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ABSTRACT

Families are defined as special variants of intimate relationship systems for which the maintenance of boundaries, privacy,
closeness, and permanence are crucial, albeit empirically more or less variable, defining elements. The number of possible
relationship within a family increases exponentially with the number of individual family members. Despite declining
birthrates in industrialized countries, the sibling relationship still contributes substantially to the process of individual and
family development. Beside the more structural properties of sibling constellations (i.e., spacing, distribution of sexes) and
their impact on intra and extra familial relationships, more fine-grained behavioral analyses have shown that differential
parental treatment is strongly related to the quality of sibling relationships. Siblings who are treated differently by their parents
tend to develop poorer and more confliction relationships among themselves and also show more adaptation problems as
adolescents (Dunn and Stocker 1989). The child’s first education begins in the family. The making or unmaking of his future
life depends on his early experiences in the family. The mother influences the child immensely. After the mother, the father
and sisters and brothers, guests, servants and casual visitors leave their impact on the child. The parents have to understand
the specific interests, aptitudes and capacities of children particularly when they reach the puberty stage. The child must not
be encouraged to prepare itself for a particular vocation.
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Introduction

Families are defined as special variants of intimate rela-
tionship systems for which the maintenance of bounda-
ries, privacy, closeness, and permanence are crucial, al-
beit empirically more or less variable, defining elements.
In addition, it takes into account the dynamic nature of the
co-developing individual-family unit by explicitly consider-
ing the possibility that a person might be part of a series
of quite different intimate relationship system across his
or her life course.

The Family and Health

There is ample evidence that people living with long-term
(usually marital) relationship are, on an average, physically
and psychologically healthier than single, divorced, or wid-
owed person. Moreover, clinically diagnosed personality dys-
functions (e.g., anxiety, depression) are also more likely to be
found among unmarried group.

Family Relations

The number of possible relationship within a family increases
exponentially with the number of individual family members.
In a four-person family, for example, there are 11 groupings
of family members. In addition, relations among relationship
(e.g., between the couple and the parent-child system) must
be taken into account. These complex patterns of relation-
ships should be kept in mind as some of the major types of
relationships within the family are briefly reviewed.

Parent-Child Relations

The care and socialization of children are among the most
important societal tasks that, to a great extent, are entrusted
to the family. Theoretical models to explore the determi-
nants, concomitants and consequences of parenthood have
increasingly become more complex by addressing not only
specific parent child interactions, but also by looking at con-
textual and systemic influences such as heredity, child tem-
perament, the parents’ personality and relationship history,
couple relationship, workplace, social support and economic
resources.

Peer Group Relationship

Peer Groups

These are groups in which most members are of equal age
and of similar social status. People of all age levels form peer
groups of their own. However, here, peer groups among chil-
dren and youth are considered. While the world of the very
young child is largely that of the parents and the home, older
children and youth love in the dual world of their peer and
adults. While a child at the primary school level is strongly
family-oriented, the high school student is much more influ-
enced by his peer group.

Peer Relations and Development

A peer system refers to the interactions, relationships and
group structures involving persons in a group of nearly the
same developmental level. Age level is often used as an indi-
cator for peer status. However, in many instances age mates
are not peers. Class group are often homogeneous on a num-
ber of characteristics, such as age level, achievement level,
learning difficulties, and so on. The goal of this entry is to
describe the relevance of peer relations in school classes for
children’s social, emotional, and personality development.

Peer Relations and Learning

Children’s communication with their peers has qualities that
differ from the qualities of adult-child communication. For ex-
ample, peer dialogues are usually more equal than conver-
sations between adult and child: children usually listen more
respectfully to adults than to peers for information and guid-
ance. Such differences have serious implications for learning.

There are three main types of peer learning that have been in-
troduced into classrooms by educational researchers. These
have been called “peer tutoring,” “cooperative learning,” and
“peer collaboration” (Damon and Phelps 1989). There are a
variety of cooperative learning techniques now in use. All be-
gin by dividing classrooms into small “teams” of no more than
four or five children. These teams are generally heterogene-
ous with respect to students’ abilities. The teacher presents
a task to the team, and the team sets out to master it. All
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cooperative learning methods rely on team solidarity and the
motivation that it engenders.

Objectives of the Study

[3] To find out the Level of Family Relation among High School
Students.

[3 To find out the Level of Peer Relation among High School
Students.

3 To find out the significant difference between male and fe-
male High School Students on their Family Relation.

[ To find out the significant difference between male and fe-
male High School Students on their Peer Relation.

Design of the Study

The study, nature and selection of sample, a brief description
of the tools of investigation and the criteria for their investiga-
tion. It also gives a description of the procedure adopted for
the collection of data; scoring and classification, finally the
proposed statistical treatment of the data for testing the hy-
potheses that were formulated are explained.

Tools and Techniques

To test the hypotheses framed, the following tools have been
used:

[ Index of Family Relation by Walter W. Hudson

[ Index o Peer Relations by Walter W. Hudson.

TABLE: 1
Showing the Nature of Statements in the Index of Family
Relations

3| Nfaéure Marks
- |of State- |Iltem Numbers Vel Some

No | hents Never Ra?claly fimes |Often|Always
1,4,58,

1. [|Positive {14,15,17,18, |5 4 3 2 1
20, 21,23
2,3,6,7,9,

- 110, 11,12, 13,

2. |Negative 1619, 22 1 2 3 4 5

24,25

Interpreting the Score

Students who score between 30-100 are comfortable with
their present family relations. A high score on this test indi-
cate a low level of family satisfaction. Students who score
from 0 to 29 often report significant problems in relating to
their family relations.

Reliability Coefficient of Family Relations

To compute the reliability of Index of Family Relations for
the sample shown, the Crookback Alpha Reliability Formula
Method was used. The reliability was computed and it was
found to be 0.83.

Index of Validity of Family Relation

The validity of Index of Family Relations was found out by
computing the square root of the reliability co-efficient which
worked out to be 0.91. As part of the development of a “clini-
cal measurement package” for use in social work, Dr. Hudson
designed the Index of Peer Relations. The test presents a
series of straightforward statements, which ask about ones
feelings toward those people who may be included in ones,
own peer group.

Table: 2
Showing the nature of statements in the Index Peer Rela-
tions

Interpreting the Score

Students who score between 0 and 30 are comfortable with
their present peer group. A low score on this test indicate
a high level of satisfaction. Students who score from 31 to
100 often report significant problems in relating to their peer
group.

Pilot Study

A pilot study was conducted to determine the suitability of the
tools used in the present investigation. A random sample of
30 students was selected for the study to establish the reli-
ability and validity.

Selection of the Sample

A stratified random sampling technique was adopted for the
selection of sample. The schools selected for this study is di-
vided into different strata, namely Government, Government
Aided and Un-Aided schools. The random sampling tech-
niqgue was adopted to select the sample. 300 students were
taken for the study. 100 students were drawn from Govern-
ment school, 100 from Un-Aided and 100 from Government
Aided schools.

Table: 3

Showing the composition of the sample selected for the
study: Gender, Type of School, Medium of Instruction,
Locate, Age and Type of family wise

Variables Categories Number Percentage
Gender Boys 184 61.3
Girls 116 38.7
Age 13 yrs 40 13.3
14 yrs 95 31.7
15 yrs 165 55
Type of School |Un-aided 100 33.3
Aided 100 33.3
Govt. 100 33.3
Medium of Tamil 200 66.7
Instruction 2 ish 100 333
Locate Rural 150 50.0
Urban 150 50.0
Type of Family |Nuclear family 210 70
Joint family 90 30

Statistical Techniques

Suitable descriptive and inferential statistical techniques
were used in the interpretation of the data to draw out a more

meaningful picture of results from the collected data.

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

This study presents the results obtained from the analysis of
data collected from the three schools in Erode District, on two
variables, namely Family Relation and peer relation. The data
has been subjected to various descriptive and inferential sta-
tistics. Co-efficient of correlation was also computed for the
variable.

Analysis of the Data

Hypothesis-I

There is good Family relation among high school stu-
dents

Table: 4

Showing frequency and percentage of students with re-
spect to the Family Relatio

S| glature of I Marks
- |State- tem Numbers Ve Some

No | ents Never Rarr)(,-‘-,ly fimes |Often|Always
1,4,7,8, 11,

1 |Positive (12, 15,16, 17,(5 4 3 2 1
18, 21, 22
2,3,5,6,9,

2 |Negative |10, 13, 14, 19, [1 2 3 4 5
20, 23, 24,25

Category Frequency Percentage
Satisfaction 1 0.33%
Good 299 99.67%
Total 300 100%

From the above table it is clear that more number of students
lies in above average (99.67%) is having good family relation.
Hence, the hypothesis is accepted.
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Major Findings

[ It is found that there is good Family Relation among high
school students.

[ It is found that there is good peer relation among High

The purpose of the present investigation was to family re-
lation and peer relationship. The study is sore to find some
usefulness in the field of Education and Findings of the study
conserve as a database for further research.

School students
[31 It is found that there is no significant different between male
and female high school students of their family relation.
Conclusion

REFERENCES

s D
1. Abu - Sunhee (1997) DAI-A 58/11, Utah State University p.4181. | 2. Aggarwal .J.C. (1986) "History and Philosophy of Nursery Education". Douba House, Delhi. |
3. A vramides Busila (1986), “The effect of counseling style on abstracts". New York University. International Vol-47. No.12. | 4. Arora Reela (1998), Fifth Survey Vol,2,
p.1860. | 5. Berkman .L.F, and Syma .S.L (1979), "Social Networks, host resistance and morality", PP.186 - 204. | 6. Barbarasch, Barry Stuart (1997) DAI-A5R/03,
Temple University p.74R | 7. Chaube S.P. and Chaube .A. (1999) "Foundation of education". Vikas publishing House Pvt.Ltd, New Delhi. p.2. | 8. Chandy Sumi (1991),
Fifth Survey of Research in Education, p.1865. | 9. Deb Madhu Grewal, Hidraipal (1990), Fifth Survey of Research in Education, p.1868. | 10. Dube .A.R. (1989),
"Academic Attainment and Moral of Students taught by teachers using direct and Indirect Influence". Fifth Survey of Research in Education, p.1878. | 11. Doctor Z.N
(1984), "Classroom climate and the psyche of pupils and their Achievement". Further survey of their Research in Edu7cation, Vol. 1, p.821. | 12. Derbush, Sanford .M
et al, (1991), American Journal of Education Vo1.99, 114p. 543.7 | 13. Garison (1992) "An evaluation of the academic achievement of gifted students from high and low
achieving schools 1991". Boston University. Dissertation Abstracts International Vol.1.p.82. | 14. Ganeuly, Malabika (1989),"Indian Educational Review" Fifth Survey, Vol.
124 p. 84-89. | 15. Jain Shikha (1991), Fifth Survey of Research in Education.P.1879. | 16. Jack Nobbs, Robert Hine, Margaret E. Fleming (1975) "Sociology", MacMillan
Education, London; p.44. | 17. Kamala Bhata and Balder Bhatia (1974), "The Philosophical and Sociological foundations of education". Doaba House, Delhi. P. 102-115.
| 18. Kimball Yound, Raymond .W. Mack (1959). "Sociology and Social life" American, book company, New York United States of America. P.348. | 19. MacAfee, Mary
Elizabeth (1997) DAI-A58/ off from their voices, American Indian in higher education and the phenomenon stepping at (Dropout Persistence) p.2039. | 20. Milstein, Lindo
(1997), AAI-A, 57/12, Family relationship when women and men return to college Adult Students.p.5020. | 21. Ram Nath Sharma (1975) ntroductory Sociology", Rajhans
Prakashan Mandir, Educational Publishers, Meerut, UP.P.250-255. | 22. Richard T. Schaefer (1989) "Sociology". Third Edition, McGraw-Hill, Inc. New York. p.319. | 23.

L Smith MuClialle'J (1995): Dissertation Abstract International Vo1.56, No.9.

J

PARIPEX - INDIAN JOURNAL OF RESEARCH * 65




