Socio-Economic Analysis of Grape Export Farmers from Marathwada Region of Maharahtra, India

ABSTRACT
                         This study analyzes the socio-economic characteristics, land utilization, cropping patterns, livestock holdings, and the impact of socio-economic factors on grape productivity across different farm sizes among grape export farmers. Data was collected and analyzed from small, medium, and large-scale grape growers. Key findings indicate variations in age groups, educational levels, land use efficiency, and livestock investment, all influencing grape productivity significantly. The socio-economic profile of grape export farmers was assessed across three farm size categories: small, medium, and large. The majority of farmers belonged to the middle-aged group (36–50 years. Educational Status of most farmers were educated, with college graduates being the most prominent. Family Size, Families were categorized as small (1–4 members), medium (5–7), and large (8+). Small family size was most common, This shows a trend toward nuclear family systems among farmers, regardless of landholding size. Occupation, Agriculture was the primary occupation across all sizes Some farmers also engaged in business (20% overall) and services (17.5% overall), reflecting moderate occupational diversification.
 Land Utilization Pattern, Land utilization among grape growers shows. The average land utilization increases with farm size, with a notable portion under irrigation. Small farmers had 1.5 ha total land, with 93.33% cultivated and 80% irrigated. Medium farmers held 2.81 ha, with 94.66% cultivated and 85.4% irrigated. Large farmers owned 4.6 ha, with 96.95% cultivated and 92.6% irrigated. Overall, grape farmers utilized land efficiently, especially for irrigated farming, crucial for grape cultivation.
Cropping Pattern, Cropping patterns varied by season and farm size. Grapes dominated across all sizes due to their high commercial value. Small farms, Grapes covers 58.82% of the area with Cropping intensity 121.42%., Medium farms, Grapes accounted for 54.49% with Cropping intensity 117.29%., Large farms, Grapes constituted 64.65%. Cropping intensity with110.98%., Overall, Grapes covered 54.76% with a cropping intensity of 122.18%. Kharif crops included jowar and soybean, while rabbi crops were wheat and gram. Sugarcane was also a key crop on larger farms.
Livestock Holdings, Livestock contributed significantly to farm income and assets Small farms  Total livestock value ₹114,550 where  bullocks comprised 40.99%.,Medium farms Total livestock value ₹143,240 where bullocks 45.30%., Large farms Total livestock value ₹150,900  where bullocks 53.01%.Bullocks were the most valuable livestock across all sizes, reflecting their importance in vineyard operations.
4.5 Impact of Socio-Economic Factors on Grape Productivity, Regression analysis revealed the effect of socio-economic factors on grape productivity ,Small farms  R² = 0.69. Significant factors are age, capital assets, and livestock (p < 0.05).Medium farms  R² = 0.67. Significant are capital assets (p < 0.01), family size (p < 0.05)., Large farms  R² = 0.71. Significant factors are capital assets (p < 0.01), landholding, and occupation (p < 0.05).Overall  R² = 0.68. Capital investment and livestock were significant (p < 0.01) factors. These findings confirm that investment in assets and livestock positively affects grape productivity, with other socio-economic variables playing supplementary roles.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Keywords: Bullocks,irrigated farming, jowar, Livestock, soybean
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Introduction
Grapes are one of the most important fruit crops cultivated globally, valued not only for their nutritional and economic significance but also for their potential in export markets. India, in recent decades, has emerged as a key player in the international grape trade, with states like Maharashtra contributing significantly to both domestic production and global exports. The success of grape exportation, however, depends on a multitude of factors—chief among them being the socio-economic conditions of the farmers involved in grape cultivation.
A socio-economic study of farmers in Maharashtra is crucial for understanding their living conditions. agricultural practices, and economic status. It helps in identifying areas of vulnerability, tailoring agricultural extension programs, and developing effective policies for promoting rural development.

Socio-economic studies can reveal the specific challenges faced by farmers, such as low income, lack of access to credit, limited education, and dependence on rain-fed agriculture.
The findings of socio-economic studies can inform policy decisions related to agriculture, rural development, and poverty alleviation, ensuring that policies are effective and inclusive. Socio-economic research can help in identifying the factors influencing farmers' adoption of new agricultural technologies, promoting sustainable practices, and increasing productivity.
Socio-economic research can empower farmers by providing them with the knowledge and resources they need to improve their livelihoods and make informed decisions about their agricultural practices.
Farmers engaged in grape production, especially those targeting export markets, operate under varying scales of landholding and resource availability. These differences manifest in their access to education, farming practices, use of technology, capital investment, and overall productivity. Understanding how these socio-economic characteristics differ across small, medium, and large farm sizes is crucial for shaping agricultural policy, resource allocation, and extension services aimed at boosting productivity and profitability.
Moreover, the success of export-oriented grape farming hinges not only on favourable agro-climatic conditions but also on efficient land use, appropriate cropping patterns, investment in infrastructure, and adoption of best practices all of which are influenced by the farmer's socio-economic background. This study seeks to systematically analyze these aspects, focusing on the socio-economic status, land utilization, cropping pattern, livestock holdings, and the influence of these variables on the productivity of grape cultivation across different categories of farm size.
By examining these dynamics, the study aims to identify patterns, disparities, and potential areas of intervention that can help enhance the efficiency and income of grape growers, particularly those participating in export markets. The findings will provide valuable insights for policymakers, researchers, and stakeholders involved in agribusiness development and rural economic planning
OBJECTIVES 
1.To Study socio-economic characteristics of exportable grape growers
METHODOLOGY
The success of any scientific investigation depends on methodology which adopted systematic data collection, compilation and various types of scientific analysis. The methodology adopted for the present investigation is given below under different subheads
Selection of district
Latur and Osmanabad districts were selected for the study purposively because maximum area of grape in Marathwada region was found in Osmanabad and latur districts (i.e.960 ha and 802.96 ha respectively) 
 Selection of tahsil 
Ausa, Renapur  tahsil of latur district and Osmanabad, tuljapur tahsil of  Osmanabad district was selected for study. The selection was based on the basis of higher area under grape and grape exporting farmers among all the tahsils of districts.
Selection of villages
From each tahsil six villages were selected. From Ausa tahsil, Ausa, Borgaon, Killari, kurla, Shivli ,Talni, Yelvat, were selected for study. From Renapur tahsil, Hanumantwadi, Khrolla Mohagaon, Pangaon,  Ramwadi, Talni. From Osmanabad tahsil, Aalni, Jagji Kaudgaon , Keshegaon, Khanapur, , Pohner,. From Tuljapur tahsil, Apsinga,  Kati, Kamta, Katgaon, Khadki, Sawargaon, villages were selected for study because of large grape production and grape exporting farmer in these villages.
Selection of sample grape growers.
The entire population in these selected villages was surveyed from each selected village, 5 grape exporting farmers were selected. Finally 120 grape exporting farmers selected purposively from selected villages.
Collection of data.
The data from the selected grape exporting farmer were collected by personal interview with respondents from time to time. Data regarding the following points were collected. Area under grapes, inputs used, cultivation and marketing cost, marketing margins and problem faced by cultivators in cultivation, marketing and export were collected. Data pertains for the year 2012-13.

Functional analysis
		The relationship between Socio-economic characteristics and productivity was achieved by application of linear production function on the basis of goodness of fit (R2) linear regression function was used for estimation of relationship between socio-economic characteristics and productivity of grapes.
Linear multiple regression function
Y= f (x1, x2, x3,.............................., xn-1, xn)
Y = a + b1x1 + b2x2 + .............................. + bnxn + u
Ŷ = a + b1x1 + b2x2 + b3x3 + b4x4 + b5x5 + b6x6 + b7x7 
Where,
ŷ = estimated productivity of grape
a = Intercept of production function
bi = Marginal product with respect to variables (i=1, 2, 3, ........., 7)
x1 = Age in year
x2 = Education level in three quantum scores
x3 = Family size in persons 
x4 = Occupation level scores
x5  = Land holding in ha.
X6 = Capital investment on commonly used assets in rupees 
X7 = Livestock in animal standard unit
u = Error term

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
1. Socio-economic status of selected grape export farmer
Socio-economic characteristics of different farm size, grape export farmer were studied and were presented in table 1. it is observed from table that in case of Age, middle age group (36 to 50 yr’s) dominated over all three size groups of farmers i.e. for small farmer size 62.5 per cent, medium farmer size 65 per cent, large farmer size 60 per cent and for overall it shows 62.50 per cent. In respect to education status all most all farmers were educated. College level educated farmers were maximum and dominated overall size groups i.e. small 60 per cent, medium 70 per cent, large 57.50 per cent. In these three size group’s medium size farmers showing highest college level education with frequency of 28 farmers with 70 per cent and for overall it is observed 62.50 per cent.
The family size of the farmers was divided in to three categories on the basis of members of family as small family, medium family and large family. Among all the three size holding small family size dominated and contributed small farmer size 47.50 per cent, medium farmer size 45.00 per cent and large family size with 50 per cent. It is observed from table 1 i.e. large farmer size having highest per cent age of small family size with frequency of 20. 
In respect to occupation level of farmers, in all three size group’s farmers belongs to agricultural occupation as whole observed for small 60 per cent, medium 65 per cent and large 62.50 per cent and overall 62.50 percent, where as farmers having business partially were observed for small size group 15 per cent, medium 20 per cent, large 10 per cent and for overall is it is observed 20 per cent. Whereas farmers having services were observed for small size group 25 per cent, medium 15 per cent, large 12.50 per cent and for overall it shows 17.50 per cent.  
2 Land utilization pattern of selected grape growers
According to, different farmer size land utilization pattern was studied and presented in table 2. reveals that In case of small farmer size total landholding was 1.50 hectares out of which Net cultivated area was 1.40 (90.33 per cent) hectares and, fallow and pastureland was 0.10 (6.67 per cent) hectares. In net cultivated area, irrigated area was 1.20 (80 per cent) and Rainfed area was 0.20 (13.33 per cent). 
In case of medium farmer size total land holding was 2.81 hectares out of which net cultivated area was 2.66 (94.66 per cent) hectares and follow and pasture land was 0.15 (5.34 per cent) hectares. In net cultivated area Irrigated area was 2.40 (85.40 per cent) hectares and Rainfed area was 0.26 (9.26 per cent) hectares.
In case of large farmer size total land holding was 4.60 hectares out of which net cultivated area was 4.46 (96.95 per cent) hectares and follow and pasture land was 0.14 (3.05 per cent) hectares. In net cultivated area Irrigated area was 4.26 (92.60 per cent) hectares and Rainfed area was 0.20 (4.35 per cent) hectares. 
Similarly in case of overall farmer size total land holding was 2.97 hectares out of which net cultivated area was 2.84 (95.62 per cent) hectares and follow and pasture land was 0.13 (4.37 per cent) hectares. In net cultivated area share of irrigated area was 2.62 (88.21per cent) hectares and Rainfed area was 0.22 (7.40 per cent) hectares.

3 Cropping pattern of selected grape growers
Cropping pattern indicates proportion of area allocated by farmer to different crops. Farmer decides their cropping pattern by considering the type of soil, farm inputs, irrigation facilities, availability of labour, availability of credits etc. Cropping pattern of all selected different farm size of grape growers was computed and same is presented according to different farm size groups in Table 3.
		In case of small farmer size cropping pattern for khariff season dominated crops were jowar and soybean having highest percentage i.e. 11.76 per cent area for both. In rabbi season dominated crops was wheat having highest i.e. 11.76 per cent area followed by gram having per cent i.e. 5.88 per cent area. In other crops grape which is perennial crop having 1 hectares area with 58.82 per cent, calculated gross cropped area was 1.7 hectares, Net sown area was 1.40 ha double sown area was 0.30 hectares while cropping intensity was 121.42 per cent.
In case of medium farmer size for khariff season dominated crop was jowar with 5.77 per cent area followed by tur, sunflower, and soybean was 5.13, 3.85 and 3.21 per cent area respectively. In rabbi season dominated crop was wheat with 6.41 per cent area followed by jowar and gram was 4.81 and 3.53 per cent area respectively. In other crops sugarcane having 12.82 per cent area, grape having 1.70 hectares area with 54.49 per cent, net sown area and double sown area was, 2.66 and 0.46 hectares respectively, while cropping intensity was 117.29 per cent. 
In case of large farmer size for khariff season dominated crop was soybean with 3.84 per cent area followed by sunflower, jowar and tur was 3.43, 3.23 and 2.83 per cent area respectively. In rabbi season dominated crop was wheat with 4.04 per cent area followed by jowar and gram was, 2.83 and 3.03 per cent area respectively. In other crops sugarcane having 12.12 per cent area, grape having 3.2 hectares area with 64.65 per cent, net sown area and double sown area was 4.46 and 0.49 hectares respectively while cropping intensity was 110.98 per cent.
In case of overall farmer size for khariff season dominated crop was, jowar with 5.19 per cent area followed by Soyabean, tur and sunflower was 4.61, 3.75 and 3.75 per cent area respectively. In rabbi season dominated crop was. Wheat with 5.76 per cent area followed by jowar, and gram was 3.17, and 4.61 per cent area respectively, in other crops sugarcane having 14.41 per cent area, grape having 1.9 hectares area with 54.76 per cent. Net sown area and double sown area was 2.84 and 0.63 hectares respectively, while cropping intensity was 122.18 per cent. 



Table. 1 socio-economic status of selected grape export farm
	Sr.no.
	Particulars 
	Small farm size
	Medium farm size
	Large farm size
	Overall farm size

	
	
	Frequency 
	Per cent
	Frequency 
	Per cent
	Frequency 
	Per cent
	Frequency 
	Per cent

	1.
	Age
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	i)   young  (<35 yr’s)
	10.00
	25.00
	10.00
	25.00
	10.00
	25.00
	10.00
	25.00

	
	ii)  middle (36 to 50 yr’s)
	25.00
	62.50
	26.00
	65.00
	24.00
	60.00
	25.00
	62.50

	
	 iii) old  (>50 yr’s)
	5.00
	12.50
	4.00
	10.00
	6.00
	15.00
	5.00
	12.50

	2.
	Education 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	i)  primary
	7.00
	17.50
	4.00
	10.00
	7.00
	17.50
	6.00
	15.00

	
	 ii) High school
	9.00
	22.50
	8.00
	20.00
	10.00
	25.00
	9.00
	22.50

	
	iii) Graduate
	24.00
	60.00
	28.00
	70.00
	23.00
	57.50
	25.00
	62.50

	3.
	Family size 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	i)Small (1to 4)
	19.00
	47.50
	18.00
	45.00
	20.00
	50.00
	19.00
	47.50

	
	ii)Medium (5 to 7)
	13.00
	32.50
	13.00
	32.50
	10.00
	25.00
	12.00
	30.00

	
	iii)Large (8 and above)
	8.00
	20.00
	9.00
	22.50
	10.00
	25.00
	9.00
	22.50

	4.
	Occupation  level
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	i)Agriculture
	24.00
	60.00
	26.00
	65.00
	25.00
	62.50
	25.00
	62.50

	
	ii)Business 
	6.00
	15.00
	8.00
	20.00
	10.00
	25.00
	8.00
	20.00

	
	iii)Services
	10.00
	25.00
	6.00
	15.00
	5.00
	12.50
	7.00
	17.50




Table .2 land utilization pattern of selected grape export farmer
	Sr.no.
	Particular
	Small farm size
	Medium farm size
	Large farm size
	Overall farm size

	1
	Land holding
	1.50 (100)
	2.81 (100)
	4.60 (100)
	2.97 (100)

	2
	Net cultivated area
	1.40 (93.33)
	2.66 (94.66)
	4.46 (96.95)
	2.84 (95.62)

	3
	Irrigated area
	1.20 (80.00)
	2.40(85.40)
	4.26 (92.60)
	2.62 (88.21)

	4
	Rainfed area
	0.20 (13.33)
	0.26 (9.26)
	0.20 (4.35)
	0.22 (7.40)

	5
	Follow and pasture land
	0.10 (6.67)
	0.15 (5.34)
	0.14 (3.05)
	0.13 (4.37)


Figures in parenthesis indicate percentage to total.
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Fig.1.a. Socio-economic status of small farm size farmer
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Fig.1.b. Socio-economic status of medium farm size farmer
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Fig.1.c. Socio-economic status of large farm size farmer
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Fig.1.d. Socio-economic status of large farm size farmer








                Fig.2. land utilization pattern of different farm size






Table 3 Cropping pattern of selected grape export farm
	Sr.no.
	Particular
	Small farm size
	Medium farm size
	Large farm size
	Overall farm size

	A.
	Khariff
	Area (Ha)
	Per cent
	Area (Ha)
	Per cent
	Area (Ha)
	Per cent
	Area (Ha)
	Per cent

	
	K. Jowar
	
0.20
	11.76
	
0.18
	         5.77
	
0.16
	3.23
	
0.18
	5.19

	
	Soyabean
	0.20
	11.76
	0.10
	3.21
	0.19
	3.84
	0.16
	4.61

	
	Tur
	0.00
	0
	0.16
	5.13
	0.14
	2.83
	0.13
	3.75

	
	Sunflower
	0.00
	0
	0.12
	3.85
	0.17
	3.43
	0.13
	3.75

	B.
	Rabbi
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
wheat
	
0.20
	11.76
	
0.20
	6.41
	
0.20
	4.04
	
0.2
	5.76

	
	
Gram
	
0.10
	5.88
	
0.11
	3.53
	
0.14
	2.83
	
0.11
	3.17

	
	R. Jowar
	
0.00
	          0.00
	
0.15
	4.81
	
0.15
	3.03
	
0.16
	4.61

	C.
	Sugarcane
	
0.00
	0.00
	
0.40
	12.82
	
0.60
	12.12
	
0.5
	14.41

	D.
	Grape
	
1.00
	58.82
	
1.70
	54.49
	
3.2
	64.65
	
1.9
	54.76

	
	Gross cropped area
	
1.7 
	100
	
3.12
	
100.00
	
4.95
	
100.00
	
3.47
	
100.00

	
	Net sown area
	1.40
	
	2.66
	
	4.46
	
	2.84
	

	
	Double sown area
	0.30
	
	0.46
	
	0.49
	
	0.63
	

	
	Cropping intensity
	
	121.42
	
	117.29
	
	110.98
	
	122.18




4 Average position of livestock of selected grape grower
		As per different farmer size average position of livestock was studied and presented in table1.
 In case of small farmer size total value of live stock estimated to Rs. 114550 out of which highest share of bullock was Rs.46950 with 40.99 per cent followed by Buffalo, cow and other was Rs. 36000, Rs.30000 and Rs.1600 with 31.43, 26.19 and 1.39 per cent respectively. 
In case of medium farmer size total value of livestock estimated to Rs. 143240 out of which highest share of bullock was Rs. 64890 with 45.30 per cent followed by buffalo, cow and other was Rs. 45000, Rs.31100 and Rs.2250 with 31.41, 27.71 and 1.58 per cent respectively. 
In case of large farmer size total value of livestock estimated to Rs. 150900 out of which highest share of bullock was Rs. 80000 with 53.01 per cent followed by buffalo. Buffalo, cow and other was Rs. 36000, Rs. 32100 and Rs.28000 with 23.86, 21.27 and 1.86 per cent respectively.
Similarly in case of overall farmer size total value of livestock estimated to Rs. 136230 out of which highest share of bullock was Rs.63946.67 with 46.94 per cent followed by buffalo, cow and other was Rs. 39000, Rs.31066.67 and Rs. 2216.66 with 28.63, 22.81 and 1.62 per cent respectively.
4.5 Effect of socio-economic characteristics on productivity of grape
		The effect of socio- economic characteristics on productivity of grape of the farmers were calculated and presented in different groups of farmer viz. are small, medium, large and overall was presented in table 2. 
In case of small farmer size the value of R2 was 0.69 which indicated that 69 per cent variation in productivity was due to socio- economic factor together. ‘F’ value was positive (1.525). it was observed that partial regression coefficients with respect to age (0.00255) capital investment on commonly used assets (0.0015) and live stock (0.0563) were positive and significant at 5 per cent level of significance. Partial regression coefficients with respect of education level (0.02858), family size (0.03245) occupation level (0.05) and land holding (0.07501) were positive but non- significant.
In case of medium farmer size, the value of R2 was 0.67 which indicates 67 per cent variation in productivity was due to socio- economic factor together. ‘F’ value was positive (1.325). It was observed that partial regression coefficient with respect to capital investment on commonly used assets (0.094528) was positive and significant at 1 per cent level of significance. it was also observed that, partial regression coefficient with respect of to family size 0.7456 was positive and significant at 5 per cent level of significance, partial regressions coefficients with respect to age (0.09631)  education level (0.08963), occupation level (0.567), land holding (2.3579) and livestock (0.5289) were positive but non-significant. 
In case of large farmer size, the value of R2 was 0.71 which indicates 71 per cent variation in productivity was due to socio-economic factor together, ‘F’ value was positive (1.257). it was observed that partial regression coefficient with respect to capital investment on commonly used assets (0.7826) was positive and significant at 1 per cent level of significance. It was also observed that partial regression coefficients with respect of land holding (0.3913) and occupation level (0.5693) was positive and significant at 5 per cent level of significance. Partial regression coefficients with respect to age (3.08124), education level (0.337), family size (2.115063) and livestock (0.9927) were positive but non-significant. 
Similarly in case of overall farmer the value of R2 was 0.68 which indicates 68 percent variation in productivity was due to socio-economic factor together. ‘F’ value was Positive (1.374). It observed that partial regression coefficient with respect to capital investment on commonly used assets (0.0012) and livestock (0.0163) were positive and significant at 1 per cent level of significance. Partial regression coefficients of age (0.02785), education level (0.0122), occupation level (0.0200), land holding (0.08502) were positive but non-significant. Also partial regression coefficient of family size       (-0.03848) was negative and non-significant.

CONCLUSION 
 
Based on the results of this study, the following conclusions are emerged.
1. In case of small farm size average land holding of 1.50 ha out of which 0.80 ha area was found under grape cultivation. In case of medium farm size average land holding of 2.81 ha out of which 1.70 ha area was found under grape cultivation. In case of large farm size average land holding of 4.60 ha out of which 3.2 ha area was found under grape cultivation. In case of overall farm size average land holding of 2.63 ha out of which 1.9 ha area was found under grape cultivation. It is conclude that grape is the major crop of different selected farm size.
2. Middle age group (35 to 50 years) found dominated in all farm size i.e. for small 62.50 per cent, medium 65 per cent, large 60 per cent and overall 62.50 per cent. 
3. Soybean, Tur, Jowar, Sunflower, Wheat, Gram, Safflower, Jowar and sugarcane were the major crops grown. 
4. Effect of socio-economic characteristics on productivity of grape for small farm size was observed and which caused 69 per cent variation in grape productivity. For medium farm size was observed and which caused 67 per cent variation in grape productivity. For large farm size was observed and which caused 71 per cent variation in grape productivity. For overall farm size was observed and which caused 68 per cent variation in grape productivity. 
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Education 	i)  primary	 ii) High school	iii) Graduate	17.5	25	57.5	Family size 	i)Small (1to 4)	ii)Medium (5 to 7)	iii)Large (8 and above)	50	25	25	62.5%
12.5%
Occupation  level	i)Agriculture	ii)Business 	iii)Services	62.5	25	12.5	62.5%
12.5%
Age	i)   young  (	<	35 yr’s)	ii)  middle (36 to 50 yr’s)	 iii) old  (	>	50 yr’s)	25	62.5	12.5	22.5%
62.5%
Education 	i)  primary	 ii) High school	iii) Graduate	15	22.5	62.5	47.5%
22.5%
Family size 	i)Small (1to 4)	ii)Medium (5 to 7)	iii)Large (8 and above)	47.5	30	22.5	Occupation  level	i)Agriculture	ii)Business 	iii)Services	62.5	20	17.5	Net cultivated area	Small farm size	Medium farm size	Large farm size	Overall farm size	93.33	94.66	96.95	95.61999999999999	Irrigated area	Small farm size	Medium farm size	Large farm size	Overall farm size	80	85.4	92.6	88.210000000000022	Rainfed area	Small farm size	Medium farm size	Large farm size	Overall farm size	13.33	9.26	4.3499999999999996	7.4	Follow and pasture land	Small farm size	Medium farm size	Large farm size	Overall farm size	6.67	5.34	3.05	4.37	Area in percentage
Small farm size Per cent	62.50%
12.50%
Age	i)   young  (	<	35 yr’s)	ii)  middle (36 to 50 yr’s)	 iii) old  (	>	50 yr’s)	25	62.5	12.5	Age	i)   young  (	<	35 yr’s)	ii)  middle (36 to 50 yr’s)	 iii) old  (	>	50 yr’s)	17.5%
22.5%
Education 	i)  primary	 ii) High school	iii) Graduate	17.5	22.5	60	