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Abstract: The North-Eastern Region (NER) of India has a rural population of 327.71 lakh, with agriculture being the state's 
primary source of subsistence. Manipur, one of the NER states, has a rural population of 70.79 percent. The study 

investigates the socioeconomics of agricultural households in the Manipur district of Imphal West. The research involved 

109 respondents from four rural villages, focusing on age, caste, household head's educational attainment, family type, 

family size, dwelling type, job, and family status.The study reveals that rural farm households in the Northeastern region of  

India are predominantly educated (87.16%), with joint and nuclear families having higher secondary education. They have 
substantial housing and employment diversification, with 55.05% employed in non-farm and on-farm activities. The study 

also examines the economic status and security of these households, focusing on land holding and farming experience. The 

COVID-19 pandemic has significantly impacted rural farm households in the Northeastern region of India, with 36.70% of 

households affected. The average recovery period was 20 days, with an infected household spending about `11555 on 

COVID-19 treatment. The lockdown has affected employment activities, with 38.53% of households reporting that male 
members' employment was affected, followed by female members (32.11%). Mass media exposure to COVID-19 

information has increased, with television being the most popular source.  
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INTRODUCTION 

 

he term livelihood evokes "means of living" or 

"means of support," whereas rural livelihood is 

dynamic architecture farming, with a proportion of 

the people expanding into non-farm jobs in order to 

secure a sustainable life and increase household 

income Chambers and Conway (1992). In India, 

around 72,2% of the population lives in rural areas 

and villages, while the remaining 27,8% lives in 

cities and towns. Because the majority of India's 

population dwells in rural regions and the country's 

economy is still heavily centered on agriculture, the 

Indian government has been working hard to  

eliminate poverty and enhance farmers' livelihoods. 

Arunachal Pradesh, Assam, Manipur, Meghalaya, 

Mizoram, Nagaland, Sikkim, and Tripura make up 

India's North-Eastern Region (NER). NER has a 

rural population of 327.71 lakh, or 84.34 percent of 

the total population, compared to India's rural 

population of 72.20 percent. Agriculture is the state's 

primary source of subsistence and greatest 

productive sector.Manipur was one of the North East 

Region (NER) states famed for its seclusion in the 

hills and was a lovely state surrounded by nine hill 

ranges. Nearly 52.81 percent of all earners are 

members of the farming community, whose primary 

employment is agriculture. Manipur's rural 

population comprises 70.79 percent of the total 

population. According to the 68th wave of the 

National Sample Survey, 38.8 percent of the rural 

population, or 7.45 lakh individuals, were living 

below the poverty line (BPL). On March 24, 2020, 

Manipur reported the first coronavirus case among 

the North-Eastern states of India. During the 

COVID-19 lockdown, agricultural households in the 

state participated in less or no economic activity. 

Any influence on the farming activities of rural farm 

households during the COVID-19 lockdown would 

be detrimental to the farmers’ livelihoods (Pulla, 

2020).There was essentially two categories of rural 

households: farm households and non-farm families. 

Farm households are households that own 

agricultural land and whose primary activity is 

farming. Non-farm households refer to those who do 

not own agricultural land and do not have farming as 
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their primary employment. This study seeks to 

comprehend the socioeconomics of agricultural 

households in the Manipur district of Imphal West. 

 

METHODOLOGY 

 

The investigation was performed in four rural 

villages in the Manipur province of Imphal West. 

Out of four blocks in the district, two blocks i.e., 

Patsoi and Hiyanthang were selected purposively 

considering the rural population and agricultural 

importance. Respondents were selected using both 

purposeful and randomised by simple random 

sampling method. A total of 109 respondents were 

chosen at random from four villages for the study. 

Age, caste, household head's educational attainment, 

family type, family size, dwelling type, job, and 

family status. The socioeconomic factors employed 

in the research of the socioeconomics of rural farm 

households are annual income, land ownership, 

agricultural experience, social involvement, mass 

media exposure, and extension contact. The 

interview schedule was developed and pilot-tested in 

order to obtain data on the chosen variables. The 

variables related to the socio -economics conditions 

of rural farm households were analysis by using 

simple tabular method with descriptive statistical 

tools (Mishra et al., 2022)  

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

 

Socio economics profiles of the rural farm 

households create an important factor in acceptance 

of modern technology. The socioeconomic 

conditions were difficult to trace and examine, as 

they are associated to the human beings and their 

behaviors, which varies significantly between 

communities.  

Age composition  

Age distribution of the rural farm households in the 

study area presented in table 1.It was observed that 

among the age group, majority (53.21%) of 

respondents practicing belonged to middle aged 

group followed by old age group (29.36%) and 

young age group (17.43%). The results were 

supported bythe studyof Nishi and Kumar (2011).

 

Table 1. Age distribution of rural farm households  in the study area 

Sl. No Age group Category Percentage 

1 Below 18 years Young 17.43 (19) 

2 18-60 years Middle aged 53.21 (58) 

3 Above 60 years Old 29.36 (32) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents 

 

Caste  

There were four categories of caste distribution as 

general, other backward caste (OBC), scheduled tribe 

and scheduled caste categories. The analysis of caste 

from the table 2, revealed that 37.61 per cent of rural 

farm households belonged to General category in the 

study area, followed by 42.20 percent of other 

backward caste, 11.93 per cent of scheduled caste 

and 8.26 per cent of scheduled tribe. Thus, farming 

was not confined to a single caste, it was performed 

by members of all castes and were practicing farming 

as their primary livelihood support in rural Manipur.

 

Table 2. Caste distribution of rural farm households  in the study area 

Sl. No Category Percentage 

1 General 37.61 (50) 

2 Other Backward Caste (OBC) 42.20 (36) 

3 Scheduled Caste (SC) 11.93 (10) 

4 Scheduled Tribe (ST) 8.26 (13) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents 

 

Religion 

Majority (60.55%) of sampled rural farm households 

belonged to Hinduism category in the study area, 

followed by 27.52 per cent of Meitei category and 

11.93 per cent of Christianity. Thus, rural households 

in rural Manipur were not restricted to a particular 

religion, as members of all religions practiced 

farming as their major source of income.

 

Table 3. Religion distribution of rural farm households in the study area  

Sl. No Category Percentage 

1 Hinduism 60.55 (66) 

2 Meitei 27.52 (30) 

3 Christianity 11.93 (13) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents  
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Education of household head 

Education is a crucial socioeconomic indicator that 

influences the tendency to participate in livelihood 

activities. By using new technologies, it helps 

farmers migrate from traditional to contemporary 

farming methods. The educational status of rural 

farm households in the study areawas revealed in 

table 3 that majority of them were educated (87.16%) 

and the rest were illiterate (12.84%). Around 15.60 

per cent of sample household head studied up to 

Higher Secondary level, followed by Secondary 

(14.68%), Middle (11.93%), Primary (9.17%), 

literate without formal schooling (8.26%), 

Diploma/Certificate course (7.34%), literate below 

primary (6.42%), Graduate (12.84 %), Post-graduate 

(1.83 %) level of education. 

 

Table 3. Education level distribution of rural farm households in the study area 

Sl. No. Education level Percentage 

1 Illiterate 12.84 (14) 

2 Literate without formal schooling 8.26 (9) 

3 Literate but below primary 6.42 (7) 

4 Primary schooling 9.17 (10) 

5 Middle schooling 11.93 (12) 

6 Secondary schooling 14.68 (16) 

7 Higher secondary level 15.6 (17) 

8 Diploma/Certificate course 7.34 (8) 

9 Graduate level 12.84 (14) 

10 Postgraduate and above 1.83 (2) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents  

 

Family structure 

There are two sorts of families in general: joint 

families and nuclear families. Both types of families 

have advantages and disadvantages. Although family 

structure affects the sustainability of rural 

households, this is a well reality that joint household 

are more significant and have more advantages. 

Additionally, joint family members are more likely 

to engage in income-generating development 

activities. The family structure of the respondents 

was depicted in Fig. 1. It was witnessed that 77 per 

cent of rural farm households belongs to joint family 

and the remaining 23 per cent belong to the nuclear 

family type (Fig. 1a.).  Members of the family play a 

significant role as a bridge for acquiring a great deal 

of knowledge and skills in order to participate in 

various activities.  Fig. 1b. displays information 

about the family size of rural farm households. 

Around 64 per cent of rural farm families consist of 5 

to 7 family members, 27 per cent of rural farm 

households consist of more than 8 family members, 

and only 9 per cent have up to 4 family members. 

These findings are supported with the results of 

Tekaleet. al. (2013). 

 

  

a) Family type b) Family size 

Fig. 1. Details on family structure of rural farm households in the study area  

 

Housing type 

Housing is considered one of the most important 

needs for survival. As a consequence, the purpose of 

the study was to characterize the dwelling styles of 

rural farm households in the study area. Fig. 2. 

provides information on the type of dwelling.It was 

found that majority (42.21%) of rural farm 

households residing in semi-kaccha type of housing 

followed by 33.94 per cent of rural farm households 

possessing paccha type of housing and only 23.85 

per cent of rural farm households were having 

kaccha type of housing. From these facts we can 

conclude that most of rural farm households has 

substantial type of housing for their livelihood.
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Fig 2. Details on housing type of rural farm households in the study area  

 

Employment diversification 

Employment is often seen as a crucial indicator of a 

human's economic position that determines the 

security of their livelihood. In order to satisfy their 

subsistence requirements, rural farm households 

diversified their employment. The details about 

employment diversificationwere revealed in the 

Table. 4. Majority of rural farm households (55.05%) 

employed in non-farm employment along with on 

farm employment in the study area. This may be 

because they have stronger access to financial and 

human resources like skill and education which 

required to diversify towards non-farm activities. 

About 24.94 per cent of sampled rural farm 

households had extremely diversified employment 

which included on farm, off farm and non-farm 

activities, followed by 8.25 per cent of sample 

households engaged in off farm activities along with 

on farm activities. About 13.76 per cent of them were 

specialized in farming in the study area. Baby (2005) 

also declared that 13 per cent of small farmers in the 

state of Kerala relied only on agriculture for their 

living.

 

Table 4. Employment diversification of rural farm households in the study area 

Sl. No. Employment Percentage 

1 On farm employment only 13.56 (15) 

2 On farm + Off farm employment 8.25 (9) 

3 Off farm + Non-farm employment 55.05 (60) 

4 On farm + Off farm + Non-farm employment 24.94 (25) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents. 
On farm employment: Farming, Dairy farming and Poultry farming; Off farm employment: Farm labour 

(skilled & unskilled; Non-farm employment: MGNREGA, Private employment and Government employment  

 

Household’s annual income 

The annual income is the key indicators used to 

examine the economic status and the security of their 

livelihood. These were categorized into five 

categories such as very low income, low income, 

medium income, high income and very high income 

and presented in the table 5. The details revealed that 

out of total sampled rural farm households 45.21 per 

cent of rural farm households were having low 

income, followed by 36.82 per cent having very low 

income, 10.75 per cent having medium income, 5.84 

per cent having high income and only 1.38 per cent 

of rural farm households having very high 

income.The results were also supported by the study 

of Gulkari et. al. (2014). 

 

Table 5. Annual income level distribution of rural farm households in the study area 

Sl. No Category Percentage 

1 Very low income (Below `50,000) 36.82 (40) 

2 Low income (`50,000 to ̀ 1,00,000) 45.21 (49) 

3 Medium income (`1,00,000 to `3,00,000) 10.75 (12) 

4 High income (`2,00,000 to ̀ 5,00,000) 5.84 (6) 

5 Very high income (Above ̀ 5,00,000) 1.38 (2) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents  
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Land Holding 

Land ownership is a critical indicator of a person's 

economic position in a rural community. 

Furthermore, it is a significant element in the 

adoption of innovative technologies. In the study 

area the details about the land holding of the sampled 

rural farm households depicted in the table 6. 

Majority of them (71.56 %) owned less than 1 acre of 

land, followed by 21.10 per cent who owned between 

1 and 2 acres, 4.59 per cent who owned between 2 

and 5 acres, and 2.75 per cent who owned more than 

5 acres. 

  

Table 6. Land holding possession of rural farm households in the study area. 

Sl. No Category Percentage 

1 Upto 1 acre 71.56 (78) 

2 1 to 2 acres 21.10 (23) 

3 2 to 5 acres 4.59 (5) 

4 More than 5 acres 2.75 (3) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents  

 

Experience in farming  

Farmers require a vast array of skills that may be 

obtained via practical experience in order to farm 

productively and profitably. The details on the 

various level of farming experience depicted in the 

table 7. A sampledrural farm household’s farming 

experience varied from 5 years to 52 years in the 

study area with an average of 25.93 years. Majority 

of them (32.79 %) had experience more than 30 

years followed by 27.91 per cent had experience 

between 10 to 20 years, 23.63 per cent had 

experience between 20 to 30 years and only 15.67 

per cent had experience less than 10 years in 

farming. These finding coincided with the study of 

Meher (2021). 

 

Table 7. Distribution of experience in farming of rural farm households in the study area. 

Sl. No Experience in farming  Percentage 

1 Less than 10 years  15.67 (17) 

2 10 to 20 years  27.91 (30) 

3 20 to 30 years  23.63 (26) 

4 More than 30 years  32.79 (36) 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents 

 

Household’s assets  

Household asset endowments are vital for household 

wellbeing, but livelihood variety has little extra 

influence on welfare despite the fact that the two are 

jointly determined by household assets. The details 

on housing assets of rural farm households in the 

study areadepicted in the Fig. 3.The sampled farm 

households owned different household assets like 

television (88.07%), motorcycle (67.89%), 

refrigerator (31.19%), four-wheeler vehicle (23.85%) 

and washing machine (15.60%). About 55.05 per 

cent of the respondents owned sprayer and few of 

them owned pump set (30.28%) and power tiller 

(14.68%)

  

 
Fig 3. Details on housing assets of rural farm households in the study area  
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COVID-19 occurrence in the sampled farm 

households 

Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) caused by deadly 

virus SARS-CoV-2 resulted in adverse effects and 

extreme challenges to the mankind (Tomar, 2020 & 

Tomar, 2021). The details about the COVID-19 

incidence in the sample farm households are 

presented in the table 8.The COVID-19 virus 

affected 36.70 per cent of the total 109 sample 

households. About 30 per cent of the earners in the 

total affected households were affected by COVID-

19. Most of them were affected by the first wave of 

COVID-19, before the first dose of vaccination. It 

was found that nobody died in the sample households 

due to the infection of COVID-19. The average 

number of days taken to recover from the COVID-19 

infection was about 20 days and an infected 

household spent about `11555 for COVID-19 

treatment. 

 

Table 8. Details about the COVID-19 incidence 

 

COVID-19 lockdown on employment activities  

Fig. 4. elicits gender wise effect of COVID-19 

lockdown on employment of household members. 

About 38.53 per cent of the households reported that 

employment of male member was affected, followed 

by female members (32.11%) and about 29.36 per 

cent informed that employment of male as well as 

female got affected due to COVID-19 lockdown. 

Male members were engaged in activities like 

construction workers, furniture business, trading 

business, whereas female members were engaged in 

handloom and tailoring works in the study area 

which severely got affected during COVID-19 

pandemic. These results were supported by the study 

of Tiyndel and Pradeep (2022). 

 

 
Fig. 4. Gender wise effect on employment during COVID-19 lockdown 

 

Mass media exposure related to COVID-19 

Information 

Mass media has played a very important role in the 

dissemination of the COVID-19 related information 

to the people and to follow safe practices. Prior to the 

COVID-19 pandemic, only few of the respondents 

had a habit of regularly reading, watching, or 

listening to the news but now, they do so on a regular 

basis. The usage of television (79.82%) was highest 

followed by newspaper (66.06%), radio (60.55%), 

online news (38.53%) and social media (19.27%) for 

accessing information on COVID-19. The average 

amount of time spending that household’s those who 

were using television to collect COVID-19 related 

information was 44.66 minutes per day followed by 

the households using radio (24.47 min/day), social 

media (20.48 min/day), newspaper (7.01 min/day) 

and online news (6.14 min/day). 

 

Sl. No. Particulars Unit Value 

1 COVID-19 infected household % 36.70 (40) 

2 Earners affected % 30.00 (12) 

3 Death due to COVID-19 % 0.00 (0) 

4 Average number of days to recover Number 20.32 

5 Average medical expenses ` 11553.58 

Note: Figures inside the parenthesis indicates the frequency of total respondents 
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a) Percentage of mass media exposure        b) Daily time spending on mass media 

Fig. 5. Details on mass media exposure related to COVID-19 Information 

 

Misinformation and fear have been widely associated 

with mass media during the COVID-19 pandemic. 

The preference about different mass media by the 

sample respondents during COVID-19 days is 

presented in the Fig. 6. Majority (33.03.%) of sample 

households preferred to access all kinds of 

information related to COVID-19, followed news 

about vaccination (17.43%), government order on 

lockdown relaxation (13.76%), daily death rate 

(11.01%), daily positive cases (10.09%), awareness 

and prevention from COVID-19 (10.09%) and 

opening of school/work/others (4.59%). The World 

Health Organisation (WHO) director suggested not 

to watch or read COVID news for more than half an 

hour a day because exaggeration of news related to 

COVID was done by television news or social media 

which created a sense of panic among the public at 

large, so better to get engaged in any form of 

physical exercise or any hobby (WHO, 2020). 

Despite of this, the time spending on mass media 

increased during lockdown significantly. Social 

media and mobile conversation became the main 

source of communication during the lockdown. 

However, after the COVID-19 lockdown mass media 

also deviated from the COVID-19 story to other 

incidents (Dhanashree et al., 2020)

 

 

 
Fig. 6. Information accessed related to COVID-19 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

One of the primary objectives of agricultural 

development in the Northeastern region of India is to 

persuade farmers to embrace new profitable 

technology. Understanding the socioeconomic 

position of rural farm households in the region and 

its drivers may aid in speeding the process of 

successful technology transfer, as socioeconomic 

status has a significant impact on adoption. A 

sampled household was comprised of 7 members and 

the average age of the household head was 48.72 

years. The overall literacy rate was calculated to be 

87.16 per cent in the study area. Majority of the 

respondents (37.61%) had education more than 

higher secondary level, dwelled in semi-pucca 

houses (42.21%) with average farming experience 

was 25.93 years.About 36.70 per cent of sampled 

households reported history of COVID-19 infection 

in their family. The average recovery period was 20 
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days with average spending of `11555 on COVID-19 

treatment. Due to the COVID-19 lockdown, the 

employment of male (38.53%) was affected more 

than that of female members (32.11%).Thus, the 

rural farm households in the Imphal West district of 

Manipur experienced changes in their socio 

economic activities and employment during COVID-

19 lockdown. 
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