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Farmwomen congtitute so significant part of working women populationin our country
that it necessitates a fuller understanding of their status and role not only asthey now
arebut asthey may bein future. They participatein most of the agricultural operations
like sowing, irrigation, harvesting, dairy management, weeding, winnowing application
of fertilizers, planting, threshing. After receiving the harvested cropsin thehome, itis
awoman who carries all the post-harvest tasks. The study was carried out from two
agro—climatic zones of Maharashtra. Nanded district was selected from Central
Maharashtra Plateau zone and Nagpur district was selected from Central Vidarbha
zone. This research consist sample of 410 farmwomen from urban, rural and tribal
areas. The respondents were interviewed personally. In the present investigation,
extent of participation of urban, rural and tribal farmwomen was compared. Extent of
participation was measured as whether the activity was completely performed by the
respondent or partially. The results showed that urban farmwomen were completely
involved in the activities post-harvest processing of the produce at household level,
retention of the produce for consumption and storage while they were performing the
activitiesthreshing and engagement of labourerspartially. Rural women were found to
be involved completely in the activities post-harvest processing of the produce at
household level and retention of the produce for consumption whereas they were
partially involved in the activities threshing and management of surplus produce at
commercial level. It was noticed that tribal farmwomen were completely performing the
activities post-harvest processing of the produce at household level, retention of the
produce for consumption and management of the surplus produce at household level
whereastheir partial involvement wasin retention of the producefor sale, post-harvest
processing of produce at commercial level and management of surplus produce at
commercial level

INTRODUCTION

production, processing and distribution. About two third

An overwhelming mgjority of the women in rural
Indiaisassociated directly or indirectly with agricultural

of the manual labour in farming is constituted by rural
women. Irrespective of their degree of affluence, they
provide 14 to 18 hour of productive physical labour every
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day inawidevariety of activitiesdirectly connected with
agriculture, allied and domestic chores (Manju, 2002).
Thewomen are also engaged inthe post harvest operations
like harvesting, grading, storing and preservation of farm
produce. Once farm produce is brought to the house,
further responsibility rests with women folk (Jadhav et
al., 2009). After receiving the harvested crops in the
home, itisawoman who carriesall the post-harvest tasks.
It was commonly observed that the post harvest activities
fall under women’s purview.

It was seen that farm women participate in various
physical drudgery prone operations in post-harvest
production which included threshing/processing,
marketing and bartering of produce, drying of produce
by standing under scorching sun, winnowing in dust and
sunfor alongtime, parboiling of riceby traditional arduous
methods with hard physical 1abour, dehusking, shelling,
pounding of cereals and pul sesby hand and hand operated
chakki.

Post harvest technology refersto different operations
carried out after the harvest of crop for the purpose of
preservation and enhancement of quality. Post harvest
technology as a multi-disciplinary applied science and
engineeringinvolved scientific conservation of agricultural
produce by eliminating avail ablelosses and making more
nutritive foodsand high value products. Generally 90 per
cent of farmwomen areinvolved in various post harvest
activities. Post harvest technology is important in
minimizing losses, spoilage and cost in transportation,
earning more profit or benefit from processed products
and to raise the economic status of grower.

In order to have an in depth understanding of the
participation pattern of farmwomen in post-harvest
activities, the present study of women working in these
activitiesfromurban, rural andtriba areaswas conducted
with thefollowing specific objectivesto know the general
profile of the respondents and to know the differencein
extent of participation of urban, rural and tribal farm
women in post-harvest activities.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

The study was carried out from two agro — climatic
zones of Maharashtra. Nanded district was sel ected from
Central Maharashtra Plateau zone and Nagpur district
was selected from Central Vidarbha zone. Thisresearch
consist total sample of 600 farm women. It was found
that out of these 410 farm women were actually working
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in post-harvest activitiesi.e. 30 women from urban, 191
women from rural and 189 women from tribal areas.
These 410 farmwomen were selected for investigating
their extent of participation in post-harvest activities. It
was easy to get sample of farmwomen from rural and
tribal areas but difficult from urban area. Hence, the
localities of the urban area, where farming was done by
the women, were selected.

Datawere collected by administering the pre-tested
interview schedule. All the respondents wereinterviewed
personally by theinvestigator at work spot, which enabled
her to get thefirst hand information. Inthe present study,
extent of participation of the respondent was measured
as whether the activity was completely performed by
therespondent or partially. Frequencies and percentages
were calculated for statistical analysis.

OBSERVATIONS AND ANALYSIS

Theresults obtained from the present investigation
are presented below:

General profile of the respondents :

Itisclear from Table 1 that majority of the women
from urban (54.00 %), rural (46.00 %) and tribal (45.50
%) areas were from the category middle age i.e. 31-45
years.

Thefindingiscomparablewith the study of Bhamare
et al. (2006) and Rathod (2008) who reported that
majority of the Banjarawomen were middle agedi.e. in
the age group of 36-50 years. Thisresultisfoundtobein
different linewith that of Bhalerao (2002).

As far as education of the respondents was
concerned, it was seen that more than one fourth (28.00
%) of the urban women were post educate. More than
half of the rural (54.50 %) and tribal (54.00 %)
respondentswere educated up to school level. The study
clearly indicates that educational level of thewomenin
the study is fair. The results are contradictory with the
studies of Mohanty (1995); Bhat (2001); Bhalerao (2002);
Bhamare et al. (2006) and Bhoyar et al. (2014) who
noted that majority of the respondents in their studies
wereilliterate.

Magjor occupation of the selected women fromrural
(67.00 %) and tribal (79.50 %) areas was found to be
farm labourers. These women were working on others’
farms while one third (33.00 %) of the urban women
were doing business related to farming activities like,
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selling of agricultural implements, preparation of
agricultural edible products at home (turmeric, chilli
powder making, masale making etc.), dhal making, selling
vegetables, flowers and garlands selling and selling
preserves (papad, pickles, vermicelli etc.).

Thesefindingsin case of rural and triba respondents
areinlinewiththestudies of Bhat (2001); Bhaerao (2002),
Annual Report of AICRP — Extension Component (2003)
and also Rathod (2008) who reported that majority of the
respondents were having farming + farm labour astheir
occupation. Theresultsin this case did not support with
theresults of Bhoyar et al. (2014) who found that majority
of the urban respondents were engaged in service.

Asfar as family type was concerned, nuclear type
of families were seen to be predominant in all the areas
(urban - 66.00 %, rural - 50.50 % amd tribal — 57.50 %).
Itisclear fromthe datathat the trend of nuclear families
has been increasing in rural and tribal areas also. Bhat
(2001) and Bhalerao (2002) also reported that the
percentage of nuclear familieswere morein astudy from
rural areawhereasthe same result was noticed by Bhoyar
et al. (2014) in case of urban families.

It was observed that majority (65.50 %) of the urban
families were small sized (up to 4 members) whereas
the trend of medium sized (5-8 members) families was
found in more than half of the selected rural (53.00 %)
and tribal (58.00 %) families. These results are in line
with Bhalerao (2002).

The annual income of the respondents’ families was
categorized under three income groups as up to Rs.
25,000/-, between Rs. 25,000/ to Rs. 50,000/- and above
Rs. 50,000/-. It was observed that a thumping majority
of the rural (92.50 %) and tribal (98.50 %) and lessthan
half (43.00 %) of the urban families had their annual
income up to Rs. 25,000/-.

The result is same as Bhalerao (2002) and Rathod
(2008), who mentioned that in their studies majority of
the families, belonged to the lower income group. But
the result is not matching to the result of Bhamare et al.
(2006).

When the respondents were classified according to
their landhol ding categories, it was noted that mgjority of
the respondents from all the areas were landless (urban
- 63.00 %, rural - 50.50 % and tribal 45.00 %). It may be
due the reason that majority of the rural and tribal
respondentswerefarm labour. Theresult isnot supporting
to the result of Bhamare et al. (2006) who reported that

magj ority of the respondentswere having high land holding.

Extent of participation of the respondents in post-
harvest activities :

Table 2 reflectsthat asfar asthe post-harvest activity,
threshing was concerned, it was seen that complete
participation of urban women was negligible (3.33 %)
whereas it was al so found that complete involvement of
rural andtribal womenwasnil. But the partia participation
of the women in this activity was noted as urban — 73.33
per cent, rural — 62.30 per cent and tribal — 55.55 per
cent. It can be depicted from table that 44.44 per cent of
tribal, 37.69 per cent of rural and 23.33 per cent of urban
women were not found to be performing this activity.
Overall it can be concluded that partial involvement of
thewomen from all the three areas was dominant in this
activity. Urban women’s involvement was more than rural
and tribal women.

Winnowing was the activity wherein complete
involvement of urban women was less than three fourth
(73.33 %), that of rural women was less than one fourth
(24.60 %) and a meager (5.82) percentage was of tribal
women. It can a so be expressed fromthetablethat partial
participation of tribal respondentswas observed dlightly
morethan half (51.32 %), it was|essthan half (41.88 %)
for rural respondents and | ess than one fourth (23.33 %)
for urban respondents. It can be implied that no
participation of tribal women was less than half (42.85
%), that of rural women was near about onethird (33.50
%) and urban women’s no participation was very less
i.e. 3.33 per cent. From above findings, it can be said
that in this activity urban women’s complete and tribal
women’s partial participation was found and urban
women’s involvement was more.

Thetablea soimpliesthat completeinvolvement of
less than three fourth (73.33 %) of urban women was
noted in the activity cleaning while more than one third
(38.21 %) and less than one third (31.21 %) rural and
tribal women’s complete participation was observed
respectively in thisactivity. It isclear from thetablethat
23.33 per cent of urban, 38.21 per cent of rura and 51.85
per cent of tribal farmwomen were partially involved in
this activity. Percentages of the women not performing
this activity were less as rural —23.56 per cent, tribal —
16.93 per cent and urban —3.33 per cent. So it can be
said that urban women’s complete and tribal women’s
partial participation was morein this activity and urban
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women were involved with majority in thisactivity.

It can be portrayed fromthetable that mgjority (83.33
%) of the urban womenwas completely involvedindrying
of the grains whereas less than half (40.83 %) of the
rural and lessthan onethird (32.80 %) of thetribal women
were also found to be performing this activity compl etely.
Partial involvement of 50.26 per cent of tribal women,
37.69 per cent of rural and 13.33 per cent of urban women

was also noted in this activity. It was observed that in
this activity also no participation of women from all the
three areas was less. Only 21.46 per cent rural, 16.93
per cent tribal and 3.33 per cent urban women werefound
to be not performing this activity. In drying also urban
women’s complete and tribal women’s partial participation
was dominant and urban women’s participation was
observed more.

Tablel: General profileof the respondents (n =600)
ﬁ’(.). Particulars I:retérban (n= 2(200/1) I:reI:ural (n= 2230)) I:reqTri bal (n= 2(2(0)/1)
1. Age (Years)
18-30 yrs. 46 23.00 65 32.50 74 37.00
31-45yrs. 108 54.00 92 46.00 91 4550
46-60 yrs. 46 23.00 43 21.50 35 17.50
2. Education
Illiterate 0.00 4 2.00 00 0.00
Can read / write 8 4.00 74 37.00 83 41.50
School level 52 26.00 109 54.50 108 54.00
Jr. College/ Diploma 31 15.50 9 4.50 4.00
Graduate 53 26.50 4 2.00 0.50
Post Graduate 56 28.00 0 0.00 0.00
3. Occupation
Farm labour 0 00.0 134 67.00 159 79.50
Farming 32 16.00 96 48.00 110 55.00
Farm related 63 31.50 15 7.50 2.00
Service 63 31.50 5 2.50 3.50
Business 66 33.00 13 6.50 1.50
4. Family Structure
Family Type
Nuclear 132 66.00 101 50.50 115 57.50
Joint 68 34.00 99 49.50 82 41.00
Extended 0 0.00 0 0.00 3 1.50
Family size
Small (Up to 4 members) 131 65.50 76 38.00 68 34.00
Medium (5-8 members) 60 30.00 106 53.00 116 58.00
Large (> 8 members) 9 4.50 18 9.00 16 8.00
5. Family income (Rs.) Per year
Up to Rs. 25,000.00 86 43.00 185 92.50 197 98.50
Rs. 25,001.00 to 50,000.00 76 38.00 13 6.50 3 1.50
> Rs. 50,000.00 38 19.00 2 1.00 - -
6. Land holding
Landless 126 63.00 101 50.50 90 45.00
Small (Up to 2.5 acres) 8 4.00 31 15.50 16 8.00
Marginal (2.5t0 5 acres) 19 9.50 34 17.00 46 23.00
Medium (5 to 10 acres) 19 9.50 15 7.50 37 18.50
Large (> 10 acres) 28 14.00 19 9.50 11 5.50

Adv. Res. J. Soc. i, 6(2); Dec., 2015 : 228-235
HIND ARTS ACADEMY




COMPARISON OF EXTENT OF PARTICIPATION OF URBAN, RURAL & TRIBAL FARM WOMEN IN POST-HARVEST ACTIVITIES

It is evident from the table that an S B e @
overwhelming majority (93.33 %) of the urban 5[5 Sdee £aoFY Feodagd
respondents was completely involved inthe | |ET
activity post-harvest processing of the produce | el z oo 2 ge=Eg T ez E3
at household level while more than half of the |1 g
tribal (52.91%) andrural (51.83%) respondents |~ & _|< &2 Z 2% =2 E&=8 g7 2 ¥
wereparticipatinginthisactivity completely. As | €(E2| |= = <« ™m o5 o= @2 e
regards partial participation, it was noted that B e Nges Fro8g Qoggl
almost same percentages of the rural (10.99 %) z a T
and tribal (10.58 %) women and only 6.66 per g% aan 83888 Hmeggé
cent of urban farmwomen were performing this Eff|Hren 2aeRE BEEIF
activity. More than one third of the rural (37.17 gl T ~— > ¥ =T
%) and tribal (36.50 %) women had no _ )
participation in this activity whereas no woman _alE Anmes B3HAE 5 3 % g 2
from urban area was found who had not gz v mEm e T
participated in this activity. Hence, it isclear that T8 xw S2guwEs =S e owm
in this activity also urban women’s participation a - B
was more whereas complete involvement of the | JelRESSE &I EE2ES R E&gx
women from all the three areas was observed. gl |eFdm =SS=ZSF =SS =o

The data in the table indicates that post- | S| &| |2 c w0 = =22 v = . w
harvest processing of the produce at commercial B '
level was carried out completely by more than JJEmHmEaE g28g=s8 gEgon
one third (36.66 %) of the urban women while EETC REJZ ©8we8 «E<«iRAi
compl ete participation of rural (11.50 %) and tribal i T N S, T B
(3.70 %) women was less. When partial w R E e
participation was seen, it was found that more lea=zsg = o ® & w & o W e
than half of thetribal (62.96 %) and urban (60.00 g cvasd HeafdE @igzss
%) respondents and less than half of therural |z |E L s
(47.64 %) women were performing this activity. |z MeRREB BC-BEw #8989
More than one third of the rural (40.83 %) and | P L L TR S g
tribal (33.33 %) and ameager percentage (3.33 |£ 3z515|S %S -3 5 =2z 22
%) of the urban womenwerenot involvedinthis |£ £|2 T
activity. Inthiscase also partial participationof [~ [-|= & & &8 %2 F -8 = -
women from all the three areaswasfound tobe | = e e = e . .
dominant. Here urban women’s participationwas |5 | o€ @ 2 2 & “3d ¢ S s =S
more. é %z -~ ~ oo o On oo — enoor

A perusal of data furnished in Table 1 |2 T+~ 9988328 0wm cs=-%eeo
indicates that retention of the produce for |£ 2
consumption wasthe activity in which complete |2 5 .
involvement of overwhelming majority of urban | < S £ g . g
(93.33 %) women was found whereas 52.38 and § g E 2 _ £ E
49.73 per cent of tribal and rural women, |Z E2 350 2% 2 & 2
respectively were participating completely inthis |3 Y g5 3 < E5® 9%
activity. The datain the table also impliesthat |2 2 |2 2 £« 52522 535 28%3
partial participationof womenfromalthethree |= 5 |E S S 22253232225 532
areas was observed very less as 12.56, 10.58 %
and 6.66 per cent of rural, tribal and urban, |Z £S5 | = & @ < « & = o eSS
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respectively. Thetableindicatesthat morethan onethird
of rural (37.69 %) and tribal (37.03 %) women were not
involved in this activity. Complete participation of the
women from three areas was dominant and among three,
urban women’s participation was more in this activity.

As far as retention of the produce for seed was
concerned, it was noted from the table that complete
involvement of the respondents from all the areas was
less. Urban women completely involved in this activity
were 30.00 per cent while percentages for tribal (6.87
%) and rural (4.71 %) women were negligible. It can be
expressed that partial participation of rural women was
15.18 per cent and that of tribal women was only 13.22
per cent. No woman wasfound that wasinvolved partialy
inthisactivity. It wasnoticed that majority of thewomen
from all the areas were not participating in this activity
with 80.10, 79.89 and 70.00 per cent from rural, tribal
and urban respondents, respectively. Whileinvestigating,
the sel ected respondents replied that they purchased the
treated seed from the market. Hence they did not retain
the produce for seed purpose. In this activity, no
participation of women from all the areas was major but
among three, urban women’s participation was slightly
more.

Complete involvement of the urban women in
retention of the producefor the purpose of salewas 16.66
per cent and that of rural (7.32 %) and tribal (1.58 %)
was negligible. It was noticed that majority of the urban
(66.66 %) and tribal (64.02 %) women were performing
thisactivity partially and less than half (46.07 %) of the
selected respondents from rural area were also
participating partially. Dataof thetableimpliesthat less
than half of the rural (46.59 %) and more than onethird
of tribal (34.39 %) women were found to be not
participating in thisactivity while only 16.66 per cent of
the urban women had no participation in this activity.
Partial participation of women from all the areas with
urban women’s major involvement was observed in this
activity.

As regards compl ete involvement of the women in
management of surplus produce at household level, it can
be seen that more than half (52.38 %) of the tribal
women were performing thisactivity completely followed
by the rural women (48.69 %) and none of urban woman
was found to be participating in thisactivity compl etely.
Partial involvement of thewomen fromall the areaswas
negligible, as rural — 13.61 per cent, tribal — 8.46 per cent
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and only 6.66 per cent of urban. From thetableit can be
observed that with an overwhelming majority (93.33 %)
the urban women were found to be not participating in
thisactivity while morethan onethird of tribal (39.15 %)
and rura (37.69 %) women were not involved in the
activity. It can be stated that tribal and rural women’s
complete involvement and urban women’s no participation
was observed in thisactivity.

It can be depicted that the activity management of
surplus produce at commercial level was performed
completely by more than one third (36.66 %) of urban
women whereas a negligibl e percentage of rural women
(8.90) and a meager percentage (1.58) of tribal women
werealso completely involvedinthisactivity. Morethan
half of thetribal (62.43 %) and urban (60.00 %) and less
than half (49.73 %) of the rural women’s partial
involvement was observed. Figures in the table shows
that no participation of 41.36 per cent of rural, followed
by 35.97 per cent of tribal women was there in this
activity. Only 3.33 per cent of urban women were found
to be not participating in this activity. Hence it can be
said that partial participation of the women from all the
areas with urban women’s major participation was there
inthisactivity.

It can be portrayed that in the post-harvest activity
storage, urban women were involved completely with a
thumping majority (93.33 %) while 51.85 per cent of the
tribal and 48.69 per cent of the rural women were also
performingthisactivity completely. Thewomen fromtribal
area were involved partially with 17.80 percentage
followed by the women from rural area with 15.87
percentage. A negligible percentage (6.66) of the urban
women was found to be participating partially in storage
of the grains. Near about one third of rura (33.50 %)
and tribal (32.27 %) women were not performing this
activity. Percentage of no participation for urban women
was nil. So the conclusion can be drawn that in storage
activity complete participation of thewomen from all the
areas was noted and urban women’s dominant
participation was al so noticed.

Itisawell known fact that women generally are not
involved in the marketing activity due to the customs,
social pressures etc. Results of the present investigation
alsosurprisingly indicated that no urban and rural woman
were completely involvedinthe activity marketing of the
produce while a meager percentage (0.52) of the tribal
women was performing thisactivity. It isclear that more
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than half (53.33 %) of the women selected from urban
area were performing this activity partially. Rural
women’s partial involvement was meager (2.61 %). It
was also found that not a single woman from tribal area
wasinvolvedinthisactivity partially. Tablealsoimplies
that percentages of no participationfor tribal (99.47) and
rural (97.38) women were very high and that for urban
women was more than half (46.66). Above results
concluded that in marketing of the produce, urban
women’s partial and rural and tribal women’s no
partici pation was dominant.

Present investigation indicated more or lessthe same
results as far as involvement of women in the activity,
management of revenue earned from the sal e of produce
was concerned. Complete involvement of the selected
women from all the areasin this activity was not noted.
Only 0.52 per cent of the women from rural area were
performing thisactivity completely. Partial involvement
of more than half (53.33 %) of the urban women was
observed whereas rural (4.18 %) and tribal (2.64 %)
women were participating partially with meager
percentages. A huge mgjority of tribal (97.35 %) and
rural (95.28 %) women and less than half (46.66 %) of
the urban women were not involved in the activity. It
can be stated that in this activity also urban women’s
partial and rural and tribal women’s no participation was
dominant.

A perusal of data furnished in the table indicates
that in the activity engagement of labour for the post-
harvest activities, only 16.66 per cent of the urban women
were completely involved whereas tribal (4.23 %) and
rural (2.61 %) women’s involvement was meager in this
activity. It was noted that less than three fourth (73.33
%) of the selected urban women were performing this
activity partially. Rura (9.94 %) and tribal (5.82 %)
women’s partial participation in this activity was
negligible. It isevident fromthetablethat majority of the
tribal (89.94 %) and rural (87.43 %) and aless percentage
(10.00 %) of the urban women were found to be not
performing thisactivity. Hence, it can be stated that here
also urban women’s partial and rural and tribal women’s
no participation were noti ced.

Overall it is inferred that urban women’s involvement
in majority of the post-harvest activities was observed
more, compared to rural and tribal women. It may be
due the fact that these activities are performed at the
home. In actual farming, the urban women can not go on

their farms and work but after receiving the produce at
home, they can participate in these activities.

Conclusion :

Urban farmwomen were completely involved inthe
activities post-harvest processing of the produce at
household level, retention of the produce for consumption
and storage while they were performing the activities
threshing and engagement of labourers partialy. Major
areas of their no participation were management of
surplusproduce a householdlevel and retention of produce
for seed. Rural women were found to be involved
completely inthe activities post-harvest processing of the
produce at household level and retention of the produce
for consumption whereasthey were partialy involvedin
the activities threshing and management of surplus
produce at commercial level. Areas of no participation
of therural farmwomen were marketing of produce and
management of revenue earned from the sale of produce.
It was noticed that tribal farmwomen were completely
performing the activities post-harvest processing of the
produce at household level, retention of the produce for
consumption and management of the surplus produce at
household level whereastheir partial involvement wasin
retention of the producefor sale, post-harvest processing
of produce at commercia level and management of
surplus produce at commercial level and they were not
participating in the activities marketing of produceand a
management of revenue earned from the sale of the
product.
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