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Abstract 

This study examined the socio-economic and psychological profile of Farmer Producer Organisation (FPO) members in the Kashmir Valley. 

A total of 404 respondents were selected from 13 purposively chosen FPOs using proportionate random sampling. Data was collected 

through face-to-face interviews using a structured interview schedule. The findings revealed that respondents were evenly distributed across 

age groups, with 37.40 per cent belonging to 38-52 years and 37.10 per cent to 19-37 years, indicating a predominantly economically active 

membership base. The educational status showed considerable diversity, with 23.00 per cent being illiterate, while others ranged from basic 

literacy to postgraduate level (4.20%). Nearly half of the respondents (49.00%) belonged to small family sizes (2-5 members), and a majority 

(50.40%) possessed small landholdings (2-7 Kanals), reflecting the dominance of marginal farmers within FPOs. In terms of economic 

characteristics, 46.50 per cent of respondents fell under the below 1.84 lakh annual income category, and farming experience of up to 18 

years was observed for 37.90 per cent of the respondents. More than half of the respondents (52.70%) had membership duration of up to four 

years, indicating relatively recent participation in FPOs. Agriculture was the primary occupation for 80.19 per cent of respondents, 

highlighting their strong dependence on farming. In terms of behavioural characteristics, most respondents exhibited medium levels of 

information source utilization (43.30%), innovativeness (47.30%), economic motivation (54.70%), and decision-making ability (45.30%). A 

majority (65.60%) had received training through FPOs, reflecting active capacity-building efforts. The study concludes that FPO 

membership in the region is largely dominated by small and marginal farmers with moderate behavioural traits, suggesting significant 

potential for strengthening FPO effectiveness through targeted interventions in training, information access, and entrepreneurial 

development. 

 

Keywords: Farmer producer organisations, socio-economic profile, Kashmir valley, innovativeness, economic motivation, decision-making 

ability 

1. Introduction 

Agriculture remains the cornerstone of India's economy, 

engaging approximately 42 per cent of the nation's 

workforce and contributing around 18 per cent to the 

country's Gross Domestic Product (Ministry of Agriculture 

& Farmers' Welfare, 2023). The sector, however, is 

characterized by fragmented landholdings, with over 86 per 

cent of farmers classified as small and marginal, operating 

on less than two hectares of land (Agricultural Census, 

2015-16) [1]. These structural constraints expose smallholder 

farmers to significant vulnerabilities, including limited 

bargaining power, high transaction costs, inadequate access 

to quality inputs, exploitation by market intermediaries, and 

restricted market linkages (Kumar et al., 2020; Singh and 

Hansra, 2021) [14, 35]. In recognition of these challenges, the 

Government of India launched the Central Sector Scheme 

for the "Formation and Promotion of Farmer Producer 

Organisations (FPOs)" in 2020, with a committed budgetary 

outlay of ₹6,865 crores to establish 10,000 new FPOs by 

2027 (Ministry of Agriculture & Farmers' Welfare, 2020). 

FPOs are envisaged as collective institutional mechanisms 

that enable farmers to achieve economies of scale in input 

procurement, production, processing, and marketing, 

thereby enhancing their income and livelihood security 

(Mukherjee et al., 2018; Nikam et al., 2019) [23, 26]. 

The effectiveness of FPOs as vehicles for agricultural 

transformation is contingent upon the human capital 

endowments of their members. Understanding the socio-

economic characteristics, psychological attributes, and 

communication behaviour of FPO members is essential for 

designing targeted capacity-building interventions and 

strengthening institutional support systems (Mahesh Babu et 

al., 2021; Arvind et al., 2025) [19, 2]. Member profiling 

provides a critical baseline for assessing the readiness of 
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farmers to engage with FPO activities, adopt innovative 

practices, and participate in value chain governance. Several 

studies have examined the profile characteristics of FPO 

members across different regions of India. Mahesh Babu et 

al. (2021) [19] profiled members in the Rayalaseema region 

of Andhra Pradesh, reporting middle-aged farmers with high 

school education and small landholdings as the dominant 

profile. Revanth and Kote (2024) [32] examined members in 

Kurnool district, finding moderate levels across most 

personal, socio-economic, and behavioural characteristics. 

Arvind et al. (2025) [2] conducted a comparative analysis in 

Karnataka, revealing inter-district variations in education, 

landholding, and extension contact. Banik et al. (2024) [3] 

investigated members in northern Bihar, highlighting the 

predominance of small and marginal farmers with diverse 

educational backgrounds. Dhayal et al. (2023) [7] studied 

stakeholders in Rajasthan, identifying income enhancement 

and input cost reduction as primary motivations for 

membership. Kolekar et al. (2024) [13] extended the profiling 

framework to examine the effect of socio-economic 

characteristics on pomegranate productivity among FPO 

members in Maharashtra. 

Against this backdrop, the present study was undertaken to 

examine the socio-economic and psychological profile of 

FPO members in Kashmir Valley. The specific objective of 

the study is to analyse the distribution of respondents 

according to their age, education, family size, landholding, 

annual income, farming experience, membership duration, 

occupation, sources of information, innovativeness, 

economic motivation, training received, and decision-

making ability. 

 

2. Materials and Methods 

2.1 Selection of FPOs and Respondents 

Kashmir Valley had 51 registered FPOs across 10 districts 

as of 2023, of which 34 were actively functional. For the 

present study, 13 FPOs having a membership of at least 200 

were purposively selected from these 34 functional FPOs, 

comprising 5 fruit-based, 4 vegetable-based, 2 honey-based, 

1 paddy (Mushqbudji)-based, and 1 saffron-based FPO. The 

total population in the 13 selected FPOs was 4,038 

members. The sample size was determined at 10 per cent of 

the population (n = 404). The number of respondents from 

each FPO was allocated using the proportionate allocation 

method, and individual members were selected through 

simple random sampling from each FPO.  

 

2.2 Measurement of Variables 

The variables selected for the study included age, education, 

family size, landholding, annual income, farming 

experience, membership duration, occupation, sources of 

information, innovativeness, economic motivation, training 

received, and decision-making ability. Innovativeness, 

economic motivation, and decision-making ability were 

measured using established scales of Moulik (1965) [22], 

Supe (1969) [37] and Nandapurkar (1981) [25] respectively. 

Categorization of respondents into low, medium, and high 

groups was done using the cumulative square root frequency 

method (Dalenius and Hodges, 1957) [6]. This method is 

used to derive objective class intervals based on the 

distribution of scores. 

The procedure involves the following steps: 

1. Construction of frequency distribution of observed 

scores  

2. Calculation of square root of each class frequency, i.e. 

√f  

3. Computation of cumulative square root frequencies  

4. Division of the total cumulative square root frequency 

into three equal parts  

 

Identification of cut-off points corresponding to these 

cumulative values to form low, medium and high categories 

 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1 Age 

The results showed that the respondents were distributed 

across three age categories (Table 1 and Fig. 1).  

 
Table 1: Distribution of respondents according to their age: (N=404) 

 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

19-37 years 150 37.10 

38-52 years 151 37.40 

53-80 years 103 25.50 

 

The largest proportion of respondents belonged to the 38-52 

years age group (37.40%), closely followed by the 19-37 

years group (37.10%). The least proportion of respondents 

fell in the 53-80 years category (25.50%). Overall, the 

distribution indicated that a majority of FPO members were 

concentrated in the economically active middle-aged group, 

with a relatively balanced representation of younger 

members. 
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Fig 1: Age-wise distribution of respondents 

 

This pattern suggests that FPO membership in the Kashmir 

Valley is primarily driven by individuals in their productive 

and decision-making phase of life. The near-equal 

representation of young and middle-aged farmers indicates 

potential continuity in participation, knowledge exchange, 

and adoption of innovations within FPOs. However, the 

comparatively lower proportion of older farmers may reflect 

reduced engagement of elderly farmers, possibly due to 

physical limitations or lesser inclination toward organized 

group-based farming structures. These findings align with 

previous studies showing that FPO participation is more 

common among younger and middle-aged farmers, while 

older farmers are relatively less likely to join such 

organizations (Saikia et al., 2024) [33].  

 

3.2 Education 

The educational profile of the respondents (Table 2 and Fig. 

2) revealed considerable variation in literacy and formal 

education levels among FPO members.  

Table 2: Distribution of respondents according to the level of 

education: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Cannot read and write 93 23.00 

Can read and write 32 7.90 

Middle 41 10.10 

High school 89 22.00 

Higher secondary 60 14.90 

Graduate 72 17.80 

Post graduate 17 4.20 

 

The highest proportion of respondents were illiterate (cannot 

read and write) (23.00%), followed closely by those 

educated up to high school level (22.00%). A notable 

proportion of respondents were graduates (17.80%) and 

higher secondary educated (14.90%), while a smaller share 

had middle school education (10.10%). Only 7.90 per cent 

could read and write without formal schooling, and the least 

proportion of respondents were postgraduates (4.20%). 

 

 
 

Fig 2: Educational profile of respondents 
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Overall, the findings indicated a heterogeneous educational 

background among FPO members in the Kashmir Valley, 

with a substantial proportion still lacking formal education 

beyond basic literacy. However, the presence of a 

considerable number of graduates and higher secondary 

educated farmers suggests a growing acceptance of formal 

knowledge systems within FPO structures. The findings are 

consistent with earlier studies reporting that FPOs attract 

members from diverse educational backgrounds, although 

better-educated farmers are generally more likely to 

participate actively in such organizations. Previous research 

also emphasizes that education enhances farmers’ ability to 

access market information, adopt innovations, and engage 

effectively in institutional processes (Jaacks et al., 2025; 

Kumar et al., 2023) [11, 15]. 

3.3 Family size 

The distribution of respondents according to family size 

(Table 3 and Fig. 3) revealed that nearly half of the FPO 

members (49.00%) belonged to small families comprising 

2-5 members. This was followed by 40.09 per cent of 

respondents having medium-sized families (6-8 members), 

while only a small proportion (10.91%) belonged to large 

families (9-20 members). 

 
Table 3: Distribution of respondents according to the family size: 

(N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

2-5 members 198 49.00 

6-8 members 162 40.09 

9- 20 members 44 10.91 

 

 
 

Fig 3: Family size distribution of respondents 

 

Overall, these findings indicate that FPO participation in the 

Kashmir Valley is predominantly driven by nuclear or 

small-to-medium family systems, which likely facilitate 

efficient resource management, rapid decision-making, and 

higher adaptability to institutional innovations. The 

underrepresentation of large families may reflect a broader 

rural transition away from traditional joint family structures, 

potentially influencing labor availability and intra-

household farm dynamics, though it also suggests sufficient 

household workforce for sustained FPO engagement 

without excessive coordination demands (Patil et al., 2025; 

Purushothaman, 2023; Gurung & Choubey, 2022) [29, 31, 10]. 

 

3.4 Land holding: The data on land holding (Table 4 and 

Fig. 4) showed that half of the respondents (50.40%) 

possessed small land holdings ranging from 2-7 kanals. This 

was followed by 32.00 percent of respondents with medium 

land holdings (8-19 kanals), while only 17.60 per cent had 

relatively larger land holdings (20-60 kanals). 

 
Table 4: Distribution of respondents according to the land holding: 

(N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

2-7 kanals 204 50.40 

8-19 kanals 129 32.00 

20-60 kanals 71 17.60 

(Note: 1 kanal ≈ 0.125 acres) 

 

 
 

Fig 4: Landholding profile of respondents 
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The results clearly indicate that the majority of FPO 

members were small and marginal landholders. This pattern 

highlights the strong presence of smallholder farmers within 

FPO structures in the Kashmir Valley, reinforcing the role 

of FPOs as inclusive institutions catering primarily to 

resource-constrained farmers. The predominance of small 

landholdings also suggests that collective action through 

FPOs may be particularly important for achieving 

economies of scale, improving market access, and 

enhancing bargaining power among these farmers. The 

findings are consistent with earlier studies reporting that 

fragmented and small landholdings often encourage farmers 

to participate in collective institutions such as FPOs to 

overcome production and marketing constraints (Latif, 

2020) [18]. 

3.5 Annual income  

The distribution of respondents according to annual income 

(Table 5 and Fig. 5) revealed that nearly half of the FPO 

members (46.50%) belonged to the lowest income category 

(below ₹1,84,000). This was followed by 36.10 per cent of 

respondents falling in the middle-income group (₹1,84,000-

₹3,38,000), while only 17.40 per cent of respondents 

reported annual income above ₹3,38,000. 

 
Table 5: Distribution of respondents according to the annual 

income: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Below Rs.1,84,000 188 46.50 

Rs. 1,84,000 - Rs. 3,38,000 146 36.10 

Above Rs. 3,38,000 69 17.40 

 

 
 

Fig 5: Income profile of respondents 

 

The findings indicate that a majority of FPO members in the 

Kashmir Valley belonged to low-income households, 

suggesting that FPO membership is largely concentrated 

among economically weaker and marginal farming families. 

This pattern highlights the importance of FPOs as collective 

institutions that can enhance farmers’ income through 

improved market access, collective marketing, reduced 

transaction costs, and better bargaining power. At the same 

time, the relatively smaller proportion of higher-income 

members may reflect limited diversification opportunities 

and restricted market-linked profitability among most 

respondents. These findings emphasize the need for 

strengthening income-enhancing interventions, value 

addition activities, and market integration within FPO 

frameworks.  

The results are consistent with earlier studies showing that 

small and marginal farmers with lower income levels are 

more likely to participate in FPOs and producer collectives 

to overcome market and resource constraints. Previous 

research has also reported that FPO membership contributes 

to improved income, consumption, and economic stability 

through collective action and enhanced market participation 

(Singh & Vatta, 2019; Lalitha et al., 2022; Pasupuleti et al., 

2025) [34, 17, 28]. 

 

3.6 Farming experience 

The data on farming experience (Table 6 and Fig. 6) showed 

that 37.90 per cent of respondents had up to 18 years of 

farming experience, closely followed by 37.10 per cent 

having 19-34 years of experience. A smaller proportion of 

respondents (25.00%) reported more than 34 years of 

farming experience. 

 
Table 6: Distribution of respondents according to the farming 

experience: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Up to 18 years 153 37.90 

19-34 years 150 37.10 

Above 34 years 101 25.00 
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Fig 6: Farming experience profile of respondents 

 

Overall, the results indicated that most FPO members had 

moderate to moderately high levels of farming experience. 

This suggests that FPOs in the Kashmir Valley are primarily 

composed of experienced farmers who possess substantial 

practical knowledge of agricultural practices. Such 

experience can positively contribute to better decision-

making, adoption of improved technologies, and peer-to-

peer learning within FPOs. However, the presence of a 

quarter of respondents with very long farming experience 

also indicates a segment that may be more traditional in 

their practices, potentially requiring targeted efforts to 

enhance adoption of modern innovations. 

The findings are consistent with previous studies indicating 

that farming experience plays an important role in shaping 

farmers’ participation in collective organizations and 

adoption of improved agricultural practices. Experienced 

farmers often possess greater practical knowledge, stronger 

social networks, and better understanding of farming 

systems, which can support effective participation in FPO 

activities and collective decision-making. However, studies 

also note that highly experienced farmers may sometimes be 

less inclined to adopt new technologies due to stronger 

attachment to conventional practices (Chowdhury et al., 

2024; Singh & Vatta, 2019) [5, 34]. 

 

3.7 Membership duration 

The distribution of respondents according to membership 

duration (Table 7 and Fig. 7) revealed that a majority of the 

respondents (52.70%) had been associated with their 

respective FPOs for up to 4 years, whereas 47.30 per cent 

had membership duration of more than 4 years. 

 
Table 7: Distribution of respondents according to the membership 

duration: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Up to 4 years 213 52.70 

More than 4 years 191 47.30 

 

 
 

Fig 7: Membership duration profile of respondents 
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The findings indicated that most respondents were relatively 

recent members of FPOs, although a considerable 

proportion had longer association with these organizations. 

This trend may reflect the recent expansion and increasing 

acceptance of FPOs in the Kashmir Valley. The higher 

proportion of newer members suggests growing awareness 

among farmers regarding the benefits of collective action, 

market access, and institutional support offered through 

FPOs. At the same time, the substantial presence of long-

term members may contribute to organizational stability, 

continuity in functioning, and peer learning within FPOs. 

Experienced members can play an important role in 

strengthening group cohesion, facilitating knowledge 

sharing, and encouraging the participation of newly enrolled 

farmers. 

These findings are consistent with earlier studies reporting 

rapid growth in FPO membership in recent years due to 

increasing policy support, market-oriented interventions, 

and farmers’ recognition of the economic advantages of 

collective organizations. Previous research also highlights 

that longer membership duration often strengthens trust, 

participation, and commitment among members, thereby 

improving the overall functioning and sustainability of 

FPOs (Trebbin, 2014; Singh & Vatta, 2019) [38, 34]. 

 

3.8 Occupation 

The occupational profile of respondents (Table 8 and Fig. 8) 

showed that the vast majority of respondents (80.19%) 

depended solely on agriculture for their livelihood. In 

contrast, 11.15 per cent combined agriculture with service-

related activities, while 8.66 per cent were engaged in 

agriculture along with business activities. 

 
Table 8: Distribution of respondents according to their occupation: 

(N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Agriculture 324 80.19 

Agriculture + Business  35 8.66 

Agriculture + Service 45 11.15 

 

 
 

Fig 8: Occupational profile of respondents 

 

Overall, the results indicated that agriculture remained the 

principal occupation of most FPO members in the Kashmir 

Valley. The predominance of agriculture-based livelihoods 

highlights the continued dependence of rural households on 

farming activities and emphasizes the relevance of FPOs as 

farmer-centric institutions. The comparatively smaller 

proportion of respondents engaged in supplementary 

occupations such as business and service suggests limited 

livelihood diversification among members. This underlines 

the importance of strengthening FPO-led entrepreneurial 

activities, value addition, and market-oriented interventions 

to enhance income opportunities beyond conventional 

farming. 

These findings are consistent with earlier studies showing 

that smallholder farmers associated with FPOs primarily 

rely on agriculture as their main source of livelihood, while 

diversification into business and service sectors remains 

comparatively limited in rural areas. Previous research has 

emphasized that FPOs strengthen farmers’ market 

participation, bargaining power, and access to value chains, 

thereby creating opportunities for entrepreneurship and 

income enhancement beyond conventional farming practices 

(Trebbin, 2014; Kumar et al., 2023) [38, 15]. 

 

3.9 Sources of information 

The distribution of respondents according to their sources of 

information (Table 9 and Fig. 9) revealed that the highest 

proportion of respondents (43.30%) possessed a medium 

level of information source utilization. This was followed by 

32.20 per cent of respondents having low utilization of 

information sources, whereas only 25.50 per cent fell under 

the high category. 

 
Table 9: Distribution of respondents according to the sources of 

information: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Low (< 11.55) 130 32.20 

Medium (11.55-19.80) 171 43.30 

High (>19.80) 103 25.50 
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Overall, the findings indicated that most FPO members had 

moderate exposure to communication channels, extension 

personnel, and information networks related to agriculture 

and FPO activities. 

 

 
 

Fig 9: Sources of information profile of respondents 

 

This suggests that although respondents had some level of 

access to agricultural information, a substantial proportion 

remained inadequately connected to diverse and reliable 

information sources. Moderate information exposure may 

influence the pace of technology adoption, market 

awareness, and participation in institutional activities. 

Therefore, strengthening extension contact, digital outreach, 

and farmer-to-farmer communication within FPOs could 

enhance the dissemination of timely and relevant 

information among members. 

These findings are consistent with earlier studies 

highlighting the important role of information access, 

extension contact, and communication networks in 

enhancing farmers’ participation in collective organizations 

and adoption of improved agricultural practices. Previous 

research has shown that farmers with greater exposure to 

communication channels, training programmes, extension 

systems, ICTs, and interpersonal networks are more likely 

to access timely agricultural information, adopt innovations, 

and participate actively in FPO activities and other 

institutional support mechanisms. Conversely, inadequate 

access to reliable information sources can restrict 

awareness, technology uptake, and market participation 

among smallholder farmers (Trebbin, 2014; Glendenning et 

al., 2012; Chandrakumar et al., 2023) [38, 9, 4]. 

 

3.10 Innovativeness  

The distribution of respondents according to innovativeness 

(Table 10 and Fig. 10) showed that nearly half of the 

respondents (47.30%) possessed a medium level of 

innovativeness. This was followed by 27.00 per cent of 

respondents with high innovativeness, while 25.70 per cent 

exhibited low innovativeness. 

 
Table 10: Distribution of respondents according to the 

innovativeness: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Low (<29.50) 104 25.70 

Medium (29.50-34.10) 191 47.30 

High (>34.10) 109 27.00 

 

 
 

Fig 10: Innovativeness profile of respondents 
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The results indicated that the majority of FPO members 

demonstrated a moderate tendency toward accepting and 

trying new agricultural ideas and practices. This pattern 

suggests that FPO members in the Kashmir Valley were 

moderately receptive to change and innovation in farming 

practices. The presence of a considerable proportion of 

highly innovative respondents is encouraging for the 

diffusion of improved technologies and market-oriented 

practices through FPOs. However, the existence of 

respondents with low innovativeness indicates that certain 

farmers may still be hesitant toward adopting new 

approaches, thereby emphasizing the need for regular 

demonstrations, training programs, and exposure visits to 

build confidence and encourage innovation adoption. 

These findings are consistent with earlier studies 

highlighting that innovativeness plays a crucial role in 

farmers’ adoption behavior and participation in collective 

agricultural systems. Research has shown that farmers with 

higher innovativeness are more likely to adopt improved 

technologies, engage in extension activities, and participate 

effectively in farmer organizations, whereas lower 

innovativeness can act as a barrier to change and 

modernization in agriculture (Gao et al., 2024; Vaidya et al., 

2023; Nagar et al., 2024) [8, 24]. 

 

3.11 Economic motivation 

The distribution of respondents according to economic 

motivation (Table 11 and Fig. 11) revealed that more than 

half of the respondents (54.70%) possessed a medium level 

of economic motivation. This was followed by 27.20 per 

cent of respondents having low economic motivation, while 

only 18.10 per cent exhibited a high level of economic 

motivation. 

 
Table 11: Distribution of respondents according to the economic 

motivation: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Low (<20.60) 110 27.20 

Medium (20.60-23.40) 221 54.70 

High (>23.40) 73 18.10 

 

 
 

Fig 11: Economic motivation profile of respondents 

 

Overall, the findings indicated that the majority of FPO 

members had a moderate orientation toward profit 

maximization and economic advancement through farming 

activities. This suggests that most respondents were 

reasonably motivated to improve their economic condition, 

but only a limited proportion demonstrated a strong 

entrepreneurial or profit-oriented outlook. Moderate 

economic motivation among members may influence their 

willingness to adopt improved practices, participate actively 

in collective marketing, and undertake risk-oriented 

ventures. Therefore, FPOs need to strengthen motivational 

and entrepreneurial development initiatives to encourage 

greater economic aspiration among members. 

These findings are consistent with recent studies indicating 

that farmers’ economic motivation significantly influences 

their participation in Farmer Producer Organizations 

(FPOs), adoption of improved agricultural practices, and 

engagement in market-oriented activities. Research shows 

that economic motivation is a key psychological driver that 

encourages farmers to adopt innovations, participate in 

collective institutions, and pursue income-enhancing 

opportunities through agriculture. Studies further highlight 

that farmers with higher economic motivation are more 

likely to engage in entrepreneurial activities, take calculated 

risks, and adopt modern technologies to improve 

productivity and income. However, moderate levels of 

motivation are often observed among smallholder farmers 

due to risk constraints, limited resources, and uncertainty in 

market returns (Pabba et al., 2026; Chowdhury et al., 2024; 

Jose et al., 2023) [27, 5, 12]. 

 

3.12 Training received by respondents 

The distribution of respondents according to training 

received (Table 12 and Fig. 12) showed that a majority of 

respondents (65.60%) had received training as members of 

FPOs, whereas 34.40 per cent had not received any training. 
 

Table 12: Distribution of respondents according to training 

received: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Training not received 139 34.40 

Training received 265 65.60 
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Fig 12: Training profile of respondents 

 

The findings indicated that FPOs had been active in 

imparting training and capacity-building support to their 

members. This suggests that a considerable proportion of 

respondents had exposure to skill development and technical 

guidance, which may positively influence their knowledge, 

managerial ability, and adoption of improved agricultural 

and marketing practices. However, the presence of over 

one-third of respondents without any training indicates gaps 

in outreach and inclusiveness, emphasizing the need for 

wider and more regular training coverage across all member 

categories. 

These findings align with empirical studies on Farmer 

Producer Organizations (FPOs) which emphasize that 

training and capacity-building interventions are central to 

strengthening farmers’ managerial abilities, entrepreneurial 

skills, and participation in FPO activities. Studies on FPOs 

in India have reported that structured training programmes 

provided through implementing agencies, NGOs, and 

supporting institutions significantly enhance members’ 

understanding of input management, market linkages, value 

addition, and collective decision-making. Training exposure 

has also been identified as a key factor improving FPO 

performance and member participation, as it builds 

confidence and enables farmers to engage effectively in 

collective business activities and agri-entrepreneurship 

(Venkatesan et al., 2020; Kumar et al., 2023) [39, 15]. 

Further, recent literature highlights that capacity-building 

support, including training on governance, marketing, and 

value-chain development, is one of the critical success 

factors influencing FPO sustainability and member 

engagement in India (Singh et al., 2026) [36]. 

 

3.13 Decision-making ability  

The distribution of respondents according to decision-

making ability (Table 13 and Fig. 13) revealed that the 

highest proportion of respondents (45.30%) possessed a 

medium level of decision-making ability. Equal proportions 

of respondents fell under the low (27.70%) and high 

(27.00%) categories. 

 
Table 13: Distribution of respondents according to decision 

making ability: (N=404) 
 

Categories Frequency Percentage 

Low (<9.80) 112 27.70 

Medium (9.80-13.20) 183 45.30 

High (>13.20) 109 27.00 

 

 
 

Fig 13: Decision making ability profile of respondents 
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Overall, the results indicated that the majority of FPO 

members demonstrated a moderate capacity to evaluate 

alternatives and make appropriate farming and livelihood 

decisions. This pattern suggests that most respondents were 

reasonably capable of making informed decisions regarding 

agricultural operations and economic activities. The 

presence of respondents with high decision-making ability is 

advantageous for effective participation in FPO-related 

activities and collective planning. However, the sizeable 

proportion of respondents with low decision-making ability 

indicates the necessity for continued extension support, 

training, and exposure to participatory management 

practices in order to strengthen farmers’ confidence and 

analytical skills. 

These findings are consistent with studies indicating that 

farmers’ decision-making ability is influenced by access to 

information, education, training exposure, and participation 

in farmer organizations. Research on Farmer Producer 

Organizations has shown that collective platforms improve 

farmers’ confidence and decision-making capacity by 

enabling shared learning, peer interaction, and exposure to 

market and technical knowledge (Chowdhury et al., 2024; 

Prabhavathi et al., 2023) [5, 30]. 

 

4. Conclusion 

The study highlights that Farmer Producer Organisations 

(FPOs) in the Kashmir Valley are largely composed of small 

and marginal farmers who rely heavily on agriculture for 

their livelihoods and demonstrate moderate levels of 

awareness, motivation, and participation in institutional 

activities. The findings reflect the growing acceptance of 

FPOs among farming communities as collective platforms 

for improving economic opportunities, strengthening market 

participation, and enhancing access to information and 

support services. 

At the same time, the study indicates that there remains 

considerable scope for improving the overall capacity and 

effectiveness of FPO members through continuous training, 

stronger extension support, better information 

dissemination, and promotion of entrepreneurial orientation. 

Strengthening these aspects can enhance farmers’ 

confidence, participation, and ability to benefit from 

collective action. Overall, the study underscores the 

significant role of FPOs in promoting inclusive agricultural 

development and improving the socio-economic well-being 

of farming communities in the Kashmir Valley. 
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