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resulted in increased cost of the products to the urban consumers since the products
pass through the different levels of middlemen, hiking the price. Apart from this,
there is an additional cost of transportation, packing, handling, losses in transit etc
affecting the product quality and availability in the urban centers. Hence promotion
of urban agriculture can address various issues of food production and supply in
the urban centers, especially with perishable products.

It is also very appropriate to promote urban agriculture in the present context
as agriculture in rural India is facing challenges like fragmented holdings, depletion
of soil nutrients, exploitation of ground water, declining trend of food production,
and least preference for agriculture as an option of livelihood by the farmers due
to less profitability and high uncertainty, non availability of agricultural labourers
in rural areas etc.

Urban agriculture is one of the important activities to achieve greater food
production, improve livelihood opportunities for urbanities, and to enhance quality
of cities. Improved urban agriculture would offer a potential solution to address
the current challenges by way of recycling of urban waste, saving on transport
cost of farm produce from distant production centers, poverty alleviation by
providing employment for the urban poor, effective post harvest technologies,
distribution and marketing. It would also be an important coping strategy for the
urban households in the present scenario of soaring prices of fruits and vegetables.
Urban agriculture would also be one of the mitigation strategies of climate change
by improving the green cover in the urban areas.

Certain activities relating to urban agriculture have been practiced, though
not on scientific lines, in the areas of horticulture, dairying, backyard poultry etc.
to meet personal needs or as a livelihood vocation. However, documentation of
these activities and assessing the perception of various stakeholders in undertaking
urban agriculture are very limited. In this context an effort has been made to
understand the response of the urban population towards urban agriculture, in
the present study with the following objectives.

Obijectives
1. To understand the profile of urban population

2. To assess the extent of consumption of vegetables and milk by the urban
population
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Table- 4: Consumption Pattern of Vegetables
(N = 60)
SI.No Quantity of vegetables consumed No. Percentage
1. Less than % kg /day 4 6.66
2. Vs to V2 Kg /day 16 26.67
3. ¥ to 1 Kg /day 33 55.00
4, More than 1 Kg/day 7 11.67
Total 60 100.00

Conservative estimates indicate that about fifty percent of the total population
lives in urban and peri urban areas. This indicates that there is a huge demand for
the vegetables in the urban and peri urban areas which otherwise have to come
from the distant production points from rural areas. Supply chain of agricultural
produce in India is very long, inadequate and inefficient; as a result huge post
harvests losses occur especially in case of perishable commodities like vegetables
and fruits. In addition to this the production units are very small and producers
are unorganized and hence fruits and vegetables have to pass through many
intermediaries before reaching the consumers in the urban areas resulting in
escalation of prices which the urban population has to bear. In case, required
vegetables are produced on their own either fully or partly with available space
and water in urban areas, many of these constraints could be addressed.

Procurement Places of Vegetables

It can be observed from the result presented in Table 5, that 29.70 percent of
the respondents purchase required vegetables from Shandy (Raithu Bazaar) and
super markets followed by 28.72 per cent from retail shop and 11.88 per cent
from push cart.

Table- 5: Procurement places of vegetables among urban population

_ (N=60)
SI.No  Procurement places No.* Percentage
1. Push cart 12 11.88
2 Small Retail shop 29 28.72
3. Shandy (Raithu Bazaar) 30 29.70
4 Super Marlats 30 - 29.70
Total 101 100.00

° Multiple responses
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The data reveals that most of the population depends on larger markets rather
than pushcart. This may be due to the availability of a variety of vegetables at a
single place, low prices, quality of vegetables, convenience of shopping etc. The
profile of the respondents clearly indicates that a majority of them who are
employees do not find sufficient time to purchase vegetables daily.

Frequency of Purchase of Vegetables

It can be observed from Table 6 that half of the respondents purchase
vegetables once in a week followed by 35 per cent of the respondents who
purchase on alternative days.

Table- 6: Frequency of Purchase of Vegetables among Urban Population

(N = 60)
SI.No Frequencv of procurement ~ No. Percentage
1. Daily | 8 13.33
2. Alternative days 21 35.00
3. Weekly once 30 50.00
4, More than one week 1 1.67
Total 60 100.00

The pattern above reveals that the urban population spent their time and
resources to purchase vegetables either weekly or on alternate days. Those who
purchase weekly necessarily are spending for storage of vegetables in fridges and
also not getting the fresh vegetables daily. There is a clear case to introduce urban
agriculture for reducing the transportation cost, storage cost, price fluctuation in
markets apart from saving time and energy and getting fresh vegetables.

Level of Satisfaction

The satisfaction levels of urban population with regard to purchase of
vegetables on various parameters are presented in Table 7.
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Table - 8: Consumption pattern of Milk among urban population

(N = 60)
SI.No Quantity of Milk consumed No. Percentage
1. Less than one liter 16 26.67
2. One to two liters - 34 56.67
3. More than two liters 10 16.66
Total 60 100.00

Level of Satisfaction on Purchase of Milk

Satisfaction level of respondents on various parameters with regard to purchase
of milk is depicted in Table 9.

Table- 9: Level of Satisfaction on Purchase of Milk

(N = 60)

S| Milk
’ In terms of Fully Partially .
No Satisfied Satisfied Not Satisfied Total
No. % No. % No. % No. %
1. Timely 36 60.00 22 36.67 2 3.33 60 100
Availability

2. Price 9 15.00 37 61.67 14 23.33 60 100
3. Quality 22 36.67 28 46.66 10 16.67 60 100

4. As per Quantity 28  46.67 25 41.66 7 11.67 60 100
required

5. Satisfaction with 34 56.67 18 30.00 8 13.33 60 100
the measurement

6. Distance of 29 48.33 24 40.00 7 11.67 60 100
Procurement place
from the residence

It could be observed from the table that 60 per cent of the respondents were
fully satisfied with timely availability of milk. More than half (56.67 per cent) of
the respondents were also fully satisfied with measurement of milk. This may be
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+ Knowledge sharing platform like creation of websites or linking to the
existing websites may be done to share the evidence and experiences
among all the stakeholders. It could be success stories, photos, projects,
programmes etc.

+  The entire stakeholder base like entrepreneurs, nursery growers, retired
technical personnel need to be identified and involved in providing the
necessary services for successful take off of urban agriculture.

+  Research activities may be initiated on urban agriculture to evolve different
models and location specific technologies on urban agriculture.

+ There is a need to develop technical manpower on urban agriculture
across the country and involve them in capacity building activities for the
producers of urban agriculture and other stakeholders.

+ There is a need to link technical institutes like SAUs/ICAR research
organizations and experienced and successful practioners in capacity
building activities.
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