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ABSTRACT

Farmers are considered as an integral part of hurkard, which allows human to sustain for a longipés. In other
words, they are the growers and feed millions diiens people around the world. The sustainabitifyfarmers depend on
nature and artificial factors, which of course deténed their socio-economic conditions. Since farpreduce essential
commodities and increase the integrity between gmmand secondary sectors but still they are livimgler the shadow of
poverty, debt and illiteracy. These kinds of outputesult discourage the youngsters to associdtie thhe same profession
(farmer) of their ancestors or parents, which i® tonly source of income. This type of discontinoitychange in
occupation can trigger the migration process stdrteom a rural region and ended in an urban sectérhile in
developing and under-developed countries, life umar areas survive on the mercy of the landlordsditional
moneylenders (Saukars) and in the support of naasraell. Along with dependency in nature, thediactike right price,
absence of proper marketing, presence of middleaneinshortage of storage facilities decrease thegharing ability of
farmers and force them to sell their commodity browaway prices. This type of practise drags thentx towards
poverty, frustration, suicide and so on. The sqamlonomic and political policies, which concerhs tevelopment of
socio-economic nature of the rural farmers forcee@rchers to raise different questions such as fatgers are always
poor or they are living under low economic conditigince they are feeding millions of people?, ¥@mers are forced
into commit suicide and migration? why their chddr are illiterate, dying due to starvation and Idwealth care?
Therefore, in this research, author tries to fingk the basic factors, which are sufficient to anstte above-mentioned
guestions. However, this research is only confingtthin Sikkim, where the type of farming is orgaritaus results or

outcomes of the same may not be applicable taldirestates of India.
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INTRODUCTION

The socio-economic condition concept basicallyedéhtiates the social habitat among one anothéhemasis of basic
amenities available in their home, such as landdition of house, income assets, education, ocaupahcome, earning
members, electricity, sanitation, water and so ad eaategorizes them into low, medium and high secimnomic
condition category. In other words, it is a comtima of social and economic components or factwhéch determines the
particular category for particular family or hous&h In the modern society, socio-economic conditian be treated as

an instrument to determine the living standarchefgarticular family.
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22 Tej Kumar Siwakoti

Farmers genuinely live in rural areas and assettiatith agriculture for their income. They creatéegrity of
primary and secondary sectors or dependency withamother. Their contribution towards economic tpment cannot
be undermined, particularly in India. In India, oy of the population live in rural areas andith®ain occupation is
agriculture as a farmer and agricultural labouwal. Agriculture is also done in developed cowgribut their techniques
and outcomes are different as compared to thok®lia, in terms of income and agriculture prodwdsvell. The average
Indian farmer works 80 hours per week which give80P in a year, whereas in America average farnmeksvfor same
number of hours per week and earns $60000 in a(@#nana 2016). The occurrence of difference shbafsindian
farmers have still a long way to go to achieve mfootable life, while doing farming and agriculturEhere are factors,
which create differences among the farmers of dgesl countries and the rest of the world on théshafstheir earning
capacity. The farming methods are very modern whwkes farming easier and more convenient in theldped
countries as compared to the developing and undelmj®ed countries, although agriculture is the nmengine of the
economic development in third world, which provideassive employment in the form of self-employmasita farmer
and agricultural labour but it failed to develoffseliance or socio-economic condition of farmegspecially in India. In
India, both natural and social factors are higtdive, which pulls the farmers’ socio-economic citiod downward. Still
majority of the farmers are dependent on natuieitgate their crops. While rainfall is not suppeetin all regions, some
are affected by floods and some are completely @hich drag farmers towards miserable conditiond fomce them
toward suicide, migration and change their occopatSince the Green Revolution, India somehow meahdg solve the
issues related to farmers, but still more thingsdn® be done. Farmers in India live under thesuresof social factors as
well, such as expensive health care, educatioheothildren, cost of the daughter’s marriage arglat@xpenses. Since
they have no other source of income except agumiltthese issues build the dependency of the fatowards
moneylenders (Saukar), where interest rate is kigly that it takes more time than normal to retu®n top of this, their
illiteracy has a vice-like grip on them, therebyrgeuating their indebtedness, helplessness andatdtly leading to
suicide. Therefore, in this condition, they are abte to invest in farming to increase their prdoity by adopting
modern methods and technology, which would alloanthto fight against financial burden or crisis. tha other hand,
social conscious or access to knowledge in relatdiarmer’s educational qualification does notpsup or help them to
achieve maximum agricultural yield through adaptatof modern methods but force them to leave tlaeepbr move

towards urban centres in search of other optioss @D15).
OBJECTIVES
Following are the objectives of the study:

» To study the factors, which are associated withSbeio-Economic Condition (SEC) of the farmer aategorize
them within the high, medium and low SEC categories

e To study the impact of government policies or fties in relation to farming profession and theizt(Sas well.
METHODOLOGY

This study has been carried out in rural parts@ftls District of Sikkim during July to August 2018ikkim belongs to
hills and mountainous landscape features, wherieudiyre farming is not as easy as compared torgtteen regions or
states of India. In other words, agriculture is smcommon in Sikkim when it counts as a farmefgasion due to various
factors, such as its physical feature of land, pegsulation, self-employment through tourism, bakbjchomestay business

etc. People in Sikkim usually do micro farming &mif-consumption and macro level of agriculturahfang as a farmer
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professionally practices by minority that is whyu# of this study may not be applicable to otharte of the country,
mainly in plain regions. Another reason for the samthat farmers in Sikkim practise only orgammiing, since it is the

only state in India which is fully organic. Themedour Districts in Sikkim, East, West, North a&duth.
Sample Size

Among the four Districts, only South District haselm selected on the basis that it is the smahdsttal area as compared
to other three districts and second developedidiisifter East. Further, three villages, namely iBbtleey, Jaubari and
Parbing were selected through lottery method anda@ers from each village were selected randoralytifie study.

Therefore, 60 samples were selected to justifyotijectives and conclude the study.
Source of Data and Statistical Tools used

Like any other majority of researches, the restithis research is also based on primary and secgrdhta. Primary data
has been collected through door-to-door survey aukthith self-(researcher) made open questionnaireng the samples
only. Secondary data has been collected throughusjournals, newspapers, books and other rekgacces. Further to
confine the study within the topic and categoribe, samples in three different SEC researches foeuisnited variables,
namely, category, age, education, landholding asdypes, condition of house, farming experienagual income,
expenditure, savings, availability of basic and erodfacilities, livestock and the number of famihembers. To justify
the mentioned objectives and verify the groundifigalesearcher used simple statistical tools fileguency, percentage

and descriptive nature.
REVIEW OF LITERATURE

In India, indebtedness of farmers is not a neweissuphenomenon. Shifting of burden of debt byfthieners’ ancestors
do not allow them to step towards better economiition. In particular, the debt-related issuedanfmer in agriculture
sector was highly active in pre-Green Revolutiomd@8 and Grewal 1961) period, that is why farmerdndia still
languish under the silence of poverty. Basic inpiles irrigation, fertilizer, varieties of seedsggkndency of tenants on
owners for their support on agriculture and nurieadfural consumption also plays an important rtdeincrease the
productivity, which further leads to increase theame of the farmers. Therefore, the absence d&f symuts predisposes
them towards low economic condition through lowomz or income deficit. In India, financial proviei@and lending
policies of financial institutions regarding theiredit limits, adversely affects on the economivedepment of the poor
farmers, especially small farmers and tenants. ,Tédmrareness of the various policies and its bengfftuences the socio-
economic condition of the farmers (Mutonyi and Fori&911). Farmers’ socio-economic and psychosooiatiitions are
the major reasons, which encourage suicides iral(iialeet al.2014). In Indian agriculture system, land holdiregtern
still holds strong gravity, which is directly coroted, with socio-economic condition of the farméighet al. 2009).
While factors like below poverty line, literacy ey food security, farm size, household income hadsehold size are
equally responsible to determine the socio-econamilition of the farmers (Babatundeal.2007). Along with above-
mentioned factors, climate change is also one @ftlain factors, which generate negative impactgicalture. In the
context of India, its impact is unadjustable beeabmslia has 15 agro-climatic zones, diverse seaswaps and farming
system, where millions of people directly or inditg involve their regular income (Ninan and Satgas 2012).
Therefore, climate change and its impact on aduoalalso determines the socio-economic conditibfaoners. The

changing nature of Indian economy and efforts puthf by central and state governments with fornrmatid polices,
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especially for farmers, increase their socio-ecanarondition nowadays. The farmer credit card, foanlow interest
rate, providing seeds at subsidized rates, croprienoce schemes and providing basic tools to isergaoductivity,

storage facilities and agricultural marketing asene of the important schemes and policies of thegonent to support

farmers’ life in relation to their socio-economiordition (Mugadur and Hiremath 2014).

RESULT AND DISCUSSIONS

Types of Reservation Category of the Respondents

Table 1: Reservation Category Details of the SampRespondents

Sl. No. | Reservation Category| No. of Respondents Percentage
1 SC 13 21.67
2 ST 18 30.00
3 OBC 12 20.00
4 General 17 28.33
Total 60 100

(Source: Field Survey 2019)

The data in the above table (Table no. 1), refléws the majority of the farmers belong to theesttied tribe
category, that is 30% of the sample size, follovbgdGeneral 28.33%, Schedule Caste 21.67% and ®hekward
Category 20%. While after survey, it is found tiigteracy (Table No. 2) is the most important faGtwhich induces them
to involve in the agriculture sector as a farmeswidver, to some extent, it is their choice to renas farmers because this
profession was forwarded by their ancestors. Thegefdue to these two reasons, they failed to &ssothemselves in
other professions, in other sectors. Most impolyariheir educational qualification does not mdet tlemand of other
sectors as a labor (skilled labor force). The sddoportant factor for their attachment in agrioodt sector as a famer is
responsibilities towards their family, due to tgpes of family (Table No. 3), particularly, in faies where the number of
old-aged, physically disabled, school-going childrehildren less than 4 years old are more and evbely one member

of the family is highly active in farming professio
Educational Qualification of the Respondents

Table 2: Educational Details of the Respondents witReservation Category

Items Education Qualification of the Respondents with Resrvation Category | Total
Category | llliteracy Primary High School | Secondary | And Above
SC 12 01 00 00 00 13
ST 10 07 01 00 00 18
OBC 10 00 02 00 00 12
General 11 02 04 00 00 17
Total 43 10 07 00 00 60

(Source: Field Surveg019)

Educational details of the sample respondents gfi@lsle 3) that majority of the farmers are illiteraand the
minority have high school education, which is tlastlqualification of the study and it means no farsnare either
secondary or above qualified in this study. Thenmaason behind their illiteracy is illiteracy difeir parents due to their
ignorance with regard to the importance of educatiod poverty. In this matter, when researcheroper$ informal

interview with the available parents of farmergtkexpress their view in the following words:

“Since we do not have schools nearby, our village an the top of that our parents are not educatedigh to

understand the importance of education for theréugeneration. Since life in the past generatios walike what our
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children have today. We all are dependent on aljmieuto survive and we consider that we all aretonally attached
with that. Therefore, land in terms of agricultui@hd was the only source of income and we aressgibto be happy if
we are able to work in that land. Of course, finahcrisis was there regarding educational expehsédn the absence of
educational institution and our illiterate natutke financial complication was nothing. So you jusagine how we

managed to survive in the present world withoutcation, where everything is changing in a minute.”

Therefore, they are unaware of the ignorance ofrtiportance of education of their ancestors (fajmeho keep

them away from school even if they (ancestors)raeeposition to bear the educational expenses.

Nature of the Respondents’ Family

Table 3: Nature of the Respondents’ Family

ltems Nature of the Respondents’ Family with Reservation Total
Category
Category Nuclear Joint
SC 07 06 13
ST 11 07 18
OBC 08 04 12
General 14 03 17
Total 40 20 60

(Source: Field Survey 2019)

According to data shown in Table No. 3, out of B8oag ST category, 07 sample respondents belojgjrto
family, which is maximum as compared to other catigg. Overall, 20 sample respondents fall underjdint family
nature and 40 in nuclear family. After survey, tlesearcher found that the division of land amongngsters, intake
capacity of house, overcrowding and to some extegatnal problems in relation to their mentalitydaresponsibilities are
the main factors, which encourage and support auclature of the farmer’s family. Since this lanstrbution practise
decreases the landholder in terms of size andtlead towards the small and marginalised farmergoste Sometimes,
this land distribution practise causes negativeaichpn the farmer’'s socio-economic condition disedbr example, any
joint family with a small size of land force wilbmetimes ask some of the family members to leagéhttuse and stay in
another’s land as a tenant (details in Table NowHjch will decrease their socio-economic conditthue to the rent of the
land.

Land Holding

Table 4: Land Holding Types of the Sample Respondén

Types of Land Holding Category wise Number of Respondents Total
SC ST OBC General
Own 11 16 11 10 48 (80%
Other's 02 02 01 07 12 (20%)
Total 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)

(Source: Field Survey 2019)

Data mentioned in the above Table (Table No. 4jvshithat 48% of sample respondents have their onch dand
only 12% sample lived in other’s land. While thadaholding pattern is quite good in study becausgority of the
farmers have their own land, which share maximunegr@age on their income as compared to those wéd in other’s
land because they used to pay rent to the landlevbdh decreases the farmer’s income. Therefdre,land-holding
pattern in study is more supportive to standartlieefarmer’s socio-economic condition. Howeverslbslding of land by
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ancestors, maximum number of family members, loanemic condition and up to some extent food deficye are the
important factors, which force them to stay in othéand.

Types of Residents

Table 5: Types of Residents of the Sample Respondgslong with their Category

Types of Residents Reservation Category wise Number of Total
Respondents
SC ST OBC General
Local 13 17 11 15 56 (93.33%
Nun-Local (Outside the state) 00 01 01 02 04 (0B)p7
Total 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)

(Source: Field Survey 2019)

In this study, the researcher found that 06.67%heftotal samples are migrated from out of theestaid they
used to stay in other’s land because they arenanfiial crisis due to which they are not in a posito buy a land. This
type of residence nature increases the numbermoplea who lived in other’s land (Table No. 4). V¢hdmong all, the
general categories constitute the maximum percentaaf is 50%, followed by OBC and ST category,chhionstitute
25% each. As mentioned above, here it is also ithaibe of the family, poverty, food deficiencysseland in the family,
illiteracy and other social factors are highly eetand encourage migration of people from regioretgion in search of
better opportunities and income.

Condition of House of the Sample Respondents

Table 6: Condition of House of the Sample RespondenCategory wise

Condition of the Reservation Category wise no of Respondents Total
House SC ST OBC General
Pucca 11 16 11 10 48 (80%)
Semi Pucca 02 01 00 05 08 (13.33
Kutcha 00 01 01 02 04 (06.67%
Total 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)

(Source Field Survey2019)

According to data shown in the above table (Tab)esignifies that only 06.67% out of 60 samplesehkutcha
house. Since they (06.67%) have migrated from cdlees and they do not have their own land, theilords did not
allow them to construct pucca house. Similarly,ythkink that making pucca house in other's landn@ a good
investment since they have to leave the placedridhg run. While 08 (13.33%) samples out of 6@ndas belong from
those family, where land is less, disputes withfdmily, newly married couple and mantle differemgéiigh that is why
they are forced to leave their parents house attié §& other’s land with semi-pucca house sind@fithem are local and
well known by landlords which allow them to constreemi-pucca house. In this study, the researfcld that majority
of the sample respondents have their own land anmifig is their primary occupation or the only smuof their income,
which motivates them to live in a pucca house. @frse that land belongs to their ancestor but hiaee share, where

they do farming and bear the basic and necessaensgs of their family.
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Basic Facilities Available in the Samples House

Table 7: Availability of Basic Facilities in Sample House

27

Facilities Available in Reservation Category wise No of Respondents Total
House SC ST OBC General

Electricity 13 18 12 17 60

Water 13 18 12 17 60

Toilet 13 18 12 17 60

Bathroom 13 18 12 17 60

LPG 13 18 12 17 60

(Source: Field Surveg019)

Regarding availability of basic facilities withihdg samples’ house, researcher found that 100% earapd fully

provided with Electricity, Water, Toilet, Bathrooend LPG (Table 7). This shows that they are livinga hygienic

environment. Since they are the farmers, they ktteevmportance of all these facilities and areeabl provide all these

to their children. In this study, a minor percemtag farmers are not from Sikkim state, but stiky are using LPG in

Kitchen. However, free distribution of LPG to BPhtegory is there to help the rural people, buttifig, there is some

documentation related to residence and state gmesry which will supply those rural poor people,ondmly belong to

the Sikkim State. Therefore, in this case, theylssieind the bar of policies and in this situatithey are able to fix the

deficiency of LPG through purchase from the market.

Beneficiaries of the Facilities Provided by the Goaernment to Support Economic Condition of the Farmes and

their Farming Capacity

Table 8: Number of Sample Beneficiaries of the Govement Facilities

Facilities Provided by Reservation %ategqry vs_/ise No of Sample Total
the Government CIETEEE
SC ST OBC General
Irrigation 13 17 11 15 56 (93.33%)
Loans 13 17 11 15 56 (93.33%)
Seeds 13 17 11 15 56 (93.33%
Machinery inputs 13 17 11 15 56 (93.33%

)

(Source: Field Surveg019)

Since government support is essential and impott@amtevelop socio-economic condition of the farmensl

increase the farmers’ capacity to increase theubugimilarly, in this study, data mentioned in #it®ove table shows that

(Table No. 8) 93.33% of sample respondents arefibethdy government facilities, which not only iease their capacity

to increase their output but encourage them to gic@dtural farming as a farmer. While a minor partage, that is

06.67% (Table No. 8) do not come under the umbdligovernment facilities because they belong teostates, which

means they have migrated from outside and settledhier’s lands as tenant, which is mentioned litetao. 5. As already

discussed, proper documentation and its verificaitioneeded to provide any government facilitiesny individual or

family; therefore, those who are living as tenatisnot have any documents, which signify that theyfrom Sikkim and

that is the reason why they are not included is¢hfacilities and they are happily accepting it.
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Monthly Income Pattern of the Sample Respondents

Table 9: Monthly Net Income of the Sample Respondés

Income in Rs. | Reservation category wise Number of Respondent Total
SC ST OBC General
Less than 200( 00 00 00 00 00
2001-4000 00 00 00 00 00
4001-6000 00 01 01 02 04 (06.67%)
6001-8000 12 16 11 11 50 (83.33%)
8001-10000 01 01 00 04 06 (10.00%6)
10001-12000 00 00 00 00 00
Above 12001 00 00 00 00 00
Total 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)

(Source: Field Surveg019)

After survey, researcher found that majority of aenples come under the net income line of Rs @IG-per
month. Since 70% of them have small and margirdliaemers, which give them limited income. On tltleeo hand, 06.67%
out of 60 samples come under the category who eHl®% to 6000 Rs. per month as a net income. Silhed them are
tenants and because of this they used to pay eelaintlords, which obviously decrease their incofarther, there are
10.00% of samples who are able to earn 8001-1080@& month, just because they belong to nuckeailyf and have
sufficient land. According to samples, ancestrdbtsleand financial flow from any other formal ordnfal institution

excluding government through policies is totallgeitt and that is why they are able to sustain fong period.

Monthly Consumption Pattern of the Sample Respondéds

Table 10: Monthly Consumption Expenditure Pattern d the Sample Respondents

Consumption in Rs. Reservation Category wise Number of Total
Respondents
SC ST OBC General
Less than 2000 00 00 00 00 00
2001-4000 02 07 09 07 25 (41.67%)
4001-6000 11 11 03 09 34 (56.67%)
6001-8000 00 00 00 01 01 (01.67%)
8001-10000 00 00 00 00 00
10001-12000 00 00 00 00 00
Above 12001 00 00 00 00 00
Total 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)

(Source: Field Surveg019)

(Note: In this research Consumption expenditure reeexpenditure related to all necessary items inalgidsocial
expenditurg

Regarding consumption behavior of the samples, matationed in the above table (Table No. 10) exqagshat
56% to 67% of the samples out of 60 belong to thuadegory whose consumption lies between 4001 808 &s. per
month. Within this category, the number of SC afds8mples is the same, and where regions are ataost like health-
related expenditure, maximum number of children altdage people. In this case, they need more maméwlance the
consumption. On the contrary, less number of peiwptee family (old age and children as well) arghlthy family need
less amount to balance the consumption in the fathét is why 41.67% fall under 2001-4000 Rs. camsion per
month. In the same data, there is one sample #ah@s to a general category and falls under tmswoption of Rs.
6001-8000 per month. After deep involvement to find the reason for high consumption, researcieisfout that the
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child of that family is enrolled in a private boarg school, which increases their consumption le@eal the other hand,
children of 59 samples out of 60 were enrolled dgregnment schools. In this study, the researchamddhat there is no

debt related to traditional financial institutiontmurden of financial debt from any other instituti
Monthly Saving Pattern of the Sample Respondents

Table 11: Monthly Saving Pattern of the Sample Regmdents

. Reservation Category wise Number of
Saving in Rs Respgn;yents Total
SC ST OBC General
Less than 2000 08 10 07 12 37 (61.67%)
2001-4000 05 08 05 05 23 (38.33%)
4001-6000 00 00 00 00 00
6001-8000 00 00 00 00 00
8001-10000 00 00 00 00 00
10001-12000 00 00 00 00 00
Above 12001 00 00 00 00 00
Total 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)

(Source: Field Surve2019)

According to data mentioned in the above table [@4ah), 61.67% of samples are able to save less2b@0 Rs.
per month from their income, whereas 38.33% samgdes between 2001 and 4000 Rs. per month. To be specific,
38.33% of samples belong to a nuclear family categess number of senior citizens, less numbechiitiren and no
physically disabled persons; therefore, in thisiemment, monthly consumption of these familie$eiss as compared to
61.67% samples, where sample reason or issuesgilg hActivated, which increase their consumptiod decrease their
saving. In general, it is good to know that asranfa, they save for their future and they are faialty literate in simple
terms. In other words, they are under governmesteation, where they are benefited by differedicfgs and schemes

to support their profession and economic conditwamich directly encouraged them to save more foetter future.
Material Possession by the Sample Respondents irethHouse

Table 12: Material Possession by the Sample Respants in their House

ltems Reservatlogecslsct)i%c;rr)]/twse No of Total and %
SC ST OBC General

Television 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)
Radio 13 18 12 17 60 (100%)
Smart Phone 09 12 10 14 45 (75.00%)
Washing Machine 00 00 00 00 00
Refrigerator 01 06 02 08 17 (28.33%)
Motor Cycle 02 01 00 07 10 (16.67%
Car (Private) 00 02 01 02 05 (08.33%)
Four wheeler (Taxi) 00 00 00 00 00
Inverter 00 00 00 00 00
Computer 00 00 00 00 00
laptops 08 04 07 11 30 (50.00%)
Solar light 13 17 11 15 56 (93.33%

(Source: Field Surve2019)

Accordingly, Television and Radio are the commoecebnic products in the present time; therefoliefhe
samples have these two items in their home. Asddaptop is concerned, 30 samples have laptoffeinhome due to

free distribution by the state government to theost-going children from class 10 onwards till gnation. On the other
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hand, 75% of samples have smart phones and they kaw to use it, whereas other 25% have bar phdkfésr. survey,
it was found that they (25% samples) are not imfawf using smart phones or they do not want &iug-urther, to some
extent, their illiteracy does not support theiremgst of using smart phones. While it is found ttie financial
circumstance is not the main problem for not hawntart phones. Similarly, 28.33% of the sampleshaifrigerator,
16.67% have a two-wheeler and 08.33% have a foeelenh as a private transport. This further shoves §8.33% of
samples are not poor or they are not living untlershadow of poverty, since they have the thirgsréfrigerator, motor
cycle and private transport. They purchased theam ftheir own income or they paid monthly EMI frofmeir own
income. Therefore, on the basis of availabilitymadterials in the sample’s home researcher categ@&33% of sample

in high socio-economic condition category, 46.6#ia the medium socio-economic condition category.
CONCLUSIONS

Farmers, the growers, are the only source of aguiguto sustain humankind for humanity and createunconditional
integrity between agriculture and industry. Farmdggelop the dependency strategy for each mankingiious aspects
such as labors, products, raw materials, etc.jrbbetween these production mechanisms, theydautvive in the long
run and factors like debt, low income, illiteradyigh-consumption expenditure, especially healtheesps and other
natural and unnatural factors infected the lifdasfmers in rural areas that is why farmers are ydwgrowing under the
shadow of poverty, live /and die under the samerenment. In this study, the researcher found that picture is
different. The farmers under study are free fronaficial burden of their ancestors or they do nethany debt, which
belongs to the local lender. Life of farmers undaudy is far better as compared to other state’sides. With the
changing time, they developed themselves as piofesls, which allow them to earn at least bettantthe past. In the
same sample’s house, the members in the familjiege due to which their consumption is more thair thavings, but in
general, they are all living happily. Availabiligf self-help groups and other local small orgamizes helped them to
improve their lifestyle. The factors like illiteracland holding nature, marketing, size of the gmavailability of needful
things for agriculture like tools, seeds, organianure and irrigation are not active to drag thenfxs towards poverty.
The supportive nature of government towards orgamiming helps them to increase income and enceuyagng people

to involve in agriculture and farming.
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