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CHAPTER V ‘
'STUDENT IN THE FAMILY

Having observed in the previous Chapter,. some
sociographic oharacteristics of the student under our inquiry,
let us nqw.pbéérve hin in relation to his family. As regards
student in thé_family,’our interest rTests in observing his
attacbﬁent to the family and in examining his inter-personal
relations with the members of the family. In the present
-chapter, we shall observe these, in light of some facts such
‘as the size of phe family3 cagbte, education and occupation ‘
of the guardian. ) o

Out of 580 students, 567 requted where they resided,
The answers are as under shown in the table No.45.

| Table No.45 '

Residence of the Students

-8

Relative's: SChool: Caste :AC guain-

i
Pamily :Hostel: Hostel:~tance Total

Own family:

e

.

497 26 . ~35 7 - 2 = 587
(87.6 %) (4.6 %) (6.28) (1.2%) (4% (100 %) .




132

The gbove table shows that 87.6 % students live in thelr
own famlly.- HBe6 % 1 Ive in relative's family. 6. 2% live. in
(hostels run by schools and 1s 2 %_in caste-hostels. «4% students
reside in acqualntancé's*famlly. Thus the above table shows
that most of the sbtudents. l:.ve in the:u: own famlly.

Students re31dlng with thelr relatives (6.2% i.e. 26

'students) ‘are dlagslfled as under shown in the table \0,46.

- S Table No. 46 L . .
, Rélatlonshxp of uhe studenté with tbg relgtlve wrth whom he

re81des

Brother--Maternal Faﬁher's J\Total

)

Gousin

'Uncle ‘—in-law : Uncle :sister's : :
- . thusband @ —
5 8 3 4 .2

‘ Thus most of the students who live in thexr relatlves'
"famlllns, lxve at their maternal. uncles' home and at brother—
1n-law's houses., f ,* S '_

‘ As noted previously % % students are Hindus. In a
Hlndu 8001ety, maternal uncle is a near relative and socially
( 1t has been consider?d obllgatery»pn hlsgpart %0 render
-econqmic belb ﬁo.ﬁiS*siéfen and her faﬁily. ’ﬁence, for é
student who has no Tocal facility of High School, maternal
unclet's home, if there 1s faclllty for ngh School education
in that place, 1s a convenlent place. '

‘ Brother~1n—law 1s also a near relatlve. For the father,
it is considered as a duty to render economlc help to the
daughter. Lf the son also stays in her Iamlly, expenses of
hostel can be sayed and the same qan bg;ngen to the daughter.
E g@art from tﬁis'ecbnomic considération, sisters would press )

Lo



133

brothers to stay thh them, out of affectlon and a sense.
‘of duty towards. parenual family. |

At Anand, Nadlad, Vallabh Vldyanagar, Kapadwanaa,
Thasra and at some other places, ‘hostels are run by the
’schools. Morecver, there are caste—hostels also. But thay
are very few. ' o |

sze and “type of the famllz the student lives in
Ve have cla331iled tbe families of- the students

into two categofies (1) Size oP Lamlly Whlch.may mean ¢
~small (a famllg-camposed of‘§ or less members ), medium

( a tamily hav ing 4 'bo g"members), big (a family constituting
of 7 to 9 members) or. very big ( a famlly where the number

" of the members of the ramlly is 10 ox above), (11) mype

of the famlly 301nt or separate. A famlly is classified
as ‘Joint where the property is joint, though the re31dence

" of the members may not be at the same place. Where property
‘ is~di§ided bjione or more members, the feomily has been
consxdered as separate. . ‘ N ,

‘ Accordlng to the above, 50 far as the 31ze of the
family is gqncerged, ‘we find’ (1)'41 small_famllles, 294
‘nedium familiesf;' 188 big faﬁﬂies' and ‘.157‘very big families.
andISO far as typé of the family,is'conqerﬁea3 we fiﬁd 343
joinﬁ~families and 237'separate familiés. | .

Slze o? the fam1ly in rural and urban areas is

Aas under shown in the table. No.#?.
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Table No. 47

Size of the family in rural and urban areas

Size : Rural : Urban : Total
Small 16 25 41
’ ( 6.6 %) (7.4 % (7 %)
Medium 87 127 244
( 36 .%) (57.§%D (36.1%)
Big 82 106 188
(33.9 %) (31 4%) (32.4%)
Very big . 58 79 137
(23.5 %) (23.6%) (24.5%)
TOTAL 243 357 580
(100" %) (100 %) (100%)

The above table indicabtes that 69.9% families in
rural area and é9 % in urban area are medium and big.
Percentage of small families is é.é in rural area while in
the wrban grea, it is 7.4. This shows that proportion of
small families is a little higher in the urban area.
Percentage of big families is 2.5 % higher in rural area
while the percentage of very big families is Just the sane
in rural as well as urban aréas.

If we observe the tfollowing table No., 48.

Table No. 48

Joint and separate familles in rural and urban areas

Rural Areg s Urban Ares s Total
Joint fami-:Separate T Tobal: Jolint :Separate : Total:
-lies sfanmiliess; sfamiliessfamilies : :

140 103 243 203 134 337 580

( 57.6 %) (42.4 %) (100%) (60, 37) (39.7 %) (100%) (100%)

e £ind thabt out of 243 families belonging to rural

. area, 103 are separate. In the urban srea, out of 337
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- families, .134 are separate. It is significant to note that

the percentage of separate families is higher in the rural

area (42, 4%), than in the urban area (39.7%0, If rural

and urban areas are taken together, we find ﬁhath59.1%
fanilies are joint and 40.9 % sre separate.

Now we shall observe student's attachment o his
family. This may be observed by examining whether the
student 1ike§ his home, whether he participates in work
arpand home volunbtarily or compulsorily, what sért of work
doés he do and the time devoted in it. We shall also observe
whether the student thinks to rwj away from the family.

The above will reveal in general student's gttachment to

his family.

Students! lilking for _his Hogg :

578 students have answered this question. 541 students
write that they like their home and only 37 hgve writben
that they dislike their home. We hgve previously seen that
59.1 % families are joinkt. How, onlyn6.4 % students dof
not like +thedir home. This shows that me-®» the kind of the
family has no relationship’ with the student's liking for
his home.

Though 95;8 % students write that they have a liking
for their home, il does not mean that they do not experience
inconvenience at their bhome. In facht, 28.2 % students wkite
thét They have to suffer inconvenience in their studies on
account of no proper facilities at their homé.

We have obsérved that a significant number of students
belong to the big andd very big familles. This shows that
in the liking‘for the home, size of the family is not of

much importance., Yebt, it is imporbtant Lo note that in a
! e



question whether incréase of persons in the family seems
troublesome to the studentgj 19.%% students have reported
in affirmative. '

~Howevef, quite a cohsiderablg number of students like
their families.

Students' participation in the hougehold work :

568 gbudents answered this question., The answers are

ag under shown in the table No. 49.

’ Tab’le No. 49
Number of stugenbs doing Work around hqme

Doing the work : Nobt doing the work : . Tobal

515 | 53 - 568
(90.5% - (9.5 % " (100 %)

This shows that 90 % of the students do some work
© related to their house. ’

It has been observed that those who do not participate
:largely belong to well-to-do families, They do not do work
_ not because tﬁay do not 1ike it, butlbecause there is no
WOfk to'be done.

Out of 515 students who work, 70 students have not
answered tthat sort of work they do. - Some students have
shown more than one type of work which they da. Answers ase

as under shqwn in the table No.50.

Table Nos. 50
Type of work around home done by the students

Maﬁketlng for :Certain house-'Helplng the

home requlre- ~h01d worke. 'guardlan in their: chers : TOTAL
6 Egri. NOH';‘AgI‘i. -
29 "> 154 + 56 - > 626

(48%) ( 18 %) (2u%)  (9%) G (100%)
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_ Nearly 48 % of the students do small markebting
for their family. Théy purchase vegeéables, bring milk,
sugar, oil, soagp ebc. Neafly'18 % students do somethingg or
the other related to the household work. They have mentioned
that they c¢lean house, wash clothes, prepare Eea, boil water,
help in kitchen Work, prepare the béd at night and take it
up in the morning, arrange thinés in home, fetch wabter at
sometimes, keep crying babies with bthem etc. It is
‘interesting to note that some students do houéehoid work but
not a single of them has reported that he clean{vessels.
Cleaning of vessels is done by women. If a male cleans
vessels, it 1% consldered something not befitting him.

It is significan% to note that gbout 33% students
help their guardians in their occupation. Out of them 24%
students help in agriculture, and works connected with &t.
They according to them give water to oxen and buffalloes,
bringvgrass from the field during the monsoon season, give
- grass to the domesticated animals, help the guardians in
sowing and harvesting seasons ebc.

We have previously observed that the main occupation
of the people in this districet is agriculture.‘ In our
inquiry 5%.2 % students have their parents engaged in
agriculture i.e. 186 guardians have agriculbure s bheir
occupation. 154 students i.e. 82.7 % students belonging to
agriculturists, help their guardians.

- Students, helping the guardians in occupation other
than agricaltgre, are Sg in numper. Mainly they belong bo
the artisan class and small shop-keepers. The students have
"reported that they help in the following way. They,‘bti’cch

a boot on the machine; %o help in sewing the machine; #e help
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in sewing the cloth" £ g clean the shop, w' help in
prepa:t?lng garlands' 1;1' s:r.t in the shop during the holiday
and to relieve the guardlan eto.w

" parents belonglng to artisan class and small
businessmep are 97. It shows that 58.7 % students belonging
to this —groiip help their guérdians in théir occ upa tions.

| From the abové, it is observed rtpat mosﬁ of the

' students coming from*agricul'turist class, help their
guardians; But it doeé‘ not mean that all of them might
~ be doing strenuous work. ' ’

“‘ In the artlsan class, the percentage of the students
helping the guardians is relatively small. It may be that
‘skn.lled labour is requmred there and the high sc bool students
'lmay not be of much help.

Students, whose guardlans "oelong to tb.e enlightened
- _profess:wns, big busa.nessmen and serv:.ces, have nothing
to help their guardlans.lgthelr professional work.

" -Qub of 527 étudents.-who participate in the family
N work, 497 have reported fhé tiﬁné'tvhey devote for such work.

| : '16'7 students work ranglng from % hour to an hour
per day. 105 work for an heur, 110 students work far the
period ranging from an hour %o two hours. 55 work for more
than two hours. 44 studen‘cs reported that it depends upon
ﬁhe ‘hatu:ce of work. 16 students vm:-:Lte that they work for
the whole day durlng the holiday.

We have prev:.ously observed that a good number of

students do pe’cty marketn.ng and help in 11gb.t houge~hold
) works For tbn.s type of work not much ta.me is reqtz:u?ed.
Hence nearly 34 % s‘audem’:sr work for less than an hour

per 4day.
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We have noticed that about 24 % students do agrioul-

;tﬁral work. For this type of Work much time is requlred.
11 15 % students work for mare than two hours and 3.1 % have
reported that they work for the whole day during the hollday.

Aimost ali these students belong to the agrlculturlsts
groqp. Most of the agriculturists g?e are small land-holders

having non-economic hdlding‘s; ) Hence; " Sttidenﬁs ciming £rom

- vhls -stratum have to help thezr guardians in agrlcultural

mmrks.

Student s woﬁklng for an hour or two are about 44 %

\»Je kcwe seen Phat Hhe students .

do marketlng and help in the household work. It is therefore

common that a student does small maﬁkeﬁmng, prepares tea for

,‘Athe famlly and waters a buffalho or a. bullock. Hence the

aggregate time- devoted in these sorts of duuies 1n many
cases 1s more than an bour.' . |
400 students (77.6?) mentloned that thezr partlclpar

tionjln the household.or‘ occupatlonal work did not lead to
inGQHVenience.ih ‘their study. . 106 students (19.4 %) stated
that such partzc;patlon did cause 1nconven1ence in their
study and 15 students (3 %) wrote that . the participation
causeq sometines 1nqgnven1ence 1n,thelr study. »

| .We have .observed thatﬂﬁ4.15 % students work for more
than two hburs peﬁ day. To tﬁém, fam?;Y'ﬁorkzéay result in

inconvenience to thelr studles. Students working for an

~ hour to two are 44 %. To them also family work may cause
: dlsturbance in their studles.( It 13 tberefore probable that
,55 15 % students may flnd 1ncenvenlence in thelr studies

: becanse of thelr particlpatlon ln the househnid work. But

it is smgnlflcant to note that tbe percentage of students

cqmplaining foflthis is comparatiﬁelylsmall being 19.5%.
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~ Thﬁs; fhough a very large proportion of students -
(D5 %) participate in éame'household'Or occupational work,
a few (19;5 %D feel that iﬁ causes inconvenience in their
studies. Thus we can say that the students take to this
work ungrudglngly aad is not so heavy as to 1mpa1r their
- studies. It may be that partlclpatlon in such works gives
them a sort of satlsfactlon of helplng their parents and
a sort of a place in the famlly. »

62 students (12.4 %) write that participation in

" household oxr occupatlonal work ls»lrksome to them. 430
studenﬁs (84, 4%) mention that it is not irkéome %o then
and 18 students wrlta that sometimes they find it irksome.
liost of the students, thus do- not f£ind the family work in
which they participate, irksome. ‘Those who find it so,
'mainiy belonw to the agficdltgrists group and who work Sor
more than 2 hours per -day. It . should be noted that a few
students write that they natetthe work and sometimes they
thini bf'leaving their home for that reason.

ooy students (10.6 %) reported that they have to
partlolpate in wark around home out of compu;soﬁ@n while
456 students (89.4%) mentloned that they participated
voiuntarliy. It has been observed that most of the sbudents
who have towork forclbly aré those who belong to the
avrlculturlst group. Agaih it is to be noted‘that those
who flnd the work irksome are mostly they who have top work
it forcibly. '

Thus we find that a(ver§ large majority‘of the

students who participate in ﬁhe fanily work, do not £ind
it irksome and most of them (89.4%) work it voluntarily.

The fact tbaﬁ a very large number of students do some work
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for -the family and do it véiuntéfily and without finding
it 1rksome, ‘shows -their . attacbment to their families.

- We mgy now dbserve What ‘what w111 happen She If the
' students do not part;01pate_in the fanily work. This will
r:reveal %heir'attitudes t0wards'the work they do and this is
a good :Lnd:.cation of the:z.r ties with the :ﬁ‘amz.ly. 487 students
have answered what Wlll happen if they do not Dartlclpate
in the family work. 11 studeg?s have mentioned more than
" one gohéequences; In~éll, fﬁére gre 498 answers which are
dlagsified as under in the tablé No.'Sﬁ |

Table No. 51

Conseguences of the student Q QggthlEgthn in the fanily

Work

1. Feeling for the famlly ( NG. 272 - 54.67)

Qe ?arents may be put in trouble ... . 69
be Family may have %o suffer Ceee 65
¢+’ It may lead to quarrel in the fam11y - 40
Cd. Parents' love may decrease . - - 39
e. It would set a bad example upon younger |
. brothers .. . .o © ede : 15
£, Will lead economic dlfflcultles to the
. family e . e oo 17
_g. It is a duty to work e PR 27

2e Nothlng (Vo. N = 18 2 7) , _
34 Scoldin and Pl smcal unlshmeﬂ (No 65 - 13.2 %)

"au,SGOldlng o - ee ) L sev 52‘1‘

b. Pby31ca1 punlshment a s - .11
Lhe Personal reasons . (No.69 - 14 %)’ "H W ,
. a. Uneasiness wlthout WOrK * ee  aew ‘ 40.
~~’b. Loss of practlcal Fnswledge _-...’“ . ' 29;

e

. From the sbove bablé, .it can be seen that 272 students
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(54.6A) Partlclpated in the famlly wark with ‘& conscious
'feeling For the family. 82 of them wrote that & they did
- not partlclpéte in the famlly,.work, the family mlght have
%o suffer economically and in other respects 69 students
L were conscious about parents' dlfflcultles 1n case they
(stadenbs) dld nowv partlclpate in the famlly work. 59
sbudenus mentlcned that parents' love towards them mlbht
decrease if thqy did not work. Thus, 108 students (21.7%)
‘partlclpated 1n “the famlly work w1th a GODSClouS feeling |
.‘ftowards thelr parents.‘ It 1s to be n0ued that 15 students
lumentloned that if they aia not do work, 1b Would create _ |
jfbad 1mpress1on before younger brothers.- A0 studenvs wrote
that 1n case thay dld not wnrk Ghere mlght be’ quarrel 1n
;the iamlly and 27 students mentioned that 1t was bheir. duty
"t work. Hence, in aggremate e tind that 272 students
 ~’(54 6 %) partlcxpate in the work around home with a consclous
1“;feellng for the family: . 91 students (18.2 %) stated that
nOuhlng would happen even 1f thay did’ not partlclpate.,Addlng
‘thlo number 'w1th 272 students who- partlclpate 1n work on

’,account o? soma- type of gonscious feellng for the family,

f;’we flnd that 365 students (72. 8% ) partlclpate in work around

‘home on, account of uhelr nlgher attacbment to theinr famllJ.
' :It reqaals tnelr actxve 1nterest for the family.
-85 students (13.2 7) mentloned that' they worked o ,
:  gvoid scoldlno and physmcal punisbment. Of them, 54 wrote
" that: £8 they .did. not work, they would be ‘scolded while 10

li wrote that 't hey would recexve physmcal punzshment and 4

) 'stated that he would be rorced to 1eave home.= "It has been

'”‘observed that in magorlty of - the cases where the students

mentioned that tth dmd work: to avold scoldlng and physical
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punishment, the economic confiition of the family was poor
as descﬁibed’hy the students., One student who stated that
if he did not 4o family work around home he would be forced
to legve home, had a stap—motﬁer.

It is interesting %e note that 69 students (14%0
did wbrk for,personal reasons. Among them 40 students
~wrobe that without work, they would become unéasy. 29 wrote
that they would not'get practical knowledge if they did
not participate. The studen’aws'wrote : " We mgy not get
‘practical knoﬁledée.’ Cnly bookish knowledge is not
sufficient. After the study is over, it is difficult bo
get. service, hence, if occupational training has not been
gained by devobting sometime in guardian8s occupation, it
would be difficult to pull on.™ '

Thus we can see that 86.8 % students participate

in work around home and in occupational work of the family,
| But we can see that there is no patriarchal compulsion in
the family which coﬁpéls‘the’étudents to do the work, butb
there are noble and tender feelings which the students have
in their minds that make them work for the fgmily.

Having dbsarved’bhat‘a very lérge majority of the
students participate in the family waﬁk, volunbarily and
without finding it irksome and not oﬁt(of the fear of
consequencesy but‘with the feelings for the family, let us
kae now inquire whether the students wish to get away
from the family.

Does the student wish to get away from the family ?
Out of 580 students, 92, write that sometimes they

wish to get away from the family. The proportion is thus
15.8 %e

3
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We haye prev1ously seen that students have liking

- for their home. A@ain,,most of the students llke the

~--behavaour of the members of their family (see tables 59).

B The relatlon between them and the head of thﬁ famlly are

- coaralal, as w111 be seen 1ater. Stlll, the number of the
‘studenbs wlshlng o get away from the famlly is a

}'cons1derable one. }; ‘ | ‘ L

' ﬂhere 1s avco~re1atlonsh1p between The students'

o Wlsh to et away from the family and thelr rural—urbsh

k"babitatlon, 31ze and the economlc condltlon ‘of their

f*-.: famlly’ and educat:.on of thelr gxardlan._;‘ A

B j , How rural or urban resmdence ‘of the- student is

' >related to the w1sh to et away troi the famllyk can‘be

»fobserved from the Aollow1nw-table No. 52

Table No.yz

‘~iRural or urban habmtatlon of the students and thexr wzsh

‘. mu get~g gx frem the familz

Y N <Ru:a1‘ g:::Urbap s Total.

‘,Number of students L P SRR .
“lr931d1ng : 4' o 2u3 e T B3 -580
Co , (819 - U(58%) . (100 %)
A;Number ot students Who%, e E ‘ .
wish to- get away irom . S e 3
. the famlly I R © 92
. ,.;'(55;3,%) :~:.~<46.‘7,‘%)‘ (100%)

' The above shows that the;proportlon of the-students
j‘"7‘«;3.9,}:1:?_:1@ %0 get away rrom the. famlly is, morezln the rural
“_dr”' The relatlonshlp beuween economic condltion of tbe
{ffamlly ana the w1sh to get . away from the famlly can be seen

Z;Jfrom the @ama;y Iollowzng table No. 55
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- ‘Table No. 53

'Bconomlc condltlon of the famllz and the stugent*s wmsh to
. run away from the fam lyA

Very :
200d : Good

O
H
ol
|

C,. [ 2]

Mediumi Bad : TOTAL

' Eeonomic condltlon of

family(in percentagesx&i%) (20 57)(29 5%)(35.5‘7) (6.57) (100%)

Students wmshiﬂg to
- ™un away from the
. famlly\ln percenuage) (17) (16.357)(22.87)(45.57)(16 35%) (100%)

Erom the abOVe 1t 1s observed that the porportion of
Athe studenus WlShlng to, get away from the family is the lowes?t
',in the case of those students whose family condition, as
:reported by them is very. good, and the proportion 1s the
hlvhest Where the economic cohdition is medlum or bad. About
42 % students have wrluten that thelr economlc condition is
. medium and poor,whlle 60% students who w1sh to get away from
the family belong to uhlS groqp. '

Relatmon of caste and ‘students who wish to run away

from uhe famlly can be observed in the following table No.%.

(continued)
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Table No. 54 -

e

Relation of ‘caste and students ko wish 60_run away from
| the famxky r ’

:Vo.o* students belongnﬁo.of students wishing

Caste 1=ing to eacn caste . :to min away from the
: famlly.
Brapmin - o 9of‘ - ;M
o (15.5%) (22.8%)
Baniya 84 N -
o (.52 - 7. | ‘(12.0 )
Patidar. Coops0. o 30~
o wzgy- (32, 6%)
" Baraiya 2 g
perat Ca. (7w
Juslin. a9 , 5
B3m - (504%)
Hmnyms&Oﬂwr o C -
Backward : oo 35 - : . 6
'Artisans 56T 1 7
PR (‘906%?,'“ o W‘, (706%)
 Others T oon. . s
o o (5w
oPAL . . - s& - o
L (100 % - C (100%)

‘From the'abavé; it islbbser%ed'tﬁatxso—far as upper
castes are concerned, the propoctlon of the students wishing
-to get away Lrom the famxky is the hlghest 1n the case OI

- Brghmins. In “the case of Baraxyas, 1t 1s the hlghest of

all the castes. f' -

. We have prevzously observed that in the case of rural
.3students the proportlon of the students the proportlon of
A:the stu&ents Wlshlng to get away is hngsr than those |
- belonging %o the urban habltatlon.__lt ﬁss,besn observed

that this applies to all the castes. But it was found that
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among Patidars the proportion of rural student®s wishing to
get away from the family is considerébly more than the same

of the urban sbudents.

Sizé of the family and the student's wish to get gway from
the family : ‘
This can be seen from the following table No. 55
Table Wo.55

Size of the family and student's wish to run.away from the
family

T E> o E
* Gize of the family . : No. of students , No. of students

living f_wishing to runaway
Small : 49 o4
(79 | (44 3%)
Medium : - 274 - 33,
( (36.1%) (34.8 %)
Big . ' - 188 28
: _ (32.4%) (20.9%)
Very Big 137 2
(24.5%) (20 %)
Tobal 580 ‘ 92
: (100 ®) (100%)

| Proportion of the students belonging to small
sgééézure of the family is the lowest:in wishing to get

awgy from the family. In the'case of medium gnd big families
also bthe proportion is lower while in the case of very big
families, the.proportion of the students who wis h to get
away is +the highest;

From our above observabtions, we can say;thét-in the
rural habitation, in the very big families, and in those
families whose economic condition is bad according to the
students the prbpartion of the Studenté‘who wish to get away

from the family is more.
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The students have mentionesd occassions on which they
feel to run away from the family. The gnswers are classified
as under in the table No. 56.

Table No. 56
Occassions when the students wish to run away from the family.

1. Economic difficulties 12
2, Quarrel in the family . 32
%« AL the fallure of the examlnation 19
4, Punishment oo .o 5
5. At the disturbance in study 11
6. Contradiction with parents: .. -9
7. Effect of books &'Speeches of Sadhus 10
'8. When too much tired < e . 5

The answers show that 32 students’ wish of leavéng
home, is due to family quarrels. The proportion of
querrels is likely to be more in the very big families. We
‘have previously seen that the proportion of students wishing
to get away 1s more in the very big families:

19 students wish to get away from the family at thelr
failure in the examination.' These are ordinary and weak
student s. |

12 students wish o get away because of economic
hardships. Their difficulty is mainly of getting fees. We
have previously seeﬁ that proportionately students belonging
to poor families are more in wishing to get awsy from the
family. ‘ ‘

We hgve previously observed that in few cases
students are served with the physical punishment. 5 students
under such céses, think of leaving home because of the

physical punishment,
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We have seen that in Bralmins and Baraiyas the
proportion of the students wishing to geb away is higher. 1In
the case of Brahmins out 6f 21 students thinking of leaﬁing
home, 7 belong to very big families and 12 have mentioned
that their economic condition is medium and bad. In the case
of Baraiyas; out of 7 students wishing to get away, all the
seven héye stated that thelr economic condition is medium
and bad. Moreover, 2 have illiterate‘guardians:

7 students Woﬁld like to leave the family because
of contradiction with parénts. Here, 4 students have mentioned

- that particulariy on fixing Gheir marriage, they have severe
differences with the parents. 3 students have stated obtber
ideological differences. | -

but of 10 students wishing %o get away from the family
because of the effects of books aﬁd_sﬁeeqhes of Sadhus, 8
are very good and good studeﬁts;

‘ We have seen that 45 % studenté wish o get awagy from
the family, but there is no ground to believe that because
the students feel like getting away from the home, they will
do so. As tGthe family éentiment is strong they will not
leave ﬁhe'family. But the conbtinuous stsy in the uncongenial
environment may result in unbsglanced personslities and creatbe
problemsl

Having seen some aspects of the student's atbtachment
to his family, let us now observe hia‘inter-pérsonal relations

with the ﬁembers‘qf his family. We shall(obsérve, with
whom does the student speak mést freely in the family and
with she whom he does speak 1east freely. We-shall inguire |
whether the student can speak freely before his guardian.
We shall also observe wﬁether the student dislikes behaviour
~of
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of éome members of fhéx,fgmily_and’if so which type of
behaviour he dislikes. S

With whom does the student sgcak most free;y 1n the famg41
" out of 580 students, 544 answered thvs quesvlon.

Some students stated more than one members of tbe famlly,
Aﬂw1nh whom he speaLs mnost freely. Hence total number of
,answers is 617. The answers are as’ follows shown in the
table4v§o. 5?.‘ |

| " ‘ Table Mo, 57"
ﬂlﬁembers of the f_~_;y with whom the student speak most freely

Member,. B 1_»‘ - No.of students

Fathér‘ , cee T v 78 ‘
‘Mother, B eee Vo3
Brother . - cee 139
Sister .. e 23
Brother's wife  .se - .13

- Uncle | B -
-Grand—mother e -' 10
Grand-father = oeo 2
ALl o ' see’ ) 55
None vl pA'3314
Others o Teee M

This-shows that out of S4l students, 243 (44.77)

speak most freely before: thelr mother, 139 students (25.5%)
before their brothers and 78 (14.3%) before their father.
We haﬁe previbgsly seen that-father is the head of the family
in most of thé Gases. As a head his behaviour is reserved.
Tt is 11Ke1y therefore that a student may not speak most
freely with him, | " K :

Mother's love for the child is sugrege and 1t is but

naﬁQral thétfa studeﬁt“can'épeak nost freely with the mother.,
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' buﬁ of 139 studenté who stated that they could spesk

' most freely with the:n.r brothers, maaor:.ty of them could spesk
most freely with thelr younger brothers. 25 students mentioned '
- that. they spoke most freely w1th their s1sters, comparing thisg
" numb er w1th that of brotbers, we flnd a strlklng differenee.
'Pemale education 1s very poor.: Hence a boy who has reached a
ﬁzgh School stage dlffers in attltude w1th hlS sister who is
mlanLy conf ined to kltchen with ber mother, Moreover, sex
ildlfference may also be an uncon501ous reason why only few
-students could sPeak most freely with thelr sigters. Social
tabooes and famlly traditlons might also play part in the
free talk between the student ~and his smster.

 ‘With sihom does the student sgeak least freelz in the fggiix

, 515 sﬁhdéhﬁé néﬁlzed this questlon. Eew students
'mentloned names of mor e than one relatrve. Hence the total

» number of answers is 562. The gnswar§~are as follows shbwn

- in the Table No. 58: .

L ‘ Table No. 58

‘Members of the f mily thh whom the students speak Least freel

Bather - ... 271 t
o Mother - T . . . .. 65
',Brothe;3:,i e e 61
Bister | - a.e A7
S Umele s T u L ees 0 32
:4quthe§fs wife;f'r<~ . 23
Grand-mother3‘ﬂ " e 4
ar o T . -8
Gpend father L e 2
_-Wife - - Cees "2
No one - R -
.| Others . . i 7

- ———— e

Total _ i se2
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Thié shows that 274 students speak least freely with
their fathers. This number is four bimes more than the same
in the case of mother. |

60 stadents write that they sueak least freely with no
one that means they sPeak freely with all the mnembers of the
family. We have previously seen that 55 students have
mentioned thaf'they speak nost freely Wiﬁh>all the members of
the“family. Here We'find’tbe co-relationship.-

 Does the student speak with *che guardian as freely
as he speaks with other members of tbe famliy ? *

319 students (57 %) stated_that they could speak with
the head of the family as freely as with other members ofthe
famil&‘and 244 studénts (43 %). mentioned that they could not
speagk s0 freely. As in most of the cases, father is the heagd
of ﬁﬁe familj,‘ﬁe can say-that 57 % sﬁudents can spesk with
their <fathers as freely as,.with othaﬁ members of the family.
. Buf it should be hoted that a very Large majority of students
(474 wr@té that their relation with the head of the family
is of love. 44 have reported that it is of fear. 17 state
that it is reserved and 63 write that 1t is of equality. From
the abcve; it is clear that on the whole there is little
‘patriarchal authoritarian spirit prevailing in the relationship
between the studenby and the head of his family.

We have seen bbat a good number of students speak least
freely with the father who is the head of the family. But
only 44 gtudents mentlon that their rexatlon with bhe head of
- the famliy is Bf fear. Thls is a szgniflcent thlng throwing
light on famliy relatlonsh;pg

34 students write thau they do not like the relatlonshxp,
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Out of them 25 say that the relation should be of ilove and

9 write that it should be of equality. This shows that most
of the students who do not <find the guardians' relgtion with
them of love, are of the opinion that it should be of love

or equality.: ‘

Whose behaviour in the family does the student dislike ¢

Out of 580 students, 425’have no complaint. They wrotbe
that they Like the behaviour of every member of the family.
& students did nob report. Hence the answers of 155 students.
Certain students have mentioned the names of more than one
membersof the family. AThe ansx;vers are as under shown in the
" tablte No. 59 :
Table No. 59

Members of the family whose behaviour is disliked by the students.

Father cae 32
Mobher voe 23
Elder Brother ... 33
Younger brother... 30
Sister see 21
Brother's wife ... 1M1
Uncle cee 12
Aunt . e 6
Grandfather cee 6 -
Grandmother ocw 8
Othors eve 2
TOTAL T e

About the elder brother the student complaints as
under {

" His Gemperament is very hobt; he sleeps late and gets
up very late; he has no love for parents; he i§ addiéted to
tobacco; he compels me to work; he doeé not study well etc."

Regarding younger brother students have complained thus :
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" He is mischiev5us; his behaviour is bad; he gives bad names;
he forgets our poor economic condition; he distur@s me in my
study; he quarrels and shouts,® |

2% students have complained against the behaviour of their
mot hers. OQut of them 3 have step-mothers, and all of them have
something to say égainst their mbep-mothers. These gtudents
say : " she has an envious pature and goads ny iabher against
me by telling lies gboub me to him." The rest of the students
complaining against mother, say thus : " She has a blind raith
in religion; she believes too much in customs; she is illiterate
and hence does not understand us in many mgtters and yet
unnecessarily pokes her nose in our matters etc., "

32 students dislike tHe behaviour. of their father. They
say : " He loses his btemper very often; he scolds and speaks
loudly; he beats the children; he is addicted to opium and
tobaccoshe does not know how to speak with others.™

®his shows that the tinge of patriarchal headship, when
it is nob proper, is disliked by the students. Yet, it should
be noted that the perc;entage is very small,

21 students have complained aboubt the behaviour of
thelr sisters, mostly aboub younger sisbters. They say
" fhen T am busy, she disturbs me. She guarrels. She is
'mischéevous etec, "

11 students have written that they dislike their brother's
~wife's behgviour. Tpe reason mentioned mainly is that she
gquarrels with fbe mother. | |

About the grand-father and grand-mother, the students
write 3 " Givés us unnecessary advice in triffle matters. For

the whole day goes on talking ete. "

Thus we observed that a large majority of students Speak
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. least freély with the guardiaﬁs and 44,7 % studenbs speak
mnost freely befare the motheﬁ; But méjarity of the students
can spegk with the head 'of the family as freely as with other
membe;s of the family. \A very large majdrity of the students
have a relation of lové wi’ch ‘the head of the tamily. Only a
few students mention fhat fhéir relation with the head of the
family is of fear; '

" A large majority of the students (72.4%) like the
behaviour of the members‘of tﬁsir iamiiy. BElderly members
of the family whose behaﬁiéur is dislikéd by the students,
are chiefly father, motner.and elder brothers. But their
number ‘is very small as régagds complaints. . About younger
brothers and younger sisters also:few‘Students have their
complaint. ‘ " .

Now, we shall observe guérdians' inquiry gbout the

sﬁudents' progress in thelr studles.

Guardian's inguiry gbout gtudent's progress :

‘About 28 94 % guardians inguire of the student about
his progress in4fhe stu@y ab& about 86 % students have reported
that if vhey do not study well, they are. afrald that they will
be scolded or punishedlby the gugrdiané. 95. 2% students
have mentioned that they glve tfﬁe ihfdrmation to their
gqardians about their study.

It shquld be noted that’nearly 500 students if they
do not study well are afraid of their guardians, yet 545
. students give ﬁr_ue informagtion to the guardians. We have
previously nobed that most of the students' relabtion with the
head of their femily is of love. Ibt.may be that because of
the mutual affeqtion the students are p?ompted to provide

correct information regerding their studies to their suardians.
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‘poes the guardian ask the teacher gbout the students progress ?
1 students did not aqswer.- 275:Studénts (48%)

reported that the guardiaﬁs ask the teacheré; “It is interest-
. ing %o observé this Question in the light of rdral and urban
habztatlon, local and’ non-local students and the educatlon
of the guardian.. If we examlne the follow::.n°~ Table No.GO,

. Table ro. . &
'Guardlans agking the teacher about the students* Qroggess,

in rural and urban areas.

Rural/Urban :No.of guardians - :1No.of guardians :

'askz.ng the teacher :not asking ; Total

Rural area ' ' ‘ . 128 . ou%
S (4'7 %) } - (53®) (100% )

Urban area . 458-. L1179 2397
: Ca7%. .- ¢ 55 % (100%)

We £ind that proporﬁidn of.guardians asking the
teachers aboub tbe'studenté*;progress is the saﬁe both ‘in
rural and—urban,éreas. It should be nobed that in the case
of rurgl students, méﬁority of‘ﬁhem (129 out.of 243) consist
‘ﬂof noh~loca1 students, Yet it is significant %o note that
the percentage of guardians _aékixfg G he" teachers about the
students is same in urbaﬁ area. This shows that as, in urban
area, in rural. area also 47 % guardlans show consclousness
' about the students! progress ny aSklng the teachers gboub
- the students' Progress. o .

32.3% students write that‘teacbers came to thelr house
rarely. 7.2 % stu&entshnave mentioned vhat beachers vigit
their home manytimes. It is'obsefvéd that caste and education

of the gugrdian have some relationsbip with the teachers!



visit to the -student’s bouseséfl

Dogs the guardian show indifference towards the student's
educgbion ? ’

‘ out of 580 students, 578 have answered this question.

125 studénts,i‘eported that the gilargiians show indiffercnee.
| 0f them, 5 have mentioned that the‘guardians show
indifferénce manytimgs and 420 have gbated that they show
sometimes. h '

Suardians? dlsllklng tor a student's learning has a

| marked co-relationship wmth the quality of thﬁ students which

can he observed ffom the follow1ng table No.51 @

Tgble No. 67

Quality of the students and the sugrdians' disliking for the
students® education

% of students

_Quality of the . : % of guardians showing
students : R disliking
Good : 22.7 1241
Medium o - 27.5 22,9
. .Ordingry - T 39,5 . 50
Backward 1043 15 -
w00 . 400 |

( 580 studenus) (125 auardlans@

. The abbve‘figﬁres show that”49.8'% students are
ordinary anq,bagkﬁard; uIn‘their case, the percentage of
guardians showing disliking is larger (é5 %) About 23 %
‘students are éood;' In this éése, therprppo:tiog of the
guardigns showing disliking is propoffionately low.

‘ Economnic condition of Ghe Yramily and the disliking
of the guardian towards the‘s%hdeﬁf's‘learning has also a
significant beafing which can be seen fromhtheffollowing

table No.62 :
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Tabl e NO. 62

Iconomic condition of the family and the sgugrdian's disliking

for the student's education

Economic condition

: % of students : % of gugrdians
of the family : belonging to : showing disliking
Vexmy good . . 8 ‘ '» 10

G‘OOd ' ) 2005 . 44‘.5

Ordinsry 29.5 < 17.9

Medium a 35.5 \ : 4.4

Bad < 6.5 16.4

. Total ' ‘ 100 : 100 .

" - (580 students) (125 miwst guardians)

42 % students have mentioned that tﬁeir economic
condition is médium‘ér bad. ;Eromﬂtﬁis group, sbout 58 %
gﬁardians show disliking towards the students! learning.
Herey, the main reason is the economlc dlfxicultles of the
guardisns. It is £0 be noted that about 8 % SUudents huve
repafted that tpelr economic CondlthQ is very gocd, and
percentage of tﬁe gﬁardians showing dislikin? fo: the
student's 1earn1ng 53 hlgher in tnls group. Here, bhe
reason is nainly tke weak progress of the student in
learning. )

Out of 125 students who wrote that—theié gugrdians
show disliking for their education, majority of them (75)
mentioned tﬁat disliking towards thei:\education was shown
at finding their weak progress in sﬁudy mignly atbt the time
of the result of the annual exanlnation. 25 students wrote
" that the gusrdians showed élsllklng when they asked for fees.
14 students stated that when they Q1d:nqﬁ help guardigns in

their work, disliking towards their education was shown.
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’ Remaining'11 students mentiomed a différent occassions when
the guardians showed d:{.sl:.kmcr i’o:c their educata.on, for
1nstance u When Ghe’ guardlan 1s ‘not in moo&- on showing
1deologlca1 dlfierences w1th the guardlans- on observ1nm
the friends of the students ecc;"

It can be seen that 21.5% guardians (125 out of 578)
show dlsllke for the student's educatlon énd the chlef reasons
for lu are weak progress of the student and the economic
A‘ dlff1cultles of the guardlans. .

‘ In 7 cases the guardlans show the:.r contempt for the
.studéntst*eﬁuCathR by pby51ca1 punlshment;,;p'45 cases it

is shown by scolding and’rebukeme@t; in‘65‘cases it is shown
by a&viee'end mild scolding (e.8. give(illgétrations of those
‘ wbp;haVe'hoté‘educated‘themselves in order tofgaad the
studente to play attenbien ﬁontheir studies; giye‘a painful
eeonemic picﬁure of the family and’adﬁise to study well ete.)d;
4 in 7 cases it is shown by prlticiS1ng teachers and present
'educatlon (e.g.. teachers do not. teach.at all and are over

particular about the fees. The present~education is useless.)
** L SO * % ) * % %

. "In tnie~0hapte£.we fouﬁd thatle‘very large majoRriby
of the students participate in the work sround home. They
do not find it irksome and do it véluntaril&} We have seen
that a 1arge number of them do - the work not out of the fear
of physical punlshment or scoldz.ng, but with a sense of duty
‘:to help the famlxy and out of the feellng for the family,
This shows that the students have healtﬂy attachment for
' their famllies, and about_94 %¥students‘write that they like

. thelir home. 16 %xstudents‘soﬁetimestﬁhing to run away from
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the family but these students may not do so, as their
attachment to the family is strong.

The number of students spesking most freely with the
mother, is the highest. With the head of‘the family wboﬁn
most of the cases is féther, a large nmajority of the students
speak least freely oubt the relgbion of the student withf the
father in most of the cases is of love and not of fear. Out
of 580 students 155 have complain agbout the behaviour of
some members of the family. The inter-personal relations
of the students with the head of the family and with other
merbers of the family are on the whole amicable.

Most of the guardiagns take interest in the student's
education by aéking him gbout his progress in sbtudies.
Contact of LThe guardians with the teachers and the guardian8s
dislike for student's education have relationship with the
guardian's caste, economic condition and education. A
very la,rfée majority of the si;,udents give true information

about their studies to their'guardians;




