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Abstract 
A study entitled “Impact of Mission Organic Value Chain Development for North Eastern Region 

(MOVCDNER) on livelihood of beneficiary farmers in Manipur” was conducted by employing ex-post-

facto research design during 2020. A total of 100 respondents covering 4 villages from 3 blocks of 

Imphal east district were selected as sample respondents. The data regarding socio-economic attributes 

were collected by personal interview using a well-structured interview schedule. The findings of the 

study include the higher percentage of beneficiaries (61.00%) belonged to middle age groups, 83.00 

percent of the total respondents were of male had education up-to middle school level (37.00%). 54.00 

percent were having 5-7 family members possessed small land holdings, majority were 84.00 percent 

engaged to farming as their primary occupations, 40.00 percent were having low annual income. More 

than sixty percent were having medium market orientation (66.00%) and low social participation 

(62.00%). 
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Introduction 

In recent times, organic farming has increasingly gained attention as a way to manage natural 

resources in a more sustainable way and to raise incomes especially of smallholder farm 

(Nazeer, 2014) [1]. Organic farming systems have attracted increasing attention world over due 

to wide adverse effects of conventional agricultural practices on human diet, environment and 

sustainability of agricultural production. The Organic farming is not new to the farming 

community of the North-East India. The North-Eastern (NE) Region of India has tremendous 

potential for development of organic farming (Ramesh, 2008) [2]. Initially, the North-Eastern 

States were identified for promoting organic farming, because, the use of inorganic fertilizers 

and chemicals is meagre in the region and secondly, the system of production in the hills 

remained low and the average yield of most of the crop remained far behind national average 

(Bhagat and Gaurav 2004) [3]. Realizing these potential of organic farming in the region of the 

country Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers Welfare has launched a Central Sector Scheme 

entitled “Mission Organic Value Chain Development for North Eastern Region” for 

implementation in the states of Arunachal Pradesh, Assam, Manipur, Meghalaya, Mizoram, 

Nagaland, Sikkim and Tripura, during the 12th plan period. The scheme aims at development 

of certified organic production in a value chain mode to link growers with consumers and to 

support the development of entire value chain starting from inputs, seeds, certification, to the 

creation of facilities for collection, aggregation, processing marketing and brand building 

initiative (Reddy, 2017) [4].  

Manipur is one of the north-eastern states in India with an area of 22,327 sq.km. Agriculture is 

the dominant occupation of the people of Manipur. It is not only the main source of livelihood 

of the overwhelming majority, but also a tradition and a way of life that moulds the socio-

economic status of the people. More than half (52.19 percent) of the total working population 

of the state are directly dependent on agriculture for their livelihood. Of the total working 

population of 11, 59, 053 persons; 2, 66,486 persons or 23 percent in the valley and 3, 02, 466 

persons or 26.1 percent in the hills are agricultural workers (Lairenjam, 2020) [5]. 
 

Material and Methods 

The investigation was conducted in the Imphal East district of Manipur. The district comprises 

of 3 blocks namely Sawombung, Jiribam and Keirao. Out of which Sawombung block was 

selected purposively having maximum number of MOVCDNER beneficiaries. The selected 

block comprises of 67 villages, out of which 4 villages were selected.  
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From these villages a list of 100 MOVCDNER beneficiaries 

was selected as respondents for investigation. Data were 

collected through personal interviews using the pretested 

structured schedule to elicit the socio-economic attributes of 

MOVCDNER beneficiaries. The data were tabulated and 

analyzed by using statistical tools viz. frequency, percentage, 

mean and Standard Deviation.  

 

Results and Discussion 

The socio-economic profile provides a complete picture of 

their existing situation and gives an idea of their basic 

socioeconomic characteristic at a glance. The major criteria or 

variables used for presenting the profile were: age, Gender, 

Level of education, Family size, Land holdings, Occupations, 

Annual income, Market orientation and Social participation. 

 

Age 

Age is an important social factor that influences individuals 

working ability. Age is significant in terms of experience, the 

maturity of judgment, decision making, and the power of 

understanding. The respondent farmers of the study were 

categorized into 3 groups as reflected in the table below. 

  
Table 1: Distribution of respondents according to their age 

 

S. No Category Frequency Percentage 

1. Young age (Up to 35 years) 13 13.00 

2. Middle age (36-55 years) 61 61.00 

3. Old age (above 55 years) 26 26.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

Perusal of data in the table 1 explicates that out of the total 

farmers 61.00 percent of the respondent were found in middle 

age category followed by 26.00 percent in old age category 

and 13.00 percent in young age category. These findings are 

in line with the results of Roy et al. (2013) [6], Rathore (2016) 
[7], and Pradhan et al. (2021) [8]. 

 

Gender 

Gender was operationally defined as the set of characteristics 

that distinguish between male and female. The respondents 

were grouped into male and female based on gender. The 

gender was expressed in terms of frequency and percentage. 

 
Table 2: Distribution of respondents according to their age 

 

S .No. Categories Frequency Percentage 

1. Male 83 83.00 

2. Female 17 17.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

The data of the table 2 reveals that the out of total 

respondents, 83.00 percent were male and 17.00 percent were 

female. These findings are similar to the results of previously 

research work done by Neelu (2013) [9] and Hanumantha 

(2016) [10]. 

 

Education  

Education has been identified as a major component for the 

development of an individual, the process of bringing 

desirable changes in the behavior of human beings, 

particularly in the development of knowledge, skill and 

positive attitude. In this study, the respondents were 

categorized into 5 groups as per their level of education. 

Table 3: Distribution of respondents according to their education 
 

S. No Education level Frequency Percentage 

1. Illiterate 7 7.00 

2. Primary school 14 14.00 

3. Middle school 37 37.00 

4. 
High school and 

Higher secondary 
29 29.00 

5. Graduate 13 13.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

The data in table 3 clearly depicts that out of the total 

respondents, 37.00 percent of the respondents received 

education up to middle school level, followed by high school 

and higher secondary (29.00%), primary school (14.00%), 

graduate (13.33%) and 7.00 percent were illiterate. These 

findings are in line with the results of Roy et al. (2013) [6] and 

Pradhan et al. (2021) [8]. 

 

Family size 

Family size indicates no of members in respondent’s family. 

Respondents in this study were categorized into 3 groups as 

per family size. 

 
Table 4: Distribution of respondents according to their family size 

 

S. No Category Frequency Percentage 

1. Less than 5 members 22 22.00 

2. 5-7 members 54 54.00 

3. More than 7 members 24 24.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

Above table 4 reveals that out of the total respondents, 54.00 

percent were having 5 to 7 members in a family, followed by 

24.00 percent having more than 7 members and 22.00 percent 

of the respondents having less than 5 members in a family. 

The results of the present study are in line with the results of 

work done Lal (2014) [11] and Pradhan et al. (2021) [8]. 

 

Land holding size 

It is referred to the number of acres of land possessed by a 

family of the respondent. In this study, the respondents were 

categorized into 3 groups as per their landholding size. 

 
Table 5: Distribution of respondents according to their land holding 

 

S. No Category Frequency Percentage 

1. Marginal (up to 1 ha) 55 55.00 

2. Small (1.01 – 2 ha) 33 33.00 

3. Medium (2.01- 4 ha) 12 12.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

The data in table 5 clearly shows that out of the total 

respondents 55.00 percent of respondents were observed in 

marginal land holding category followed by 33.00 percent 

under small land holding category and only 12.00 percent 

were observed under medium land holding category. These 

findings are similar with the results of research work done by 

Neelu (2013) [9] and Meshram et al. (2020) [12]. 

 

Occupation 

It is referred to the various sources from where the 

respondents derived income. In this study, the respondents 

were categorized into two categories as per their source of 

income. 
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Table 6: Distribution of respondents according to their occupation 
 

S. No Category Frequency Percentage 

1. Primary (Farming ) 84 84.00 

2. Subsidiary (Others) 16 16.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

The data of the table 6 reveals that out of the total 

respondents, 84.00 percent were having farming as their 

primary occupation and 16.00 percent of respondents were 

having subsidiary occupations (i.e beekeeping, labour, dairy 

farming). These findings are similar with the results of 

research work done by Choudhury (2010) [13] and Meshram et 

al. (2020) [12]. 

 

Annual Income 

Annual income is the sign of social status and level of 

maintenance of life, which is directly related to the knowledge 

and adoption level of the farmers. In this study, the 

respondents were categorized into 4 groups as per their annual 

income. 

 
Table 7: Distribution of respondents according to their annual 

income 
 

S. No Category Frequency Percentage 

1. Very Low (up to Rs.50,000) 36 36.00 

2. Low (Rs.50,001-1 lakh) 40 40.00 

3. Medium (Rs.1 lakh-1.5 lakh) 16 16.00 

4. High (above 1.5 lakh) 8 8.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

The data in table 7 clearly shows that out of the total 

respondents, 40.00 percent were having low income, followed 

by very low income (36.00%), medium income (16.00%) and 

high income (8.00%). These findings are similar with the 

results of research work done by Datta and Singh (2011) [14] 

and Pradhan et al. (2021) [8]. 

 

Market Orientation 

Market orientation was operationalized as the judgements 

taken by the individual respondent to sell the produce for 

better price by analysing the various prevailing infrastructure 

and market intelligence facilities. 

 
Table 8: Distribution of respondents according to their market 

orientation 
 

S. No Category Frequency Percentage 

1. Low (Up to 11.36score) 25 25.00 

2. Medium (11.37-15.28 score) 66 66.00 

3. High (Above 15.28 score) 9 9.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

Mean=13.32 SD=1.96 

 

The data in table 8 indicates that out of the total respondents, 

(66.00) percent farmers had medium market orientation, 

followed by low market orientation (25.00%) and high market 

orientation (9.00%). These findings are similar with the 

results of research work done by Rai (2015) [15]. 

 

Social Participation  

The extent of involvement of respondents in activities of 

different organizations determines the progressiveness and 

social position of a person in the society. A person having 

more social contact is supposed to be exposed to up to date 

information, due to his involvement in different organizations, 

which in turn aid to motivation for use of changed practice. 

Attempt was also made to assess the involvement of the 

respondents in different social activities in their situation. 

 
Table 9: Distribution of respondents according to their social 

participation 
 

S. No Category Frequency Percentage 

1. Low 62 62.00 

2. Medium 23 23.00 

3. High 15 15.00 

 Total 100 100.00 

 

Table 9 shows that out of the total respondents, (62.00) 

percent farmers had low social participation, followed by 

medium social participation (23.00%) and high social 

participation (15.00%). These findings are similar with the 

results of research work done by Lal (2014) [11] and Pradhan et 

al. (2021) [8]. 

 

Conclusion 

It was concluded from the study that higher percentage of 

beneficiaries (61.00%) belonged to middle age groups, 83.00 

percent of the total respondents were of male had education 

up-to middle school level (37.00%). 54.00 percent were 

having 5-7 family members possessed small land holdings, 

majority were 84.00 percent engaged to farming as their 

primary occupations, 40.00 percent were having low annual 

income. More than sixty percent were having medium market 

orientation (66.00%) and low social participation (62.00%). 

With understanding the socioeconomic attributes of farmers 

the direction can be provided and policies can be developed to 

provide necessary technologies and information to the 

targeted regions with the most effective impact. 
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