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Abstract

The study higiiliglils the role o f  w om en in crop production and iivestock in tehsil Find 

Dadan Klian District Jehlum . The research is based on quantitative research. The main 

objective o f  the study is to assess the coiilribution o f  w om en in cultivation o f  m ajor crops 

and grow ing vegetables, livestock farm ing and iiousehold activities. There w ere 260 

respondents w ho were random ly selected from tehsil Pind Dadan Klian D istrict Jehium  

for getting relevant data. Interview schedule was em ployed as a tool o f  data collection. It 

is argued that rural w om en in Pakistan have been actively involved in agriculture and 

livestock. Kural w om en’s work ranges from crop production to harvesting operation,  ̂

from livestock rearing to raising babies. M ostly respondents had prim ary education who 

were involved in crop production activities consisting o f  preparation o f  land, sow ing o f  

crops, culling and chopping o f  fodder, harvesting, grain storage and m illing o f  grain. 

W heat, rice and bajra were com m on crops in the study area. R espondents w ere also 

involved in livestock care such as cleaning o f  anim al and anim al room , preparation o f  

feed, housing the anim als for m ilking, feeding, nu'Iking and m aking o f  dung cake. Their 

daily routine consisting o f  cooking, cleaning and other dom estic chores. From  crop 

production to livestock rearing, mral wom en are expected to regularly  engaged. The 

study show s that rural w om en had less pow er to m ake decision about crop production and 

livestock. D espite such huge contribution, their role lias yet not been recognized. The 

study suggested a fair treatm ent to the rural wom en and calls for social upliflm ent by 

enhancing education, em ploym ent, training and health care facilities to im prove their 

better involvem ent in these activities.
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CHAPTER # 1 

INTRODUCTION



INTRODUCTION

A griculture is the deliberate effort to m odify a portion o f  Earth's surface through the 

cultivation o f  crops and the raising o f  livestock for sustenance or econom ic gain 

(R ubenstein, 2003).

It is also an art and science o f  crop and livestock production. In its broadest sense, 

agriculture com prises the entire range o f  technologies associated w ith the production o f  

useful products from plants and anim als including soil cultivation, crop and livestock 

m anagem ent, and the activities o f  processing and m arketing (Berry, 1986).

A griculture includes farm ing in all its branches and am ong other things includes the 

cultivation and tillage o f  the soil, dairying, the production, cultivation, grow ing, and 

hai-vesting o f  any agriculture or horticulture com m odities, the raising o f  livestock o r 

poultry, and any practices perfom ied by a farm er on a fann  as a incident to or in 

conjunction w ith som e fann ing  operations, but does not include the m anufacturing or 

processing o f  sugar, coconuts, abaca, tobacco, pineapples or other fami products (R ileco, 

1968).

The agriculture sector is not only im portant at national level but also at international 

level. A bout fifty years back, the agriculture sector was neglected both in the developed 

and under developed countries o f  the world. It was regarded as residual reservoir

>■ //;



particularly  o f  labor for em ploym ent in industries. In 1960’s the im portance o f  

agriculture was realized and adequate attention was given to this sector. The im portance 

o f  balanced growth o f  agriculture and industrial sectors w as stressed by the developm ent 

econom ists. In 1970’s and since the beginning o f  1980’s, a p ic u ltu re  in the process o f  

developm ent, has gained increased significance (Bhatti, 2009).

The agriculture sector produces the bulk o f  raw m aterial for coun try ’s m anufacturing 

sector as w ell. Sim ilarly, it generates around two-third o f  the total export earning both 

d irectly  and indirectly. The agriculture sector is seen is as a core indicator o f  socio­

econom ic fabric o f  the society ( H um ayun, 2007).

W om en are a vital hum an resource in the im provem ent o f  the quality  o f  life in the 

developing w orld, it has been observed that in the hom e and land as producers o f  goods 

and services w om en contribute directly  to national, social and econom ic progress. 

W om en along w ith m en are the m ain actors in feeding the world. B ecause in m any, if  not 

m ost, n iral societies w om en are, in fact, farmers; often bear the m ajor or sole 

responsibilities for crop production. A  num ber o f  research studies had proved w om en’s 

participation in various agricultural activities having com plem entary roles, sharing 

-activities related to crop production (Javedi, 2006).

Rural w om en com prise m ore than one quarter o f  the w orld population and perfo itn  30%  

o f  agriculture w ork in industrialized countries w hile this proportion is m uch h igher in 

developing countries. In countries such as Egypt, M orocco, Som alia and Turkey w om en



vegetables. W om en’s participation is the highest in cotton production in Punjab. P icking 

cotton is exclusively a w om en's task. Their participation is the lowest in sugarcane 

production (PA R C, 1988).

These w om en w ork longer than m en do. Surveys have revealed that a w om an w orks 12 to 

15 hours a day on various econom ic activities (ESCA P, 1997).

W om en from an average farm  fam ily rem ain extrem ely busy during the two fann ing  

seasons in sow ing and harvesting. In som e ethnic groups, especially  in the southern 

regions o f  Pakistan, a husband m ay m arry m ore than one w om an to supply  additional 

farm  labour (PA RC, 1988).

In the niral areas o f  Pakistan, agriculture land and any other type o f  property  is ow ned by 

m en and they use fam ily labour including wom en for producing crops. W om en are not 

paid but are fed, clothed and provided dowry by their fathers, brothers, and other m ale 

m em bers w ithin the fam ily at the tim e o f  m arriages ornam ents from cradle to grave and 

they are not m ourned as m en are. In recent years som e niral fam ilies have been educating 

their fem ale m em bers so that chances o f  their m arriages in well to do fam ilies could  be 

ensured ( Junejo, 2007).

In Barani (raihfed) agriculture, w here crop production is no t sufficient to m eet

subsistence needs o f  the households, m en have traditionally  sought em ploym ent in the

f-
non-farm  sector. As a result, w om en have to take over a substantial burden o f  the w ork  in



agricultural production. M oreover, dram atic growtli rates in cotton production have 

generated trem endous dein and for fem ale labour. Sucli production-labour interactions 

have led to the increasing fem inization o f  agriculture (GoP, 1995).

The role o f  w om en in forest resources m anagem ent is very im portant. Collection o f  forest 

products to m eet subsistence requirem ents and also to augm ent fam ily's incom e is 

generally  the responsibility o f  women. A w areness about trees, shrubs and grasses is 

higher am ongst wom en than in m en because w om en devote m ore tim e than m en to 

collect forest produce to meet fam ily needs. About one-third o f  poor w om en are d irectly  

involved in forestry or forestry related w orks in the unorganized sector (N anavaty, 1996).

W ood based resources are an im portant part o f  Pakistan 's econom y even though the 

country has only 4.26 m illion hectares under forest cover (PFI 1992).

Rural w om en in Pakistan use forests as a source o f  items essential for survival o f  their 

households. Fetching w ater and collecting fuel wood for cooking and fodder for dom estic 

anim als com e in the daily  routine w ork o f  niral Pakistani w om en grazing anim als is a 

very  im portant com ponent o f  the daily w ork life o f  rural w om en (PARC, 1988).

Livestock is the collective term for farm anim als. L ivestock is the tenn  used to refer 

(singularly  or plurally) to a dom esticated animal intentionally reared in an agricultural 

setting to m ake produce sucJi as food or fiber, or for its labour (Lyson, Isaac, 1986).



Livestock fann ing  plays an im portant role in the econom y o f  the country and is at the 

lieart o f  the. rural socioeconom ic system . It is a net source o f  foreign excliange earnings 

contributing significantly in this vital area. M ost im portantly, m ore than 8 m illion rural 

small and landless farm ers raise livestock, m aking it an ideal sector for attacking rural 

poverty  in the . country. Furtherm ore, as livestock m ake s up alm ost 50 % o f  the 

agriculture value added, the future high growth in agriculture is expected to be led by the 

livestock sector (K .M , 1984).

A griculture continues to be the largest sector o f  econom y and is currently  contributing

23.1 per cent to the gross dom estic product (GDP). L ivestock is the m ost im portant sub­

sector o f  agriculture with national GDP contribution o f  10.8 per cent and 46.8 per cent to 

the agriculture value added. Livestock also contributes significantly tow ards national 

exports and 8.5 - 9.0 per cent o f  total exports belong to this sector. This sector provides 

raw  m aterial for the industry and livestock creates m arket and capital. It serves as a social 

security for the rural poor as they can cash it at the tim e o f  their need. L ivestock also 

provides security  against crop failure particularly in Barani areas (Dr. M. Afzai, 2006)

Since the last decade or so the contribution o f  w om en in dairy production is getting due 

recognition. It is realised that wom en handle most o f  the critical jo b s  like feeding, 

m ilking, care o f  new born and adm inistration o f  m edicine. H ow ever, there is variation in 

involvem ent o f  w om en betw een socioeconom ic groups and regions, as indicated earlier. 

In tribal, low rainfall, sem i-arid and arid areas m uch o f  the w ork w ith regard to anim al 

m anagem ent has to be looked after by w om en due to m igration o f  m ales for work.



H ow ever in in any cases the incom e from dairy anim als does not rem ain in the hands o t 

w om en and neither does the decision regarding sale and purchase (Rangnekar, 1996).

H ow ever, due to the m ove to develop w om en’s diary co-operatives in m any states in 

hidia w om en have better control over sale o f  m ilk and use o f  incom e from  it. A nother 

positive developm ent is recognition o f  w om en as m em bers o f  dairy cooperative societies, 

so that the price o f  m ilk  supplied to the society can be paid to the w om en directly. T ill a 

few years ago w om en were not m ade registered m em bers o f  the dairy co-operative 

society (the registration was in the nam e o f  the husband and thus he collected the m oney 

for m ilk produced and supplied by the wom en). W hile the contribution o f  w om en to the 

anim als' m anagem ent is recognized, the experiences o f  w om en regarding anim al 

production and diseases and their perceptions are ignored (Rangnekar, 1996).

In Pakistan, w om en are responsible for 60%  to 80%  o f  the feeding and m ilking o f  cattle. 

W om en in Sindh and Punjab spend from one-fiflh to a quarter o f  their daily w orking 

hours in livestock related activities. D airy production is very  im portant for w om en in 

m ost provinces except Balucliistan w here the clim ate is not favorable to dairy cattle 

raising. W ith the exception o f  few large cities, all fresh m ilk consum ed in Pakistan  is 

based on sm all dom estic production rim and m anaged by wom en (ESC A P, 1996).

Studies indicate that goat keeping and backyard poultry production are inversely related 

to socioeconom ic status and are largely w om en’s dom ains. The m ajority o f  poor,



underprivileged and landless fam ilies in rain fed and underdeveloped areas ow n goats and 

or backyard poultry. These are again good exam ples o f  low external input production 

system s and recycling o f  m aterial. Goat keeping is totally m anaged by  w om en and 

children except for the pastoralists, who keep large flocks o f  goat (FAO , 1991).

H ow ever, the sale and purchase o f  anim als is carried out by m en in m ost cases, except in 

tribal com m unities w here m arketing is also handled by w om en. W ith the substantial 

increase in m eat prices in India goats have becom e a good source o f  incom e, although 

m arketing o f  goats is not properly organized and is to tally  in the hands o f  m iddlem en.

M uch o f  selling o f  goats in rural areas is to m eet contingencies. Hence, goats are usually  /  n, 

looked upon as an asset that is easy  to convert into cash and an anim al, w hich can be 

conveniently  handled and m anaged at low cost (FAO, 1991).

Poultry  fann ing  is one o f  the m ajor sources o f  rural econom y. The rate o f  w om en in 

poultry  fann ing  at household level is the central in poultry  industry. Even though rural 

w om en are not using m odem  m anagem ent techniques, such as vaccination and im proved 

feed, but their poultry  enterprise is im pressive. Every year, incom e from poultry  fann ing  

has been rising. In order to generate m ore and m ore incom e, rural w om en often sell all 

eggs and pou ltry  m eat and left nothing for personal use. D ue to poverty  and lack o f  • 

required level o f  proteins m ost o f  w om en have got a very poor health. M ost o f  w om en 

suffer from m alnutrition (Jam ali, 2009)

R estm cturing  o f  the farm econom y also has an effect on w om en’s exposure to agriculture



tasks. D uring the tim e o f  econom ic crisis, fam i w om en increased their participation in 

alternative agriculture enterprises, such as chicken and egg production to provide 

additional incom e. The “third-shift” phenom enon in w hich, fam i w om en attem pt to 

balance hom e, em ploym ent aw ay from  the farni, and farni work. W om en in rural 

com m unities are often sandw iched betw een caring for elderly care ( D elw orth, 1993).

The role o f  w om en is m ulti-dim ensional in rural agriculture settings. B esides looking 

after their children, they are im m ensely engaged in tasks like cooking, cleaning, fetching 

w ater, w ashing clothes, fuel gathering, feeding and cleaning the livestock and m ilking the 

cows and the buffaloes.



1.1 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

W om en are a vita! hum an resource in the im provem ent o f  the quahty  o f  life in the 

developing w orld, it has been observed that in the hom e and land as producers o f  goods 

and services w om en contribute directly to national, social and econom ic progress.

W om en are the backbone agriculture w orkforce but w orldw ide their hard w ork have 

m ostly been unpaid. Tliey do not have the most tedious and back-breaking tasks in 

agriculture, anim al husbandry and homes. There is need to develop an understanding o f  

the role and activities o f  niral wom en in agriculture and livestock. There is need to 

educate rural w om en and give health facilities so tiiat better result can be achieved. On 

the other hand rural w om en have less decision m aking pow er regarding agriculture, 

livestock and other household activities so there is need to be aw are about their basic 

rights and give them  opportunities to m ake decision like men.

1.2 OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

This research has follow ing objectives.

•  To study the socio-econom ic characteristics o f  the respondents

• To study the contribution o f  w om en in cultivation o f  m ajor crops, grow ing ' ■ ‘ 

vegetables and livestock farm ing

• To elaborate participation o f  w om en in decision m aking about cultivation o f  

crops, livestock and household activities.



• To suggest appropriate m easures for the better involvem ent o f  w om en in 

agricultural activities and livestock.

1.3 S O C IO L O G IC A L  S IG N IF IC A N C E

W omeii produce betw een 60 and 80 per cent o f  the food in m ost developing countries 

and are responsible for h a lf  o f  the w orld’s food production, yet their key role as food 

producers and providers, and their critical contribution to household food security, is only 

recently  becom ing recognized. W om en’s lim ited access to resources and their insufficient 

purchasing pow er are products o f  a series o f  inter-related social, econom ic and cultural 

factors that force them  into a subordinate role, to the detrim ent o f  their own developm ent 

and that o f  socicty as a whole.

• The study indicates rural wom en are m ajor contributors in agriculture. H er w ork 

ranges from crop production, livestock and household activities. From  household 

and fam ily m aintenance activities, to transporting water, fuel and fodder. D espite 

such a huge involvem ent, her role and dignity has yet no been recognized.

• To w om en's literacy rates, and to improve the levels o f  fem ale education ratio, 

other urgent m easures required. A separate education policy for w om en m ay serve 

the purpose.

• W om en are entirely absent from the state structures and decision-m aking bodies 

that have the potential to introduce stnictural changes.

y f!



The level o f  w om en participation in decision-m aking process not only varies from 

region to region but also from one activity to another. M ale dom inance in decision 

m aking in the household, livestock and crop production.have continued even in 

areas w here w om en are the key providers o f  labour because the influence o f  

w om en has not been recognized due to lack o f  education, less aw areness o f  their 

civ ic/ hum an rights, traditional norm s, lack o f  credit facilities from the 

G overnm ent.

K eeping in view the contribution o f  rural w om en in livestock m anagem ent, crop 

production and household activities the present study focuses on their share in 

decision m aking regarding tliese activities and also on identification and ranking ■ 

o f  the factors affecting their contribution in decision m aking.



CHAPTER # 2 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE



Review of Literature

A literature review  is a body o f  text that aims to review  the critical points o f  cuiTent 

know ledge including substantive findings as w ell as theoretical and m ethodological 

contributions to a particular topic. L iterature reviews are secondary sources, and as such, , //, 

do not report any new or original experim ental work.

A ccording to a study by Pesticide Action N etw ork A sia and the Pacific (2005) m ore than 

h a lf o f  the w orld ’s food is grown by wom en. W om en’s w ork is both w ide-ranging and 

m ultifaceted throughout the year, and they perfonn  m ultiple tasks in the sphere o f  

agriculture. W om en’s indigenous know ledge and skills are vitally  necessary  for food 

production and sustainable agriculture. W om en’s intim ate know ledge o f  seed preparation 

and soil m anagem ent, plant protection and pest control, post-harvest processing and 

storage, anim al husbandry, as well as food processing and meal preparation is crucial to 

ensure food security through sustainable agriculture.

L iterature supported that w om en involvem ent in agriculture operation varies from  

country to country  and region due to the change in social structure o f  every country 

(FAO, 2002). T hey  are equally involved in pre-harvest agricutura! activities like 

preparation o f  soil, planting, weeding, harvesting etc and post-harvest activities likw  

storage o f  grains (Saini & K oppen, 2001).

W hile w orking shoulder to shoulder w ith men, they reallyt supplem ant their effortts in 

cultivation o f  the crops right from the preparation o f  soil to the post-harvest operation.



They are equally  efficient in seed bed preapartion, tilling, sowing, fertilizer application, 

fodder cutting, w eeding, interculturing, transplanting husking, threshing, drying, storing 

cereals and fodder, fm its and vegetables ( Habibi, 1996).

M alik and M ajid (2004) described that there was a w ide range o f  discrim ination in 

perform ing activities in agriculture sector, where w om en had to perform  m ulti­

dim ensional roles that were neither reconized nor rew arded in kinds and coins.

A ccording to PanJiwar (1988), W om en in Pakistan agriculture can perfo n n  the follow ing 

functions as good as men:

• T ransplanting o f  vegetables, rice, and bare root plants.

• Intercultivation o f  vegetable o f  rem oval o f  w eeds and unw anted growth.

•  P icking o f  cottoii, sm all fruits, vegetables, berries o f  all types,

•  H arvesting o f  w heat, rice and other crops.

SO FA (2011) indicates that w om en m ake essential contributions to the agricultural and 

rural econom ies in all developing countries. Their roles vary  considerably betw een and 

w ithin regions and are changing rapidly in m any parts o f  the world, w here econom ic and 

social forces are transform ing the agricultural sector.

FAO (1995) stated that as paid or unpaid labour, w om en are heavily  involved in 

subsistence crop production, and a few activities related to cash crop production. 

A lthough there are no clear-cut "wom en's" crops as m ight exist in som e countries o f  the

'ti



world, a gender division o f  labour is observed in llie fanning  system s o f  the region based 

on the nature o f  tĥ e agricultural enterprise itself, and on the operations used in the 

production process. Consequently, m en are involved in capital-intensive m echanized 

crops and operations (m echanical land preparation, in igation , spraying, m echanical 

harvesting, tractor-driving, etc.), while w om en are responsible for the m ore labor- 

intensive work that requires painstaking physical effort, patience and perseverance. Thus, 

w om en use their hands or sim ple tools to broadcast seeds and fertilizers, hand w eed and 

harvest, p ick fruits and vegetables m anually, and carry produce on their backs. They 

likew ise spend m any long hours in post-harvest activities such as threshing, w innow ing, 

cleaning, sorting, grading and bagging. W ith som e exceptions notw ithstanding, w om en in 

the region participate very little in land preparation, transportation and m arketing o f  

agricultural produce. D espite the above gender division o f  labour, it is also com m on for 

w om en and m en to w ork side-by-side together in the field, and assist one another in 

various crop, livestock and other tasks w hen the need arises, especially during peak 

season.

A ccording to Rao (2006) India has a predom inantly agrarian econom y 70%  o f  her 

population is rural; o f  those households, 60%  engage in agriculture as their m ain source 

o f  incom e. It has alw ays been hidia's m ost im portant econom ic sector. In this im portant 

agricultural sector wom an plays a vital role, because it is largely a household enteiprise. 

W om en in India are m ajor producers o f  food in tem is o f  value, volum e and num ber o f  

hours w orked. N early  63%  o f  all econom ically active m en are engaged in agriculture as 

com pared to 78%  b f  wom en. A lm ost 50%  o f  niral fem ale w orkers arc classified as



agricultural laborers and 37%  as cultivators. A bout 70%  o f  farm work was perform ed by 

wom en. It is observed that w om en play a significant and crucial roie in agricultural 

developm ent including, m ain crop production.

A ccording to Shiva (1991) rural Indian w om en are extensively involved in agricultural 

activities. H ow ever the nature and extent o f  their involvem ent differs w ith  the variations 

in agro production system s. In over all farm production, w om en’s average contribution is 

estim ated at 55%  to 66% o f  the total labor with percentages, m uch higher in certain 

regions. In the Indian H im alayas a pair o f  bullocks works 1064 hours, a m an 1212 hours 

and a w om an 3485 hours in a year on a once hectare fam i, a figure that illustrates 

w om en’s significant contribution to agricultural production.

IFAD (2005) stated that in Bangladesh, agricultural officers said that nearly  20 to 50 

percent o f  the wom en from poorer M uslim  households regularly w orked in transplanting, 

irrigation and related paddy production activities. The traditional gender roles 'w om en do 

post-harvest work' and ‘m en do field labor' have changed during the past 10-15 years, 

largely due to extrem e poverty in som e areas and change in social norm s and traditions.

A ccording to Jordans (1997) said that, “In som e areas in north-w est Bangladesh, w om en 

equally share all tasks in rice production, even the presum ably m ale's task o f  irrigation” .

Jahan (1990) cited in his study that FAO reported about 60-70 percent o f  w om en from 

landless and near landless households w ork as agricultural w age laborers.

V .h i  //



A ccording to C ockbum  (1993) the m ost extensively used agricultural im plem ents by 

w om en, both in w heat and groundnut haiVesting, processing and in day-to-day farm tasks 

are w ooden and m etal tringles, krrai, sangle and datri. Datri is the m ost w idely  and 

extensively used im plem ent in barani fanning for daily  livestock and crop chores by /  ■' 

wom en. M en aslo use datri but m uch less often, as they do not do m ost o f  daily  cutting  o f  

fodder o r the m aintenance o f  growing crops.

A ccording to C haney (1987) hi the rain fed areas o f  Punjab, w om en contribute to ahnost 

all o f  22 identified crop tasks w ith the m ajor contribution to seed preparation, collection 

and apphcation o f  fam iyard m anure, husking m aize and storage.

M en's involvem ent is higher in the early stages o f  cultivation such as field preparation.

M en also m ohopohze m echanical work. For exam ple, they carry out m echanical 

threshing (w ith animal or fuel-powered m achines), w hile hand-threshing is a w om en’s 

dom ain o f  task. Driving tractors and w atering the fields are also m en's job. Food 

processing and storage is an area w here w om en's participation is considerably h igher than 

m en's (FA O , 2 0 0 9 )

A ccording to GoP. (1995) rural w om en o f  Pakistan have undertaken the follow ing m ajor 

farm ing activities:

•  P rovide substantial labour in fann ing  practices like: p lantation and harvesting, 

cleaning and storing o f  fann products.
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• Extend help to the m ale fam ily m em bers on the farm s to perform  thining and 

hoeing o f  m aize and cotton, earthing up and digging o f  potatoes and peanuts, line 

p lanting o f  w heat, stripping and planting o f  sugarcane, cutting fodder etc.

• W hen agriculture produce is brought hom e from the farm, w om en are involved in  

post-harvest operation and for their safe storage and to protect the produce from 

fungal diseases, insect pests and rodents etc.

FAO (2009) stated that w om en in the developing w orld often assum e the role o f  “ care 

taker” -  for their fam ilies as well as for the other people and things around them, hi som e 

parts o f  the world, w om en rely  on forest-related resources for the w ell-being o f  all who 

fall under their care. This effort typically  involves the gathering o f  forest products for 

such pur])oses as fuel, fencing, food for the family, and fodder for the livestock (FAO , 

2009).

A ccording to Singh (2001) the w om en have to spend m ajor part o f  their tim e and have to 

w alk long distances daily  to collect fuel w ood, fodder and other N on T im ber Forest 

Products (N TFPs) from forests. W hile men are interested in com m ercial forestry, w om en 

are concerned with biodiversity conservation aiid niultiple products-based m anagem ent 

which ensures ftjel.wood, fodder, w ater and other NTFPs. ‘

A ccording to G overnm ent o f  Pakistan (GoP) m arine fisheries in Pakistan engage som e 

90,000 people. They operate m ainly from Karachi and the cost o f  Sindh. The export o f  

fish and fishery products, particularly shrim p, is an im portant source o f  foreign cuirency.



Fisheries is an area o f  interest to woinen. It lias been found that traditionally, w om en 

were involved in fishing business as entrepreneurs. But presently w ith the expansion o f  

fishing business into an industry, women no longer m anage the business as they did in the 

past. R ather they are involved in peeling shrim ps, w eaving nets, m aking fish baskets, etc. 

as labourers (GOP, 1995).

Livestock production is an im portant and integral com ponent o f  fanning  system s in the 

N ear East region. In nom adic and sem i-nom adic societies, livestock rearing is the m ain 

production activ ity  and the source o f  most, i f  not all, econom ic output. L ivestock also 

contributes a large proportion o f  the incom e o f  fanners w ith sm ali-iandholdings, w hich 

are by far the m ost com m on type o f  farms in the region.

W om en's w ork in anim al husbandry is significant. Jii general, w om en are m ore involved 

in livestock production - especially small rum inants - than in crop production. A ccording 

to the data provided in the country papers and other studies, w om en are heavily  involved 

in alm ost all aspects o f  livestock production, w ith the exception o f  herding and 

m arketing, since these tasks require absence from the hom e. A ctivities that w om en are 

reported to be active in are feeding and watering, fodder gathering, poultry  and rabbit 

care, stable cleaning, collecting dung for fertilizer and fuel, care o f  sick, pregnant and 

lactating anim als, m ilking, ghee/cheese and butter-m aking, in addition to breeding and 

selection. Cash incom e obtained from w om en's w ork in livestock production m ay  be 

quite high, especially w ith regard to the sale o f  m ilk, cheese, butter and ghee. E qually  

notable is the nutritional value and protein contributions o f  these dairy products to the 

farm household diet (FAO, 1995).
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A ccording to Afzal (2006) role o f  public sector for increasing livestock productivity  is

incited. Therefore, the private sector is generally encouraged to invest in production, 

j:)rocessing and m arketing o f  livestock and livestock products. The dem and for livestock 

products is rapidly  increasing w ith rise in jjopulation, household incom e and change in 

food tastes and preferences. A lthough Pakistan ranks fifth in w orld m ilk production yet 

per capita consum ption o f  m ilk is far below the recom m ended levels. The consum ption o f  

milk and m eat in Pakistan is estim ated at 68.6 liters and 14.5 kg per annum  that do not 

m atch w ith the recom m ended dietary allowance (RD A ) levels.

A ccording to Afzal (2006) the national herd consists o f  24.2 m illion cattle, 26.3 m illion 

buffaloes, 24.9 m illion sheep, 56.7 m illion goats and 0.8 m illion cam el, h i addition to 

these there is a vibrant pouUry sector in the country with m ore than 530 m illion birds 

produced annually. These anim als produce 29.472 m illion tons o f  m ilk, m aking Pakistan 

5th largest producer o f  m ilk in the world, 1.115 m illion tons o f  beef, 0.740 m illion tons o f 

m utton, 0.416 m illion tons o f  poultry meat, 8.528 billion eggs, 40.2 thousand tons o f  

wool, 21.5 thousand tons o f  hair and 51.2 m illion skins and hides. The distribution o f  

livestock is not even am ong different provinces. Buffaloes are m ain dairy anim al and are 

m ainly raised in Punjab (60.8 per cent) and Sindh (31.8 per cent). Buffaloes are now 

m aking inroads in other provinces, Azad Jam nm  & K ashm ir and even N orthern Areas. 

C attle have traditionally  been raised for draught and are d istributed in approxim ately 

according to areas in different provinces except B alochistan w here only 6.4 per cent 

cattle are present. B alochistan harbours m ajority o f  sheep as this province alone has 44.2 

per cent o f  the sheep population o f  the country.
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As com pared to crop production the participation o f  niral wom en in livestock related 

activities is m uch higher. M ajority o f  the fem ales are engaged in fodder cutting, w atering, 

cleaning o f  anim als and their sheds etc. M anure collection, preparing dung cakes and the 

m aintenance o f  animal sheds are also the exclusive activities o f  rural wom en. In a 

nutshell, except grazing wom en are involved in alm ost all livestock related activities 

starting from  fodder cutting to m ilk processing. How ever, the level o f  involvem ent varies 

from  one activ ity  to the other (Akm al, 2004)

M artins (1994) reported that wom en were actively involved in livestock farm ing. They 

owned livestock and were responsible for anim al care i.e m ilking, w atering, cleaning 

anim al sheds etc. M oreover som etim es they m ade the decision regarding purchase, sale 

and treatm ent to the anim al.

Since the last decade or so the contribution o f  w om en in dairy production is getting due 

recognition. It is realized that w o m en  handle m ost o f  the critical jo b s  like feeding, 

m ilking, care o f  new born and adm inistration o f  m edicine. H ow ever, there is variation in 

involvem ent o f  w om en betw een socioeconom ic groups and regions, as indicated earlier. 

In tribal, low rainfall, sem i-arid and arid areas m uch o f  the w ork w ith regard to anim al 

m anagem ent has to be looked after by w om en due to m igration o f  m ales for work. 

H ow ever in m any cases the incom e from dairy anim als does not rem ain in the hands o f  

w om en and neither does the decision regarding sale and purchase. H ow ever, due to the 

m ove to develop w om en’s diary co-operatives in m any states in India w om en have better 

control over sale o f  m ilk and use o f  incom e from it. A nother positive developm ent is



recognition o f  w om en as m em bers o f  dairy cooperative societies, so tliat the price o f  m ilk 

supplied to the society can be paid to the wom en directly. T ill a few years ago w om en 

were not m ade registered m em bers o f  the dairy co-operative society (the registration was 

in the nam e o f  the husband and thus he collected the m oney for m ilk produced and 

supplied by  the wom en). W hile the contribution o f  w om en to the anim als' m anagem ent is 

recognized, the experiences o f  w om en regarding anim al production and diseases and their 

perceptions are ignored (Rangnekar, 1996).

Altliough goats are m ostly grazed the studies indicate that contrary to com m on b e lie f  the 

m ajority  o f  the farm ers provide som e locally available, supplem entary feed. Goat 

production has not received any support through various developm ent schem es and was 

alw ays considered detrim ental to the environm ent. How ever, the livestock census 

indicates a sharp rise in the num ber o f  sm all him inants, particularly  goats. G oats are 

slaughtered in largest num bers and kid m ortality is high, but still their population is 

increasing w hich is indicative o f  the sm all farm ers' preferences for this anim al. The 

experiences o f  a few goat developm ent projects in India are encouraging and the outcom e 

indicates there are possibilities for substantial increases in sm all farm er incom e and o f  

changing feeding and m anagem ent practices to m ake it m ore environm entally  friendly. 

This has becom e possible m ostly  due to the rise in prices o f  goat m eat and the practice o f  

paying according to body w eight and body condition. W ith better prices, the practice o f  

sem i-stall feeding and provision o f  supplem entary feed is becom ing feasible. In som e



areas there is a m arket for goat m ilk although it is generally m ixed w ith  cow and buffalo 

m ilk and sold to dairies. Studies indicate that 40%  to 50%  o f  the incom e from  goats is 

through m ilk in such areas and 30%  to 35%) from sale o f  anim als. The m anure from  goats ' 

is also a significant source o f  incom e contributing 15% to 20%  o f  the earnings. It was 

noticed that there is a difference in the perception o f  m en aiid w om en regarding the 

usefulness o f  the goat and productivity  constraints (FAO, 1995).

A lthough Pakistan ranks fifth in world m ilk production yet capita consum ption o f  m ilk 

is far below  the. recom m ended levels. The consum ption o f  m ilk and m eat on Pakistan is 

estim ated at 68.6 liters and 14.5 kg per annum  that do not m atch w ith the recom m ended 

dietary allow ance (RDA ) levels. M alnutrition and protein deficiency are w idespread and 

visible both in urban and rural areas. Because o f  this scenario, Pakistan along w ith 17 

other developing countries has been declared by W orld T rade O rganization (W TO ) as a 

net food deficit country. The country is also not se lf sufficient in m ilk  production and 

huge am ount o f  valuable foreign, ex change is spent to im port m ilk and m ilk production 

in spite o f  the fact that Pakistan ranks fifth in w orld m ilk production. It is expected that 

w ith the present population growth rate o f  2.6%  and rising per capita  incom e levels, the 

dem and for m ilk and m ilk products is likely to further increase. M ilking the anim als and 

m ilk processing have also been attributed to the w om en folks (Aknial, 2004).

W om en involved in caring and rearing o f  livestock and poultry, carry out w ide range o f  

tasks such as m aking feed concentrates, feeding, collecting fodder, grazing, cleaning



anim als and their sheds, m aking dung cakes, collecting m anure for organic fertilizer, as 

w ell as m ilking, processing and m arketing o f  animal products (m aking ghee, selling eggs, 

etc). In Pakistan, w om en are responsible for 60%  to 80%  o f  the feeding and m ilking o f  

cattle (ESCA P, 1996).

M usharraf (2007) argue that niral w om en could play a dynam ic role in bringing about a 

w hite revolution in the country to help exploit the real potential o f  the m ilk  and m eat 

sector. W om en in rural areas could play an active role in rearing livestock.

W om en in S indh and Punjab spend from one-fifth to a quarter o f  their daily  w orking 

hours in livestock-related activities. D airy production is very  im portant for w om en in 

m ost provinces except Baluchistan w here the clim ate is not favorable to dairy cattle 

raising. W ith the exception o f  a few large cities, all fresh m ilk consum ed in Pakistan is 

based on small dom estic production run and m anaged by w om en (PARC, 1988).

M ostly w om en are engaged in cleaning o f  anim al, sheds, w atering and m ilking the 

anim als. Furthem iore, rural wom en are also responsible for collection, preparing dung 

cakes an activ ity  that also brings additional incom e to poor fam ilies. Evidently , rural 

w om en are involved in alm ost all livestock related activities. Except grazing, all o ther 

livestock m anagem ent activities are predom inantly perform ed by  fem ales. L abor Survey 

o f  Pakistan 2006-07 disclosed that stall feeding o f  anim als is carried out by 31%  o f  

fem ales, w hereas, m ilking, m ilk processing carried out by 58%  and preparing dung cakes



are carried out by 90%  o f  females. 90%  wom en are involved in shed cleaning and 85%  in

collection o f  farm yard m anure. W atering is also perform ed by the 69%  o f  fem ales. 

M ales, how ever, share the responsibility o f taking care o f  sick anim als. It is evident that 

the w om en are playing a dom inant role in the livestock production and m anagem ent

activities (Chaney, 1987).

The activities o f  farm ing w om en in the household are: fix breakfast, cook dinner, cook 

super, set table, w ash dishes, taking care o f in-laws, grocery shopping, baking, canning 

and freezing, clo thing care, child care, child transportation, dust furniture, floor care; 

w ash w indow s, repair sm all appliances, plum bing work, tend vegetable garden, pay 

household bills and other household tasks. They spend a lot o f  tim e in the household and ' 

take care o f  their children and perform  all tasks very effectively (Tara, 2011).

V ery few studies on decision-m aking at the household level have been conducted in 

countries o f  the N ear East region. Consequently, it is extrem ely difficult to m ake 

conclusive statem ents regarding w ho m akes decisions and in w hich areas. H ow ever, 

since fam ily structures for the m ajority o f  the households in the region are m ale-headed 

and patriarchal, one could infer that m en generally control decision-m aking, although in 

m any situations, decisions are often made jointly . W om en m ay also have m ore say than is 

generally perceived, and exercise significant pow er in certain fam ily m atters relating to 

m arriage, education and divorce, and in other aspects such as child-care and household 

purchases. Women likew ise m ake important decisions w hen the household is fem ale­

headed (although m ale relatives m ay be consulted or m ake decisions them selves), or



w hen the enterprise is one in w hich w om en predom inate, such as poultry, dairy products 

and kitchen garden produce (FAO, 1995).



CHAPTER # 3 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY



Methodology

M ethodology tells the researcher how and what steps need to be follow ed to collect the 

relevant data. Lay m an confused m ethodology and m ethods. M ethodology is the 

com plete fram ew ork o f  the w hole research activity. M ethods, on the other hand, are the 

definite tools o f  data collection.

This chapter highlights the m ethodology strategy under w hich present research had been 

carried out. The m ethodology to find out answers to questions depends upon the nature o f  

question.

A ccording to Bailey (1978), m ethodology m eans philosophy o f  research process. This

includes the assum ption and values that as rationale for research and the standards or

criteria the researcher user for interpreting data and reaching conclusion.

The current research addresses the, role o f  w om en in agriculture and livestock 

fanning  in district Jehlum .

3.1 Topic

“Role o f  w om en in crop production and livestock fanning in district Jeh lum ”

3.2 Population of study

In research, the target group to be studied is called population o f  study (Henlin,

1997).

A population also can be defined as individuals that meet the sam ple criteria  for inclusion 

in a study. The population for the study under investigation consisted o f  all w om en who



were involved in agriculture and livestock residents iji tehsil Find D adan K han District 

Jelilum .

3.3 Criteria for Respondents
j

R espondents included in the sam ple were selected on the bases o f  specific criteria. The 

individual m eeting the follow ing criteria were included in sample.

They should

o They should be involved in agriculture and livestock farming, 

o Be fem ale.

o Be residing in district Jehlum  tehsil PD khan, 

o Be o f  any race, religion and sect.

3.4 Study Design

A  quantitative approach was followed. Q uantitative research is a fonnal, objective, 

system atic process to describe and test relationship and exam ine cause and effect 

interactions am ong variable (Neum an, 2007).  ̂ '

3.5 Sampling procedure

Sam pling is a sm aller case o f  researcher selects from lager pool and generalizes the 

findings to entire population (Henslin, 1997).

There are various kinds o f  sam pling used in a social research such as, random  sam pling, 

stratified random ^sam pling, accidental sam pling, quota sam pling purposive sam pling, 

snowball sam pling, theoretical sam pling, etc. as per the requirem ent o f  present study, 

random  sam pling w as used to select the respondents.



3.6 S am p lin g  T ech n iq u e

In the random  sam pling technique researcher draw  a sam pling from the population 

random ly so that every elem ent in the population has equal chance to be selecting 

(M acionis, 2005).

A descriptive interview  schedule w ill use. Interview  schedule is used to collect originaj 

data for describing a population too large to observe directly. Interview  schedule obtain 

inform ative from a sam ple o f  people by m eans o f  se lf report, that is, the people respond 

to a series o f  question posed by the investigator. Interview  schedule w as selected because 

it provides an accurate portrayal or account o f  the characteristics. /  /<, ;

This design w as chosen to m eet the objective o f  the study, nam ely to detem iine the 

know ledge and view s o f  people regarding the involvem ent o f  w om en in crop production 

and livestock faming.

3.7 S am p le  Size

A sam ple o f  260 respondents will be selected from the study universe.

3.8 D a ta  collection

The procedure a researcher follows together relevant data (Ferranti, 2006).

3.9 T ools fo r D a ta  C ollection

R esearch had used the technique o f  the semi structured interview  schedule.

Interview  schedule is a device usually applied to the set o f  questions, w hich are asked, 

and fulfilled in by interview  in face-to-face situation w ith  other person.



Interview  schedule is preferred because o f  the following advantages.

Interview  schedule is used because the respondents are o f  different educational level and 

it’s not appropriate to use questionnaire, because it require considerable am ount o f  

education.

It has flexibility  in the sense that if  one thing is not understandable by  tlie respondent 

the researcher could explain it in easier words.

In interview ing schedule the researcher has face-to-face interaction and is able to read the 

face expression o f  the respondent and could probe easily.

A nother positive view point o f  interview ing schedule is that is has guarantee o f  its return.

3.10 Pretesting

Special attention has given to the actual w ording and layout o f  the proposed interview ing 

schedule, attem pted to m ake it easy for the people to understand and respond. T he 

proposed interview ing schedule was subjected to pilot test.

As pretesting allow  one to high light the w eak areas, the prelim inary interview ing '

schedule com prising o f  45 questions, was given to the sam ple o f  the 10 respondent to 

com plete. Q uestions seem ed am biguous or different to the respondent w are rephrased.

3.11 Data Analysis

A fter the data was collected a system atic analysis was used for data analysis. The 

researcher used the w idely statistical package for the social science (SPSS). The analysis 

data has been presented is tabular forms. For the analysis o f  the quantitative data,



com puter w as used w hich facihtate m e m ore than any w ays such as tim e saving, 

reduction o f  large am ount o f  data to the basic pattern etc.

3.12 The Analysis of univariate Data

U nivariate data analysis is the analysis o f  the single variable. D escriptive statistics 

organize and sum m aries the data to render it m ove com prehensible. D escriptive statistics 

enable the researcher top describe trends in the data and also to determ ine w hether 

relationship exist betw een variables.

3.13 Percentage

The puipose o f  using percentage is to sim plify quantitative characteristic in to num erical 

form. Second percentage reduces to frequency distribution to the com m on base. 

Percentage is calculated w ith following fom iula.

P = F/NxlOO

W here

P = Percentage 

N  = Total Frequency 

F = Frequency o f  Class

j' 'i



CHAPTER # 4

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS



DATA ANALYSIS AND PRESENTATION

Categories

18-24
25-31
32-38
39-45
46-52
53-59
A bove 59
Total

Age of the respondents

Frequency

17
50
87
65
33

260

Percent

6.6
19.4
33.5
25
12.4
1.9
1.2
100

Table # 4.1 reveals the age o f  the respondents. (33.5% ) o f  the respondents belonged to 

the age group o f  32-38 years, (25% ) o f  respondents were from  39-45 years, (19.4 %) 

respondents were from 25-31 years, (12.4% ) o f  respondents were from  46-52 years, 

(6.6% ) respondents belonged to the age group o f  18-24, (1.9% ) respondents w ere from 

53- 59 years W hile (1.2%o) respondents w ere above 59 years.



C atego ries F req u en cy ■ P e rc e n t

Single 21 8.1
M arried 184 70.1
D ivorced 14 5.4
Separated 14 5,4
W idow 27 10.4
T o ta l 260 100

Table # 4.2 shows the m arital status o f  the respondents. (70.8% ) respondents were 

m arried, (10.4% ) respondents were w idow, (8.1% ) respondents w ere single, and (5.4% ) 

respondents were divorced, w hile only (5.4% ) respondents were separated.



Categories Frequency Percent

Illiterate 33 12.7
Prim ary 136 52.4
M iddle 55 21.2
M atric 25 9.5
In tended  i ate 6 2.3
G raduation 5 1-9
Total 260 100

Table#4.3 depicts the education o f  the respondents. (12.7% ) o f  the respondents were 

illiterate, (52.4% ) w ere having prim ary education, (21.2% ) w ere from m iddle , (9.5% ) 

w ere educated up to m atriculation, and (2.3% ) w ere up to higher secondary school level, 

w hile only (1.9% ) respondents were graduated.
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C atego ries F req u en cy P e rce n t

N uclear fam ily 133 51.2
Joint fam ily 103 39.6
Extended fam ily 24 9:2
T o ta l 260 100

Table # 4.4 show s the fam ily type o f  the respondents. (51.2% ) o f  the respondents w ere 

living nuclear fam ily, (39.6% ) were in jo in t family, w hile only  (9.2% ) o f  the respondents 

were belonged to extended family.



Table#4.5

C atego ries F req u en cy P e rce n t

28-34 17 6.6
35-41 71 27.3
42-48 52 19.8
49-55 31 12
56-62 10 3.9
A bove 62 3 1.2
T o ta l 184 70.8

Table#4.5 reveals the husband’s age o f  the respondents. (27.3% ) o f  the respondents 

belonged to the age group o f  35-41 years, (19.8% ) o f  the respondents were from 42-48 

years, (12% ) w ere from 49-55 years, (6.6% ) o f  the respondents were from  28-34 years, 

(3.9% ) w ere from  56-62 years, w hile (! .2%) were above 62 years.



C ateg o ries Frequency Percent

Illiterate 14 5.4
Prim ary 66 •25.4
M iddle 57 21.9
M atric 31 11.9
Intem icdiate 3.1
G raduation 3.1
Total 184 70.8

T able#4.6 shows the husband education o f  the respondents, (5.4% ) o f  the respondents 

were illiterate, (25.4% ) o f  the respondents were having prim ary education, (21.9% ) 

indicate the respondent’s m iddle education, (11.9% ) o f  the respondents w ere educated up 

to m atriculation, (3.1% ) o f  the respondents were educated up to higher secondary school 

level, w hile only (3.1% ) were graduated.



C atego ries M ale Fem ale
F ( % ) F ( % )

Less than 5 129(52.8) 142(54.5)
6-10 64(20.4) 70(26.9)
11-15 63(25.2) 34(13.1)
16-20 4 (1 .6 )- 14(5.5)

T o ta l 260(100) 260(100)

Table#4.7 dem onstrates the fam ily size o f  the respondents. M ajority  o f  the m ale 

respondents were (52.8% ) fall in less than 5, (25.2% ) male w ere from 11-15, category o f  

6-10 w ere (20.4% ) and only (1.6% ) w ere fall in the category o f  16-20.

Fuilher table shows the family size o f  the fem ale respondents. M ajority  o f  the fem ale 

respondents w ere (54.5% ), 26.9 percent were in 6-10, (13.1% ) w ere fall in the category 

o f  11-15 and only  (5.5% ) were fall in the category o f  16-20.



C atego ries M ale Fem ale

r ( % ) F ( % )
1-2 120(46.2) 137(52.7)
3-4 58(22.3) 45(17.3)
5-6 11(4.3) 3(1.2)
T o ta l 189(72.8) 185(71.2)

Table#4.8 shows children o f  the respondents. M ajority (46.2% ) m ale children w ere fall in 

1-2 categories. (22.3% ) were fall in 3-4 and only (4.3% ) were in categories o f  5-6.

Further table indicates that m ajority o f  the female w ere (52.7% ) fall in the categories o f  

1-2. (17.3% ) were fall in 3-4 and only 1.2 percent was fall in the category o f  5-6.



C atego ries F req u en cy P e rce n t

G overnm ent servant 25 9.5
Private sei*vices 20 7.6
Labour 22 8.4
Self- em ployed 18 6.9
Un em ployed 17 6.4
Farm er 80 30.3
T o ta l 184 70.8

Table#4.9 reveals the occupation o f  the respondents’ husbands. A bove data show s that 

(30.3% ) o f  the respondents’ husbands w ere fanners, (9.5% ) were pubhc em ployees, 

(8.4% ) were labour, (7.6% ) w ere private em ployees, (6.9% ) w ere self-em ployed, w hile 

only  6.4 percent o f  the respondents’ husbands were unem ployed.



Categories Frequency Percent

4-4.30 am 185 70.1
5-5.30 am 75 29.9
Total 260 100

Table#4.10 shows rising tim e o f  the respondents. (70.1% ) o f  the respondents w ere aw oke 

up at 4-4.30 am, w hile (29.9% ) w oke up betw een 5-5.30 am.



C atego ries F req u en cy P e rce n t

Yes 162 62.5
N o 98 37.5
T o ta l 260 100

Table # 4.11 reveals land own by respondent or respondents’ husbands. (62,5% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere having land, w hile (37.5% ) d id n ’t had any land.



C atego ries F req u en cy P ercen t

Yes 162 62.5
T o ta l 162 62.5

T ab le# 4 .l2  illustrates the fertility o f  land o f  the respondents. (62.5% ) o f  the responden ts’ 

land was fertile.



C atego ries F requency P ercen t

Tube well 5 1.9
Rain fed 4 1.6
Rain & tube well 153 59.0
T o ta l 162 62.5

Table#4.13 show s irrigation land available o f  the respondents. (59% ) o f  the land’ 

iijigation  dependeci on rain & tube well, (1.9% ) o f  the land’s in igation  depended on tube 

well, w hile only (1.6% ) depended on rain.



C atego ries F requency P ercen t

Y ourself 26 9.9
Tenants 14 5.4
Fam ily  ■ 81 31.7
A ny other 41 .15.5
T o ta l 162 62.5

Table#4.14 dem onstrates cultivate land o f  the respondents. M ajority  (31.7% ) w ere fall in 

the category o f  family. (15.5% ) were fall in any other (husband and yourself), (9.9% ) said 

in yourse lf and only 5.4 Percent per fall in tenants.



C atego ries F requency P ercen t

I -5 acres 86 34.6
6-10 acres 53 21.9
11-15 acres 21 5.2
16-20 acres 2 0.8
T o ta l 162 62.5

Table#4.15 shows size o f  the land holding in (acres) o f  the respondents. (34.6% ) o f  the 

respondents per land holder 1-5 acres, (21.9% ) said they have 6-10 acres, 5.2%  were 

having the land o f  11-15 acres, while only 0.8%  o f  the land holder fall in the category o f  

16-20 acres.



Categories Frequency Percent

1-5 acres 92 38.5
6-10 acres 50 19.2
11-15 acres 18 4.4
16-20 acres 2 0.8
Total 162 62.5

Table#4.16 depicts land under cultivation o f  the respondents. (38.5% ) o f  the land was 

under cultivated in 1-5 acres, (19.2% ) w ere fall in 6-10 acres, (4,4% ) w ere in 11-15 acres, 

w hile only (0.8% ) o f  the land was under cultivated betw een 16-20 acres.



C ateg o ries F req u en cy P ercen t

0.1-I acres 24 9.6
2-3 acres 14 4.5
4-5 acres 6 2.3
T o ta l 44 16.4

Table#4.17 shows barren land own by respondents. (9.6% ) o f  the land was ban en  

betw een 0.1-1 acres, 4.5%  o f  the land in 2-3 acres, while 2.3%  o f  the land betw een 4-5 

acres was barren.



Categories Frequency Percent

Tenant 12 4.8
On rent 20 7.6
Lease out 23 8.6
Share cropper 20 7.6
Labour 23 8.9
Total 98 37.5

Table#4.18 shows m odes o f  tenancy o f  the land by those respondents who d id n ’t had any 

land. (8.9% ) o f  the respondents were labour, (8.6% ) were w orked on lease, (7.6% ) were 

w orked on rent, (7.6% ) were share croppers, while only (4.8% ) o f  the respondents w ere 

tenants.



R ab i season

C atego ries F req u en cy P ercen t

W heat 220 84.6
Barley 86 33.1
Peas 70 26.9
Seasam e 20 7.7
vegetables 93 35.8
Total 260 100

K lia r if  season

C atego ries F req u en cy P e rce n t
B ajra 91 35.0
Jow ar 93 35.8

Rice 105 40.4

M aize 47 18.1

Cotton 33 12.7

Sugarcane 69 26.5

vegetables 92 35.4
Total 260 100

Table#4.19 dem onstrates types o f  crops in Rabi and K harif season. In Rabi season reason 

M ajority  (84.6% ) respondents reap wheat. (35.8% ) said that they harvest vegetables, 

(33.1% ) barley, (26.9% ) peas and only  (7.7% ) harvest seasam e in the season o f  Rabi.

Further table shows K harif season crop o f  the respondents. In K liarif season m ajority  

(40% ) yield rice, (35.8% ) jow ar, (35.4% ) vegetables, bajra (35% ).26.5 percent 

respondents yield sugarcane, (18.1% ) m aize and only 12.7 percent respondents w ere 

harvest cotton in the season o f  Kliarif.



C atego ries F req u en cy ' P e rce n t

1-4 hours 126 48.3
5-8 hours 124 47.4
A bove 8 hours 10 4.3
T o ta l 260 100

Table#4.20 reveals respondents’ tim e spend in the field. (48.3% ) o f  the respondents 

spend tim e 1-4 hours, (47.4% ) w ere 5-8 hours, w hile 4.3%  o f  the respondents spend tim e 

above 8 hours in the field.



Categories

Less than 50,000
50001-100,000
100,001-150,000
150,001-200,000
200,001-250,000
M ore than 250,000
Total

Frequency

32
143
41
22
11
1 1
260

Percent

12.3
54.7
15.8

4.2
4.2
100

Table#4.21 shows the annual incom e o f  the respondents from agriculture. (54.7% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere earning 50001-100,000 in a year, (15.8% ) o f  the respondents were 

earning 100,001-150,000 in a year, (12.3% ) o f  the respondents were earning less than

50,000 in a year, (8.8% ) o f  the respondents w ere earning 150,001-200,000 in a year, 

(4.2% ) o f  the respondents w ere earning 200,001-250,000 in a year, w hile (4.2% ) o f  the 

respondents were earning m ore than 250,000 rupees in a year. ’



Categories Preparation 
of land

Sowing of 
crops

Cutting
&
chopping 
of fodder

Harvesting Grain
Storage

Milling 
of grain

F(%) F(%) F ( % ) F(%) F(%) F(%)
N one 124(47.7) 141(54.2) 32(12.3) -14(5.4)- 18(6.9) 21(8 . 1)

1-2 hours 92(35.4) 72(27.7) 132(53.1) 110(42.3) 181(69.6) 57(60.4)

3-4 hours 31(11.9) 28(10.8) 81(31.2) 28(10.8) 50(19.2) 74(28.5)

5 hours & 
above

13(5.0) 19(7.3) 9(3.5) 108(41.5) 11(4.2) 8(3.1)

Total 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100)

Table # 4.22 shows involvem ent o f  the respondents in agricultural activities. ( I )  47.7%  

o f  the respondents w ere not involved in preparation o f  land, (35.4% ) w ere w orked 1-2 

hours in preparing tlie land, (11.9% ) were w orked 3-4 hours, while only  (4.7% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere worked 5 hours & above in preparing the land, (2) (54.2% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere not involved in sowing o f  crops, (27 .7% )-were w orked 1-2 hours in 

sow ing o f  crops, (10.8% ) were worked 3-4 hours, wiiile only (7.3% ) o f  the respondents 

were w orked 5 hours & above in sow ing o f  crops, (3) (53.1% ) o f  the respondents were 

w orked 1-2 hours in cutting & chopping o f  fodder, (31.2% ) o f  the respondents were 

worked 3-4 hours, (12.3% ) o f  the respondents w ere not involved in cutting & chopping 

o f  fodder, w hile (3.5% ) o f  the respondents v/ere worked 5 hours & above in cutting  & 

chopping o f  fodder, (4) (42.3% ) o f  the respondents w ere involved 1-2 hours in 

hai-vesting activities, (41.5% ) o f  the respondents were worked 5 hours & above in



harvesting, (10.8% ) o f  the respondents were worked 3-4 hours in harvesting, w hile only 

(5-.4%) o f  the respondents were not involved in harvesting, (5) (69.6% ) o f  the 

respondents were w orked 1-2 hours in grain o f  storage, (1 9 .2 ^ )  were w orked 3-4 hours, 

(69.6% ) were not involved in grain o f  storage, w hile only (4.2% ) o f  the respondents 

w ere w orked 5 hours & above in grain o f  storage, (60,4% ) o f  the respondents



Categories Cultivation 
o f crops

Purchase 
of seeds

Purchase 
of fertilizer

Irrigation H ap estin g Sale of 
product

F (%) F(%) F(%) F(%) F(%) F (%)

Frequently 20(7.7) 9(3.5) 20(7.7) 73(28.1) 34(13.1) 19(7.3)

R arely 41(15.8) 13(5.0) 42(16.2) 148(56.9) 151(58.1) 38(144)

N ever 199(76.5) 238(91.5) 198(76.2) 39(15.0) 75(28.8) 203(78.1)

Total 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100)

Table#4.23 reveals involvem ent o f  the respondents in decision m aking about agricultural 

activities. (1) (76.1% ) o f  the respondents were not involved in decision m aking about 

cultivation o f  crops, (15.5% ) o f  the respondents were rarely involved in decision m aking 

about cultivation o f  crops, w hile only (8.4% ) o f  the respondents w ere frequently involved 

in decision m aking about cultivation o f  crops. (2) (75.7% ) o f  the respondents w ere not 

involved in decision m aking about purchasing o f  seeds, (16.8% ) w ere rarely involved, 

w hile only (7.5% ) w ere frequently involved in decision m aking about purchasing o f  

seeds. (3) (89.8% ) o f  the respondents were not involved in decision m aking about hiring 

o f  fertilizers, (5.3% ) w ere frequently involved, w hile (4.9% ) o f  the respondents were 

rarely involved in decision m aking about purchase o f  fertilizers. (4) (56.9% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere rarely involved in decision m aking about irrigation, (28.1% ) w ere 

frequently  involved in irrigation, w hile only (15 % ) o f  the respondents w ere not involved 

in taking decision about irrigation activities. (5) (58.1%>) o f  the respondents w ere rarely



taking decision o f  harvesting activities, (28.8% ) were not involved in decision m aking 

about harvesting, w hile (13.1% ) w ere frequently take decision about harvesting 

activities. (6) (78.1% ) o f  the respondents were not involved to take decision about sale o f  

produce, (14.6% ) w ere rarely take decision to sale the produce, w hile only (7.3% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere frequently involved to take decision about selling o f  product



T nble#4 .24

Categories 
( No. of 
animals)

Buffalo Sheep Goat Cow Bull Donkey Horse Poultry

F ( % ) F ( % ) F ( % ) F ( % ) F ( % ) F ( % ) F (% ) F ( % )

1-5 113(42.7) 53(20.1) 77(29.2) 89(33.7) 21(8.1) 55(20.7) 9(3.6) 76(28.8)

6-10 24(9.1) — — — — — — 69(26.0)

11-15 5(2.0) < ■ — ■ " - - — — 27(10.2)

16-20 — — 1(.4) — — — 7(2.7)

Total 142(53.8) 53(20.1) 77(29.2) 90(34.1) 21(8.1) 55(20.7) 9(3.6) 179(67.7)

Table#4.24 dem onstrates type and num ber o f  anim als in the house o f  respondents. (.1) 

(42.7% ) o f  the respondents were having 1-5 buffalos. (9.1% ) w ere having 6-10 buffalos, 

w hile only (2% ) o f  the respondent 11-15 buffalos. (2) (20.1% ) o f  the respondents were 

having 1-5 .sheeps, (3) (29.2% ) o f  the respondents were having 1-5 goats. (4) (33.7% ) 

were having 1-5 cows, w hile only  (0.4% ) was having 16-20 cows. (5) (8.1% ) o f  the 

respondents were having 1-5 bulls. (6) (20.7% ) o f  the respondents w ere having 1-5 

donkeys. (7) (3.6% ) were having 1-5 horses. (8) (28.8% ) o f  the respondents w ere having 

1-5 poultry , (26% ) w ere having 6-10 poultry, (10.2% ) were having 11-15 poultry, w hile 

only (2.7% ) o f  the respondents were having 16-20 poultry.



Categories Frequency Percent

On farm 18 6.9
In courtyard 182 70.0
On fann  & courtyard I 0.4
Separate place 59 22.7
Total 260 100

Table#4.25 show s the anim als owned by the respondents. M ajority  (70% ) anim als were 

in. courtyard. (22.7% ) were kept in separate places, (6.9% ) w ere on farm and only 

0.4percent anim als o f  the respondents were on farm & courtyard.



T im e spend  in tak in g  ca re  o f livestock

C atego ries F req u en cy P e rce n t

1 -4 hours 136 52.4
5-8 hours 124 47.6
T o ta l 260 100

Table//4.26 dem onstrates tim e spend in taking care o f  livestock o f  the respondents. 

M ajority  (52.4% ) spends tim e round about 1-4 hours and only  (47.6% ) were spend 5-8 

hours in taking care o f  livestock;

/  Hi



Categories

Cleaning
of
animals
&
animal
room

F(%)

Preparation 
of feed

F(%)

Honsing
the
animals
for
milking

F(%)

Milking

F(%)

Feeding

F (%)

Dung
cake
making

F (%)

N one 56(21.5) 31(11.9) 166(63.8) 36(13.8). 74(28.5) 40(15-4)

1 -2 hours 187(71.9) 161(61.9) 79(30.4) 182(70.0) 172(66.2) 169(65.0)

3-4 hours 17(6.5) 68(26.2) 15(5.8) 42(16.2) 14(5.4) 51(19.6)

Total 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100)

Table#4.27 shows daily  involvem ent i f  the respondents are in livestock activities.

(1) (71.9% ) o f  the respondents were involved in cleaning o f  anim als & an im als’ room  

1-2 hours, (21.5% ) w e re  not involved in cleaning o f  anim als & an im als’ room , w hile 

only (6.5% ) w ere w orking 3-4 hours in cleaning o f  anim als 8c anim als’ room . (2) (61.9% ) 

o f  the respondents w ere w orking 1-2 hours in preparing o f  feed, (26.2% ) w ere w orking  3- 

4hours in preparing o f  feed, w hile only ( 1 1.9%) o f  the respondents w ere not involved in 

preparation on feed. (3) (63.8% ) o f  the respondents were w orking in housing the anim als 

for m ilking, (30.4% ) w ere involved 1-2 hours in housing the anim als for m ilking, w hile 

only (5.8% ) o f  the respondents worked 3-4 hours in housing the anim als for m ilking. (4) 

(70% ) o f  the respondents w orked 1-2 hours in m ilking, (16.2% ) w orked 3-4 hours, w hile

/  //-



only (13.8% ) o f  the respondents were not involved in m ilking activities. (5) (66.2% ) o f  

the respondents w ere doing feeding o f  anim als 1-2 hours, (28.5% ) w ere not involved in 

feeding o f  anim als, while only (5.4% ) o f  the respondents worked 3-4 hours in feeding 

o f  anim als. (6) (65% ) o f  respondents w orked 1-2 hours in m aking o f  dung cakes, (19.6% ) 

w orked 3-4 hours in m aking o f  dung cakes, while only (15.4% ) w ere not involved in 

m aking o f  dung cakes.



Categories

Less than 5000
5001-10,000
10,001-15,000
15001-20,000
M ore than 20,000
Total

Frequency

236
12

260

Percent

87.3
8.2

1.1
1.9
1.5
100

Table#4.28 illustrates m onthly incom e o f  the respondents from livestock. (87.3% ) 

o f  the respondents w ere having less than 5000 incom e from livestock, (8.2% ) were 

earn 5001-10,000 nipees, (1.9% ) w ere earn 15001-20,000 rupees, (1.5% ) were earn 

m ore than 20,000 rupees, while only (1.1% ) o f  the respondents were having

10,001 -15,000 incom e each month.

y  'f id  / ' ■ /  i



Categories
Purchase 
of new 
animals

F (%)

Sale of 
animals

F (%

Spending
money
from
animal
sale

F (%)

Slaughtering 
O f animals

F (%

Treatment 
O f animals

F(%)

Feeding

F (%)
Alw ays 77(29.6) 55(21.2) 37(14.2) 2(0.8) 38(14.6)

Som etim es 140(53.8) 205(78.8) 65(25.0) 52(20.0) 127(48.8) 131(50.4)

N ever 43(16.5) 158(60.8) 208(80.0) 131(50.4) 91(35.0)

Total 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) A/

T able#4.29 show s consultation from the respondents about livestock activities. (1) 

(53.8% ) o f  the respondents often involved in consultation about purchase o f  new  land, 

(29.6% ) w ere alw ays involved in this m atter, while (16.5% ) o f  the respondents w ere not 

involved. (2) (78.8% ) o f  the respondents often involved in selling o f  anim als, wiiile 

(21.2% ) w ere alw ays involved in consultation about selling o f  anim als. (3) (60.8% ) o f  the 

respondents were hot consulted about spending m oney from  anim al sale, (25% ) w ere 

often consulted about this m atter, w hile (14.2% ) o f  the respondents were alw ays 

consulted about spending m oney from animal sale. (4) (80% ) o f  the respondents w ere not 

consulted about slaughtering o f  anim als, w hile only  (20% ) w ere often consulted about 

this m atter. (5) (50.4% ) o f  the respondents were not consulted about treatm ent o f  anim als, 

(48.8% ) w ere often consulted, while only (0.8% ) o f  the respondents w ere always



involved in consultation about treatm ent o f  animals. (6) (50.4% ) o f the respondents were 

often consulted in feeding o f  anim als, (35% ) were not be consulted, w hile (14.6% ) o f  the 

respondents were alw ays be consulted about feeding o f  anim als.



Categori
es

Cooking 
& house 
cleaning

W ashing
of
clothes

Dusting
of
furniture

White
Wash

Growing
vegetables

Tend
Vegetable
garden

Elderly
care

Sewing/
weaving/
knitting

F (%) F (%) F (%) F (% ) ,F (% ) F (% ) F (% )  ,

N one 11(4.2) 30(11.5) 21(8.1) 90(34.6) 110(42.3) 172
(66.2)

45(17.3)

1 -2 hours 249(95.8) 187(71.9) 229(88.1) 150(57.7) 88(33.8) 129(49.6)

3-4 hours 43(16.5) 10(3.8) 19(7.3) 86(33.1)

5 hours
6  above

151(58.1)

Total 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100)

Table#4.30 reveals involvem ent o f  respondents in household activities. ( I )  (95.8% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere involved in cooking & house cleaning in 1-2 hours, while rest o f  

(4.2% ) o f  the respondents were not involved in cooking and house cleaning. (2) (71.9% ) ' 

o f  the respondents w orked 1-2 hours in w ashing o f  clothes, (16.5% ) w orked 3-4 hours in 

w ashing o f  clothes, w hile (11.5% ) were not involved in w ashing o f  clothes. (3) (88.1% ) 

o f  the respondents w orked 1-2 hours in dusting o f  furniture, (8.1% ) w ere not involved in 

dusting o f  furniture, w hile only  (3.8% ) o f  the respondents w orked 3-4 hours in dusting 

o f  furniture. (4) (58.1% ) o f  the respondents worked 5 hours & above in w hite w ash 

activities, (34.6% ) were not doing w hite wash, while 7.3%  were doing w hite w ash in 3-4 

hours. (5) (57.7% ) o f  the respondent were involved in grow ing vegetables & tend 

vegetable garden 1-2 hours, while rest o f  (42.3% ) were not involved in these activities.



(33.8% ) w ere doing elderly  care activities in 1-2 hours. (7) (49.6% ) o f  the respondents 

w orked 1-2 hours for sew ing/ w eaving/knitting activities, (33.1% ) w orked 3-4 hours, 

w hile (17.3% ) were not involved in these activities.



Categories Feeding

F(%)

Washing of 
clothes
F ( % )

Giving food

F(%)

Education

F(%)
N one 117(45.0) 109(41.9) 76(29.2) 182(70.0)

1-2 hours 143(55.0) 134(51.5) 40(15.4) 59(22.7)

3-4 hours 17(6.5) 144(55.4) 19(7.3)

Total 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100)

Table#4.31 reveals involvem ents o f  the respondents about child related activities. (1) 

(55% ) o f  the respondents were involved 1-2 hours in feeding o f  children, w hile rest o f  

(45% ) w ere not involved in feeding o f  children (2) (51.5% ) o f  the respondents were 

involved 1-2 hours for w ashing o f  clothes, (41.9% ) w ere not involved in this activity, 

while only  (6.5% ) o f  the respondents were involved 3-4 hours in w ashing o f  clothes. (3) 

(55.4% ) o f  the respondents w orked 3-4 hours in giving food to their children, (29.2% ) 

were not involved, w hile (15.4% ) o f  the respondents w orked 1-2 hours in giving food to ■<' 

their children. (4) (70% ) o f  the respondents were not involved in giving education to their 

children, (22.7% ) were giving education 1-2 hours, w hile (7.3% ) o f  the respondents spent 

3-4 hours in giving education their children.



Categories Frequency Percent

2-4 hours 169 65.1
5-8 hours 91 35.0
Total 260 100

Table#4.32 dem onstrates respondent’s spending tim e w ith family. M ajority  (65.1% ) were 

spend tim e 2-4 hours and only 35 percent spend 5-8 hours w ith  family.

y n: I



e x p e n d itu re  from  h u sb an d s

C ateg o ries F req u en cy P e rce n t

Y es 171 65.8
No 89 34.2
T o ta l 260 100

I f  yes how  m ucli?

C a teg o ries  ^ F req u en cy P ercen t
Less than 5000 118 45.5

5001-10,000 36 14.0

10,001-15,000 9 3.2

15,001-20,000 5 1.9

20,001-25,000 3 1.2

T o ta l 17! 65.8

Table#4.33 show s am ount taken for household expenditures to the respondents from  their 

husbands. (65.8% ) o f  the respondents took specific am ount for household expenditures 

from their husbands, w hile (34.2% ) o f  the respondents were not took m oney from  their 

husbands.

Further table indicates about the respondents who took m oney from their husbands for 

household expenditures, (45.5% ) o f  the respondents were take a less than 5000 rupees 

from their husbands, (14% ) took 5001-10,000 rupees, (3.2% ) took 10,001-15,000 rupees, 

(1.9% ) took 15,001-20,000 rupees, w hile only (1.2% ) o f  the respondents were take

20,001-25,000 Ripees from their husbands for household expenditures.



Handling family matters of tlie respondents by whom

Categories Frequency Percent

Father 34 13.1
Brother 17 6.5
H usband 82 3 i.5
Sons 13 5.0
Father-in-law 88 33.8
Y ourself 22 8.5
A ny other 4 1.5
Total 260 100

Table#4.35 show s handle fam ily m atters o f  the respondents. M ajority  (33.8% ) father-in- 

law handle fam ily m atters, (31.5% ) were husband, (13.1% ) w ere father. Further 

respondents said that (8.5% ) were yourself, (6.5% ) were brother, 5percent w ere sons and 

only 1.5 percent was any other (m other-in-law  & husband’s brother) who handled fam ily 

m atters.



Categories

Education 
of children

F (%)

Marriages 
of children

Disputes in 
family

F(%)

Buying and 
• selling of 

land

F(%)

Buying and 
selling of 
animals

F (% )

A lw ays 194(74.6) 198(76.2) 34(13.1) 22(8.5) 49(18.8)

Som etim es 8(3.1) 8(3.1) 129(49.6) 55(21.2) 128(49.2)

N ever 58(22.3) 54(20.8) 97(37.3) 183(70.4) 83(31.9)

Total 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100) 260(100)

1'able#4.36 shovi^s involvem ent o f  respondents in decision m aking about fam ily m atters. ' /̂/ 

(1) (74.6% ) o f the respondents were alw ays taking decision about education o f  children,

(22.3% ) w ere not involved in m aking decision, w hile only (3.1% ) o f  the respondents 

som etim es m ade decision about education o f  children. (2) (76.2% ) o f  the respondents 

alw ays took decision about m arriages o f  children, (20.8% ) were not involved in this 

m atter, w hile (3.1% ) were often in decision m aking about the m arriages o f  children. (3)

(49.6% ) o f  the respondents were often involved in the disputes o f  fam ily, (37.3% ) were 

not involved, w hile only (13.1% ) w ere alw ays involved in decision m aking about 

disputes o f  fam ily. (4) (70.4% ) o f  the respondents were not involved in buying & selling 

o f  land, (21.2% ) were often involved in this m atter, while only  (8.5% ) o f  the respondents 

aKvays involved in m aking decision about buying & selling o f  land. (5) (49.2% ) o f  the 

respondents w ere often involved in decision m aking about buying & selling o f  anim als,

(31.9% ) w ere not involved, while 18.8% o f  the respondents w ere alw ays take decision 

about buying & selling o f  anim als.



C atego ries F req u en cy P ercen t

0.5-2 hours 258 99.2
A bove 2 hours 2 0.8
T o ta l 260 100

Table#4.37 shows tim e o f  rest in a day o f  respondents. M ajority (99.2% ) fall in 0.5-2 

hours w hile (0.8% ) were taking rest at above 2 hours.



C atego ries F req u en cy P e rce n t

7-9 pm 242 93.1
9.30-11.30 pm 18 6.9
T o ta l 260 100

Table#4.38 dem onstrates sleeping tim e o f  the respondents. (93.1% ) slept at 7-9pm  w hile 

(6.9% ) w ere slept at 9 :30pm -11:30pm.
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SUMMARY:

A pproxim ately h a lf  o f  the population o f  Pakistan consists o f  fem ale w ho are dynam ically  

participating in social and econom ic activities. A long with the involvem ent in  industrial 

activities, they are playing role in agricultural sector too. In Pakistan, rural w om en 

encom pass about h a lf  o f  the total population and an enorm ous proportion o f  agricultural 

labour force in the rural parts. A bout 70%  o f  the fem ale labour force is engaged in 

agricultural sector their role being toughest o f  all the w om en folk o f  our culture and yet 

their contribution goes disregarded and undocum ented. Pakistani w om en play a vital role 

in 'agricu lture  and contribute in all operations related to crop production such as sow ing, 

transplantation, weeding, harvesting and livestock works like handling m ilk production, 

anim al care, fodder cutting . A long the normal dom estic chores o f  cooking, taking care o f  

children and elder people, cleaning and m aintaining the house. The present study focuses 

o f  w om en’s participation in crop production, livestock and household activities in Tehsil 

Pind D adaii D istrict Jehlum  w as selected as a universe o f  study during the study. Random  

sam pling w as useH to get the infonnation o f  respondents. The present study was consisted 

o f  260 respondents in w hich fem ales were included from the population the interview  

schedule w as constructed to get accurate research objectives. M ostly  respondents have a 

^  lack o f  access to input supplies, extension advice, credit and the m ost im portant 

agricultural recourse-Iand. They don ’t have ow nership on land and due to this they  can ’t 

take independent decision on various agricultural aspects. .They had less pow er to m ake 

decision about livestock and household matters. It is suggested that a strategy can be • ^ v.



developed for the em pow em ient o f  w om en w hich w ould strengthen their participation 

social, econom ic and agricultural like crop production activities.



Key Findings:

In the light o f  result m ain findings o f  present were as following:

o 33.5%  o f  our respondents belonged to the age group o f  32-38 years, 

o 70.1%  o f  our respondents were married, 

o  52.4%  o f  our respondents were having prim ary education, 

o  51.2%  o f  our respondents were having nuclear fam ily system, 

o 27.3%  o f  the respondents’ husbands belonged to the age group o f  35-41 years, 

o 25.8%  o f  the respondents’ husbands were having prim ary education, 

o  52.8%  m ale m em bers in the fam ily o f  the respondents fall in less than 5 while 

54.5%  fem ale m em bers in the fam ily o f  the respondents fall in less than 5. 

o 46.2%  m ale children o f  the respondents fall in 1-2 categories w hile 52.7%  fem ale 

children o f  the respondents fall in 1-2 categories, 

o  30.3%  o f  our respondents’ husbands w ere fanners, 

o 70.1 % o f  our respondents were getting up 4-4.30 am. 

o 62.5%o o f  our respondents were having land, 

o 62.5%  o f  the respondents’ land was fertile.

o 59%  o f  the respondents’ land irrigation depended on rain & tube well, 

o  31.7%  o f  the respondents’ fam ily cultivated the land, 

o 34.6%  o f  the respondents were holding 1-5 acres land, 

o  9.6%  o f  the respondents’ land w as barren betw een 0.1-1 acres, 

o 8.9%  o f  the respondents’ m odes o f  tenancy were labour.



o  84.6%  o f  the respondents reap w heat in rabi season w hile 40%  o f  the respondents 

yield rice in kharif season, 

o 48.3%  o f  the respondents were spending 1 -4 hours in the field, 

o  54.7%  o f  the respondents were earning 50001-100,00 rupees in a year, 

o  47.7%  o f  the respondents w ere not involved in preparation o f  land, 54.2%  w ere 

not doing sow ing o f  crops, 53.1%  o f  the respondents worked 1-2 hours in cutting  

& chopping o f  fodder, 42.3%  o f  the respondents worked 1-2 hours in harvesting, 

69.6%  o f  the respondents were w orking 1-2 hours in graining o f  storage, w hile 

60.4%  o f  the respondents w orked 1-2 hours in m illing o f  grain, 

o 76.5%  o f  the respondents were not involved in decision m aking about cultivation 

o f  land, 91.5%  o f  the respondents were not involved in decision m aking about 

purchase o f  seeds, 76.2%  o f  the respondents were not involved in decision 

m aking about purchasing o f  fertilizers, 56.9%  o f  the respondents w ere rarely 

involved in decision m aking about irrigation, 58.1%  o f  the respondents were 

rarely  involved in m aking decision about harvesting, w hile 78.1%  o f  the 

respondent were not m aking decision about selling o f  product, 

o  42.7%  o f  the respondents w ere having 1-5 buffalos, 20.1%  o f  the respondents 

were having 1-5 sheeps, 29.2%  were having 1-5 goats, 33.7%  w ere having 1-5 

cow s, 8,1%  were having 1-5 bull, and 20.7%  were having 1-5 donkeys. 3.6%  

w ere having 1 -5 horse, w hile 28.8%  o f  the respondents.w ere having 1-5 poultry, 

o 70%  o f  the respondents’ anim als were in courtyard.

J i t  ’I ‘
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livestock.

o  71.9%  o f  the respondents w orked 1-2 hours in cleaning o f  anim als & an im als’ 

room , 61.9%  w orked 1-2 hours in preparation o f  feed, 63.8%  w ere not involved in 

housing the anim als for m ilking, 70% worked 1-2 hours in m ilking o f  anim als,

66.2%  w orked 1-2 hours in feeding o f  anim als, w hile 65%  o f  the respondents 

w orked 1-2 hours in m aking o f  dung cake making, 

o  87.3%  o f  the respondents were having less than 5000 incom e from  livestock, 

o 53.8%  o f  the respondents w ere oAen be consulted in purchase o f  new  anim als,

78.8%  were often be consulted in selling o f  anim als, 60.8%  w ere not be consulted 

in spending m oney from animal sale, 80%  were not be consulted in slaughtering 

o f  anim als, 50.4%  w ere not be consulted in treatm ent o f  anim als, 50.4%  o f  the 

respondents were often be consulted in feeding o f  anim als, 

o  95.8%  o f  the respondents worked 1-2 hours in cooking & house cleaning, 71.9%  

w orked 1-2 hours in w ashing o f  clothes, 88.1%  o f  the respondents w ere doing 

dusting o f  furniture in 1-2 hours, 58.1%  o f  the respondents w ere doing w hite 

w ash in 5 hours & above, 57.7%  w orked 1-2 hours in grow ing vegetables &  tend 

vegetable garden, 66.2%  o f  the respondents w ere not involved in elderly care, 

w hile 49.6%  o f  the respondeiits were involved in sew ing/w eaving/knitting 1-2 

hours.
■f‘ ’/Ki!

o  55%  o f  our respondents were involved in feeding o f  their children in 1-2 hours,

51.5%  w ere doing w ashing o f  children clothes in 1-2 hours, 55.4%  o f  the



respondents w ere involved in giving food to their children 3-4 hours, w hile 70%
s

o f  our respondents w ere not involved in giving education to their children, 

o 65.1%  o f  the respondents were spending 2-4 hours w ith family, 

o 65.8%  o f  the respondents were taken m oney for household expenditure from  their 

husbands and 45.5%  o f  our respondents were taken less than 5000 rupees from  

their husbands for household expenditure, 

o  33.8%  o f  the respondents said that tlieir fam ily m atters w ere handled by father-in- 

laws.

o 74.6%  o f  the respondents w ere always involved in decision m aking about 

education o f  children, 76 .2% .w ere involved in m aking decision about m arriages 

o f  children, 49.6%  w ere often be consulted about disputes in fam ily, 70.4%  w ere 

not involved in m aking decision about buying and selling o f  land, w hile 49.2%  o f  : 

our respondents were often involved in m aking decision about buying and selling 

o f  anim als.

o  99.2%  o f  the respondents taking rest 0.5-2 hours in day time, 

o  93.1%  o f  the respondents slept at 7-9pm.



Conclusion

Tliis study w as designed to identify participation level o f  rural w om en in decision m aking 

process regarding a num ber o f  household, livestock and crop production affairs. The 

study found that respondents had lower level o f  education as they have to share w ork at 

fam i. Fem ale labour rem ains busy all the year because w heat and rice are two m ajor 

crops o f  the D istrict. A lm ost all respondent reported that they had less decision m aking 

pow er about crop production, livestock as well as household m atters. They rem ain busy 

4 am to 10 pm  and m ostly  respondents took rest only one hour in day time.



Suggestions/Reconinieiidatioiis

o The policy m akers should strengthen the role o f  private sector and N G O s to 

provide extension services to rural women, 

o There should be input supplies, extension advice, credit and the m ost im portant 

agricultural recourse land, 

o  A llocation o f  m ore funds and shifting o f  resource for village-based training can 

im prove w om en skills in crop production, 

o  The real em pow em ient o f  w om en lies in her dignity, regard and respect slie 

deserves. M an should have involvem ent w ith w om en in sharing responsibilities, 

p rom oting gender equity in the fam ily and to create positive environm ent for the 

effective participation o f  w om en in these activities.
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APPENDIX



IN T E R V IE W  S C H E D U L E  
R O L E  O F  W O M E N  IN  C R O P  P R O D U C T IO N  AND L IV E S T O C K  

F A R M IN G  IN  D IS T R IC T  JE H L U M
Tehsil :

N am e o f  locality /v illage

1. What is your current age? (in completed years)

2. What is your marital status? i. Single ii. Married
iv. Separated v. Widow

3. What is your education? (Number of classes passed)

iii. Divorced

0 I 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 15+

4. hi which.type of family you are living in? i. Nuclear family ii. Joint family
iii,Extended family

5. What is the current age of your husband? (in completed years)______________

6. Wliat is your husband’s education? (Number of classes passed)

0 I 9 10 U 12 13 14 15 16 16+

1. How many total members of your family? i. Male

8. How many children do you have? i. Male______

ii. Female_ 

ii. Female

9. In which of the following profession your husband is engaged?

i. Govt.servious ii. Private servious iii. Businessman iv. Labourer 
V. Self-employed vi. Unemployed vii. Farmer viii. Other (specify)

10. At what time you get up in the morning?_____________

11. Do you or your husband own any land? i. Yes ii. No (if no, go to question no. 18)

12. Is your land fertile ? i. Yes ii. No

13. What type of irrigation is available to your land?

i. Tube well ii. Rain fed iii. Canal iv. Tube well + canal iv. Rain + tube welt 
V. Rain + canal vi. Any other (specify)__________

14. Who cultivate land? i Yourself ii. Tenants iii. Family iv. Others (specify)

15. What is the size of that land holding in (acres)?______________

16-. How much land is under cultivation?



18. What are ihe modes of cultivation/ownership?

i. Tenant ii. On rent iii. Lease out iv. Share cropper v. Labour 
vii. Any other (specify)___________

19. What types of crops are you growing on your land during Rabi and Kharif season?

Sr.No Rabi Season Sr.No KJiarif Season
>

ii. ii.
iii. iii.
iv. iv.
v. V.

vi. vi.
vii.

20. How much time you spend in the field?

21. What is your annual income from agriculture? Rs

22. What extend of your daily involvement is in agriculture? (Tick relevant)

Sr. Agricultural
Activities

None 1 -2 hours 3-4 hours 5+ hours

i. Preparation of land
ii. Sowing of crops ^
iii. Cutting & chopping of 

fodder
iv. Harvesting
V. Grain storage
vi. Milling of grains
vii. Any other /  I I >•-

23. What extend of your involvement in decision making about agricultural activities?

Sr. Activities Frequently Rarely Never
i. Cultivation of crops
ii. Purchase of seeds
iii. Purchase of fertilizer
iv. Fertilizer application
v. Irrigation
vi. Harvesting
vii. Sale of produce
viii. Any other



Sr. Type of animals No. of animals
i. Buffalo
ii Sheep
iii Goat
iv. Cow
V. Bull
vi Donkey

vii. Horse
viii. poultry

IX. Any other

25. Where do you keep these animals? i.On fami ii.hi courtyard iii.On fanii + courtyard
iv.Separate place

26. How much time you spend in taking care of livestock?___________

27. Wliat extend of your daily involvement is in livestock care? (Tick relevant)?

Sr. Activities None 1 -2 hours 3-4 hours 5+ hours

i. Cleaning of animals & 
animal room

ii. Preparation of feed
iii. Housing the animals for 

milking
iv. Milking
v. Feeding
vi. Dung cake making
vii. Any other

28. How much monthly income do you/your family earn from livestock? Rs

29. What extend to which you are consulted in the following activities?

Sr. Activities Always Sometimes Never
i. Purchase of new animals
ii. Sale of animals
iii. Spending money from animal sale
iv. Slaughtering of animal
V. Treatment of animal
vi. Feeding
vii. Any other

<f»d -'V/ <



Sr. Activities None 1 - 2  hours 3-4 hours 5+ hours
i. Cooking & house cleaning
ii. Washing of clothes
iii Dusting of furniture
iv. Wliite wash
V. Growing vegetables &tend 

vegetable garden
vi. Elderly care
vii. Scwing/wcaving/knitting
viii. Any otiicr

31, What are the activities related to child care?

Sr. Activities - None 1-2 hours 3-4 hours 5+ hours
i. Feeding
ii. Washing of clothes
iii. Giving food
iv. Education
V. Any other

32. How much time you spend in the home with your family?

33. Does your husband give you a specific amount each month for household expenditure? 

i. Yes " ii. No (If yes, how much?_____________

34. Who handled your family matters?

i. Father ii. Mother iii. Brother iv. Husband v. Sons vi. Father-in-law 
vii. Yourself viii. Any other (specify)___________

35. To what extend is your involvement in decision making regarding the following family matters? ,!■

Sr. Family, matters. Always Sometimes Never
i. Education of children
ii. Marriages of children
iii. Disputes in family
iv Buying and selling of land
V. Buying and selling of animals
vi Any other

36. How much you take rest in day time? _

37. At what time you go to sleep at night?


