kericho 

county were generally found to have positive perception on agribusiness venture. In this 

regard, an improvement in the indicators of perceived benefits positively would increase 

youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. The positive perception of 

benefits was indicated by the youth considering venturing into agriculture as being 

profitable as well as the perception that agriculture constitutes an important sector in 

Kenya’s economy. 
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5.4  Recommendations of the Study 

5.4.1  Attitudes 

The study recommends that Kericho County government to invest more in campaigns to 

change the youth attitudes towards agribusiness to enhance the ability and willingness of 

young people to engage in Agri-business, tapping youths’ innovative required Agri-

business ideas, ensuring the youths in the study region have positive perceptions about 

agribusiness and ensuring that youths have a positive perception on agribusiness as 

alternative career choice as they increase youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho 

County. 

5.4.2  Access to Credit Facility 

The study further recommends that Kericho County government to increase their 

investment in youth access to credit facility activities such as ensuring that youths can 

access loans from commercial banks to finance their agri-business projects, ensuring that 

youths can access to loans from Saccos to finance their agri-business projects easily and 

ensuring that youth can access to social capital to finance their agri-business projects as 

these activities increases youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. 

5.4.3  Access to Land 

The study established that Youths have small or no piece of land which influences their 

participation in agribusiness projects. The study therefore recommended County 

Government and all other stakeholders in youth programs should start initiative to ensure 

youth have access to land to start and run their agribusiness activities.  The study further 

established that because of land subdivision youths in this region are unable to engage in 

meaningful agribusiness projects. The study recommended that programs should be 
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initiated to campaign against land subdivision so that land is available for agriculture 

purposes where youth can lease and engage in agribusiness.  

5.4.4  Perceived Benefits 

The study established that perceived benefits play a significant role in enhancing youth 

participation in agribusiness in Kericho County. The study therefore recommends that the 

county government should invest in activities that will enable change in perception 

among the youths on agribusiness and potential employment opportunity which may go a 

long way in ensuring more youth participate in agribusiness. The study further 

recommends that youths already in agribusiness should be assisted in terms of finance 

and inputs and used as good example of the potential benefits of agribusiness in changing 

the perception of the majority that are reluctant to venture into agribusiness as an 

alternative sources of livelihood.  

5.5  Study Limitations 

The study experienced a number of limitations and challenges but care was taken to 

ensure that the limitations faced did not affect the final results and conclusion. Kericho 

county is wide and the target population was sparsely distributed across the entire county 

hence covering the entire county was impossible within the time limits of the research. 

However, this limitation was mitigated through sampling, use of emails and use of 

research assistants from the within the area where the respondents resided. Similarly, 

some of the selected respondents were so busy hence accessing them was a challenge. 

This limitation was mitigated through booking appointment and constant follow-ups on 

the respondent to ensure all the selected respondents were reached.  
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5.6 Recommendations for Further Studies 

The study recommends future research studies to look at other assessment of factors 

influencing youth participation in Agri-business since youth attitudes, access to credit 

facility access to land and perceived benefits account for only 50.5% of the variation 

youth participation in Agri-business in Kericho County. Further studies should also be 

conducted to analyze the assessment of factors influencing youth participation in Agri-

business in other counties other than Kericho County. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



78 

 

REFERENCES 

Abdullah, A., A, & Norhlilmatun N. S. (2013). Factors that influence the interest of youths in 

agricultural entrepreneurship. International Journal of Business and Social Science, 4(3) 

228-302. DOI: 10.5539/ass.v10n2p273. 

Abete N. (2011). Rural youth in agriculture production in delta central agricultural zone: 

Challenge to agricultural extension development in delta state. Journal of Agricultural 

Extension.14(2), 4552-4558. http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/jae.v14i2.64123. 

Adesina, T. K., & Favour, E. (2016). Determinants of participation in youth-in-agriculture 

programme in Ondo state, Nigeria. Journal of Agricultural Extension, 20(2), 104-117. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/jae.v20i2.8 

Ahaibwe, G., Mbowa, S., & Lwanga, M. M. (2013). Youth engagement in agriculture in 

Uganda: Challenges and prospects. file:///C:/Users/labuser/Downloads/series106.pdf 

Alila, P. O., & Atieno, R. (2006). Agricultural policy in Kenya: Issues and processes. Kenya: 

Institute of Development Studies. 

Aphunu A. & Atoma C.N., (2010). Rural youths involvement in agricultural production in delta 

central agricultural zone: Challenges to agricultural extension development in Delta State. 

Journal of Agricultural Extension, 14(2), 46-55. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/jae.v14i2.64123 

Asante, B. O., Afarindash, V., & Sarpong, D. B. (2011). Determinants of small scale farmers 

decision to join farmer based organizations in Ghana. African Journal of Agricultural 

Research, 6(10), 2273-2279. DOI: 10.5897/AJAR10.979 

Auta, R. (2010). The Economic Importance of Financial Literacy: Theory and Evidence. Journal 

of Economic Literature. 52(1): 5–44. doi: 10.1257/jel.52.1.5. 

Baah, C. (2015). Assessment of the youth in Agriculture programme in Ejura-Sekyedumase 

District, [Doctoral dissertation, University of science and technology], Ghana. 

http://hdl.handle.net/123456789/6934 

Bahaman, N.O., (2010). The outlook on farmland acquisitions. International Institute for 

Environment, and Development (IIED), Policy Brief, 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct= 



79 

 

Bertow, K., & Schultheis, A. (2007). Impact of EU’s agricultural trade policy on smallholders in 

Africa. Germanwatch. 

Beyuo A. N., & Ernest B., (2013). Youth in agriculture: Prospects and challenges in the Sissala, 

Ghana. Net Journal of Agricultural Science, 1(2), 60-66. 

https://doi.org/10.5897/JAERD2018.1011 

Blumberg, B., Cooper, D., & Schindler, P. (2011). Business research methods. McGraw-Hill 

Education. 

Brangeon, J. L., & Jégouzo, G. (1995). Farm poverty in France during the 1980s. Sociologia 

ruralis, 35(1), 3-23. DOI: 10.1111/j.1467-9523.1995.tb00823.x 

Breckler, S. J. (1984). Empirical validation of affect, behavior, and cognition as distinct 

components of attitude. Journal  of Personality and Social Psychology, 47(6), 1191.DOI: 

10.1037//0022-3514.47.6.1191 

Brooks, J., (2013). Challenges and issues faced by African youth in agriculture: Youth agro 

environment initiatives. http://yagrein.blogspot.com/2011/10/challenges-and-issues-

faced-by-african.html 

Bunyasi, G. N. W., Bwisa, H., & Namusonge, G. (2014). Effect of access to business information 

on the growth of small and medium enterprises in Kenya. International Journal of 

Business and Social Science, 5(10), 4-6. DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.18533/ijbsr.v4i6.536 

Carolan, M. S. (2006). Social change and the adoption and adaptation of knowledge claims: 

Whose truth do you trust in regard to sustainable agriculture?. Agriculture and human 

values, 23(3), 325-339. DOI: 10.1007/s10460-006-9006-4 

Cheteni, P. (2016). Youth participation in agriculture in the Nkonkobe district municipality, 

South Africa. Journal of Human Ecology, 55(3), 207-213. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09709274.2016.11907025 

Cotula, L., Vermeulen, S., Mathieu, P., & Toulmin, C. (2011). Agricultural investment and 

international land deals: evidence from a multi-country study in Africa. Food Security, 

3(1), 99-113. DOI: 10.1007/s12571-010-0096-x 

D'Silva, J. L., Shaffril, H. A., Uli, J., & Samah, B. A. (2010). Socio-demography factors that 

influence youth attitude towards contract farming. American Journal of Applied Sciences, 

7(4), 603. DOI: 10.3844/ajassp.2010.603.608 



80 

 

Eagly, A. H., & Chaiken, S. (2007). The advantages of an inclusive definition of attitude. Social 

Cognition, 25(5), 582-602. DOI: 10.1521/soco.2007.25.5.582 

Faralu, R. M. (2003). Structural choice modelling: theory and applications to combining choice 

experiments. Journal of Choice Modelling, 4(3), 1–29. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1755-

5345 (13)70040-X  

Fishbein, M., (1975). Reasoned action and technical efficiency of youth participartion in 

agriculture: A case study of youth-in-agriculture programme in Ondo State,South 

Western Nigeria. Nigeria Journal of Agriculture, Food and Environment, 3(2), 8-11. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/jae.v20i2.8 

Fisher, L. D. (1998). Self‐designing clinical trials. Statistics in Medicine, 17(14), 1551-1562. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0258(19980730)17:14<1551::AID-

SIM868>3.0.CO;2-E 

Fletschner, D. and Kenney, L. (2011). Rural women’s access to financial services credit, savings. 

United Nations, 2010 – 2011. Rural Development Institute.  DOI: 10.1007/978-94-017-

8616-4_8 

Food and Agriculture Organization (2010). Youth and women empowerment through agriculture 

in Kenya. https://www.empowerwomen.org/en/resources/documents/2014/7/ 

Furlong, A., & Biggart, A. (1999). Framing ‘Choices’: a longitudinal study of occupational 

aspirations among 13 to 16 year olds. Journal of education and work, 12(1), 21-35. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1363908990120102 

Gemma, R.  (2013). Youth engagement in agriculture in Uganda: Challenges and prospects. 

https://www.monitor.co.ug  

Gichimu, B. M., & Njeru, L. K. (2014). Influence of access to land and finances on Kenyan 

youth participation in agriculture: A review. International Journal of Development and 

Economic Sustainability, 2(3), 1 – 8. http://hdl.handle.net/123456789/250 

Greenwald, A. G. (1989). A sociocognitive model of attitude structure and function. In advances 

in experimental social psychology.: Academic Press. 

Grinnell, F. (2011). Everyday practice of science: Where intuition and passion meet objectivity 

and logic.: Oxford University Press. 



81 

 

Gwary, M. M., Kwaghe, P. V., & Dennis, A. (2011). Analysis of entrepreneurial agricultural 

activities of youths in Michika local government area of Adamawa state, Nigeria. Journal 

of Development and Agricultural Economics, 3(3), 91-97. 

https://academicjournals.org/journal/JDAE/article-abstract/9624DC92293 

Hari, R. (2014). Determinants of rural youth participation in farming. Journal of Agricultural 

Extension,2(10), 30-35. http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/jae.v20i2.8 

Herbel, B., & Wagner, D. (2010). Agriculture research and poverty reduction. International Food 

Policy Research Institute.8(2) 328-333.DOI: 10.3923/jas.2008.328.333 

Hisrich R.D & Peters, M.D (2008). Constraints to youth involvement in agricultural production 

in Kwara state, Nigeria Journal of Agricultural Extension, 3(1), 102-108. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/jae.v13i1.53885 

Holz-Clause, M., & Jost, M. (1995). Using focus groups to check youth perceptions of 

agriculture. Journal of Extension, 33(3), R10324. http://lib.dr.iastate.edu/ageds_pubs 

International Labour Organization, (2014). Technical efficiency of youth participation in 

agriculture: a case study of youth-in-agriculture programme in Ondo state, south western 

Nigeria. Journal of Agriculture, Food and Environment,3(1), 102-108. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/jae.v20i2.8 

Justine, N. K. (2011). Analysis of youth participation in agricultural production in Egbedore local 

government area of Osun state, International Journal of Agricultural Economics & Rural 

Development, 4(1), 2-11. DOI: 10.4314/jae.v20i2.8 

Kararach, G., Hanson, K. T., & Léautier, F. A. (2011). Regional integration policies to support 

job creation for Africa’s burgeoning youth population. World Journal of 

Entrepreneurship, Management and Sustainable Development, 7(2/3/4), 177-215. DOI: 

10.1108/20425961201000035 

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics Economic Survey, (2013). Population and housing census 

highlights. Government Printers. 

Korir, G. K. (2015). Factors affecting access to credit by the small business producer groups in 

Trans-nzoia County [Doctoral Dissertation, School Of Business, University of Nairobi]. 

https://business.uonbi.ac.ke/index.php?q=node/5408 



82 

 

Kothari, C. R., (2009). Social research methodology (methods and techniques). (2
nd

 ed.).: New 

age international publisher.  

Kuratko, D. F., & Hodgetts, R. M. (2004). Entrepreneurship: Theory, process. practice.: 

McGraw-Hill. 

Leavy, J., & Smith, S. (2010). Future farmers: youth aspirations, expectations and life choices. 

Future Agricultures Discussion Paper, 13, 1-15. 

http://www.iajournals.org/articles/iajispm_v3_i2_186_207.pdf 

Lyson, R. (2012). Youth engagement in agriculture in Kenya: Challenges and prospects. Journal 

of Culture, Society and Development, 7(2), 4-19. 

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/86fc/ac2fdbf680742261fcbaf24976f427188e02. 

Maina, W. N., & Maina, F. M. P. (2012). Youth engagement in agriculture in Kenya: challenges 

and prospects. Routledge. 

Mibey, M. C. (2015). Factors influencing youth involvement in agribusiness projects in Bomet 

Central Sub-county, Kenya, [Master’s Thesis, University of Nairobi]. 

http://erepository.uonbi.ac.ke/handle/11295/90452 

Ministry of Agriculture, (2009). Food and Agriculture Sector Development Policy (FASDEP II). 

Kenya: Ministry of Agriculture. 

MoFA, (2011). Encouraging youth’s involvement in agriculture production and processing. 

Nigeria strategy Support Program Policy Note No. 29 synthesis report. 

www.worldbank.org/afr/agperprogaram 

Mugenda, O. M. (2003). Research methods: Quantitative and qualitative approaches. African 

Centre for Technology Studies. 

Muthomi, E. (2017). Challenges and opportunities for youth engaged in agribusiness in Kenya, 

[Doctoral dissertation, United States International University-Africa]. 

http://erepo.usiu.ac.ke/handle/11732/3273;jsessionid=95EE58AD1153FA1C1D7481ABE

4A56B6A 

Muzindutsi, P. F., & Maepa, M. M. (2014). Manufacturing production and non-agricultural 

employment rate in South Africa: Time series analysis. Journal of Economics and 

Behavioral Studies, 6(10), 779. DOI: 10.22610/jebs.v6i10.537.g537 

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/86fc/ac2fdbf680742261fcbaf24976f427188e02.pdf


83 

 

Naamwintome, B. A., & Bagson, E. (2013). Youth in agriculture: Prospects and challenges in the 

Sissala area of Ghana. Net Journal of Agricultural Science, 1(2), 60-68. 

https://doi.org/10.5897/JAERD2018.1011 

Network on Financial Education) Pilot Study, OECD working papers on finance, insurance and 

private pensions, No. 15. OECD Publishing. http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/5k9csfs90fr4-en 

Njeru, K., & Benard, M. G. (2014). Influence of access to land and finances on Kenyan youth 

participation in agriculture: a review. International Journal of Development and 

Economic Sustainability,2(3) 10-24. https://www.eajournals.org 

Norris, P. (2014). Why electoral integrity matters. Cambridge University Press. 

Nwaogwugwu, O. N., & Obele, K. N. (2017). Factors limiting youth participation in agriculture-

based livelihoods in eleme local government area of the niger delta, Nigeria. Scientia 

Agriculture, 17(3), 105-111. DOI: 10.15192/PSCP.SA.2017.17.3.105111 

Nyoni, T. (2018). Switching from job seekers to job creators: Transmogrifying necessity 

entrepreneurs and ratifying opportunity entrepreneurs in Zimbabwe. RePEc: pra: mprapa: 

88840 

Okungu, K. O. (2008). Factors influencing performance of youth group micro and small 

enterprises in Kisumu west district, Kisumu County, [Doctoral dissertation, Kenyatta 

University]. https://ir-library.ku.ac.ke 

Othman, N. H., & Ishak, S. B. (2009). Attitude towards choosing a career in entrepreneurship 

amongst graduates. European Journal of Social Sciences, 10(3), 419-434. 

https://ukm.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/ 

Parthasarathy, K. R. (2012). An introduction to quantum stochastic calculus (Vol. 85). Basel: 

Birkhäuser. 

Pelzom, T., & Katel, O. (2018). Youth perception of agriculture and potential for employment in 

the context of rural development in Bhutan. Development, Environment and Foresight, 

3(2), 92-106. http://def-journal.eu/index.php/def/article/view/53 

Polit, D. F., & Beck, C. T. (2006). The content validity index: are you sure you know what's 

being reported? Critique and recommendations. Research in nursing & health, 29(5), 

489-497. DOI:  10.1002/nur.20147 



84 

 

Proctor, F., & Lucchesi, V. (2012). Small-scale farming and youth in an era of rapid rural 

change. Knowledge Programme Small Producer Agency in the Globalized Market.: 

http://www.hivos.net/Hivos-Knowledge-Programme/ 

Robinson, S. (2004). Simulation: the practice of model development and use. Wiley. 

Salleh B. M., & Njeru, L. K. (2005). Influence of access to land and finances on Kenyan youth 

participation in agriculture: A review. International Journal of Development and 

Economic Sustainability,2(3), 78-89.  DOI: 10.9734/AJAEES/2015/15178 

Sekaran, U. (2003). Research methods for business.: John Wiley & Sons, Inc. 

Sharma, M. W. (2010). Hitting the target, missing the point: Youth policies and programmes in 

Kenya.  Government Printers. 

Soane, E., Dewberry, C., & Narendran, S. (2010). The role of perceived costs and perceived 

benefits in the relationship between personality and risk-related choices. Journal of Risk 

Research, 13(3), 303-318. DOI: 10.1080/13669870902987024 

Sumberg, J. (2012). Mind the (yield) gap(s). Food Security, 4(4), 509-518. doi:10.1016/B978-0-

444-52512-3.00037-1 

Tafere, Y. I. S. A. K.  & Woldenhanna, T. (2014). Life in a time of food price volatility: Ethiopia 

Year 2 country report. https://oxfamilibrary.openrepository.com 

Tenel, G., S., (2001). Utility maximization theory to participation in income generating 

enterprises among youths in Bernin-Gwari in LGA, Kericho County, Kenya. Journal of 

Agricultural Extension, 4(19), 59-67. http://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/56149/ 

Torimiro, D. O., & Oluborode, A. A. (2006). Exploring socio-economic correlates of production 

needs for enhancing food security through farm youth in southwest Nigeria. Applied 

Science. Research, 2(1), 248-255. http://www.aensiweb.com/old/jasr/jasr/2006/248-

255.pdf 

Van der Geest, K. (2010). Rural youth employment in developing countries: A global view. 

Overview/Synthesis. Prentice Hall. 

World Bank Group. (2010).World development indicators 2014. World Bank Publications. 

https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/18237. 



85 

 

World Bank Group. (2013). Doing business 2014: Understanding regulations for small and 

medium-size enterprises (Vol. 11). World Bank Publications. 

http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/746221468273692318 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



86 

 

APPENDICES 

APPENDIX I: Questionnaire 

Introduction  

I am an MBA (Entrepreneurship) student at Kenya Methodist University. The purpose of 

this questionnaire is to gather information on the assessment of factors influencing youth 

participation in agri-business in Kericho County, Kenya. The information provided for 

this research was purely for academic purposes and was treated with utmost 

confidentially. The research was carried out from March 2019 to June 2019.  

Section A: Respondents Characteristics.   

Please fill and tick the appropriate box for the questions that follow below: 

1. Name of Sub county ………………………………………………… 

2. Agribusiness background  

Have agri-business background  [    ] 

Do not have agri-business background  [    ] 

3. Type of agri-business 

Large scale [   ] 

Small scale [   ] 

4. Reason for engaging in agri–business 

Lack of jobs      [   ] 

Productive land     [   ] 

Access to funds     [   ] 

Have skills       [   ] 

County government participation in providing fund [   ] 

5. What is your source of funds? 
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Own contribution [    ] 

Uwezo fund  [    ] 

Youth fund  [    ] 

Other   [    ] 

If other specify here 

………………………………………………………………………. 

6. Attend seminar to increase the skill  

Yes [    ] 

No  [    ] 
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SECTION B: QUESTIONS BASED ON OBJECTIVES 

Please indicate the extent to which you agree with the following points on a scale of 1-5; 

Where (1=strongly disagree, 2=Disagree, 3=Neutral, 4=Agree and 5=strongly agree) 

  1 2 3 4 5 

Attitudes 

 Youths in Kericho County have the ability and willing to engage 

in Agri-business. 

     

 Youths in Kericho County have the innovative ideas required for 

Agri-business 

     

 Youth’s in this region have positive perceptions about 

agribusiness. 

     

 Willingness and ability plays a significant role for youth to 

engage in agribusiness  

     

 Youths have a positive perception on agribusiness as alternative 

career choice. 

     

 Overall attitude of the youth influences their engagement in 

agribusiness.  

     

Access To Credit Facility 

 Youths in Kericho County have access to loans from commercial 

banks to finance their agri-business projects  
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 Youths in Kericho County have access to loans from Sacco to 

finance their agri-business projects 

     

 Youths in Kericho County have access to social capital to 

finance their agri-business projects 

     

 Access to credit influences their engagement in agribusiness      

 Youths are unable to borrow and strengthen their investment 

position in agricultural production process 

     

Access to Land 

 Land ownership is a major factors that influences youth engaged 

in agribusiness  

     

 Majority of the youths in this region do not own land       

 Because of land subdivision youths in this region are unable to 

engage in meaningful agribusiness projects 

     

 Youths have small or no piece of land which influences their 

participation in agribusiness projects  

     

 terrain and location  of land far from road network influences 

youths participation in agribusiness projects  

     

 Land prices are high for youths to afford in the County 
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Perceived Benefits  

1 Revenue from agribusiness has impact on youth participation in 

agribusiness   

     

2 Youth perceive agribusiness as adequate source of income      

3 Youths perceive agribusiness to a costly ventures       

4 Agribusiness elevates one social status        

5 Youths have a good perception about agribusiness       

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



91 

 

SECTION C: YOUTH PARTICIPATION IN AGRIBUSINESS 

1. This section intends determine whether youths participate in agribusiness in 

Kericho County in Kenya and to what extent.  

No Statement  Yes No 

 Do you participate/engage in agribusinesses    

 

2. Please indicate the extent to which the following   has been achieved based on a 

scale of 1-5; Where (1=very low extent, 2=low extent, 3=moderate extent, 4=high 

extent and 5=very high extent) 

Statement  1 2 3 4 5 

Majority of youth in this region engage in agribusinesses 

     

Number of agribusiness owned by youth has been increasing in 

the recent past  

     

Youths in this region consider agribusiness as a viable 

employment opportunity  

     

Majority of region in this aspire to venture into agribusiness 

     

Youth in this region have a positive perception about 

agribusiness  
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