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Socio-economic Profile and Household Livelihood Security of Women in the Informal Sector: Evidence from Imphal West, Manipur 


ABSTRACT

	The present study was conducted to identify the personal and socio-economic characteristics of  women working in informal sector in Imphal west, Manipur. Considering the need of the present study, the research was formulated on the basis of descriptive research design and suitable variables were selected. This study was conducted at six villages viz. Kanto, Khurkhul and Sekmai under Lamsang block, Thangmeiband, Iroisemba and Sagolband under Lamphel block of Imphal west district during a period from May 2022 to March 2023. In the study, 120 women respondents were selected purposively based on their informal livelihood activities such as vegetable vendor, fruit vendor, weaving, traditional costumes/items vendor, embroidery, etc. Data was generated through a sample survey of women by personal interview method. Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI) constructed by Maurya in 2017 was used with suitable modification. Indicators such as Economic, Education, Health, Habitat, Food and Social Security were considered and the HLSI was obtained by aggregating the scores of indicators assuming that each indicator has equal weight to the overall HLSI. The findings revealed that majority of the respondents fell in medium level of household livelihood security. It was also observed that some variables like age, marital status and debts were negatively correlated to the level of household livelihood security while some variables like education, gender of the household head, family type, training exposure, type of house, household size, total landholding size, annual income of the household, annual income of the respondent, material possession, mean annual household expenditure, access to credit, resources and assets were positively correlated to the level of household livelihood security. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
Livelihood can be best defined as the methods and means of making a living in the world. The term livelihood ‘best expresses the idea of individuals or groups striving to make a living, attempting to meet their various consumption and economic necessities, coping with uncertainties, responding to new opportunities, and choosing between different value positions’ (Long, 2000). 
[bookmark: _Hlk211519530]Unorganised or informal sector constitutes a pivotal part of the Indian economy constituting 88.00 per cent of the total labour 47.29 crore as per the 66th round of NSSO survey of 2011-12 (Rani et al., 2018). A high proportion of socially and economically underprivileged sections of society are concentrated in the informal economic activities (Anonymous, 2012). Informal employment is generally a larger source of employment for women than for men in the developing world. Almost 97.00 per cent of the women workforce are involved in the unorganized sectors, majorly in agriculture (Shukla, 2024).
Like any other peasant economy, household is the basic unit of consumption and production in Manipur wherein both men and women take part in the agricultural activities. In these activities, the heavier works such as ploughing traditionally are in the hands of men and the lighter work such as transplantation and weeding are carried out by women. Agriculture is the main occupation and the largest productive unit of Manipur’s economy (Devi, 2012).
Another sector where a good number of female workers is found engaged is the handloom industry, the largest cottage industry in the state providing avenues of employment opportunities to the people of Manipur. Women produce traditional wears such as phanek, raniphi and wangkheiphi which are highly valued among the women and fetch good profits. The products are in great demand within the state and even in the national and international markets. Majority of the handloom weavers in the state are self-employed artisans who are carrying on their profession in their own homes with the assistance of their family members. Sericulture also plays a vital role in the improvement of economic conditions of the artisans of the Manipur state. Fishing is another important economic activity of women residing in and around the Loktak lake where they use fishing nets to catch fish which is an important food for the valley people and serves as a good source of nutrition and income. Women also take up and manage independently livestock rearing especially poultry and piggery as a reliable source of income. Manipuri women are also involved in small-scale businesses such as stalls, shops, tailoring, baking, basket weaving, etc. 
Besides the above livelihood activities, a large population of women in the state are found to be engaged as vendors. Women vendors in Manipur play a crucial role in the state’s economy particularly in the informal sector. These women are often referred to as market women or vendors are involved in selling a wide range of products from fresh produce such as vegetables and fruits, fish to clothing. The existence of ‘Ima Market’ is one important example to show Manipuri women being actively involved in the socio-economy of the state and such ‘women only’ markets have also been set up in other districts of the state such as ‘Apfii Saliki’ at Senapati district, ‘Ava market’ at Ukhrul district, ‘Nute Bazaar’ at Churachandpur district, etc. (Anonymous, 2020).
Some other income generating activities taken up by the Manipuri women are embroidery, weaving, cultivation, private business and others (Vashum, 2016). A distinct feature of Manipuri women is their predominance in economic activity. On the streets, roads, lanes and by lanes of Manipur we see women working with fervour, selling fruits, vegetables, fish, clothes etc. In Manipur, the work participation rate is quite high for women (Arambam, 2020).
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
It can be witnessed that a large number of women in the state are engaged in various informal livelihood activities and one good example is the unique Ima Keithel (Ima Market), an all-women market existing in the state since the sixteenth century. The study seeks to find out the personal and socio-economic characteristics of the women engaged in various livelihood activities of the Manipuri women in Imphal west district and analyse their effects on the livelihood security of the women.
1.1 OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
1. To study the personal and socio-economic characteristics of the women engaged in informal livelihood activities.
2. [bookmark: _Hlk153950426]To measure the livelihood security of women respondents and analyse the effects of the personal and socio-economic characteristics on livelihood security. 
1.2 LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY 
The present study was conducted in one district, Imphal west, of Manipur. The findings and discussions of the study maybe applicable to the villages under study area. Hence, any policy framed based on the results of the study may not conform to policy specification needs in general to other areas/parts of the country. Despite the limitations, all the efforts were made by the researcher to conduct the study as objectively as possible by following all the norms of the scientific research in a systematic way. 

2. REVIEW OF LITERATURE
Carney (1998) stated that the Sustainable Livelihoods Approach (SLA) improves understanding of the livelihoods of the poor. Sustainable Livelihood Approach (SLA) for assessing the livelihood activities is based on five pillars or the five livelihood assets: Human Capital, Social Capital, Physical Capital, Natural Capital, and Financial Capital. 
CARE (2000) has been using Household Livelihood Security (HLS) as a framework for programme analysis, design, monitoring, and evaluation. Household Livelihood Security Assessment (HLSA): The HLSA, developed Tango International for CARE, is a holistic and multi-disciplinary analysis which recognizes that poor families commonly suffer more than one problem at a time and often have to make significant sacrifices to meet their basic needs. HLS uses an integrated or systems approach to analysis, with recognition that poor people and poor households live and interact within broader socioeconomic and socio-political systems that influence resource production and allocation decisions. The HLS assessment process aims to enhance understanding about local livelihood systems – livelihoods, economic, socio-cultural and political systems and the constraints, vulnerabilities, differences among types of households and among members within the household. 

Jejeebhoy (2000) in her study “Women's autonomy in rural India: Its dimensions, determinants, and the influence of context” observed that young women were more likely than older women to engage in income-generating activities that helped them better acquire human, financial, physical and social assets.

Matilda (2005) in a study on “Analysis of Women Empowerment in Kerala” found that the majority was in the age group 26- 40, 63.3 per cent of women stayed in nuclear families and 36.7 per cent stayed in joint families. The percentage of the respondents with education level graduation and above was 22. 

Devi (2014) in her study on “Determinants of Development among Women in Manipur” recorded that majority of the women are from lower middle class and few are from the upper middle class.  
Chaudhari (2014) reported that women street vendors depend more on moneylenders and wholesalers for credit; around 64 per cent of them depend on moneylenders.
Maurya (2017) used five-point scale method to construct livelihood security Indexes. Indicators are assumed that each indicator has equal weight to the overall household livelihood security index. Household’s livelihood security index consisted of six livelihood outcomes and were measured based on accessibility, quality and status. Household livelihood indexes such as Economic, Education, Health, Habitat, Food and Social Security were obtained by aggregating the scores of indicators. Each indicator was measured in a different scale. It was first necessary to standardize each indicator as an index for relevant indicator.
Arambam (2020) concluded that the industrial classification data indicates that women in Manipur play an active role in the economy.  Their involvement in productive sectors, like agriculture, trade and commerce and in manufacturing, particularly household industry which are activities which has a lot to do with capital formation (physical and financial) imply that they are really the backbone of the economy of Manipur.
Gopalasunder (2020) revealed in his study on socio-economic conditions of women agricultural labourers in Thanjavir district, Tamil Nadu that the average size of family is five members and 96.50 per cent of the women belonged to nuclear families. The respondents were also all married with 74.00 per cent of them belong to age group of 30-35 years and around 10 per cent of them had completed their education upto high school.
Anonymous (2020) reported that women in Kairembikhok village are breaking all stereotypes by getting into the carpentary profession which has always been a male-dominated industry.
Bhagat and Singh (2022) from their investigation on the socio-economic conditions of women agricultural labours in Jharkhand found that majority (37.10%) of the respondents belong to 25-35 age group.

Rajkumari et al.  (2023) reported in her study on awareness of digital media by the farm women of Manipur that the majority (51.67%) of the respondents had an annual income of Rs.  2,50,000/- to 4,00,000/- followed by 26.67 per cent had between Rs. 1,00,000/- to 2,50,000/- lakhs, 20.00 per cent had between Rs.  4,00,000/- to 5,50,000/- and only 1.67 per cent had an annual income above 5,50,000.

George (2024) stated in his research on ‘Status of Women Street Vendors in India: Issues and Challenges” that there are various programmes and schemes implemented by the Indian government to protect street vendors but majority of them are facing lack of awareness in availing the schemes.

3. material and methods / experimental details / methodology 

The present study was conducted during May 2022 to March 2023 in the North-eastern state of India, Manipur. The district Imphal West was selected purposively based on the engagement of the women in various types of informal livelihood activities especially sale of agricultural and allied products as most women resort to vending for livelihood in the state and other unorganised livelihood activities such as weaving, embroidery, poultry, etc. in the selected area. The locale of the research was selected because of the unique women-only market and also local market sheds providing a platform to earn a livelihood for women in the valley. The research aimed to study the personal and socio-economic characteristics of the Manipuri women who were self-employed and to delve into the extent of household livelihood security of the women respondents. Two blocks, namely, Lamphel and Lamsang from Imphal west were selected purposively. Three villages were selected purposively from each of the selected blocks. From Lamsang block, Kanto, Khurkhul, Sekmai and from Lamphel block, Thangmeiband, Iroisemba and Sagolband were selected purposively as women engaged in various types of informal livelihood activities especially vending activities and other agricultural and allied activities were present. 20 respondents were selected from each of the selected 6 villages based on random sampling method making it a total of 120 respondents. Descriptive and analytical research design was used for the study. The statistical analysis method used to analyse the data were frequency, percentages and Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI) developed by Maurya (2017). To examine the relationship between the socio-economic characteristics of the women respondents and their corresponding level of household livelihood security, the statistical method, Pearson’s co-efficient correlation was calculated between the socio-economic variables of the respondents and the Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI). 

4. results and discussion

4.1 Personal and socio-economic characteristics
Personal characteristics are those individual traits such as age, gender, marital status, family type, etc. Socio-economic characteristics describe an individual’s societal standing via factors like income, education, occupation, and living conditions, influencing opportunities and health.

Age: Majority (70.83%) of the respondents fell in middle age group (36-60) followed by old age group (36-60 years) with 16.67 per cent followed by young age group (upto 35 years) with 12.50 percent. The mean age recorded was 47.11 and the youngest age recorded was 23 years and the oldest age recorded was 83 years.

Educational level: Majority (39.17%) of the respondents had completed their educational level upto higher secondary followed by graduate level with 20.83 per cent followed by high school with 18.33 percent.

Gender of the household head: Majority (85.00%) of the respondents’ households had male member as the head of the household and the rest 15.00 per cent had female member as the head of the household.

Marital status: Majority (76.67%) of the respondents were married, 15.00% were unmarried, 5.00% were widowed and 3.33% were divorced.

Family type: Majority (58.33%) of the respondents belonged to nuclear type of family and 41.67% belonged to joint type of family.

Training exposure: Majority (65.00%) of the respondents had no training exposure while only 35.00 per cent had training exposure.

Type of house: Majority (52.50%) of the respondents dwelled in semi-pucca houses, 29.17 per cent of the respondents dwelled in kaccha houses.

Household size: Majority (59.17%) of the respondents’ households had upto 5 members and 40.83 per cent had above 5 members in their families. 

Livelihood activities: Majority of the total respondents were working as vegetable vendors at 41.67 per cent, traditional items vendor at 8.33 per cent as second majority, processed food items vendor at 7.50 per cent as third majority, embroidery  and fruit vendor 6.67 per cent as fourth majority, weaving at 5.83 as fifth majority, local grocery shop at 5.00 as sixth majority, livestock rearing and farming at 4.17 per cent each as seventh majority, fish farming, tailoring and banana leaf vendor at 1.67 per cent as eighth majority and women who run rice mill at 0.42 as the least majority.

Total landholding size: Majority (85.83%) of the total respondents respectively had total landholding size of less than 1 acre followed by 10.00 per cent of the total respondents with total landholding size of 1-5 acres as second majority followed by 4.17 per cent of the total respondents with total landholding size of 5-10 acres.

Total annual income of the household: Majority (40.83%) of the respondents’ households fell in the category of 3-4 lakhs followed by 35.00 per cent in the category of 2-3lakhs as second majority followed by 6.67 per cent in the category of 1-2 lakhs as third majority. 

Total annual income of the respondent: Majority (67.50%) of the respondents were in the category of 1-2lakhs annual income followed by 19.17 per cent of the total respondents in the category of Rs. Rs.50000-1 lakh annual income as second majority followed by 12.50 per cent of the total respondents in the category of 2-3 lakhs annual income as third majority.

Material possession: Majority (94.17%) of the total respondents in the study area owned farming equipments/tools such as garden hoe, sickle, sprayer, spade, trowel and rake. The second most possessed material of the respondents was cell phone at 90.00 per cent as this object was considered a necessity in day-to-day life for better communication. Some of the respondents who did not possess cell phones shared it with their children or they had a common family cell phone for their use. Television was at the third position at 84.17 per cent as television is a mass media playing important role in providing news and information, advertisements, entertainments and sports. 

Mean annual expenditure of the respondents on different items: Education cost the highest among the five areas of expenditure with Rs. 101460 with a range of Rs.0-Rs.180000. This indicates that majority of the households considered education as inevitable and were not frugal while investing in education. The second highest cost incurred for majority of the households was food with mean annual food expenditure of Rs. 53210 with a range of Rs. 32400-84000. This was because food is a basic necessity for survival. The third highest cost was others such as electricity bill, fuel charge, travelling cost and other miscellaneous cost with mean annual expenditure of Rs. 42920 with a range of Rs. 28500-96000.  In the fourth place was the clothing expenditure with mean clothing expenditure as Rs. 16897 with a range of Rs. 9600-Rs. 36000.  Lastly, it was observed that the women respondents spent the least in health with mean health expenditure Rs. 10809 with a range of Rs.5400-Rs.48000. 

Access to credit: Majority (72.50%) of the respondents fell in the low category of access to credit followed by those who fell in the medium category at 27.50 per cent and none of the respondents fall in the high level of access to credit.

Savings: Majority i.e 63.33 per cent of the total respondents had non-institutional savings followed by 30.83 per cent of the total respondents had no savings as second majority followed by 5.83 per cent of the respondents with institutional savings.

Resources and assets: 100.00 per cent of the women respondents’ families owned land and house indicating the importance of land and house and they all maintain a lifestyle where they could afford or inherit and retain the possession of both land and house followed by 78.33 per cent of the women respondents who possessed gold ornaments which indicates that the women were fond of gold ornaments as gold ornaments were considered a part of their traditional wear ensemble besides their financial values.

4.2 Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI): 
To analyze the objective, Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI) constructed by Maurya in 2017 was used with suitable modification. Indicators such as Economic, Education, Health, Habitat, Food and Social Security were considered and the HLSI was obtained by aggregating the scores of indicators. It was assumed that each indicator has equal weight to the overall HLSI.
Each indicator was measured in a different scale and it was first necessary to standardize each indicator as an index for relevant indicator. The standardized indicators of a household will be prepared using the method adopted to calculate Human Development Index (UNDP, 2007). The individual indices can be computed according to the general formula:

𝑍𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑥 =       𝐴𝑐𝑡𝑢𝑎𝑙 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒 – 𝑀𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑚 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒
              𝑀𝑎𝑥𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑚 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒 − 𝑀𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑚𝑢𝑚 𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑢𝑒

It was revealed that the respondents in the study area scored the highest in habitat security at 0.74 and the least in economic security at 0.40. Also, the Table 18 indicates that the overall Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI) is 0.54 in Imphal West which was around the average index score implying that the Household Livelihood Security level of the respondents’ families fell in the medium category and still had room for improvement.

According to Jeyarajah S. (2016) in his study “Livelihood Security of Marine Small-Scale Fisheries Households in Batticaloa District of Sri Lanka” found that roughly half of the sampled small-scale fishing families faced livelihood insecurity, highlighting issues like lack of training in new tech and limited diversification, suggesting interventions like training for alternative livelihoods are crucial for their economic stability.

4.3 Relationship between the socio-economic characteristics and HLSI: 
To examine the relationship between the socio-economic characteristics of the women respondents and their corresponding level of household livelihood security, the statistical method, Pearson’s co-efficient correlation was calculated between the socio-economic variables of the respondents and the Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI). 

It was revealed that the direction of association between socio‑economic characteristics and household livelihood security varied across variables. Some variables like age, marital status and debts were negatively related to the level of household livelihood security i,e as these variables increases, the level of household security decreases while some variables like education, gender of the household head, family type, training exposure, type of house, household size, total landholding size, annual income of the household, annual income of the respondent, material possession, mean annual household expenditure, access to credit, resources and assets were positively related to the level of household livelihood security indicating that as these variables increases, the level of household security increases.

The findings are in line with the study of Bhavana and Mercykutty conducted in the high range agro-climatic zone of Kerala from 2022 to 2024 in the Idukki district, where they stated that statistically significant associations   were   observed   between   livelihood   security   and   factors   such   as   educational qualification and land ownership. 

Table 1. Distribution of the respondents according to their age   

	Particulars
	 F
	   %               Mean         Range

	Young (upto 35)
Middle Age (36-60)
Old Age (Above 60)
	15
85
20
	12.50
70.83            47.11          23-83
16.67



Table 2. Distribution of the respondents according to their educational level   
 
	Particulars
	 F
	                         %               

	Illiterate 
	 0
	                       0.00

	Primary
	10
	                       8.33

	Middle 
	16
	                      13.33

	High school
	22
	                      18.33

	Higher secondary
	47
	                      39.17

	Graduate
	25
	                      20.83



Table 3. Distribution of the respondents according to gender of the household head 
 
	Particulars
	 F
	                      %               

	Male
	102          
	                     85.00

	Female
	18
	                     15.00



Table 4. Distribution of the respondents according to their marital status     
	Particulars
	 F
	                        %               

	Unmarried 
	18
	                     15.00

	Married 
	92
	                     76.67

	Widowed 
	 6
	                      5.00

	Divorced
	 4
	                      3.33



Table 5. Distribution of the respondents according to their family type    
	Particulars
	 F
	                         %               

	Nuclear
	70
	                      58.33

	Joint 
	50
	                      41.67



Table 6. Distribution of the respondents according to their training exposure 
	Particulars
	 F
	                         %               

	 Yes 
	42
	                       35.00

	 No
	78
	                       65.00



Table 7. Distribution of the respondents according to their type of house   
	Particulars
	 F
	                         %               

	Kaccha
	35
	                       29.17

	Semi-pucca
	63
	                       52.50

	Pucca 
	22
	                       18.33



Table 8. Distribution of the respondents according to their household size
	Particulars
	 F
	                          %               

	Upto 5 members
	71
	                        59.17

	Above 5 members
	49
	                        40.83



Table 9. Distribution of the respondents according to their livelihood activities
	Particulars
	F
	%

	Vegetable vendor
	50
	41.67

	Fruit vendor
	8
	6.67

	Traditional wear/items vendor
	10
	8.33

	Processed/readymade food items vendor
	9
	7.50

	Meat vendor
	0
	0.00

	Fish vendor
	5
	4.17

	Local Grocery shop
	6
	5.00

	Farming
	5
	4.17

	Livestock
	5
	4.17

	Fish farming
	2
	1.67

	Weaving
	7
	5.83

	Embroidery
	8
	6.67

	Tailoring
	2
	1.67

	Hand-woven basket vendor
	0
	0.00

	Banana leaf vendor
	2
	1.67

	Rice Mill
	1
	0.83


Table 10. Distribution of the respondents according to their total landholding size
	Particulars
	F
	%

	<1 acre
	103
	85.83

	1-5 acres
	 12
	10.00

	Above 5 acres
	 5
	4.17



Table 11. Distribution of the respondents according to total annual income of the household

	Particulars
	F
	%

	1-2 lakhs
	8
	6.67

	2-3 lakhs
	42
	35.00

	3-4 lakhs
	49
	40.83

	4-5 lakhs
	10
	8.33

	5-6 lakhs
	9
	7.50

	6-7 lakhs
	2
	1.67



Table 12. Distribution of the respondents according to total annual income of the respondent

	Particulars
	F
	%

	50,000-1 lakh
	23
	19.17

	1-2 lakhs
	81
	67.50

	2-3 lakhs
	15
	12.50

	3-4 lakhs
	1
	0.83



Table 13. Distribution of the respondents according to their material possession

	Particulars
	F
	       %

	Farm Equipments/tools
	113
	       94.17

	Cell phones
	108
	       90.00

	Television
	101
	      84.17

	Refrigerators
	69
	      57.50

	Vehicle
	84
	      70.00

	Radio
	68
	      56.67

	Washing machine
	73
	      60.83

	Handloom
	40
	      33.33

	Tractor
	3
	    2.50

	Others
	10
	    8.33



Table 14. Distribution of the respondents according to mean annual expenditure of the respondents on different items

	Particulars
	F
	Range

	Food
	53210
	32400-84000

	Education
	101460
	0-180000

	Health
	10809
	5400-48000

	Clothing
	16897
	9600-36000

	Others
	42920
	28500-96000



Table 15. Distribution of the respondents according to their access to credit

	Particulars
	F
	%

	Low (0.00 - 0.33)
	87
	72.50

	Medium (0.34 -0.70)
	33
	27.50

	High (0.71 – 1.00)
	0
	0.00




Table 16. Distribution of the respondents according to their savings

	Particulars
	F
	%

	No savings
	37
	30.83

	Non -Institutional savings
	76
	63.33

	Institutional savings
	7
	5.83



Table 17. Distribution of the respondents according to their resources and assets
	Particulars
	F
	%

	House
	120
	100.00

	Land
	120
	100.00

	Gold Ornaments
	94
	78.33



Table 18. Index values of different indicators of Household Livelihood Security
	Particulars
	F
	Range

	Economic Security Index
	0.40
	0.052-0.879

	Educational Security Index
	0.52
	0.047-0.88

	Food Security Index
	0.56
	0.152-0.93

	Habitat Security Index
	0.74
	0.33-1.00

	Health Security Index
	0.43
	0.02-0.81

	Social Security Index
	0.58
	0.20-0.93

	HLSI
	0.54
	0.29-0.75











Table 19. Table showing relationship of socio-economic profile with Household Livelihood Security

	Variables
	Pearson’s r

	Age
	-0.06475

	Education
	0.279122

	Gender of the household head
	0.162639

	Marital status
	-0.16402

	Family type
	0.025918

	Training exposure
	0.220805

	Type of house
	0.43184

	Household size
	0.012582

	Total landholding size
	0.11938

	Annual income of the household
	0.371038

	Annual income of the respondent
	0.126258

	Material possession
	0.337786

	Mean annual household expenditure
	0.599565

	Access to credit
	0.058901

	Debts
	-0.02795

	Resources and assets 
	0.057477



4. Conclusion
Based on the result of the present study, it can be concluded that the HLSI fell in the medium level for the respondents’ families and it depends on six indicators. The indicators which was the lowest in the index scores were economic security index and health security index which implies that the income of the women respondents and their corresponding families and health facilities available need to be improved to improve the overall household livelihood security index. It was also revealed that some variables like age, marital status and debts were negatively related to the level of household livelihood security i,e as these variables increases, the level of household security decreases. It can be concluded that as the age of the women respondents go older, the HLSI decreases. Further, it is shown that the households had higher HLSI if the women were married than those who were unmarried, divorced or widowed. It can also be concluded that the HLSI was lower if the households had higher debts. 
Additionally, it was also found that some variables like education, gender of the household head, family type, training exposure, type of house, household size, total landholding size, annual income of the household, annual income of the respondent, material possession, mean annual household expenditure, access to credit and resources and assets were positively related to the level of household livelihood security indicating that as these variables increases, the level of household security also increases. This indicates that higher education of the respondents could secure higher HLSI. It was also found that households with male members as the head of the household had better HLSI. Joint type of family had higher HLSI as compared to nuclear type of family. Respondents with better training exposure could score higher HLSI. It could also be found that as the condition of the house of the respondents increased from kaccha to semi-pucca to pucca, their corresponding HLSI also increased. Similarly, it was observed that HLSI increases with the increase in the number of family members, total landholding size, annual income of the household, annual income of the respondent, material possession. Also, it was found that households had higher HLSI with higher mean annual household expenditure indicating higher capacity to spend. It was also observed that households of the respondents with better access to credit and resources and assets had higher HLSI. 

recommendation

From the findings of the study, it was observed that the women respondents had low training exposure, low access to credit and limited annual income and even if the respondents’ households owned land and house, the women were often restricted from being the legal owner or the final decision-maker in the purchase or sale of it and these are some of the factors that affect the level of household livelihood security positively, it is recommended that certain opportunities like training programmes designed especially for the women engaged in informal income-generating activities to enhance their livelihood, awareness on livelihood diversification and innovative ways to increase annual income of the respondents, increase access to credit or resources and assets are provided for the women, then it would help in improving their level of household livelihood security.
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