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Abstracts: This study examines the relationship between haldatssets and demographics as well as adolescents’
time allocation to school attendance and helpingdnsehold chores. We found that overtime, patrisl@ociety

has positively influenced girls in Nigeria by spamgmore time on school works. The study found twahmitment

to educational achievement of adolescents is haldessets sensitive. The study also revealedhtimatan capital
development in Ogun state is improving, most imguaty girls’ education but recommend more aggressiv
building of schools close to the settlements armberagement for compulsory early school enrolmethse the
time allocation to studies becomes lower as théeadents’ age increases.
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Introduction

ducational achievement is regarded as one of thet important predictors that may contribute to dtah’s

future economic well-being (Zhan, 2005). Previousdmes have identified the impact of parental

characteristics, such as family income and parexttatation, on children’s educational outcomes ifAxét
al., 1997; Duncan et al., 1998; Duncan et al., 1994ese studies have emphasized household incsrtieeanain
determinant of education. However, recent developnespecially in the developing world has differated
income from household assets. Some empirical stu@iage-Adams & Sherraden, 1997; Scanlon & Pagen8da
2001) have also found that assets holding has ammt effects on children educational attainmienitthermore,
there are important distinctions between income waedlth. Basic empirical patterns has shown thaaltve
inequality is generally more skewed than incomeiradity (Wolff, 2000).

Recent estimates show that the sub-Saharan Afeigimm accounts for 52% of the global out-of-schaaldren.

22% of primary school age children in sub-Saharfiicén were out-of-school (GIOSC-Nigeria, 2012) ghliia’s

Demographic and Health Survey (NDHS) data for 2008act show that some 7.3 million children of pam

school age were out of school. When the junior sdaoy school component is taken into account, tliebschool

children (OOSC) problem becomes even larger, wittewegional, geographical and gender dispariteeess the
country. Among 38,061,333 children aged 5-17 yeanered in a survey, 39.4 per cent were outsidestheol

system (UNDP, 2009). Approximately, 13.1% engage@éonomic activities, 26.3% were domestic helpgy o
57.5% concentrated on their schooling alone (UNZIR)9).

Different countries have developed strategies tettDG goal by 2015 but the growing numbers of adoénts
out of schools is a concern. Approximately 67 milliyoung adolescents are estimated out of schabl mo
significant gender inclination globally (EFA-GM req, 2015). Studies have commonly treated educa®ran
investment as the basis for analysing the reasgnseme students leave school earlier than othgecésly older
students. High school students decide whetherdp dut or stay by weighing the expected rewards fobtaining
a degree against the effort required to get it ¢Poelos, 2006). Time and its uses are expectecve hignificant
effect on young adults’ educational attainment tiieddevelopment of gendered roles within familidsiK, 2007).
Adolescence is an ideal developmental stage athaioieexamine the potential impact of social chaogdamily
relationships and values, particularly the traditmf family obligation. By the teenage years, mdsidren have
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developed the capacity to provide direct suppothér families. Available job and household’s likeod activities
in sub-Saharan African gives insights on how mahthe adolescents use their time. This study wagosexamine
time allocation to household activities and schatdéndance and the influence it has on adolesahtagional
attainment.

Methodology & Analytical methods

The study was carried out in Ogun state, South \Wageria. Primary data was collected through peaton
interviews, using structured questionnaire. A gystiic random sampling technique based on everd thiuse
were employed to select 102 households in the stndg (Odeda LGA, Ogun State) out of which 95 thate
adequately filled were used in the analysis. Fmamunities in the study area were randomly seledthdse were
Alabata, Camp, Odeda, Obantoko, Osiele and Oloduramities.

Household heads, including the father and motheewserviewed and the first adolescent that thenssrators
come in contact with in the household was alsaviggved. Each respondent was asked the time spembasehold
chores and other activities in the previous wedle d@ata collected also include the household incamdethe assets
owned by the households. The assets taken intoidewation were land ownership and some few esdentia
household assets such as bicycles, radio/televigiooh were converted to Naira per household. Tonwsbhold’'s
chores are time spent on farm, time spent on vblgetarden, cooking, water fetching, and time spanbther non-
agricultural businesses.

The influence of household wealth on the time spebibth school and household chores were alsacepby the
asset tercile. The estimation of the human cagiéaklopment determinants are guided by the famii@usehold
Economics model of household decision making asg@oed by Becker (1965) and, in particular, themrsibns to
the model described by Strauss and Thomas (1995).

Results and Discussion

The first section of the result which is the houwddls demographic characteristics of both adoletscamd the
parents are shown in Tables 1 and 2. The secotidrs@chich is the adolecents’time allocation to selold chores
as well as the impact of assets tercile on edutatiattainment is shown in Table 3.

Household Socio-economic characteristics

The socio-economic characteristics of the househaid the adolescents sampled are presented iasTAlznd 2.
The distribution of the respondents (adolescentspraling to their age, sex, and grades are prasentdable
1.Aproximately 23% of the adolescents were in ttidyeadolescent age bracket while 77% are in tteeddolescent
age bracket. Adolescent boys (10-14 years) formiéd &f the total adolescent respondents samplede\ghis in
the same age bracket represented 13%. In oldeeswinits’ age bracket (15-19 year), both boys at&lagicounted
for 70% of the total adolescent interviewed. Gal®ve 19 years however represents one percehteafampled
population. Male adolescents accounted for 47%etadtal interviewed while 53% respondents are fema

Next Page
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Table: 1 Distribution of Adolescents by Socioecomoharacteristics in  Odeda Local Government Area

Age (Years) Frequency Percent (%)
10 2 2.10
12 1 1.10
13 11 11.60
14 9 9.50
15 22 23.50
16 11 11.60
17 12 12.60
18 16 16.80
19 9 9.50
20 1 1.10
Total 95 -
Boys (10-14) 11 11.50
Girls  (10-14) 13 13.60
Boys  (15-19) 35 36.82
Girls  (15-19) 35 36.82
Girls  (above 19) 1 1.10
Total 95 _
Sex
Male 47 49.47
Female 48 50.52
Total 95 _
Grades Frequency Percent
Primary 1 1.10
Jss 1 10 10.50
Jss 2 14 14.70
Jss3 16 16.80
Sss 1 18 18.90
Sss 2 20 21.10
Sss 3 14 14.70
Post secondary 2 2.10
Total 95

Source: Field survey

Next page
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Table 2: Household Demographic characteristics

Demographic characteristics Household Head
1. Sex Frequency Percentage (%)
a Male 75 78.90
b Female 20 21.10
Total 95
2 Age (Years)
a 20-29 2 @.2
b 30-39 14 act
C 40-49 40 Reio!
d 50-59 24 55
e 60-69 15 [163)
Total 95
3. Marital status
a Married 88 92.60
b Divorced 3 3.20
C Widow 3 3.20
d Widower 1 1.10
Total 95
4. Father’s education
a No formal education 21 22.10
b Primary education 40 42.10
¢ Secondary school 17 17.90
d Post secondary school 17 18.00
Total 95
5. Mothers education
a No formal education 22 23.20
b Primary education 42 44.30
¢ Secondary education 20 21.10
d Post secondary 11 11.60
education
Total 95

Only 1% of the adolescent interviewed are in priyrarhool while 42% were in classes between Jureap&dary
Schools grades 1-3 (J.S.S 1-3). The study obsé¢hetd5% were in Senior Secondary School grade¢SISS 1-3).
Similarly, only 2% of the interviewed adolescentsravin post-secondary school level. Furthermorép 22 the
fathers have no formal education or are illitera#s% attended primary school, 18% were secondehyol
graduates, while 16% percent attending up to pestisdary level. On the other hand, 23% of the vweered
mothers in the household had no formal educatioitew3% finished primary school education and agjmnately
12% had education up to post-secondary level. @ithis scenario, adolescents’ education is expetdede
positively correlated with parents’ level of educat

Furthermore, Table 2 provides the summary of thesBbolds and household head characteristics ofttided
population. Majority (78.90 %) of the household ¢thegere male. The presence of the household hedusnze is
expected to have a positive influence on the ppetion of the adolescents in the household chorest especially
the boys in farming activities. It is also expectedensure more participation of girls in househcfres like
cooking and fetching of water. Approximately, 72%tbe household heads aged between 20-49 yearshwhic
indicated that majority of them were still in primpeoductive age. On the aggregate, the mean atje dfousehold
head was 48years. This implies that given adeqopp®rtunities and resources, the household heads the
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potential to meet the educational requirementsheirtchildren. Similarly, 88% of the household heagere
married, 3% divorced, 3% widow and 1% was a widower

Adolescents’ time allocation to household activite

The information from Table 3 indicates that timestin school is by far the highest for the adaess. However,
older adolescent boys drastically reduce the timg spend in school compared with their youngethano This is
necessary for them to spend more time on housdaoidbecause of their age and the need to helm{sangonitor
farming activities. It is evidently clear that theolescents in the study area spend most of time& inh school.
Averagely, girls within the age bracket 10-14 yesgend 7.85 hours/day in school. This is highen tha numbers
of hours spend in school by boys in the same cayagfaage. Boys within the age bracket of 10-14ryespend 6.22
hours/day in the study area. On the other hands bothe age bracket 15-19 years spend more tirsehiool than
their female counter part in the same age bradkes figure 4.5) boys in age bracket 15-19 yearsdspel3
hours/day while daughter of the same age bracketl@lyears) spend average hours of 6.75 hoursfdagtiool.
Averagely, girls spend more time in school (7.3Qnsfday) while boys spend less time in school (B6idrs/day)
in the study area.

Table 3: Household’s assets and adolescents tioeatibn to household’s chores and school atterelanc

Types of Household member Own | Tend vegetable Household Other School Total
and age/ assets tercile farm garden chores business attendance hour
Girls (10-14) 3.63 0.00 1.50 0.00 7.85 12.98
1 0.00 0.00 1.25 0.00 9.25 10.5p
2 5.00 0.00 1.75 0.00 6.65 13.4D
3 2.25 0.00 1.50 0.00 7.72 11.4f
(1%‘33’154) 1.58 0.00 1.08 0.00 6.22 8.88
1 0.50 0.00 1.25 0.00 6.50 8.21
2 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 6.50 7.5(
3 2.67 0.00 1.00 0.00 5.67 9.34
(%Efg) 0.60 0.35 2.55 0.37 6.75 10.62
1 1.17 0.00 2.58 0.00 7.17 10.9p
2 0.08 0.00 2.00 0.09 7.00 9.72
3 0.55 0.35 3.09 0.65 6.09 10.78
(1350_{59) 0.53 1.33 1.54 0.30 7.13 10.83
1 0.08 1.08 1.50 0.00 6.50 9.16
2 0.83 0.25 1.87 0.00 8.53 11.48
3 0.73 0.00 1.27 0.30 6.36 8.66

1 is the lowest assets tercile

Asset tercile and Adolescents’ time allocation todusehold activities

The socio-economic characteristics of the farmingseholds showed that majority were headed by nveitbsits
impact on decision making. The study observedniggority of the household heads were in their &ctitages with
ability to provide for their family if endowed withesources. Analysis of time spent in the sampledsgholds
revealed that girls in early adolescent age bradkei4 spent the highest hours on schooling aissitmost
importantly in the lowest asset category. Thisaitan is plausible because of the prevailing irthede norms
where females are not considered in sharing. Thghinihave influence girls getting serious with thaiudies early
enough.
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The study revealed that older adolescent boysidafigtreduce the time they spend in school congavizh their
younger brother. This is necessary for them to dpeare time on household farms because of theiraagethe
need to help parents monitor farming activitiess kvidently clear that the adolescents in thdysarea spend most
of their time in school. The time spent by theladcents on farming activities is negligible conguhto the time
spent on the farm by the father and mother. Theore#or this is that 88% of the adolescents gatmal five days

in the week at an average hour of eight hours/@hgy only have to work on the farm on Saturdaysmy week
day when there is more work on the farm. This sibmais further explained by the fact that only 2@¥othe
household took farming as main occupation whileraxipately 79% of the household heads engage in non
farming activities as their main occupation. Aveslgg girls within the age bracket 10-14 years sp&n8b
hours/day in school. This is higher than the numloéhours spend in school by boys in the samecatggory.

Boys within the age bracket of 10-14 years speraage 6.22 hours/day in school in the study areath® other

hand, boys in the age bracket 15-19 years sperg titoe in school than their female counter pathim same age
bracket. Boys in age bracket 15-19 years spend oli8s/day while girls of the same age bracket1Q5¢ears)

spent average hours of 6.75 hours per day in sclha@ragely, girls spent more time in school (7gurs/day)

while boys spend less time in school (6.67 houxg/dathe study area. The study revealed that ateadents’ age
increases, both boys and girls spent less timehod as the households’ assets increases.

Conclusion

The study showed current dynamics and trends ieebinm the education attainment and drop out teridsmnaf
adolescents in agrarian communities in Odeda lgoatrnment of Ogun State, Nigeria. The new trehdsved that
young girls are responding well to the changehégocio-economics dynamics and willing to adjosthe reality
of African society on inheritance. The study rdedahat human capital development in Ogun statesoving,
most importantly girls’ education but recommend enaggressive building of schools close to thdese#nts and
encouragement for compulsory early school enrolrhentuse the drop-out rate becomes higher as thesadnts’
age increases.
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