sian Jourml o Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension,

oo & Sy Economics & Sociology {

10(3): 1-11, 2016; Article no.AJAEES.21644
ISSN: 2320-7027

SCIENCEDOMAIN
—— SCIENCEDOMAIN international
www.sciencedomain.org

Perception of Nigerian Cocoa Farmers on Child
Labour: Implications for Hazardous Child Labour

0. A. Williams ', B. S. Famuyiwa * and I. F. Abdulkarim *

'Cocoa Research Institute of Nigeria, Nigeria.
Authors’ contributions

This work was carried out in collaboration between all authors. Author OAW designed the study,
wrote the introductory and discussion part, summary and recommendation, wrote the protocol and
supervised the work, where authors BSF and IFA edited the write-up. Author BSF performed the
statistical analysis. Authors OAW and BSF edited and managed the analyses of the study. Author
OAW wrote the first draft of the manuscript. Author OAW managed the literature searches. Authors
OAW, BSF and IFA edited the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Article Information

DOI: 10.9734/AJAEES/2016/21644

Editor(s):

(1) Jamal Alrusheidat, Assistant and Consultant to Director General for Extension Education, Director of Extension Education
Department, National Centre for Agricultural Research and Extension (NCARE), Amman, Jordan.

Reviewers:

(1) Burhan Ozkan, Akdeniz University, Turkey.

(2) R. Kirby Barrick, University of Florida, USA.

(3) Mikemina Pilo, University of Kara, Togo.

(4) Ender Durualp, Ankara University, Turkey.

Complete Peer review History: http://sciencedomain.org/review-history/13992

Received 27 " August 2015
Accepted 27 " November 2015
Published 4 ™ April 2016

Original Research Article

ABSTRACT

This paper investigated perception of Nigerian cocoa farmers on Hazardous Child Labour. More
importantly, in accordance with International Labour Organisation Child Labour Convention.
Accidents, exposure to chemicals, bacteria or viral infection, ergonomically inappropriate tools,
child molestation, minimum age requirement, awkward posture, and poor academic performance
were identified as farm hazards. Multistage sampling technique was used for the methodology, the
selection of study areas, Ondo and Cross-River states was purposive and 240 respondents were
randomly selected. Information were solicited by issuance of questionnaires and interview
schedule. Data were analysed using percentage, mean, frequency counts, standard deviation, pie
chart, bar chart and correlation analysis. The study revealed a mean age of 45.32+8 years and
66.67% of the farmers, who employed children between 5-17 years of which 80% of them were
attending secondary schools as labourers. Cocoa farmers (63%) had one form of education which
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is an indication of being able to read and write. Almost half of the respondents (49.58%) attested
that, they can call upon these children, to work at any time on their cocoa farms. Respondents
(60.40%) employed only family labour for their farming activities. Population of 50.80% of the
respondents held the view that, child labour was part of socialization and 52.50% saw it as a way of
building children up for future. Farmers (55.80%) reported that, child labour was a source of cheap
labour and 82.50% of respondents had worked on the farm as labourer during their growing up
years. It was revealed that, majority of farmers have high awareness and knowledge on hazardous
child labour based on the listed farm hazards, however their practice also was high. Correlation
analysis showed that, there was positive and significant relationship between perception and
practice of hazardous child labor, r = 0.628** (P<0.01) which indicated that, majority of respondents
are still in the practice of exposing children labourers to hazards. It was concluded that, cocoa
farmers should change their perception on hazardous child labour, as it negatively affects the
physical, psychological and emotional well-being of a children. Furthermore, awareness should be
created to educate farmers in the study areas, on definition and why hazardous child labour should
be eliminated. This will contributes to households breaking out of the cycle of poverty and the

country to advance in human development.

Keywords: Perception; child labour; hazardous; cocoa farmers and Nigeria.

1. INTRODUCTION

The United Nations Conventions on the right of
the child in 1989, defines child as anyone under
the age of 18 and affirms the right of the child, to
be protected from economic exploitation and any
work likely to be hazardous or to interfere, with
the child’s education, or to be harmful to the
child’s health or physical, mental, spiritual, moral
or social development. In the same vein,
Hazardous Child Labour (HCL) can be referred
to as work in dangerous or unhealthy conditions,
that, could result in child being killed or injured
(often permanently), and or made ill (often
permanently) as a consequence of poor safety
and health standards and working arrangements

[1].

Safety and health in Agriculture convention,
makes specific reference to young workers and
hazardous work that the minimum of age for
assignment to work in Agriculture, which by the
nature or to circumstances, in which it is carried
out is likely to harm the safety and health of
young persons shall not be less than 18 years
[2]. Furthermore, after consultation with the
representative organizations of employers and
workers concerned, authorize the performance of
hazardous work as from 16 years of age, on
condition that appropriate prior training is given
and the safety and health of the young workers
are fully protected. However, despite large social
reform that had been generated around the
issue, more than 200 million children worldwide
are still in child labour and a staggering 115
million at least are subject to its worst forms,
from 5 — 17 years of which 70 percent are
working in agriculture [3,4].

Child labour is common in the agricultural sector
and widespread in countries where cocoa is
grown [5,4]. Agriculture is the most common child
occupation worldwide, and employs more
working children than any other sector. [6]
declared that, children as young as six years old
work on cocoa farms are under extremely
hazardous conditions. Despite the hazards,
agriculture is one of the less-regulated sectors
and it is among the sectors where the existent
laws are very difficult to enforce [7]. [8] opined
that, Agriculture remains by far the most
important sector, where child labourers can be
found. The extent to which, agriculture work is
harmful to children depends on type of work they
do, number of hours they work, their age and
access to education. However, children are
physiologically immature, they have risk-taking
behavior with greater willingness to go extra mile
without realizing the impact of hazards. Also,
children learn poor health and safety behavior
from adult and in terms of organization and
rights, they are virtually powerless. In Nigeria,
children are expected to work, learn trade or help
to provide for their families, irrespective of the
hazards. The prevailing view among cocoa
farmers in Nigeria, appears to be that, many
aspects of child labour can be described as part
of the child’s socialization process, to equip the
child to assume eventual adult roles and to take
over properties, including cocoa farms of their
parents. The concepts are held not only by the
families, but also by the children themselves [9].
One of the reason, we do not feel the full brunt of
hazardous work of children is, because of lack of
data and reports on the accident of injuries that
result from the work. Unlike developed countries,
which have data on injuries and illnesses on
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children in hazardous work. Young workers are
at least, 50% more likely to be hurt at work than
older people and more likely to suffer from an
occupational iliness [10].

The International Labour Organization (ILO),
declaration on fundamental principle and rights at
work, shows that child labour continues to
decline worldwide, but, at a much slower pace
than before. There are clear signs of progress,
but also disconcerting gaps in the global
response [4]. ILO governing body set 2016, as
the target for when its 183 members state in
which Nigeria is among, should have freed
themselves from the worst forms of child’s labor
[4]. Almost two years towards the date, if current
trends continue the 2016 target may not be
reached. Director, UNICEF-Nigeria recently
declared in 2015 that, about 10.5 million Nigeria
children are out of school [11]. Several studies
had been carried out on perception on child
labour, for instance, [12] carried out a study on
perception and practice of child labour, among
parents of school-aged children, in Ibadan South-
West Nigeria, but little has been done on the
perception of cocoa farmers on hazardous child
labour in Nigeria.

In view of the foregoing, therefore there is need
for a concise perception study among the
farmers in cocoa growing areas, on what is
termed as hazardous child labour and their
perceptional orientation towards the issue, as
stated by the International Labour Organization
(ILO). This will now give a poser to solving the
problem, associated with non-conformers of the
ILO regulations. It could provide baseline
information, for implementing a regulation
against hazardous child labour. Often than not,
health problems caused by working as child
labourer, may not show up until they become
adults.

1.1 Broad Objective

To determine the perception of Nigerian cocoa
farmers on hazardous child labour

1.1.1 Objectives

e To identify socio-economic characteristics
of cocoa farmers in the study areas.

e To identify the perception of cocoa farmers
towards hazardous child labour.

« To identify the awareness, knowledge and
practice of cocoa farmers towards

hazardous child labour with regards to
farm hazards

1.1.2 Hypothesis

There is no significant relationship between the
perception of cocoa farmers on hazardous child
labour and their practice in the study areas.

2. METHODOLOGY

Multistage random sampling methods were used
in selecting respondents:

Stage 1: The study was purposely carried out
in the two highest cocoa producing
states in Nigeria, namely Ondo and
Cross-River. The classification is
based on CRIN cocoa survey [13].

Stage 2: In each state, 3 highest cocoa
producing Local Government Areas
were purposively selected. In Ondo
state, the following local government
areas were selected: Idanre, Irele and
Odigbo. In Cross- River state, the

following local government was
selected: Boki, lkom and Etung
respectively.

Stage 3: In each local government area, one
highest cocoa producing community

was randomly selected Idanre
(Owena), Irele (Ajue) and Odigbo
(odigbo); Boki (Orimekpang), Ikom

(Grass Field) and Etung (Effraya)

Stage 4: In each community, 40 respondents
were randomly  selected and
interviewed. Thus, giving rise to (6
communities and 40 respondents),
the total number of 240 cocoa
farmers.

2.1 Statistical Analysis

The data were analysed with both descriptive
and inferential statistics. The descriptive statistics
used are frequency counts, mean, standard
deviation, pie chat and bar chart while the
inferential  statistics used for testing the
hypotheses was correlation analysis.

3. MAJOR FINDINGS
3.1 Socio-economic Characteristics
In a study of [14], that 80% of cocoa farmers are

smallholder, in Table 1, majority, (71.25%) were
between the ages 31-50 with mean age of
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(x=45.3248.04). This implies that, most farmers
are in the middle age group, active on the farms
and can still perform farming activities effectively,
expected to be knowledgeable on hazardous
child labor. However majority (62.20%) were
male while female were (30.80%), Cocoa is a
crash crop and as dominated by men, but
women are involved as wives of cocoa growers,
cocoa farm owners, daily labour and cooperative
workers [15]. Over 90% were married and more
than half of the respondents (51.67%) were into
polygamy. This support the study of [16] that
men often show off their wealth and have more
hands in farm labour, by number of wives and

children they have. Consequently, 66.67% of the
farmers employed children between 5-17 years
as labourers and it is in line with the International
Labour Organization which estimated that 215
million children between the ages of 5-17, out of
which 65million (30%) live in sub-Sahara Africa,
currently work under condition that are
considered illegal, hazardous, or extremely
exploitative [4]. [17] declared that, child workers
were estimated at about 15 million. Majority of
these children (80%) were attending secondary
schools and almost half of the respondents
(49.58%) attested that, they can call upon these
children to come and work at any time on their

Table 1. Respondents socio-economic characteristics

S/IN Variable Frequency Percentage Mean Std. Dev
1. Age

21-30 10 4.17 42.32 8.04

31-40 79 32.92

41-50 92 38.33

51-60 59 24.58
2. Sex

Male 166 69.20

Female 74 30.80
3. Ethnic group

Yoruba 94 39.20

Ibo 7 2.90

Efik 72 30.00

Ibibio 38 15.80

Other 29 12.10
4. Marital status

Married 216 90.00

Divorced 9 3.75

Widowed 15 6.25
5. Family system

Monogamy 116 48.33

Polygamy 124 51.67
6. Farm size (Hectare)

1-10 204 85.00 7.26 3.47

11-20 36 15.00
7. Labourers’ age

5-17 160 66.67

18 & above 80 33.33
8. School levels

Primary 30 12.50

Secondary 192 80.00

Tertiary 18 7.50
9. Time of work

Before school 20 8.34

After school 101 42.08

Anytime 119 49.58
10. Reason for work

They are labourers 102 42.50

They need money 138 57.50

Source: Field survey, 2014
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cocoa farms. This could be linked to the quality
of educational services, for example, types of
school, accessibility, number of students in class
(which should serve as an encouragement), skill
level of the teachers, teachers’ absenteeism, and
cost to attend school as well as potent outcomes
of education and the ‘educated’ in their
communities. More than half of these children
(57.50%) labourers needed money to assist their
families. Under age children work all sorts of jobs
around the world, usually because they and their
parents are extremely poor [18]. [19] opined that,
agriculture is the most common child occupation
worldwide, where more children were employed
and the activity is consistently ranked among the
most hazardous industry, for mortality and
morbidity. Despite its hazards, Agriculture is one
of the less regulated sectors where the existent
laws are very difficult to enforce [7].

3.2 Respondents’ Level of Education

Data in Figure 1 revealed the level of education
for cocoa farmers in the study areas, about 30%
of the respondents did not have formal
education, while majority (63%) had one form of
education which is an indication of being able to
read and write (they have completed either
primary or secondary school education).
However, only 7% furthered their education to
complete tertiary level. This indicated that, the
level of education among cocoa farmers was
moderate, however, ability to read and write
might help to increase their knowledge. [20]
indicated that, parental education plays a large

role in determining child schooling and

employment.

3.3Types of Labour Employed by
Respondents

Figure 2 showed that, majority of the

respondents (60.40%) in the study areas,
employed only family labour for their farming
activities. Farmers (27.50%) use both family and
hired labour while only12.10% employed only
hired labour. This is in line with the studies of
[21] and [22] that average farms have five
workers, and four or five are the farmer’'s family
members in addition, United States Department
of States estimated that, there are over 109,000
child labours working in hazardous conditions on
cocoa farms, some of whom are forced or
indentured workers, but most on family farms or
with their parents [23]. In this study, 85% of the
cocoa farmers’ farm sizes were of the range

between 1-10 hectares and [15] affirmed that,
cocoa is produced by some 400,000 small holder
farmers in South-West and South-South region
of the Nigeria. Most cocoa is grown on small
farms, cocoa bean production is labour intensive
and overwhelming a family enterprise [1]. The
regular practice of children working on cocoa
farms, is often a natural way of life for cocoa
farmers who, for a variety of reasons, want to
train their children and at the same time use
them in order to reduce labour costs on the
family’s farm [24], this may be the reason for the
eagerness shown by children, to work at the
detriment of their health and school in order to be
adjudged competent or hardworking by their
parents.

Level of Education

Frequency,
16,7%

Frequency,
80,33%

mNone
® Primary school
Secondary school

W Tertiary institution

Figure 1. Showing of respondents’ level of
education
Source: Field survey, 2014

This can, in turn, deprive their children of the
chance to develop, advance themselves and so
entrenches the household’s impoverishment for
subsequent generations. This study showed that,
most of the respondents employed labourers
within their family structure. However, this does
not prevent them from being exposed to hazards,
and, beyond these situations, illegal and
exploitative practices do also exist. Children who
supposed to be in school, assist parents on their
cocoa farms, usually outside school hours; but
they sometimes skip classes to accompany their
parents to the farms, especially, during the peak
farming season or harvesting periods. [24] stated
that, these children are kept out of school,
because families need their help on the farms
and 12-hour workdays [25] make it difficult to
attend school. [26] disclosed that, a higher
prevalence rate of child labour was observed,
among children living with parents and relations
than among those living with unrelated
guardians.
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3.4 Respondents’ Perception on
Hazardous Child Labour: Strongly
Agree (SA), Agree (A), Undecided U,
Disagree (D), Strongly Disagree (SD)

Perception is the representation of what is
perceived or a way of conceiving something, in
Table 2, likert type was used to elicit information
from the respondents, based on their perception
towards hazardous child labour. Cocoa farmers
(42%) were undecided whether hazardous child
labour is not good while only 21.3% believed that
it is not good. This implies that, they cannot
categorically classify hazardous child labour as
either good or bad, due to the socio-cultural
factor that influences their perception, to view
hazardous child labour as an act of training up a
child to be responsible adults in future. However
the dangers outweighs its advantages.

Half of the respondents (50.8%) disagreed with
the statement that children are not equal to the
task, from indication, the respondents believed
that children irrespective of their age, are equal
to the types of work carried out on the farm.
There are limits to the work a child (especially,
between the ages of 5-17years) can perform on
farm and there are many disadvantages for a
child to start work at an early age. [27] stated that
children who undertake adult work tasks, do not
possess the physical and mental capacity that
these jobs call for, and their work is usually done
less efficiently than if it were performed by an
adult.

Although, respondents of 41.8% agreed that
children should be in school, they understand the

importance of education to every child; despite
this belief, they still perceived child labour as part
of socialization (50.8%) and act of building
children up for the future (52.5%). This will
definitely have a detrimental effect on children’
education, because of the respondents’ general
perception that child labour is a way of building
children up for future responsibilities. There is
bound to be a clash of interest between
education and farm labour. Every child should
have a childhood, where they play and to be
educated to better their future. Child labour
causes not only loss of formal education and
human capital, but also the lack of social and
cognitive skills and increased health hazards
[28]. In a survey conducted in Pakistan, it was
documented that parents pushed their children to
work at an early age, so that they could avoid the
dangers of vagrancy [29].

In the same vein, 55.8% of respondents
observed that, employing children as labourers is
a source of cheap labour, when compared with
adults who has fully known their rights, but in
case of children, they accept any type of work,
with little or no payment. Children are the most
subordinate and cheapest form of labour, thus
highly attractive to some types of employer [30].
[28] opined that, the world of work seems to pull
children, because they are very cheap and
obedient, can be easily exploited, do certain
things more efficiently and effectively which
adults fail to do. Children are among the most
vulnerable, powerless and continue to be
exploited as part of a downward push on costs
and a rapid withering of decent, formal
employment [31].

160 -

145

140

120

100

80 -

Family member
only labour

Family and hired

M Frequency

M Percentage

Hired labour

Figure 2. Showing types of labour employed by respo

ndents

Source: Field survey, 2014
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Table 2. Distribution of respondents’ perception on

hazardous child labour

Variables SA A U D SD
It is not good

F 51 23 103 33 30
% 21.3 9.6 42.9 13.8 12.5
Children not equal to the task

F 30 32 - 122 56
% 13.3 12.5 - 50.8 23.0
Children should be in school

F 102 66 - 36 36
% 41.8 27.0 - 14.8 14.8
It is part of socialization

F 122 76 - 34 2

% 50.8 311 - 14.2 0.8
It is not their responsibly

F 35 38 - 106 52
% 14.6 15.6 - 44.2 21.3
Build them up for future

F 128 84 - 28 -

% 52.5 344 - 11.7 -
Source of cheap labour

F 134 74 - 32 -

% 55.8 30.8 - 13.3 -
This is how | started

F 198 22 - 20 -

% 82.5 9.2 - 8.3 -

Source: Field study 2014

Table 3. Distribution of respondents’ scores of Awa

reness, Knowledge and Practice on types

of farm hazards

S/N  Variables Awareness Knowledge Practice%
% %
1 Accidents , falls, trip, fracture and deformities 53.41 56.50 65.73
2 Chemicals and pesticides 43.67 41.41 56.21
3 Bacteria/viral infections from animals and sharp 68.91 67.17 58.34
objects
4 Impaired growth ( inadequate sleep/heavy loads) 50.11 56.08 61.13
5 Inappropriate tools 59.67 54.00 71.56
6. Rape/molestation of children especially females 66.11 64.00 60.57
7. Minimum age requirement 60.21 55.16 66.67
8. Awkward posture 57.66 54.19 59.77
9. Poor academic performance 50.15 45.14 49.58

Source: Field study 2014

Majority (82.5%) affirmed that, they have been
employed as child labourers before and as a
matter of fact, that was how they started in life.
This has a great influenced on their perception
due to the fact that, the respondents saw child
labour as a way of life. They believed that, early
exposure of children to farming activities could
be positive, as it contributes to the
intergenerational transfer of technical and social
skills. Children’s skills are attributes that is often
detected in young people. In line with the study
of [9], that this notion has been inculcated into

children as well; as a way to equip them to
assume adult role towards future preparation.

In the studies of [32]; [33] that, knowledge does
not always equal to practice, proper articulation
of innovation is as a result of knowledge created,
accumulated, shared, used and valued. It may be
adduced that, the gap between the awareness,
knowledge and practiced may be explained by
subjective norms; which may include economic,
domestic, and social deprivation embedded in
the culture. Results in Table 3 showed that,
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respondents admitted having some form of
awareness and knowledge, these could be
attributed to the relentless effort of extension and
other concerned agents on campaign against
child labour. Despite their high awareness and
knowledge on the above mentioned hazards:
majority 65.73% attested that, children labourers
have been affected by one form of farm
accidents or another (such as falls, trips, wounds
and fracture). This implies that, cocoa farmers in
the study areas are in the practice, capable of
predisposing children to temporary or permanent
deformity. According to [34], farm accidents claim
as many as 300 children's lives per year and
23,500 suffer nonfatal injuries. The findings of
[35] corroborated that, these injuries generally
result in bruise and fracture.

Inappropriate tools, exposure to chemicals and
infections as a result of some poisonous animals,
cocoa farmers of (56.21%) did not guided these
children, who work as labourers on their farms
against these farm hazards. This findings
supports the study of [36] which stated, that
workers use primitive tools, travel great distances
and are exposed to pesticide and chemicals
fertilizers, poisonous and disease-carrying
insects and reptiles. [37] observed that, long-
term pesticides exposure at low levels, has been
associated with chronic health problems, in
children such as cancer, skin and respiratory
problems. Children are exposed to these
hazards, with little or no provision for protective
equipment, first aid and general hygiene [38].

The study further shows that, about 68% of
cocoa farmers, have awareness and knowledge
on dangers associated with bacterial and viral
infections children may be exposed to, while
working on the farm as labourers. Only (58.84%)
farmers disclosed that, the children labourers
have handled sharp objects on cocoa farms. This
practice can predispose them to having
lacerations, if not treated immediately, they can
be predisposed to bacterial and viral infections
which exposes them to HIV/AIDS infection. [8]

Table 4. Correlation analysis between perception an

stated that, about 78% of children aged 7 — 10
years extracted seeds, a task that typically
requires the use of sharp objects that cause
injury and potential for bacterial and viral
infections, such as HIV/AIDS. Furthermore,
60.57% of respondents revealed that female
children labourers have been molested or raped
on farms, which was capable of having negative
effect on the victims, physically and
psychologically with traumatic feelings, HIV/AIDS
and even death. This was supported by the study
of [39] that, 15.4% female in child labour had
committed induced abortion at least twice, had
been pregnant without knowing who is
responsible, had experienced and suffered rape
and also contacted sexually transmitted diseases
(STDs) including AIDS.

Percentage of 59.77 respondents, reported that,
children were saddled with heavy loads, bended
for long time on farm. Majority (61.13%) of cocoa
farmers attested that children woke up earlier to
work on farms (inadequate sleep). This could
impact negatively on the children’s growth.
Childhood is a part of human life, in which, a
child enjoys pampering and parents love. [37]
associated slower growth, immaturity of sex
organs and reproductive health problems to early
exposure of a child to hazardous labour. [40]
emphasized that, children are also exposed to
strenuous labour ,like carrying load and working
in an uncomfortable posture, such as stooping in
the same position or bending very frequently and
repetitive—motion trauma, which could affect the
musculoskeletal development of the children.
[41]. [22] observed that, children may suffer long
term injuries to their skeleton and muscles.

Poor academic performance is one of the major
challenges, facing children labourers in the study
areas, as 49.58% of the respondents have
interrupted these children’s education with farm
work. This implies that, majority of respondents
still keep these children out of school, by
employing them at any given time, irrespective of
school hours. [42] stated that, child labour affects

d practice of farmers on hazardous child

labour
Variable Pearson Coefficient of Precision Percentage
correlation determination r 2
coefficient r
Perception 0.628** 0.394 000 39.44

Source: Field study 2014.
**Correlation significant at 0.01 level
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the education performance, ambitions and
attainment of children’s careers; they are usually
tired and absent-minded and therefore, perform
poorly and eventually drop out of school. Child
labour is an important global issue associated
with poverty, culture and norms, inadequate
educational opportunities and a range of health
risks [43].

Majority of farmers (66.67%), were in the practice
of employing underage children for farm labours.
Despite their high awareness and knowledge on
minimum age range, employable as stated by
International Labour organization, (ILO). Cultural
norms and tradition, has influenced the attitude
towards children’s contribution to the family
income, either as labourer or with their parents.
Early exposure of children to labour, often denied
them of memorable childhood moments, rather,
they are exposed to the hardships of life. [4]
emphasized that, 70% of children between the
age range of 5-17 are working in agriculture, also
[6] declared that, children as young as six years
old work on cocoa farms, under extremely
hazardous conditions. In addition, employing
underage children could further perpetuate non-
compliance, due to the fact that, children
labourers have been identified as source of
cheap labour. This is in line with the study of [44]
that, children are often preferred to adults as
farm labour because they provided a cheap
alternative.

This indicated that, perception of cocoa farmers
towards hazardous child labour, is significant and
positively related to their practices in the study
areas. The strength of the relationship is 39.44%
at P<0.01. This implies that, there was positive
relationship between the variables. Increase in
their perception on hazardous child labour
influences the practices towards it, this can be
deduced from table 4 above, where high
percentage of respondents, were still practicing
hazardous child labour and not protecting
children, who were working as labourers on their
farms, against the identified farm hazards. The
study of [45] supported this findings that, rigidity
in teacher’'s perception and underestimation of
potential, have the most devastating effect on
students practice. This means that perception
influences practice.

4. CONCLUSION
The findings clearly illustrated that, majority

71.25% of the cocoa farmers in the study areas,
were actively involved in farming activities. Their

ability to read and write, was responsible for their
high level of awareness and knowledge on
hazardous child labour. However, it was revealed
that, Nigerian culture, especially in the cocoa
producing areas (study areas), have made the
farmers to view child labour, as an act of building
a child up for the future. This explained majority
60.40% of cocoa farmers, who employed only
family labour for their farming activities, where
majority of the labourers (66.67%) were between
the age ranges of 5-17 years (school age). This
affects their education because, majority of these
children (80.00%) were in secondary school;

49.58% of the respondents, can call these
children to work at any time. Majority of
respondents, have high awareness and

knowledge on hazardous child labour, however,
their practice toward it was high. Furthermore, it
was revealed that respondents’ perception on
hazardous child labour, influences their practice.
Children are physically and mentally different
from adults, regardless of cultural perception or
social construct. This is basis for the argument
and rationale against hazardous work of children,
why it requires immediate action, more
especially, as ILO (International Labour
Organization) governing body set 2016 as the
target, for when its 183 members state, in which
Nigeria is among, should have freed themselves
from the worst forms of child labor.

5. RECOMMENDATION

Based on the findings of this study, it is therefore
recommended that:

e Public enlightenment and continuous
awareness creation should be put in place,
by extension agents, to educate farmers
on how to protect and guide children
against farm hazards.

» Nigerian Agricultural sector should have a
legalized regulating body, named “War
Against  Hazardous  Child  Labour”
(WAHCL) under the auspices of Federal
Ministry of Agriculture of Nigeria. Frequent
visiting and proper monitoring by extension
officers, in collaboration with law
enforcement agents, to provide information
for farmers on hazards in child labour and
possible penalties for breaches of such
legislation.

* The opinion and socio-cultural needs of the
concerned groups (the children, farmers
and lawmakers) should be determined,
before the drafting and then adoption of
the proposed legislation (WAHCL).
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Compulsory Universal Basic Education
(UBE), should remain a priority in Nigerian
System of Government. This will enable
children to be in school and know their
rights.

The government should include, child
labour hazards within National school
curriculums, also school teachers should
be trained along the line, to disseminate
information about hazardous child labour
effectively to their students.
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