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ABSTRACT   
This study explores the financial expansion and beneficiary demographics of the Rice Project implemented in RTR, Buenavista, and Cabadbaran, Agusan del Norte, from 2021 to 2024. The project received increasing financial support over four years, growing from ₱4.6 million in 2021 to ₱34.25 million in 2024, reflecting a strong institutional commitment to agricultural development. A total of 209 farmer respondents were surveyed to assess their age, sex, civil status, educational attainment, and source of income. Results revealed that the majority of beneficiaries were aged 41 and above, predominantly married, and slightly more female than male. Most had attained a high school education and relied primarily on farming as their main source of income. The findings highlight the importance of aligning financial support with the socioeconomic realities of rural communities and suggest that targeted interventions can enhance the effectiveness of agricultural programs. Recommendations include sustaining financial growth, promoting youth engagement, and providing tailored capacity-building initiatives.
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Introduction
Agriculture continues to serve as the backbone of rural economies in the Philippines, providing livelihood, food security, and cultural identity to millions of Filipinos. Among the staple crops, rice remains the most vital, both economically and socially. Recognizing its importance, the government and development agencies have launched various initiatives to support rice farmers, one of which is the Rice Project implemented in the municipalities of RTR, Buenavista, and Cabadbaran in Agusan del Norte.
The Rice Project aims to enhance rice production through financial assistance, capacity-building, and infrastructure support. From 2021 to 2024, the project experienced a significant increase in funding—from ₱4.6 million in its initial year to ₱34.25 million by 2024. This upward trend reflects a growing commitment to agricultural development and rural empowerment.
However, the success of such programs depends not only on financial investment but also on understanding the beneficiaries themselves. Profiling the farmers—examining their age, gender, civil status, educational background, and sources of income—provides critical insights into how support is received, utilized, and sustained. These demographic factors influence farming practices, adoption of technology, and overall productivity.
This study seeks to analyze both the financial trajectory of the Rice Project and the socioeconomic profile of its beneficiaries. By doing so, it aims to uncover patterns, challenges, and opportunities that can inform future agricultural policies and interventions. The findings will contribute to a deeper understanding of how targeted financial support can be optimized to meet the real needs of farming communities in Agusan del Norte and beyond.










Objectives of the Study
1. To assess the financial growth of the Rice Project from 2021 to 2024 across RTR, Buenavista, and Cabadbaran.
2. To profile the beneficiaries of the Rice Project in terms of age, sex, civil status, educational attainment, and source of income.
3. To analyze the demographic trends among farmers and how these may influence agricultural productivity and project outcomes.
4. To evaluate the alignment between the financial support provided and the socioeconomic characteristics of the target farming communities.
5. To provide recommendations for future agricultural programs based on the findings from the financial and demographic data.
Table 1
Profile of the Respondents 
	Profile Variables
	f
	%

	Age
21 – 30 yrs old
	
7
	
3.4

	31 – 40 yrs old
	30
	14.4

	41 - 45 yrs old
	59
	28.2

	51 – 60 yrs old
	56
	26.8

	61 yrs old and above
	57
	27.3

	Total
	209
	100.0

	Civil Status
Single
	
16
	
7.7

	Married
	164
	78.5

	Widowed 
	25
	12.0

	Separated
	4
	1.9

	Total 
	209
	100.0

	Sex 
Male
	
95
	
45.5

	Female
	114
	54.5

	Total 
	209
	100.0

	Educational Attainment
Elementary
	
39
	
18.7

	High School Graduate
	102
	48.8

	College Graduate
	33
	15.8

	Vocational 
	14
	6.7

	Post Graduate
	8
	3.8

	Others (College Level)
	13
	6.2

	Total 
	209
	100.0

	Source of Income
Business/Enterprise
	
4
	
1.9

	Farming
	205
	98.1

	Total 
	209
	100.0



	Table 2 shows the distribution of the respondents of the survey. In terms of age, there is a majority of respondents who fall into the middle-aged with 28.2 %   aged 41-45 years old ; 26.8% are aged 51 – 60 years old; and a notable number of older respondents comprising 27.3 % who are aged 61 years and older. Only a small percentage (3.4%) are between 21–30 years old, showing that rice farming is largely dominated by an older population. This may imply a need to engage younger generations in agriculture to sustain the sector.
	In terms of civil status, a significant proportion of respondents are married (78.5%), which suggests that farming is often a family-based endeavor. Widowed individuals (12.0% also make up a noticeable portion, indicating the presence of possibly older, single-headed households. Singles and separated individuals are relatively few (7.7% and 1.9%, respectively).
            Data also show that the females (54.5%) slightly outnumber males (45.5%) in the respondent pool. This could reflect either a strong involvement of women in farming activities or that women often act as household representatives or decision-makers in rural communities.

      A plurality of respondents (48.8%) are high school graduates, indicating a moderate educational background. Only 15.8% are college graduates, and 3.8% have postgraduate education. About 18.7% have only completed elementary education, and a combined12.9% fall under vocational or incomplete college levels. This distribution suggests that while most farmers have basic education, there is limited access to higher education among this group, which may affect their access to advanced farming knowledge or technology.
Moreover, data reveal that farming is the primary source of income for 98.1% of the respondents, confirming that the Rice Production Project is rightly targeted at those directly engaged in agriculture.  Only 1.9% engage in business or enterprise, indicating that diversification of income is minimal among the respondents.
The data paints a picture of a farming community that is: primarily middle-aged to elderly, predominantly married, slightly more female than male, modestly educated, and heavily reliant on farming as a sole source of income. These characteristics underscore the importance of supporting this demographic with sustainable and accessible agricultural programs like the Rice Production Project to ensure long-term food security and economic resilience.








[bookmark: _Hlk203718229]Figure 1
Family Monthly Income Before and After the Program


	Figure 1 shows the family monthly income before and after the Rice Production Project. It can be gleaned from the data that while most of the respondents claimed to have a monthly income of P1,000.00-5,000.00 before the project, there is a generally significant decline in the number of families earning this income bracket after the project. Most beneficiaries moved into the ₱5,001–₱10,000 range, representing moderate gains. A notable number moved into higher income brackets, including a significant rise in those earning over ₱20,000 per month. There is a sharp increase of family income, slowly growing to more than doubled in amount, indicating further upward income mobility and showing that  some beneficiaries reached higher economic standing post-program.
	The chart clearly illustrates that the Rice Production Project positively impacted household income, reducing poverty levels and increasing financial capacity across the participant population. This serves as strong quantitative evidence supporting the project’s success.





[bookmark: _Hlk198664432]Table 2
Recipients’ perceptions of the Rice Project  
	Indicators
	Wtd mean
	Verbal Description
	Interpreration

	1. I am aware of the program as disseminated by the implementers 
	3.66
	Strongly Agree
	Very Well Implemented

	2. I understand the objectives of the program. 
	3.67
	Strongly Agree
	Very Well Implemented

	3. I believe I am qualified to be a recipient of the Program. 
	3.80
	Strongly Agree
	Very Well Implemented

	4. I know my responsibilities as a recipient of the program
	3.78
	Strongly Agree
	Very Well Implemented

	5. My household is supportive of the project. 
	3.70
	Strongly Agree
	Very Well Implemented

	Overall Weighted Mean
	3.72
	Strongly Agree
	Very Well Implemented


[bookmark: _Hlk197459519]Legend: 1.00-1.49-Strongly disagree/Very Poorly; 1.50-2.49-Disagree/Poorly Implemented 2.50-3.49-Agree/Well Implemented; 3.50-4.00-Strongly Agree/Very Well Implemented
The data reflect a very strong positive perception of the Rice Production Project among its beneficiaries. Respondents evaluated their experiences across five key areas using a 4-point Likert scale, and the results showed consistent agreement at the highest level. The respondents strongly agreed of the high level of awareness of the project through effective dissemination by its implementers (wm= 3.66). This indicates a successful outreach and communication by the project managers. A clear understanding of the objectives of the program (wm= 3.67 ) reflects that the goals and purpose of the project were well understood by the respondents. The highest mean rating(wm= 3.80) came from the belief that the respondents were qualified recipients indicating that the eligibility criteria were well defined and appropriately matched to the beneficiaries. A strong score (wm=3.78) suggests that the recipients were well-informed of their roles and responsibilities, which is essential for accountability and program success. In addition, With a rating (wm=3.70), beneficiaries felt that their families supported their involvement in the program—an important social reinforcement.
	The data in Table 2 clearly show that the Rice Production Project was very well received and well-implemented from the perspective of its beneficiaries. The overall weighted mean of 3.72 places the program in the "Very Well Implemented" category, driven by: effective communication, clarity of program goals, strong sense of qualification and responsibility, and supportive household dynamics. This positive perception is a foundational indicator of the program's credibility, transparency, and community engagement success.

[bookmark: _Hlk198665713]Table 3
Respondents’ Level of Satisfaction of the Rice Production Project
	Indicators
	Wtd Mean
	Verbal Description
	Interpretation

	1. How satisfied are you with the services provided? 
	3.51
	Very Satisfied
	Very Well Implemented

	2. How satisfied are you with the waiting time in availing the services? 
	3.28
	Satisfied
	Well Implemented

	3. How satisfied are you with the information and services provided by the government through this project?)
	3.51
	Very Satisfied
	Very Well Implemented

	4. How satisfied are you with the way this project is disseminated?
	3.49
	Satisfied
	Well Implemented

	5. How satisfied are you with the overall program of the Rice Production Project?

	3.57
	Very Satisfied
	Very Well Implemented

	Overall Weighted Mean 
	3.47
	Satisfied
	Well Implemented


[bookmark: _Hlk197460880]Legend: 1.00-1.49- Not Satisfied; 1.50-2.49-Moderately Satisfied; 2.50-3.49-Satisfied; 3.50-4.00-Very Satisfied
Table 3 shows the data on the respondents’ level of satisfaction of the Rice Production Project. The overall weighted mean (wm= 3.47) means that they were generally Satisfied, indicating that most of the beneficiaries were content with the project’s performance, though not at the highest level.
	The highest rated aspects point to services provided (wm= 3.51), and overall program (wm=3.57). This shows that there is a generally strong appreciation for the core services. There are lower ratings for the process-related areas such as waiting time (wm=3.28); and project dissemination (wm= 3.49). This suggests that there is room for improvement in service delivery efficiency and communication.







[bookmark: _Hlk198665737]Table 4
Perceived Level of Social Impact of the Rice Production Project
	Indicators
	Wtd mean
	Verbal Description
	Interpretation

	1. This program has helped reduce the stress and challenges my family faced before the intervention.
	3.70
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	2. I feel more confident in my farming practices with the resources provided by this financial assistance/support.
	3.69
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	3. I appreciate that the cooperative now processes our harvests, making it easier for me to sell my produce.
	3.50
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	4. I am happy knowing my cooperative has a reliable buyer for my harvest at a fair price.
	3.34
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	5. I feel more connected to other farmers through the support provided by the cooperative.
	3.60
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	6. The agriculture services have motivated me to continue farming as a livelihood. 
	3.73
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	7. I believe that these programs have increased the overall food security in my household and my community.
	3.73
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	8. I feel that I can rely on this program to support me during difficult times.
	3.66
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	9. This program has made me more aware of the importance of timely loan repayments.
	3.73
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	10.  I am grateful to our cooperative and government leaders for supporting marginalized farmers like me.
	3.77
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact

	Overall Weighted Mean 
	3.64
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Social Impact


Legend: 1.00-1.49-Strongly disagree/Very Low; 1.50-2.49-Disagree/Low; 2.50-3.49-Agree/High; 3.50-4.00-Strongly Agree/Very High
	The overall social impact of the Rice Production Project (wm= 3.64) is interpreted as Very High Social Impact. This reflects the program’s strong effect on improving community well-being and personal lives of the beneficiaries. Among the key strengths identified include : motivation to continue farming (wm=3.73); and food security (wm=3.73) indicating that the project inspired long-term commitment and stability. Gratitude to leaders and cooperatives (wm=3.77) reflects emotional and moral support gained from the project. Noticeably, a slight weakness is identified along reliable buyer access (wm=3.34) though still within the “high’ range, highlighting the potential issues in post-harvest marketing or fair trade access.

Table 5
Perceived Level of Economic Impact of the Rice Production Project
	Indicators
	Wtd mean
	Verbal Description
	Interpretation

	1. This financial assistance has reduced my dependence on high-interest loans, making financing more sustainable for me.
	3.73
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	2. The program has reduced my farming expenses, making it easier to manage my finances. 
	3.69
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	3. I can buy better inputs, such as seeds and fertilizers, because of the financial support.
	3.71
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	4. Having a stable buyer for my produce has increased my income from rice farming. 
	3.49
	
Agree
	 High Economic Impact

	5. This program has improved my overall financial outlook and given me greater security for future crop cycles’.
	3.62
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	6. This assistance has helped me pay for additional labor during planting and harvest seasons. 
	3.73
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	7. I feel more financially stable since receiving this interest-free loan.
	3.65
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	8. I can repay my debts more easily because of the fair prices offered by the cooperative. 
	3.39
	Agree
	 High Economicl Impact

	9. I can set aside funds for future farming needs due to the loan. 
	3.50
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	10. I can set aside funds for future farming needs due to the loan. 
	3.70
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact

	Overall Weighted Mean 
	3.62
	Strongly Agree
	Very High Economic Impact


Legend: 1.00-1.49-Strongly disagree/Very Low; 1.50-2.49-Disagree/Low; 2.50-3.49-Agree/High; 3.50-4.00-Strongly Agree/Very High
	Table 5 displays the respondents’ perceptions of the economic impact of the Rice Production Project. The overall weighted mean response  (wm= 3.62) means that the project is perceived to generate a very high economic impact to the beneficiaries. Key economic benefits identified include: reduced loan dependence (wm=3.73); and support for hiring labor (wm=3.73), a strong indication that the financial aid directly improved their economic capacity. Moreover, weighted mean responses to items on access to quality inputs (wm=3.71); and savings for future needs (wm=3.70) reflect long-term financing plan enabled by the project.
Some areas for strengthening were likewise identified, such as Increased Income from Stable Buyers (3.49) and Ease of Debt Repayment (3.39) , both of which are the lowest—both are in the “High” category, but suggest improvement is needed in post-harvest price stability and debt terms.
Conclusion
	The data confirm that the Rice Production Project was highly effective, particularly in boosting economic and social well-being. Beneficiaries felt informed, involved, and supported, with clear understanding of their roles and confidence in their eligibility. While no major concerns were identified, there is still room to fine-tune communication efforts and deepen ongoing engagement with program participants as well as process improvements (especially in communication, market access, and service efficiency), the core goals of the project—uplifting livelihoods and empowering farmers—have been clearly achieved. The program delivered broad-based, meaningful improvements in the lives of participants. 
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