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ABSTRACT

The present study was conducted in Alwar and Bikaner district of Rajasthan. The sample was collected from 12
villages of 6 blocks of both the districts. The sample size was 240 respondents The information was collected by
conducting personal interviews of the respondents with the help of semi structured interview schedule. The overall
figures indicated that large ruminants were mainly owned by male respondents (44.17%) followed by joint ownership
(35.00%). Only 20.83 percent female respondents owned large ruminants. Results revealed that in 44.17 per cent
households control over large ruminants was in the hands of male respondents while control by female respondents
was in 30.00 per cent households followed by joint control (25.83%). The results revealed that 27.50 per cent male
respondents had accessibility to extension services as compared to only 13.33 per cent female respondent and only
29.17 per cent female respondents had accessibility to public animal health services whereas 42.50 per cent males
had accessibility to public animal health services. About 30.83 per cent of female respondents had accessibility to
market for selling its produce as compared to 67.50 per cent male respondents.
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There are 75 million women engaged in dairying
compared to 15 million men, and 20 million women in
animal husbandry as against 1.5 million men (Srinath,
2012).They constitute about 55 per cent to the total
agricultural labor and 60 per cent of the labor engaged
in livestock (Brij Bala et al., 2006). They share
responsibility with men and children for the care of
animals and particular species and types of activities
are more associated with women than men.

The role of women in livestock is well documented
by FAO (2002) and her role and responsibility increases,
when she has headship of the house. Identifying and
supporting the roles and capabilities of women as
livestock owners, processors and users of livestock
products are key aspects to promote women’s economic
and social empowerment and consequently a rural
women’s ability to break the cycle of poverty. Moreover,
access, control and management of resources such as
grazing areas and feed resource, provide assets that
improve women’s equality and empowerment with an
overall positive impact on the welfare of the household

(IFAD, 2009). Ownership of livestock is particularly
attractive to women in societies where access to land
is restricted to men (Bravo- Baumann, 2000). Dairying
provides women with a regular daily income, vital to
household food security and family well being. Women
are not only centrally involved in milk production, but
also in collection, processing and marketing of dairy
products, roles which were often overlooked by
development programmes. In the past, projects and
programmes were directed towards men with the view
that these changes will be percolated to the entire family.
But this transfer has not been successful, resulting in
little empowerment of women. A prime reason for this
male oriented focus is that the control of assets and
resources are primarily with the men, with women having
little role in it. This has important implications for the
engagement of women in the livestock sector because
they are the prime workers in the dairy sector in the
country. Any strategy without ownership and control
of resources will be futile in emancipating women. So
an analysis of the control and access of various
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resources by women dairy farmers is inevitable to
identify the weakness in this sector.

METHODOLOGY
The current study was done in Rajasthan state.

The state is purposefully selected because the state has
one of the most pathetic conditions with respect to
Gender development indicators. The state has the lowest
literacy of women in entire India and has a much skewed
female to male ratio (GoI, 2011).The state is the second
highest milk producer in India. But despite this higher
participation of women in Rajasthan in dairy sector the
ownership and control and access of various resources
pertaining to dairy sector has never been analyzed.

Rajasthan is divided into ten agro-climatic zones,
each one having special characteristics of its own. Out
of theses 10 agro climatic zones, 2 zones namely IC-
Hyper Arid Partially Irrigated and IIIB-Flood Prone
Eastern Plain have been selected purposively due to
variation in climatic conditions and prevailing agriculture
and animal husbandry practices, from IC- Hyper Arid
Partially Irrigated zone Bikaner district and from IIIB-
Flood Prone Eastern Plain Alwar district were selected
purposively on the basis of highest livestock population
in the zones. Three blocks selected from each district
and two villages selected from each block randomly,
thus total 12 villages selected from 6 blocks. From these
12 identified villages 120 households (120 male
respondents and 120 female respondents) were
purposively selected on the basis of having at least two
tropical livestock unit. The semi structured interview
schedule for respondents had used for collection of data
for the present study. The data collected from sample
respondents had coded, tabulated, analysed and
presented in the form of tables. The suitable statistical
tools viz. Chi-square, frequency and percentage had
used in analysis of data.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Results revealed that majority of male respondents

owned large ruminants in both the districts (41.67 per
cent in Alwar & 46.67 per cent in Bikaner). Only 15.00
per cent households had small ruminants. Among them
11.67 per cent female respondents owned small
ruminants and 3.33 male respondents owned small
ruminants.  The overall figures indicated that large

ruminants were mainly owned by male respondents
(44.17 per cent) followed by joint ownership (35.00 per
cent) and female respondents (20.83 per cent). About
fifty six per cent of male respondents had single
ownership of land followed by joint (9.17 per cent) and
female respondents (7.50 per cent). It may be observed
that in 44.17 per cent households control of large
ruminants were in the hands of male respondents while
only 30.00 percent female respondents had control over
animals. A total of 25.83 percent households had joint
control over large ruminants. Among 82.35 per cent
households control over small ruminants was by female
respondents while control by male respondents was only
in 17.65 per cent households. Among majority of
households control over land, financial resources and
management of labour was by male respondents while
control by female respondents was very less. Similar
results were obtained from other developing countries
in Africa. Oluka et al. (2003) reported that women
own fewer cattle but relatively more small stock than
men. Regarding control men have a disproportionate
control over access to livestock resources and benefits.
The results depicted the downtrodden nature of women
in developing countries. A perusal of Table 3 showed
that only13.33 per cent female respondents had
accessibility to extension services and 9.17 per cent to
training as compared to male respondents wherein 27.50
per cent were accessible to extension services and 17.50
per cent to trainings related to livestock farming. The
Results indicated the gender bias of the extension
services. Though this topic has been debated in the last
few years, no strategies were developed to tide over
this situation as indicated by the study. The results
revealed that only 29.17 per cent female respondents
had accessibility to public animal health services
whereas 42.50 per cent males had accessibility to public
animal health services. About 86 per cent male
respondents had accessibility to private animal health
services as compared 52.50 per cent female
respondents. About 30.83 per cent of female respondents
had accessibility to market for selling its produce as
compared to 67.50 per cent male respondents.
Regarding access to credit, the study revealed that 33.34
per cent females had access to non institutional sources
of credit as compared to 69.50 per cent male
respondents. Male respondents (19.17 per cent) had
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Table 1: Distribution of households according to ownership over resources

Resources Alwar (n=60) Bikaner (n=60) Total (N=120)
M (%) F (%) J (%) N (%) M (%) F (%) J (%) No (%) M (%) F (%) J (%) N (%)

Cattle/ buffalo 41.67 26.67 31.67 0.00 46.67 15.00 38.33 0.00 44.17 20.83 35.00 0.00
Sheep/Goat 6.67 13.33 0.00 80.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 90.00 3.33 11.67 0.00 85.00
Land 56.67 5.00 13.33 25.00 55.00 10.00 5.00 30.00 55.83 7.50 9.17 27.50
M= Male, F= Female, J= Joint and N= Not

Table 2: Distribution of households according to control over resources

Resources Alwar (n=60) Bikaner (n=60)        Pooled (N=120)
M (%) F (%) J (%) M (%) F (%) J (%) M (%) F (%) J (%)

Cattle/ buffalo 43.33 36.67 20.00 45.00 23.33 31.67 44.17 30.00 25.83
Sheep/Goat 27.27 72.73 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00 17.65 82.35 0.00
Land 84.44 6.67 8.89 92.86 0.00 7.14 88.50 3.50 8.05
Financial 81.67 18.33 0.00 80.00 15.00 5.00 80.83 15.00 2.50
Labour 50.00 25.00 25.00 65.00 15.00 20.00 57.50 20.00 22.50

Table 3: Distribution of respondents according to accessibility to various services

Accessibility to          Alwar         Bikaner       Polled  2 P-
various services M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) M (%) F (%) value value
Extension services 25.00 11.67 30.00 15.00 27.50 13.33 7.41 .006
Trainings 13.33 6.67 21.67 11.67 17.50 9.17 3.60 .05
Private animal health services 86.67 68.33 85.00 36.67 85.83 52.50 17.30 <0.001
Public animal health services 50.00 30.00 35.00 28.33 42.50 29.17 4.63 0.03
Market facilities 70.00 31.67 65.00 30.00 67.50 30.83 31.26 <0.001
Institutional credit facilities 16.67 9.17 21.67 9.17 19.17 9.17 2.588 0.108
Non-Institutional credit facilities 64.00 21.67 75.00 45.00 69.50 33.34 18.30 <0.001

also better accessibility to institutional credit sources as
compared to female respondents (9.17 per cent). Poor
credit accessibility of the women is due to the fact that
public credit programmes depends heavily on physical
collateral and so are heavily biased towards male headed
households which can satisfy this criteria, Women due
to lack of collateral security have always been ignored
and have received very little credit from the banks, a
situation which has had a negative impact on women’s
productivity (FAO, 1996). Various legal restrictions,
the need for a male’s signature, customary rules, lack
of credit schemes catering to the specific needs of for
rural women and lack of collateral such as a title to land
have added impetus to this problem (Fletschner, 2006).
Poor marketing skills, low levels of literacy and
customary practices are factors that prevent women
from freely leaving the house premises. As a
consequence, there is frequently a marked imbalance

between women and men in the benefits accrued from
livestock-related income (USAID, 2005).

CONCLUSION
The study has revealed that the scenario of

ownership & control over resources and accessibility
to various services of women in Rajasthan is still
poignant. More legal and social policies need to be
developed to augment women resource ownership and
control of resources.

Proper credit flow also needs to be ensured for
this weaker section of the society. For this gender fair
and gender specific polices needed to be developed
immediately. This could only be realized with the
cooperative effort of various basic institutions and
organizations.
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