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ABSTRACT  

The low rate of community college graduates' involvement in entrepreneurship in 

Selangor has prompted this research to investigate the factors influencing their 

entrepreneurial intentions. This research is particularly important given the pressing 

need to generate economic growth through younger generations amidst an aging 

population, which presents a critical challenge to Selangor, and Malaysia. Moreover, 

Selangor's strong government support for entrepreneurship, exemplified by initiatives 

like the Selangor Youth Community and Entrepreneurship Selangor, plays a crucial 

role in fostering the entrepreneurial ecosystem. By conducting a detailed analysis of 

entrepreneurial intentions in Selangor, we aim to identify the factors impacting 

community college students and inform targeted interventions and policy measures. 

To achieve this, present study assesses the relationship between entrepreneurial 

characteristic dimensions (risk-taking and fear of failure) and community college 

student’s entrepreneurial intention. The study also examined the mediating role of 

entrepreneurial knowledge in the relationship. In order to gather data, a sample of 580 

respondents was selected from ten community colleges in Selangor. Final data analysis 

was conducted on 358 respondents using simple random sampling, and adopted 

questionnaires were employed for data collection. Descriptive and inferential 

statistical analysis techniques were employed to examine a total of seven hypotheses, 

comprising five direct relationship hypotheses and two indirect relationship 

hypotheses. Four out of the five direct relationships were supported, with one being 

unsupported. Regarding the indirect relationship, the study found that entrepreneurial 

knowledge partially mediates the relationship between risk-taking and entrepreneurial 

intention. However, no mediation was observed in the relationship between fear of 

failure and entrepreneurial intention. The findings offer partial support for the Theory 

of Planned Behaviour, aligning with the theory's predictions on risk taking and 

entrepreneurial knowledge while revealing a contradiction in relation to the fear of 

failure. The study underscores the significance of promoting entrepreneurial 

knowledge among community college students as a means to cultivate their intentions 

and behaviours pertaining to entrepreneurship. Additionally, it offers practical 

contributions and implications. Furthermore, it acknowledges limitations and provides 

recommendations and suggestions for future research, which can benefit the Ministry 

of Higher Education Malaysia, community college management, lecturers and 

teachers, students, and society. 

Keywords: Entrepreneurial intention, entrepreneurial characteristic dimensions':risk 

  taking and fear of failure, entrepreneurial knowledge  
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CHAPTER 1  

INTRODUCTION 

1.0 Background of the Study 

The section encompasses the background of the study, statement of the problem, 

objectives of the research, research questions, and hypotheses to be tested. 

Additionally, the study's justification and significance, as well as its methodological, 

practical, and theoretical contributions, are outlined.  Then, study’s scope, as well as 

key terms are identified and explained. Lastly, the structure of the thesis is presented. 

Over the past few years, entrepreneurial intention has gained significant 

attention in the realm of entrepreneurship. Many scholars and researchers have 

dedicated their attention to studying the entrepreneurial mindset and uncovering the 

complex factors that drive individuals to venture into starting their own businesses. 

Specifically, entrepreneurial intention, which indicates a person’s desire and 

motivation to establish and operate their own business, is a crucial variable when it 

comes to predicting the success and growth of private enterprises (Ahmed et al., 2020). 

A significant amount of attention in the entrepreneurship literature has been dedicated 

to conducting extensive studies on the various factors and predictors that affect the 

entrepreneurial intentions of graduates (Abd Rahman et al., 2020; Mengesha, 2020; 

Usman, 2019). Therefore, without this intention, the prospects for future ventures 

would be limited (Nowiski, Haddoud et al., 2019). 

Entrepreneurial intention among students has been a prominent research 

topic, especially in the context of crises and ambiguity, for example, the COVID-19 

pandemic (Krichen and Chaabouni, 2022; Hernández-Sánchez et al., 2020). These 

students are key drivers of entrepreneurship, as they bring innovative ideas to the 


