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APPENDIX 1

Results of Chi-Square Tests between Youth Satisfaction and Predictor
Variables obtained from SPSS

1) Age * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count | Column N | Count |[Column N | Count | ColumnN
% % %
15-19 19 33.9% 49 30.1% 68 31.1%
Age 20-24 13 23.2% 39 23.9% 52 23.7%
25-29 24 42.9% 75 46.0% 99 45.2%
Total 56 100.0% 163| 100.0% 219 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Squard (3017, 2 .860
Likelihodd®Ratip 299652 861
Linear-by-Emgar Association 276| 1 .600
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
13.30.

2) Gender * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count |Column N % |Count |Column N % [Count | Column N %
Female 14 25.0% 44 27.0% 58 26.5%
Gender | Male 42 75.0%| 119 73.0%| 161 73.5%
Total 56 100.0%| 163 100.0%| 219 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Value [df |Asymp. Sig. (2- [Exact Sig. (2-| Exact Sig.
sided) sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square | .085°%| 1 770
Continuity
Correction® 01411 907
Likelihood Ratio 0861 770
Fisher's Exact Test .861 459
Lmear_—b;_/-Lmear 085 1 271
Association
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

14.83.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

3) Marital Status * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
il Count [ColmaNL@ountyColumn<N. |Count | Column N
€3 % % %
) ',":,:I_\/Iarried A1 31k5% 93 57.1% 114 52.1%
S'\,:::l:tsa' Unmarried| 35| 625%| 70| 42.9%| 105| 47.9%
Total 56 100.0%| 163 100.0%| 219 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value |df |Asymp. Sig. (2- |[Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig.
sided) sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square |6.386%| 1 012
Continuity 5.627 1 018
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 6.424| 1 011
Fisher's Exact Test .013 .009
Lmear_—b;_/-Lmear 6.357| 1 012
Association
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

26.85.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table
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4) Education Level * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count |Column N |Count |Column N |Count |Column N
% % %
o |Less 36|  643%| 47| 28.8%| 83| 37.9%
Education |Educated
Level Educated 20 35.7%| 116 71.2%| 136 62.1%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value df|Asymp. Sig. (2- |[Exact Sig. (2-| Exact Sig.
sided) sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square [22.257%| 1 .000
Continuity 20.776 1 000
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 21.831] 1 .000
Fisher's Exact Test .000 .000
Lmear_—by-Lvmear {8V 600
Assoclatian™
N of Valit Gases 219

21.22.

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

5) Monthly Income * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count| Column [Count| Column [Count| Column
N % N % N %
Monthly Income<30000 39 69.6%| 119 73.0%| 158 72.1%
Income Income>30000 17 30.4% 44 27.0% 61 27.9%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Value [df |Asymp. Sig. (2- |Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig.
sided) sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square | .235%| 1 628
Continuity
Correction” 0971 1 195
Likelihood Ratio 232|1 .630
Fisher's Exact Test .610 373
Lmear_—b;_/-Lmear 234l 1 629
Association
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

15.60.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

6) Agricultural Experience * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
il count\ CsitimaviCaunt [ Gollimn |Count | Column
®), N %6 N %
Experiences Exp&il® mri46¢ 1k82.1%| 143| 87.7%| 189| 86.3%
Agricultural Exp>10 10 17.9% 20 12.3% 30 13.7%
Activities Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value |df |Asymp. Sig. (2- [Exact Sig. (2- | Exact Sig.
sided) sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square |1.101°%| 1 294
Continuit
Correctio?:b 679) 1 410
Likelihood Ratio 1.049| 1 .306
Fisher's Exact Test .367 .203
Lmear_—b;_/-Lmear 1096 1 205
Association
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

7.67.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table
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7) High Land Availability * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture

Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count | Column |Count | Column |Count | Column
N % N % N %
Not at all 3|  54% 48| 204%| 51| 233%
sufficient
. Slightly 19| 33.9%| 82| 50.3%| 101| 46.1%
High Land sufficient
Availability - Very 33| 58.9%| 31| 19.0%| 64| 29.2%
sufficient
Not needed 1 1.8% 2 1.2% 3 1.4%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 35.624°%| 3 .000
Likelihood Ratio 36.049| 3 .000
Linear-by—pinear Association 30.737| 1 .000
N of Valid,Gases 219

a. 2 cells (M%) have-expectéd courtlesstthan 5:Fhe mifimum expected count is
7. e

8) Paddy Land Availability * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count | Column |Count | Column |Count | Column
N % N % N %
N Il
otata 5|  89%| 38 233%| 43| 19.6%
sufficient
Slightly 26| 46.4%| 90| 55.2%| 116 53.0%
Paddy Land sufficient
Availability —jvery 23| 411%| 32| 19.6%| 55| 25.1%
sufficient
Not needed 2 3.6% 3 1.8% 5 2.3%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 13.175° 3 .004
Likelihood Ratio 13.156 3 .004
Linear-by-Linear Association 12.111 1 .001
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 2 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
1.28.

9) Agricultural Machineries * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture

Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count | Column |Count | Column |Count | Column
N % N % N %
Not atall 8| 143%| 13| 80%| 21| 9.6%
sufficient
. Slightly 33| 580m| 104 638%| 137| 62.6%
Agricultural sufficient

Machinerigs., | \ery

é‘"’ﬁ - 11 19.6% 30 18.4% 41 18.7%
*ovs | | sufficiéent

Notngeded 4 7.1% 16 9.8% 20 9.1%

Total 56/ 100.0%| 163 100.0% 219| 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2.249%| 3 522
Likelihood Ratio 2.126| 3 547
Linear-by-Linear Association 785] 1 375
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
5.11.
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10) Agricultural Inputs * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count | Column |Count | Column |Count | Column
N % N % N %
Not at all 3| 54%| 3] 18%| 6 2.7%
sufficient
. Slightly 26| 46.4%| 130| 79.8%| 156| 71.2%
Agricultural |sufficient
Inputs very. 27| 482%| 23| 141%| 50| 22.8%
sufficient
Not needed 0 0.0% 7 4.3% 7 3.2%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 32.018%| 3 .000
Likelihood Ratio 31.124| 3 .000
Linear-by-lgigear Association 0.408 | <l 011
N of Valid €ases 19
a. 3 cells (3;7:5%) have expegted count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
1.53, =
11) Financial Facilities * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation
Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count |Column N |Count |Column N |Count [Column N
% % %
Not at all 3| 54%| 12|  74%| 15|  6.8%
sufficient
o Slightly 42| 750%| 123| 755%| 165| 75.3%
Financial sufficient
Facilities Very
- 11 19.6%| 26 16.0%| 37 16.9%
sufficient
Not needed 0 0.0% 2 1.2% 2 0.9%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests
Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1.269°| 3 736
Likelihood Ratio 1.766| 3 .622
Linear-by-Linear Association 168 1 .682
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 3 cells (37.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

Sl

12) Labour * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture

Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count [Column N |Count | Column N |Count | Column N
% % %

Not at all 0 0.0%| 5 31%| 5 2.3%
sufficient

Shightly 13 2320 971 595%| 110|  50.2%
Labour |sufficient

Vé’j_’y sufficient a3 1618%0 5% 35.0% | 100 45.7%

Nethdeddd 0 5086 |Dis% 25%| 4 1.8%

Tidﬁél 56 100:0%| 163 100.0%| 219 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value |df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 29.985%| 3 .000
Likelihood Ratio 32.425| 3 .000
Linear-by-Linear Association 20.013] 1 .000
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

1.02,
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13) Water/lIrrigation Facilities * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count | Column |Count | Column |Count | Column
N % N % N %
Not at all 4 71%| 12|  74%| 16| 7.3%
sufficient
Water/ Slightly 20| 357%| 94| 57.7%| 114| 52.1%
. sufficient
Irrl_gf_glt_lon Very
Facilities - 32| 57.1% 53| 32.5% 85| 38.8%
sufficient
Not needed 0 0.0% 4 2.5% 4 1.8%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 11.750%| 3 .008
Likelihood Ratio 12.540| 3 .006
Linear-by-Linear Association 4.017] 1 .045
N of Valid ggses 219

1.02.

a. 3 cells (3?;3%) have-expectéd counrtlesstthan 5: Fhe mikimum expected count is

14) Agriculture Extension * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count | Column [Count | Column |Count | Column
N % N % N %
Not atall 17| 304%| 33| 202%| 50| 22.8%
sufficient
. Slightly
Agricultural . 30| 53.6% 86| 52.8%| 116| 53.0%
. sufficient
Extension Ve
Services v o| 16.1%| 38| 233%| 47| 21.5%
sufficient
Not needed 0 0.0% 6 3.7% 6 2.7%
Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 4.952° 3 175
Likelihood Ratio 6.387 3 .094
Linear-by-Linear Association 4.601 1 .032
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 2 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
1.53.

15) Training * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture
Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count |Column N |Count |Column N |Count [Column N
% % %
Not at all 33|  58.9%| 107| 65.6%| 140  63.9%
sufficient
_|Stigntly 17| 304%| 471 288%| 64|  29.2%
Training | sufficient
Mery suffidighit 6 10.2% 7 Al3%| 13 5.9%
Notneeded 0 0.8% Disse n2%| 2 0.9%
Ttal 5611 2400:0% | 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 3.908%| 3 272
Likelihood Ratio 4.068| 3 254
Linear-by-Linear Association 1.128| 1 .288
N of Valid Cases 219

a. 3 cells (37.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
51,
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16) Market Facilities * Satisfaction on Agriculture Cross tabulation

Youth Satisfaction on Agriculture

Satisfy Dissatisfy Total
Count [Column N |Count |Column N [Count |Column N
% % %

Not atall 4l 71%| 16|  9.8%| 20/  9.1%
sufficient

Slightly 34|  607%| 116| 71.2%| 150| 68.5%
Market sufficient

Facilities |Vvery 17| 304%| 20| 12.3%| 37| 16.9%
sufficient

Not needed 1 1.8% 11 6.7% 12 5.5%

Total 56| 100.0%| 163| 100.0%| 219| 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value |df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 10.935%| 3 012
Likelihood Ratio 10.497| 3 .015
Linear-by-Lificar Association 11096, 295
N of Valid Cases P19

a. 1cells (12_5%) haveiexpectedioaunt|éss than 5. The minimum expected count is

3.07.
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