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Introduction 
 

Agriculture has been one of the key issues in 

the global development. With a majority of 

the rural population in developing countries 

depending wholly or partially on agriculture, 

the sector is important for development. The 

United Nations (2017) projects that world 

population will grow to 8.6 billion by 2030 

and 9.8 billion by 2050, creating a real need 

for innovation, entrepreneurship, and 

leadership in food and agribusiness industries. 

India is a developing country and Agriculture 

plays a vital role in India’s economy. Indian 

agriculture is the single largest private 

enterprise and main occupation that sustain 
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Agriculture is the backbone of the economy. India is a developing country and Agriculture 

plays a vital role in India’s economy. Agriculture and allied activities including crop and 

animal husbandry, fisheries, forestry and agro processing provides livelihood to the tribal 

farmers. Diversified farming defines when a farmer is engaged in a multitude of farm 

enterprises, it is referred to as diversified farming.  A farm on which the income from a 

single product is less than or not equal to 50 per cent of the total income, is called a 

diversified or general and such farming know as diversified farming. The motive behind 

diversified farming is self-sufficiency. In view of the objectives of study two types of 

respondents, agriculture farming and diversified farming were selected. A total 200 tribal 

farmers in which 100 agriculture farming and 100 diversified farming practicing farmers 

was selected through snow ball random sampling method from the selected villages. The 

study was conducted in scheduled block of Khargone district of the Madhya Pradesh. The 

study were selected following characteristics of tribal farmers like age, education, type of 

family, size of family, occupation, annual income, housing pattern, land holding, social 

participation, contact with extension personal and source of information utilization. 

Scientific orientation, achievement motivation, risk orientation. 
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livelihood about two-thirds of the population, 

contributes to overall growth of the economy 

and provides livelihood and food security to a 

majority of the population. 54.6% of the 

population is engaged in agriculture and allied 

activities (census 2011) and it contributes 

17.4% to the country’s Gross Value Added 

for the year 2016-17 (at current prices). 

 

Agriculture and allied activities including 

crop, fruit, animal husbandry, fisheries, 

forestry and agro processing provides 

livelihood to the farmers. India has one of the 

largest concentrations of tribal population in 

the world. The tribal population of the 

country, as per 2011 census, is 10.43 crore, 

constituting 8.6% of the total population. 

Tribal’s have traditionally lived in fifteen per 

cent of the country’s geographical areas. 

89.97% of them live in rural areas in various 

ecological and geo climatic conditions 

ranging from plains, forests, hills, undulating 

in accessible terrain in plateau areas. Tribal 

area is rich in natural resources.  

 

A livelihood comprises the capabilities, assets 

(including both material and social resources) 

and activities required for a means of living. 

A livelihood is sustainable when it can cope 

with and recover from stress and shocks and 

maintain or enhance its capabilities and assets 

both now and in the future, while not 

undermining the natural resource base 

(Chambers and Conway, 1991). Therefore, 

keeping the above facts in mind, the present 

study is entitled as “Socio-economic, 

Communicational and Psychological profile 

of Tribal Farmers for their Livelihood status 

of West Nimar Region (Khargone district) of 

Madhya Pradesh” 

 

Materials and Methods 

 

The study was conducted in West Nimar 

(Khargone district) region of Madhya Pradesh 

which is under the scheduled area of Madhya 

Pradesh state. The total number of 

Community blocks (CD) in west nimar region 

is nine. Out of these, six blocks namely, 

Maheshwar, Segaon, Bhikangaon, Khargone, 

Bhagawanpura, Jhiranya under the scheduled 

area. Out of these, one block Bhagwanpura 

was selected purposively from the selected 

district because of this block was having 

maximum tribal population among all other 

blocks of the district. In first stage a list of 

villages was collected from selected block 

headquarter. At the second stage village wise 

list was arrange on descending order based on 

agriculture farming and diversified farming 

practicing by tribal farmers thus, a total ten 

villages were selected randomly from the list. 

A list of farmers of ten selected village was 

prepared. There were two types of 

respondents ie.100 farmers of agriculture 

farming and 100 farmer of diversified farming 

occupation. 10-10 respondents was selected 

from the each selected villages based on 

agriculture farming and diversified farming 

thus a total 200 farmers was selected from the 

prepared list. The snow ball random sampling 

technique was used for the study.  

 

A well-structured and pretested interview 

schedule was used for data collection through 

personal interview method. Statistical 

methods like mean, percentage, standard 

deviation and chi-square test were used for 

interpretation of the data. 

 

Results and Discussion 

 

The important characteristics considered for 

the study were age, education, type of family, 

size of family, occupation, annual income, 

housing pattern, social participation, size of 

land holding, material possession, source of 

information utilization, contact with extension 

personal, scientific orientation, achievement 

motivation and risk orientation. The data 

analyzed in this respect are presented in Table 

1. 
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Socio-economic, communicational and 

psychological profile of tribal farmers 

 

Age 

 

The data in Table 1 indicated that higher 

number of diversified farming practicing 

farmers 50.00 per cent were from middle age 

group followed by young age group 28.00 per 

cent and 22.00 per cent old age group. 

 

Education 

 

It is in revealed from Table 1 that higher 

numbers of the diversified farming practicing 

farmers 20.00 per cent were found to be Only 

read and write followed by 19.00 per cent 

having high school level education, 16.00 per 

cent had high secondary, 12.00 per cent had 

primary level of education, 11.00 per cent had 

illiterate, 8.00 per cent had only read and 

middle and graduate and above level 

education was 6.00 per cent. 

 

Type of family 

 

It is evident from Table 1 that majority of 

diversified farming farmer 65.00 per cent 

were belonged to joint family followed by 

35.00 per cent belonged to nuclear family. 

 

Size of family 

 

The data in Table 1 showed that majority of 

diversified farming practicing farmers 41.00 

per cent were belonged to large size of family 

followed by 34.00 per cent had medium and 

25.00 per cent had small size of family. 

 

Occupation 
 

It is revealed from Table 1 that higher 

numbers of the diversified farming practicing 

farmers 67.00 per cent were fully depended 

on diversified farming followed by 18.00 per 

cent depended on diversified + service and 

15.00 per cent depended on allied activities.  

Annual income 

 

The data in Table 1 showed that majority of 

tribal farmers (49.00%) was found in the 

medium income category (  70,001 to  

1,50,000) followed by 28.00 per cent farmers 

in high income category (more than  

1,50,000) and 23.00 per cent farmers in low 

income category (up to  70,000).  

 

Housing pattern 

 

It is revealed from Table 1 that majority of 

diversified farming practicing farmers 32.00 

per cent were possess kachha type housing 

pattern followed by 25.00 per cent had semi-

pucca type housing pattern, 24.00 per cent 

had pucca and 19.00 per cent had hat type 

housing pattern. 

 

Social participation 

 

It is observed from Table 1 that majority of 

the diversified farming practicing farmers 

52.00 per cent had high social participation 

followed by 27.00 percent had medium and 

21.00 percent had low social participation. 

 

Land holding 

 

From Table 1 showed that higher number of 

tribal farmers 34.00 per cent were belonged to 

small size of land holding followed by 24.00 

per cent had medium, 22.00 per cent had 

marginal and 20.00 per cent having large size 

of land holding. 

 

Material possession 

 

It is revealed from Table 1 that higher number 

of diversified farming tribal farmers 50.00 per 

cent had medium material possession 

followed by 30.00 per cent had high material 

possession and 20.00 per cent had low 

material possession.  
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Table.1 Socio-economic, communicational and psychological profile of tribal farmers 

 

S.N. Variables Categories Diversified farming 

(N = 100) 

Frequency Percentage 

1  

Age 

Young age(Up to 35 years) 28 28.00 

Middle age (36 to 55 years) 50 50.00 

Old age (above 55 years) 22 22.00 

2  

 

 

Education 

Illiterate 11 11.00 

Only read 8 8.00 

Only read and write 20 20.00 

Primary 12 12.00 

Middle 8 8.00 

High school 19 19.00 

Higher secondary 16 16.00 

Graduate and above 06 6.00 

3 Type of Family Nuclear/ Single 35 35.00 

Joint 65 65.00 

4 Size of Family Small(up to 5 members) 25 25.00 

Medium(6 to 8 members) 34 34.00 

Large(More than 8 members) 41 41.00 

5 Occupation Diversified farming 67 67.00 

Diversified farming +Service 18 18.00 

Allied Activities (Other than agri. 

and diversified Farming 

15 15.00 

6 Annual income Low(up to Rs. 70.000) 23 23.00 

Medium(Rs. 70,001 to 1,50,000) 49 49.00 

High (above Rs. 1,50,000) 28 28.00 

7 Housing pattern Hat 19 19.00 

Kachha 32 32.00 

Semi-Pucca 25 25.00 

Pucca 24 24.00 

8 Social Participation Low 21 21.00 

Medium 27 27.00 

High 52 52.00 

9 Land Holding Marginal (below 1 ha.) 22 22.00 

Small (1 to 2 ha.) 34 34.00 

Medium (2.01 to 4 ha.) 24 24.00 

Large (above 4 ha.) 20 20.00 

10 Material Possession Low 20 20.00 
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Source of information utilization (SIU) 

 

The data presented in Table 1 showed that 

higher number of tribal farmers 41.00 per cent 

had high source of information utilization 

followed by 38.00 per cent had medium 

source of information utilization and 21.00 

per cent had low source of information 

utilization. 

 

Contact with extension personal 

 

The data in Table 1 indicated that majority of 

tribal farmers 52.00 per cent had high contact 

with extension personal followed by 26.00 per 

cent had medium contact with extension 

personal and 22.00 per cent had low contact 

with extension personal. 

 

Scientific orientation 

 

From the Table 1 showed that higher number 

of tribal farmers 45.00 per cent found to high 

scientific orientation followed by 31.00 per 

cent had medium scientific orientation and 

24.00 per cent had low scientific orientation. 

 

Achievement motivation 

 

It is revealed from Table 1 that majority of 

tribal farmers 46.00 per cent found to high 

achievement motivation followed by 35.00 

per cent had medium achievement motivation 

and 19.00 per cent had low achievement 

motivation. 

 

Risk orientation 

 

The data presented in Table 1 showed that 

majority of tribal farmers 50.00 per cent 

found to high risk orientation followed by 

27.00 per cent had medium risk orientation 

and 23.00 per cent had low risk orientation. 

 

The result obtained in present study it can be 

concluded that majority of the diversified 

farming tribal farmers 50.00 per cent were 

belonged to middle age group, 20.00 per cent 

Medium 50 50.00 

High 30 30.00 

11 Source of 

information 

utilization pattern 

Low 21 21.00 

Medium 38 38.00 

High 41 41.00 

12 Contact with 

extension personal 

Low 22 22.00 

Medium 26 26.00 

High 52 52.00 

13 Scientific 

orientation 

Low 24 24.00 

Medium 31 31.00 

High 45 45.00 

14 Achievement 

motivation 

Low 19 19.00 

Medium 35 35.00 

High 46 46.00 

15 Risk orientation Low 23 23.00 

Medium 27 27.00 

High 50 50.00 
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were only read and write, 65.00 per cent were 

belonged to joint type of family, 41.00 per 

cent were belonged to large size of family, 

67.00 per cent tribal farmers were fully 

depend on diversified farming occupation, 

49.00 per cent had medium annual income, 

32.00 per cent had kachha type housing 

pattern, 52.00 per cent had high social 

participation, 34.00 per cent had small size of 

land holding, 50.00 per cent had medium 

material possession, 41.00 per cent had high 

source of information utilization, 52.00 per 

cent had high contact with extension personal, 

45.00 per cent found to high scientific 

orientation, 46.00 per cent found to high 

achievement motivation, 50.00 per cent found 

to high risk taking ability. 
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