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CHAPTER V
ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA



136

5.4 INTRODUCTION:

bata collected with the help of the thregﬂ

interview schedules are presented here for analysis

and intefpretation. The presentation is in tabular
forms. Both simple and cross tables were used in order
to locate independent, genuine, relevant and cumulative
effects of the variables an ;ocial change as well as
simplicity and precision_gs the procedures suggested

by Hirschi and Selv.ih(’l%’?; 73-87) and Rosenberg

(19683 169~183) as mentioned in the Methodology Chapter
of this study (3.9.7. Procedures of presentation and
analysis of data). As mentioned in the Methodology
Chapterfﬁalues (Mecnemar, 19633 201 and Garret, 19713
265) and Yule'sQ(Muller and Schuessler, 1969; 244) are
calculated to Find gut the significance of association
of education and change attributes, and Coefficient

of association and the strength of relationships of

feducation and change attributes.

The presentation is divided into eight parts
as (i) education and modernity, (ii) education and
change in superstitious bheliefs, (iii) education and
change in family and marriage affairs, (iv) education
and change in educational affairs, (v) education and

change in religiosity, (vi) education and change in
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occupational aspects, (vii) education and change in
social hierarchy and social mobility and (viii)
education and polity and participation. One hypothesis
is put to test in each section. In all there are

eight hypotheses.

5.1.17 EDUCATION AND MODERNITY (MODERNIZATION):

-

The term modernity, as discussed in Chapter I,
carries a heavy weight of oonnota&ions. Thess connota- )
tions may be applicable to mem, nations, political
systems, socie-economic systems, to cities, to manhers,
to clothes so on and so forth (Inkeles and S$mith, 1974;
15). It may be a changeyfrom traditional religious,
familial, sthaic authmrity to single, secular, national,
legal, scientific system basing on achievemept basis
rather than ascriptioﬁ’basis (Hyntingtan, 19663
373~414). Modernity denotes thé éommon behavicural
system relating to industrial, literate and partici-
pant societises of the western nations as well as

U.S.5.R. and Japan in the east (Gore, et al, 1967;
33-51).

0f course, modernity, as mentioned in Chapter I,
does not stand for total deviation or discontinuation

of tradition. No society can completely break with
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the past. Modern views refer to the exploréticn of
new ways of doing things with scientific and
rational methods. The traditional society is by no
means antirely traditional and modern society is by
no means, completely free of tradition (shah and
Rao, -1965; 49). In‘faét, the difference betwsen tradi-
tional and modern socciety as well as traditional and
modern person is a degree of difference. Japan is a
case in point (Moore, 1966). Inkeles and Smith
(19745 65) take modernity as a gemeral guality reflected
in values and behaviour in many and diverss realms

of social action. Modernization relates to social
change, change in values, attiduss etc.(Shills, 19683
386). Inkeles and Smith (1974; 109) put individual
modernity as a man can learn how toc exert considerable
control over his environment. He thus anances his

own goals rather than being dominated by forces
created by more powerful man or by nature itself. A
modern man approves social change. He is ready for
basic change, including change in almost every kind

af soc&al orgagization, political and economic insti-
tutions and in interperscnal relations and in social

customs (Inkeles and Smith, 19743 301).

1

As mentioned in theoretical framework in ;



Chapter III, this study adapted the theoretical maodsl

of modern man of Inkeles and Smith (1974; 15-25).

They have developed a scale to measure the individual
modernity or who is a modern man? As mentioned earlier,
this scale is used for this present study to measure

the modernity of the villagers in the four villages.

The hypothesis (No.1) that has been put foruward

for testing, reads as follows:

~ " The more educated person is, the more he/she

will be modern. "

As mentioned in the Chapter III (3.9.4.12 the
responses were coded according to the procedures of the
authors and guide and experts. Maximum scorss for
all thirteen guestions were 37 and minimum being 13
(1 x 13). Total scores were digchotomized at
arithmetic mean (21) as 21 and above as high score
and 20 and below as low score, High score stands
for high modernity. (Total scores are affixed to

appendix B = Table No.7.1).

Table No.5.1.7 shows high and low modernity
of the villagers according to their levels of

education.

199
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Table‘No.5.1.1

Association betwsen levels of Education

and Modernity

ModeTr—= ' = = = = = = = @ = = = = = = = = = = .. .- = - .. o-
nity Higher - 5.,5.C. Primary Illitsrate Total
Education
Freq. % Freqe % Freq. % Freqg. %
High 31 100200 48 88.89 30 37.03 20 13.08 129
Lou co 0.00 6 11.11 51 62,97 133 86.92 190
Total 31 100.00 54 100.080 81 100.00 153 100.00 319

W e e mm me e W AN s wme  mm MM MW e M e IS mw MR e e S e M e S S mm  mm mm e e e

(Source: Table No.71 appsndix B)

s

Table No.5.1.71 reveals that all the 31 respondents
having higher level of sducation scors high modernity,
percentage being 100,00. Out of 54 respondents having
§.5.C. level of education 48 (88.89%) score high
modernity and 6 (11.11%) score low modernity. Out of 81
respondents having primary level of education, 30 (37.03%)
score high modernity and 51 (62.97%) score low modefnity.
Qut of 153 illiterate respondents 20 (13.08%) score high
modernity and rest 133 (86.92%) score low modernity.

Qut of these scores, it is found that with the increase

in the levels of education the level of modernity also



increases. It is also found that though in smaller
proportion, respondents having no formal education
(illiterate) have high modernity and some educated

also possess low modernity, to socme extent.

5.1.2 Asscciation betwesn Education and Modernity:

1

The same scores are presented in Table 5.17.2
according to the dichotomizing forms of literate res-
pondents (consisting of higher education, 5.5.C. and
primary education) and illiterate, as mentioned in
Chapter II1 in the section on 3,9.2 variables, to find
out the association of education and modernity and its
level of significance in a more clear, simple and

precise way.

Table 5.17.2

Association between Education and Modernity

I T I R T = )

Moder=- Fducation Total
nity  _ _ _ _ _ _ e e e e oo
iterate Illiterate
Freq. % Freq. %
High 109 65.67 20 13.08 129
Low 57 34,33 133 86.92 190
166 100,00 153 100.00 319
X2 = 97,4253 df.1; P&, 013 d = 0.854
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Data in table no.5.1.2 confirm the hypothesis.
Among 166 literate respondents, 109 (65.67%) and 57
(34.35%) score high modernity and low modernity res-
pectively, while among the 153 illiterate respondents
only 20 (13.08%) amd the rest 133 (86.92%) score high
and low modernity respectively. The association
(X2 = 91.425) is significant at .01 level and positive
(Q = 0.854). (Chi-squars valuses and Yule's [} were
discussed iﬁ Chapter III on 3.9.7 procedures of presan-
tation and analysis of data). The formulae for Yulse's

@, and Chi-square are as follous:

q = AD - BC (MAler and A B
T Schuessler,
AD + BC  Jgggy 244) C D
2
X2 = N (AD-8C) (Garret, 1971; 265 and

" - T — T e S oy - T — S

(A+B) (C+D) (A+C) (B+D) Mcnemar, 1963; 201)

and with Yate's correction for figyre 5 or lessthan 5
Né(AD-BC) - g j 2

(A+8) (C+D) (A+C) (B+D)

Now the guestion arises how far the positive

association of education and modernity is genuine. This

may be due to some other antecedent variables active in
the village. In order to find ocut an answer to such a

gquestion and to find oubt independent, relative and
Lo
cumulative effects of variables of education, sgk, age,
f

g
4



bari (family) status, occupation and income, the data

are presented according to the cross tables taking edu-
cation (as education is the independent variable) as ‘
constant in every case as the procedﬁre suggested by
Hirchsi and Selvin (1967; 73-87) as mentioned in the

earlier section (5.1) of (the chapter.

5.1.3 Association of Education and Modernity when

controlled for Sex,

Table No.5.1.3

Association of Education with Medernity when controlled for Ssx

o e e e e o em mm W W WM e B aar e T AW MR s cw  aus WS M mm W e e wm e am e

MALE FEMALE
Moder= e Total  ~rr=m=po——zrommeeo Total
nity Citerate 11lite-= '° [iterate "TIlite- °
e o e e e e rate___ rate___
Freq. % Freg. % Freq. % Freq. %

I T T T T . . T I T S

High 68 70.66 12 16,00 77 44 89,46 8 10,26 52
Low 27 29.34 63 84,00 90 30 40,54 70 88.74 100

I . T T T T L T T R . T T )

M M We s am ME B A e e S Mm GEm p B WM M e R M Mm s Em Mm see  e ae am  ws  we we

X2 49,660 df.,1, P &« 01 X2= 40.841, df.1, P& 01

it

Among female respondents of 152, 48.67% (74) are literates
and 51.31% (78) illiterates, respectively, among male 167

respondents, 55.90% (92) literatesand 44.10% (75) illiterates,



respectively. Thus, the percentage of literates is
more (55.90) among males than that of females (48.69).
The data in Table no.5.1.3 reveal that education and
modernity are positively associated for both males

(xz = 49,660 and Q = 0.853) and females (x2 = 40,481,
and § =-0,855)., This indicates the effect of education

on modernity indepsndent of sex.

Within both male and female groups, literates have
larger proportion of high modernity than illiterates.
The percentage difference in males is 54.66 (70.66 -
16.8) and 49.20 (59.46 = 1D.é6) for females., In other
words, when sex is controlled, education has an indepen-
dent effect on modernity. Conversely, within eéch aof the
literate and illiterate groups, sex is also related to
modernity to some axtent. Among literates, males are
mors modern than females, Ths percentage difference is
11.20 (70.66 - 59.,46) for literates and it is 5.74
(16.0 - 10,26) for illiterates. Thus,when education is
controlled, sex hgs also some independent effect on
modernity though the proportion is very small in

comparison to that of sducation.

Now, relatively which variable is more sffective,

education or sex? This is the guestion of relative



effect and Rosenberg (1968; 169-183), as mentioned /
sarlier, suggested to compare the proportion in two

"Counter directional® gréups. The proportion of

modernity among male illiterates is 16.0, while among

female literates it is 59.46. Thus,female literate
respondents are more modern than male illiterate

respondents., The same fact can be represented\by

ranking the percentage. ;

Groups ’ Modernity in Percentage
1e Male literates 70.66
2. Female literates 59.46
3. Male illiterates 16.00
4. Famale illiterates 10,26

Above figures can be used to calculate the average
percentage difference. The average effect of educa-
tion;‘controlling sex, is 51.93. It is the average of
(70.66 - 16.00) and (59.46 = 10.26). Conversely, the
average effect of sex, controliing education, is 8.47.

It is the average of (70.66 - 59.46) and (16,00 - 10.26).

The cumulative effect of sducation and sex on
modernity is 60.40 (70.66 - 10.26). It is the difference

of two "extreme consistent" groups as suggested by



Rosaznberg (19683 169-183).
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Thus, it is found from the analysis and discussion

that education and modernity are p
though sex has slight effect in fa
tion then makes a person modern ir

Males are found mors modern as the

ositively associated
vour of male. Educa-
respective of sex.

y are directly related

with the functioning of the society more than females.

In other words, it indicates ths d

ominant parts played

in the society by the males particularly in the

developing countries of the world.

5.1.4 Education and Modernity when

controlled for Age:

Table No.5.71

o4

Association between Modernity & Education when controlled

for Age

cmmmeoBQYWOABE L o HIGH AGE _____
Modep~ citerate  Illiterate . . . Literate  Illiterate . ..,
nity Freqe % freq. % Freqo % Freg. %
High 65 67.70 12 15,0 77 44 62.86 8 10.96 52
Low 31 32,30 68 85.0 99 26 37.14 65 89.04 91

96 100.00 80 100.0 176 70 1080,80 73 100.00 143
@ = 0.B44 @ = 0.864
X2 =49.261 df.1, PL 401 X?= 41,592, df.1, P £ .01

Among the 176 respondents of

low age 'group 54.54
o



percent (96) are literates and 45.46 percent (80)
illiterates and among the 143 of high age 48.96
percent (70) are literates and 51.04 percent (73) are
illiterates, respectivély. Thus, the percentage of
literates is more (54.54) in low age group than that

of high age group (48.96).

The data in table no.5.%1+4 reveal that educa-
tion and modernity are positively associated with
both high age (x2 = 41,592, Q = 0.B864) and low age
(x?

in percentage. The table also reveals that irrespsctive

= 49.261, Q = 0.,844), though there is variation

of age groups, the literates have higher percentage
of modesrnity, it is 67,70 for low age and 62.86 for
high age. This indicates the effect of education

independent af age.

Within both high age and low groups, literates
have larger proportion of modernity in comparison to
illiterates. The percentage difference is 51,90
(62.86 - 10,96), for high age and 52.70 (67.70 - 15.00
for low age., In other words, when age is controlled
education has an independent effect on modernitye.

Conversely, within each of the literate amd illiterate
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groups, age is also related to modernity to some
extent. Among both literates and illiterates, louw

age group is modern than high age group. The per-
centage difference is 4.84 (67.70 - 62.86) for
literates and 4.04 (15.0 - 10.96) for illitsrates.
Thus, when education is contgolled age has also some
independeﬁt gffect on modernity, though the proportion
is very small in comparison to education. Which one

of these two variables is more effective? This ié the
question of relative effect. It is the proportion in
two M"counter directional" groups as suggested by

. Rosarberg (1968). The proportion of modernity among low
age illiterates is 15.0 and that of high age literates
is 62.86., Thus, ths high age literates are more

modern than low age illierates. The same fact can be

put by ranking the percentage.

Groups Modernity in Percentage
Te Low age literates 67.70
2. High ags literates 62.86
3. Low age illitsrates 15.00
4, High age illiterates 10.96

Above figures can be used to calculats ths

average percentage difference. The average effect of
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education, comtrolling age,is 52,708. It is the
average of (67.70 - 15.,0) and (62.85 ~ 10.96).
Conversely, the effect of age, controlling educa-
tion,is 4.44., It is the average of (67.70 = 62.86)‘

and (15,0 - 10.96).

The cumulative effect of educatiom and age is
56474 (67.70 - 10.96). It is the difference of tuwo

"gxtreme consistent!" groups (Rosenberg, 1968).

Thus, the impact of sducation on modernity is
found positively associated, irrespective of

variation in age.

5.1.5 Education and Modernity when controlled for Bari $tatus:

Table No.5.1.5
Association between Education and Modsrnity when controlled

for Baril Status

. wm m wes am M wm w A Mm oy WA GE IR W G MR G R G NS ma W G W M mm e e B e am e

Traditional Unchu Bari Traditional Nichchu Bari
g;i;r_ lLLiterate Illiterate Literate Illiterate
Freg. "4 " Frea. "% ol FregITTTgTTFregoTTg otal

W e WER W em W e WM me em M e emR M S MG e W MM aE A W G e e R e e me e e

High 56 69,13 7 10,30 63 53 62.36 13 15,30 66

Low 25 30.87 61 89.70 86 32 37.64 72 84,70 104

W am e e am MR mm e e e mE e EE am W G G Gl mm G% Ge  am e mm G e W s e AW e e

Q = 0,902 Q = (0,803
X = 52.439,df.1, P, .01 X =39,627,df.1, P 01



Among traditional nichchu bari (lou family)
respondents of 170, 50 percent (85) and 50 percent
(85) are literates and illiterates respectively;
among 149 respondents of traditional unchu bari
(high family status) 54.37 percent (81) and 45.63
percent (68) are literates and illiterates, respectively.
Thus, the percentage of literates is more (54.37)
among unchu bari respondents than nichchu bari

respondents.

The data in Table No.5.1.5 reveal that education

and modernity are positively associated for beth unchu

i

bari (X2
(x*

tion. This indicates the sffect of education on

52.439, Q = 0.902) and for nichchu bari

39,627, Q = 0.803) though there is slight varia-

L

modernity independent of bari status.

Within both unchu bari and nichchuy bari groups,
literates have larger proportion of modernity, than
illiterates. The percentage difference.in unchu bari
is 58.83 (69.13 ~ 10.30) and in nichchu bari, it is

47,06 (62,36 - 15,30).,

In cther words, when bari status is controlled,
education has an independent effect on modernity.

Conversely, within each of the literate and illiterate

10

.



groups, bari is alsoc related to modernity to some
extent. Among literates, unchu bafi status grbup is
more modern thgn nicbchu bari group. The percentage
difference is 6.77 (69.13 = 62.36) for literates.
But for illitsrates, the picture is other way round,
that is, the nichchu bari statusi?gwkore modern, the
percentage difference is 5.00(15.30 - 10,30). This
effect of nichchu bari may be due to income, occupa-~
tion or indirect effect of education in the sense
they may be connected with educated group. Thus, when
education is controlled bari status has also some

independent effect on modernity though proportion is

very less in comparsen to sducation.

Which one of these two variables is mors
éf?ective? This is the question of relative effact.
The p mcedure suggested by Rosenberg (1968) is to
compare the proportion in two "Counter-directional®
groups, The proportion of high modernity among umchu
bari status illiterates is 10.38, while among nichchu
bari literate group, it is 62.36. Thus, nichchu bari
literate respondents are more modern than unchu bari
illiterates. Thé same fact can be represented by

ranking the percentage.
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Groups Modernity Percentage
T Unchu bari literates 68.13
2. Nichchu bari literates 62436 .
3. Urnchu bari illitsrates 10.30
4, Nichchu bari illitserates 15,30

Above figures can be used to calculate thé average
percentage differemce. The average effect of bari status,
gantrolling education,is 5.885. It is the'average of
(69.13 - 62.36 and 15.30 ~ 10.30)} Conversely, the
average effect of education, controlling bari status,
is 52,945, it is the average of 69.13 - 10.30 and
62,36 = 15.30, The cumulative effect of education and
sex is 53.83 (69.13 - 15,30), it is the difference of
the two "extreme consistent" groups (Rosenbarg,

19683 180). Thus, the impact of education is much

more higher than that of bari status.

5.17.6 Education and Modernity when controllsd for Occupation:




5.7.6 Association betuween Education with Modernity

when controlled for Occupation.

Table No.5.1.6

- e e o mm aw e R e ra WmE Wm M W e M e OM WM e eie  wm el Y ey e MM me e e e e

Non=Agricultural Agricultural
MOOET = mmrmcmmcs e e e s cmmine e e e e ot o
nity _Literate Illiterate Total _Literate 1Illiterate Total
freq. % Freq. % Freq. %  Freqg. %

L T . T T T T R S I )

High 62 B2.67 6 25.0 68 47 51,64 14 10.86 61
Lou 13 17.33 18 75.0 31 44  48.36 115  B89.14 159

I R T . T I I T I e T A T R S )

Total 75 100.00 24 100.0 99 91 100.00 129 100.00 220

W s P am M mm W %W s me  wm  mm WM s am  Em me AU e WS GE M uR aR YW W e em  @n e e

0.869 i = (0.795

£
il

28,111 dg1, P £ .01 X =44.316, d&1, P £ .01

>
]

. Among agricultural occupants of 220, 41.37 percent
(91) are literates and 58.63 percent (129) are illite-
rates, and among non-agricultural occupants of 99,

75.76 percent (75) are literates and 24.24 percent (24)
are illiterates. Thus, percentage of literates is more
{(75~76) among non-agricultufal occupants than that of

agricultural (41.37) occupants.

The data in Table No.5.1.6 reveal that sducation

and modernity are positively associated for both non=-
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agricultural respondents (X2 28,111, @ = 0.869) and

44,316, Q0 = 0.795) though

it
]

agricultural respondents (X2
there is a variation in percentage between agricultural

and non=-agricultural groups. This indicates the effect

of education on modernity independent of occupation.

Within both non-agricultural and agricultural groups,
literates have larger proportion of modernity than
illiterates., The percentage difference is 57.67 (82.67 =-
25.00) for non-agricultural group and 40.78 (51.64 - 10.8@)
for agricultural group. In other words, when occupation 1
is controlled education has an indspendent effect on
modernity. Converssly, within each of literate and
illiterate groups, occupation is related to modernity

to some extent. Among both literates and illitsrates,
non=-agricultural occupants are more modern than agri-
cultural occupants. The percentage difference is 31,03
(82.67 = 51.64) for literates and 14.14 (25.0 - 10.86)

for illiterates. Thus; when education is controlled
occupation has some independent effect on modernity

though the proportion is less in comparison toc that

of education,

Which one of these two variables is more effective?
This is the guestion of relative effect. The procedure

suggested by Rosenberg (1968) is to compare the proportion
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in two "“Counter directional" groups. The proportion of
modernity among non-agricultural illiterates is 25.00
while among agricultural literate group is 51.64. Thus,
the égricultural literate respondents are more modsrn
than mon-agricultural illiterates. The same fact can

be represented by ranking the percentags.

Groups Modernity in Percentage
1 Nen-agricultural literates 82.67
2. Agricultural literates 51.64
3. Non=agricultural illiterates 25,00

4, Agriculturél illiterates 10.86

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average psrcentage of diFferénce. The average effect
of occupation, controlling education,is 22.58 , it is
the average of 82,67 - 51,64 and 25.00- 10.86.
Converssly, the averags sffect of education, controlling
occupation,is 49.22,, it is the average of 82.67 - 25
and 51.64 ~ 10,86. The cumulative effect of educa=-
tion and occupation, is 71.81 (B2s67 =~ 10.86). I.t is
the difference 6f two extremeconsistent groups!
(Rosenberg, 1968). Thus, impact of education on

modernity is higher than that of occupation.
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5.1.7 Education and Modernity when controlled for Income:

Table 5.,1.7

Association between Education and Modernity when controlled

for Income

o e mm em W e W W AR WS T M MM e MW MK Ame W R e Gee  Mee W R e MM e e e e W e

High Income Low Income
Moder= —ememeccmccmc—————— e e e
nity ~_Literate Illiterate Total Literate _Illiterats_ Total
Freqe % Freg. % Frege % Freg. %

W e e e e m W e e M e e GRS M MG A s e R AN e KR WD MR e B e e e e e e

High 72 75.0 8 20,0 80 37 52.86 12 10.61 49

Low 24 25,0 32 80.0 56 33 47.14 101 89,39 134

Total 96 100,00 40 100,0 136 70 100,00 113 100.00 183

- e e N mm SE e W B M S MBI el e S s MW Sus el e me  We TR W e e W W am e e

0.808

0.846 a

£
1]

2 35,262, dg1, P £ .01 x? = 39,330 dg1, P < .01

>
it

Aﬁong low income=-group respondents of 583, 38.26
percent (70) are literates and 61.74 percent (113) are
illiterates. Of the 136 respondents of high income group,
70.51 percent (96) are literates and 29.41 percent (40)
are illiterates. Thus, the percentage of literateé is
more among high income group (70.51) than that of low

income group (38.26).

The ‘data in Table 5.1.7 reveal that education and
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modernity are positively associated for both high income
group (X2 = 35.262, Q = 0.846) and low income group

(x2 = 39.33, Q@ = 0,808), though there is variation in
percentage between high income and low income groups.
This indicate% the effect of education on modernity

independent of income.

Within both high income and low income groups,
litsrates have larger proportieon of moderﬁity than
illiterates. The percentage difference is 55,00(75.00~ 20.00
for high income group and 42.25 (52.86 - 16.61§ for low
income group. In other words, when income is controlled,
education has an independent effect on modernity.
Conversely, within each of literate and illiterate
groups, income is related to modernity. Among literates
and illiterates, high income respondents are more
modern than low,income ones. The percentage difference
is 22.14 (75.00- 52.86) for literates and 9.39
(20.00~ 10.61) for illiterates. Thus, when education
is controlled, income has some independent effect on
modernity though the proportion is less in comparison

to that of education.

Which one of these two variables is more effective?

This is the guestion of relative sffect. Rosenberg (1968)
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suggested a procedure to compare in two "Counter
directional® groups. The proportion of modernity among
high income illiterates is 20.0 while among low income
literate group it is 52.86. Thus;low income litsrate
respondents are more modern tham high income illiterates.
The same fact can be represented by ranking the

percentage.

Groups Modernity Percentage
1. High Income literates 75.09
2. Low Income literates 52.86
3. High Inceme illiterates 20.00
4. Low Income illiterates 10.61

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of
income, controlling education,is 15.73, it is the
average of 75,00~ 52,86 and 20.00~ 10.61., Conversely,
the average effect of education, controlling income,
is 4B.623%, it is the average of 75.0 -~ 20.0 and
52.86 = 10.61. The cumulative effect of educatioﬁ and
income is 64.39 (75.00- 10.6%). It is the difference
of tuwo extremeYconsistent groups"(Rﬁsenberg, 1968).
Thus, impact of education on mo&ernity is higher than

that of income.



5,7.8 Summary and LCenclusions:

Foeregoing analysis and discussions reveal that
education is pcsitibely agsociated with modernity when
it is controlled for variables like sex, age, bari
status, occupation and income. In simple parlangse, it
can be put that irrespective of variation regarding
age, sex, bari status, occupation and income of the
respondents, sducated persons will be having more of
modern attributes. Similag‘findings were reported by
Inkeles and Smith (174; 260) in their study of six
countries the world over tha£ is irrespective of
variation in urban-rural, factory experience etc.,
modern was a man who had higher level of education., In

their study the correlation for sducation was as follous:

Argen= Chile Bangla~- 1India 1Israsel Nigeria
tina desh
Education .55 .54 .56 .74 W43 .48

of
Inkeles and Smith's(1974, 73) case study(illiterate
farmer Ahmed Ullah of East Pakistan (Bangladesh) is

found fit here also.

Bhatnagar (1972) in his studies in Punjab villages

reported similar impact of education. ©Om modern values,
!
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attitudes of the villagers. Sullivan (1968) in his
studies found modern attitudes of the trainees in

the teacher's training colleges in Gujarat, India,

Gore et al (1970) found changing attitudes of educa-
tiognal participgnts due to impact of education.

Karim (Ward, 1964; 294-322) in his study found the
impact of education in changing values, attitudes, in
Bangladeshi (East Pakistan) socisty. Ward (1964; 25-102)
found the role of education in attitudinal change,
particularly among women in Asia. Gani (Ward, 1964;
323-340) found similar trend in Pakistani society.
Rajaquru (1980) found, in his study of family planning.
acceptance, education has the important factor.

Foster (1967) found the role of education in changing -
attitudes of the Africam for national movement and
independence. Kalra (1978) found in villages in U.P.,
India, the role of education in changing attitudes

from tradition to modern. Pandsy (1975) found in’
Bihar that education helped in creating modern values
of reformists! attitudes among people. Srinivas (19663
119-134) found girls were less particular about tradi-
tional beliefs and rituals, due to education. Jain (1981)
found in his article that the spread of education

revaolutionalized the popular attitudes. Inkeles and



Smith (19743 143) found that those who had been in
school for longer period were not only better

informed and verbally more fluent, but also had a-
different sense of time, and a strong sense of personal
and social efficiency, rather than the men who had
lower period of échaoling. The study suggested the
positive association between educati?n and acceptance

of modern values in society.

Armer, et al (1971; 604-621) found a clear and
consistent influence of western education on modern
value-orientation among the pesople of Kano, Africa.
Gosh (1969; 27~37) found that education changed the
outlook, values, attitudes, of the respondents.
Sachchidananda (19683 71=-85) found that sducation
changed social values of the women of scheduled

caste,

The villagers under study have been found to be
modern with educational attaimments. The independaent
and genuine impact of education is tested with the help
of some other available variables. In every case, esdu-
cation is found mostly determinant factor of moderni-
zation or modernity. The mﬁdern individual will be
working as change agent im the villages under study in
Bangladesh by his role, status, attitudes, and overall
social interéction. The analysis that follows will cast

in this regard to identify social change in the village

as a result of education.



5.2 EDUCATION AND SUPERSTITIONS:

5.2.1 Introduction:

Superstitions, rituals (Zaidi, 1970; 91-104) and
fatalistic beliefs, generally, refer to a ready and
uncritical explanation of phenomena in terms of the
doings of unknown agent or agents. It is characterized
by a rigid belief in supsrnatural and a passive de-
pendence on nature's taking her own course., Fatalism
may be both an individual and & group phenomena, origi=-
natiné from cultural context (Spiroc, 1966). It is,
genefally agsumed that groups, with feelings o% insecurity
and helplessness owing to the absence of facilities for
controlling natural mishaps, show greater fatalistic
tendencies. It also sustains them against natural

calamities and unexpectsd happenings {Kerr, 1963).

It is generally believed that villagers in
almost all under-developed and developing countries
are fatalistic in their attitudes to ths supernatural
and the unseen, These attitudes have a strong religious
bias. It is because of this easy credulity of the |
villagers in Bangladesh that the simple religious

tenents have become mixed with a number of rituals.
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The village illiterate in Bangladesh is a typical
example of a religious man who strongly belisves in

the divinity of all unexplainable events (Zaidi, 1970).
Tge villagers bhelieve in the unknown agents résponsible

for floods, droughts, dissases, epidemics, etc. |

}Margarret Mead (1955) in her study in Burma

found similar type of fatalism and superstitions. To

- quote her: "These religious systems, the official
Budhism and unformalized religion of the NATs are the
basis of the conecepts about health and illness, mis-
fortune, well~being potency and achievement... If he
suffered misfortune, it was because he had failed in
his preventive measures against the NATs or becauss
he had unwillingly offended them.® Afsar (1979; 79-81)
and Zaidi (1970; 91-104) in their studies in some
Bangladesh villages, found different kinds of supersti-
tious belisfs and practices. They found that the
villagers were fatalistic., It is also generally agreed
upon that in every society there are different kinds
of superstitious bellefs and practices everywhere

in the world.

The present study, as mentioned earlier, intends

[

to find out the impact of education on thess supersti-

tious beliefs and practices. The hypothesis (No.2) that



has besn put forward for testing reads as follous:
"The more educated a person is,the less he/she will

have superstitious beliefs and practices."

Qut of the innumerable lists of superstitious
practices and sayings, as mentioned by Afsar (1979)
and Zaidi (1970) regarding traditions, values, agri-

e e

culture, religion etc., 20 such items wers taken to

form a schgggigwggggggéng tq_spitability of the

e e b I

locality concerned. It is to be noted that thess

T R—————
Rl i e

sayings vary in ths same country also from region to
region. These tuenty itams wers selected on the
basis of field test in the locality. As mentionéd

in Chapter No. III on "regearch - methodology"®,

the answers were in the form of 'Yes' or'Ne'. for
'No', it was 0, and for 'Yes', it was I, i.e. mimi-
mum score was 0 (0x20), maximum being 20 (1x20)

for the schedule. The more the score, the more is
tge degree of superstitions. The total score was
dichomotized as high and low arcund arithmetic

mean (10.99), as 11 and below as low and 12 and above

as high (Total scores are affixed to appendix B =~

Table NO.7.2).

5.2.2 Education and change in Superstitions:




Table Noe5.2.1 ;

Association between levels of Education and Superstitions

super- _foner o 8.5.0. o Primary o ILLITOTat® qotar
stitions Freqe. % Freq. & Freg. % Freqg.

High 8: 0.00 4 7,40 40 49,39 114 74,50 158
Low 31.100,00 50 92,80 41. 50.61 39 25,50 161
Total 31 100,00 54 100,00 81 100,00 153 100.00 319

e me s e ew em e M e W Te M e M e TE A e Wer . AR e e KR M W R e e e

(Source: Table No.7.2 appendix B)

The table no.5.2.1 reveals that all, out of 31 res-
pondents, having highsr level of education, are in ths
low superstitious category, percentage being 100.00. QOut
of the 54 respondents of 5.5.C. level, 4 (7.40) score
’high and 50 (92.60) score lou, of the 81 respondents of
primary level, 40 (49.39) score higﬁ and 41 (50.61) low,
of the 153 illiterates, 114 (74.50) score-high and 39
(25.50) lou.-Dut of these scorss it is found that with
the increass of levels of education the supsrstitions
decrease, Thess scores, for more clear, precise and
simple analysis, can be presented along with the

dichotomization of literate, consisting of highser, 5.5.C.



and primary levels of education on the one hand and
the illiterates on the other, as mentioned in
methodology. This follows a 2 x 2 contigency table
in order to find out the level of significance and
association of superstitious beliefs and practices

with education.

Table No«a5.2.2

Association betuween Educatiocn and Supérstitious

beliefs and practices

W ewm M e G WA MM e M R S WO GMe e e S R e e R e e e e e R e

igperstl~ Literate Illiterate Total
ion 0 meememcmesmeee e e

Freq. % Freq. %
High 45 27.11 113 ° 73.86 158
Low 121 72.89 40 26.14 161
Total 166 100,00 153 100.00 319
2 = 69.60 df.el, P £ .01.

The data in table no.5.2.2 confirm the hypo-
thesis., Among 166 literate respondents, 72.89 percent
(121) score low on superstitious beliefs and practices

while anly 27.11 (45) score high. Among 153 illiterate
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respondents, 73.86 percent (113) score high on super-
stitious beliefs and practices while 26.14 (40) score
low. The naturs of association of superstitions and

education is negative (Q= -0,767, X2=69.60,dﬁ1,9 £ ,01).

Now, it is to be found out how genuine is this
association. For this purpose, as it is done for modern
attributes at the earlier section of this chapter, (5.1)

other variables viz. sex, age, bari status, occupation,

income are put as test variables keeping education as
constant as a) education and sex, b) education and age,
c) education and bari status, d) education and occupa=-
tion, e) education and income. By this amalysis, the
independent‘and relative effects of the variables can
be assessed (Rosenberg, 1968).

5.2.3 Education and change in superstition when
controlled for sex:

Table NO.5.2.3

Association between Education and Superstitions when
controlled for Sex

W am e e e W e e s M e W W e e e M M B WE M M e R mm W M o e e

Super~ MALE FEMALE
Gltie =emmmmmmmeme e e ——————
tions Literate JIlliterate lLLiterate Illiterate

o -y S > G - W G - - T - " - " - - - —— - WS — ST W P A o My T M i Vo S Gy S

- s mw ww ww m ww’ e e we wm e wm' e e e ewm aw e e e s e e e s e e e we e

High 14 15.21 45 60.00 59 31 41.90 68 87.18 99

Low. 78 84.79 380 40,00 108 43 58,10 10 12.82 53
_________________________ {om e owm wm - —

Total %2 100,00 75 100,00 167 74 100,00 78 100,00 152

W eee e mes e W Gme M W W R s e M SR dee Swa MR WA TOR M amm W W e e s s e e e

X2 = 36.27, d&g1, P £ .01 x? = 34,29, dg1, P £ .01
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The table no.5.2.3 shows literates are more among
males (55.09%) than females (48.69%). From the table it
is found that education and high superstitiens are
negatively associated for both male (Q = ~0.786,

2 = 34.29) though

2
X“=36.27) and female (Q = -0.808, X
there is slight variation between males and females.
This indicates independent effect of education on

superstitions,

Within male and female groups, literates hauye
smaller proportion of superstitions than illiterates.
The percentage difference is (15.21 - 60.00) 44.79 for
male, and 45.28 (41.90 - 87.18), for females. In other
words, when sex is controlled sducation has an indepen~
dent effect on superstitions. Conversely, when educa-
tion is controlled sex has also an iﬂdependent effect
though less in compariscn to education., Here for
literates, it is 26.69 (15.21 = 41.90) and for
illiterates 27.18 (87.18 - 41,90) indicating females

are more superstitious.

Which one of these two variables is more effective?
It is the proportion in two "counter directional'
groups (Rosenberg, 1968). The proportion of supsrstitions

among literate female is 41.90 while it is 60,00 for
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male illiterates. Thus,female literates are less
superstitious than male illiterates. The same
fact can be represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Extent of superstition
in terms of percentage

1. Male literates 15.21
2. Female literates 41.90
3. Male illiterates l 60.00
4 Female illiterates 87.18

The average effect of sex, controlling edu=-
cation,is 26.94 percent, It is the average of
41.90 - 15,21 and 87.18 - 60. The average effect of
education, controlling sex,is 45.4. It is the average

Thus, it is found from the above analysis
that educated respondents irrespective of sex

are less superstitiocuse.

5.24.4 Education and change in superstition whan
controlled for Age:
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Table N0050204

Association between Education and Superstitious beliefs

and practices when controlled for age

“n me e s Em s e B me TP B R mm e B e M SR M A WA e R e e Me We mm W e

Low Age High Age
SUPET= =—=———me e ccm— i ——— —————— e e e S :
sti-  Literate _Illiterate Total Literats Illiterate Tota
tion Freq. % Fregq. % Freq. % Freg. %

- e am e mE W SR me e mm M8 S Wm0 s e M W e e M W e mm e R e e AR e e e

High 23 23,96 61 76.25 84 22 31,43 52 71,23 74

Low 73 76.04 19 23,79 92 48 68,57 21 28.27 69

- wm e W e e EN e e EEm e e e Bm Ms e Sm MR TR e e L Wk am ww e e e Se e

Total 96 100.00 80 100,00 176 70 100,00 73 100.00 143

g = =0,821 -0.687

£
]

22.687 dﬂ?,P L. cD1 °

>
]

47.826, df.1, P £ .01 X

I

Among the 176 respondents of low age group, 54.54
percent (96) are literates and 45.46 percent (80) are
illiterates and among the 143 of high age group 48.96
percent (70) are literates and 571.04 percent (73) are
illiterates, respectively. Thus, the percentage of
literates is more (54.54) in low age group than that

of high age group (48.96).

The data in table no.5.2.4 reveals that educa-

tion and lsvel of superstitiows beliefs and practices



are negatively associated for both high age group

(x2 = 22,687, § = ~0,687) and low age group (x2 = 47.826,
Q = -0.821), though there is variation in percentage,

The table also reveals that irrespective of age

groups, the literates have lower percentage of
superstitions, it is 23.96 pergent for low age group

and 31.43 percent for high ags group, respectively.

This indicates the effect of education independent

of age.

Within both lou age and high age géoup literates
have smaller proportion of superstitions in comparison
to illiterates, The percentage difference is 52.30
(76,25 = 23.96) for low age and 39.80 (71.23 = 31.43)
for high age group. In other words, when dge is
controlled, education has an independent effect on
superstitious beliefs and practices. Conversely, within
sach of the literate and illiterate group, age is also
related to superstitioms. Among litsrates, low age
group is less superstitious than high age group, ﬁha
percentage difference is 7.47 (31.43 ~ 23.96). Among
illiterates, high age group is less superstitious than
low age group, the percentgge difference is '5.02
(76.25 - 71.23). Thus, when education is controlled,

age has also some independent effect on superstitions.



Which one of these two variables is more effective?
This is the guestion of relative sffect. It is the
proportion in two "counter directional! groups as
suggested by Rosenberg (1968). The ppoportion of
superstitions among literates of high age group is
31.43 while it is 76,25 for illiterates of low ags
groupe. Tﬁus, high age literates. are less superstitious
than low age illiterates. The same faclt can be re=-

presented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Extent of Superstition
in Percentags
T Low age literates 23,56
2. High age litserates 31.43
3 Low age illiterates 76425
4, High age illiterates 71423

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect
of educatian, controlling age,is 46.05. It is the
average of 76.25 - 23.96 and 71.23 - 31,.,43. Conversely,
the effect of age, controlling education,is 6.25.

It is the average of 31.43 - 23,86 and 76.25 = 71.23,

Thus, literates are found to be Léss superstitious

irrespactive of age.

232
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52,5 Education and change in Superstitions when
controlled for Bari Status:

Table ND.S- 2.5
Association between Education and Superstitiocus beliefs

and practices when controlled for bari status

Super=- Tﬁadétional Unchu {rad%tional Nichchu

sti- . tHigh) Bari opo. L Low) Bari ______

tions [iterste I11itarats_ ' o  [Iarabs II11%87als o -
Freq. % Ffreq. % Freg. Freqg. %

High, 20 24,70 52 76.48 172 25 29,41 61 71.77 86

Low 61 75,30 16 23.52 77 60 70,59 24 28B.23 84

Total 81 100.00 68 100,00 149 85 100,00 85 100,00 170

. s s e S wm me wm MR G em W em  WE wmm TR MW WD e e e TR M et W e e e ew Sm e

£
]

X"= 30.498 df.1, P £ .01

=
1]

39.688 df.1, P £ .01

Among nichchu bari respondents of 170, 50.0 percent (85)
and 50,0 percent (85) are literates and illiterates. Among
unchu bari, it is 54.37 percent (81) for literates and
45.63 (68) p;rcent for illiterates, respectively. Thus,
the percentage of literates is more (54.37) among

unchu bari respondents than nichchu bari respondents (50.0).



The data in Table No.5.2.5 reveal that educa-
tion and superstitious beliefs and practices are
negativelyvassaociated for both unchu bari (§ = -0.816,
x? = 39.688) and nichchu bari (q = -0.718, x2 = 30.498).

This indicates the effect of education on supersti-

tions beliefs and practices independent of bari status.

Within both unchu bari and nichchu bari, literatss
have smaller proportion of superstitions than 1lli-
terates. The percentage difference in unchu bari is
51,78 (76.48 = 24,70) and in nichchu bari is 42.36
(71,77 = 29,41). In other words, when bari status is
controlled, education has an imdependent.effect on
superstitions. Conversely, within sach of the literats
and illiterate group, bari status is also related to
superstitions to some extent. Among literates nichchu
bari stafus group is more superstitious than unchu
bari group, the percentaée difference is 4.71
(29.41 - 24,70). For illiterates, unchu bari status

group is more superstitious, the percentage difference

\
Thus, when education is controlled bari status

has alsoc some independent effect on superstitions

though the proportion is very less in comparison to



that of education.

Which one of these two variables is more effective?
This is the guestion of relative effect. This can be
found out by comparing in two "counter directiomal®
groups as suggested by Rosenberg (1968). The propor-
tion of high superstitions amomg unchu bari illiterates
is 76,48, while among nichchu bari literates, it is
29.41. Thus,nichchu bari literates are less supersti-

tious than unchu bari illiterates.
The same fact can be represented by ranking the
percentage.

Groups Extent of supersti-
tion in pasrcentage

Te Unchu bari literates 24,70
2. Nichchu bari literates 29,41
3 Unchu bari illiterates 76.48
4o Nichchu bari illiterates 71.77

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage di??e;ence. The average effect of
bari status, contreolling education,is 5.21. . .

It is the average of 29.41 = 24,70 and 76.48 - 71.77,

The average effect of .education, controlling bari

status,is 46.78. It is the average of 76.48 - 24.70



230

and 71.77 - 29.41. Thus,educated are found to be less

superstitiocus irrespective of bari status.

s

5.2.6 Education and change in Superstitions when
controllied for occupation:

Table No.5.2.6

Association between Education and Superstitions when

controlled for Occupation

B ww am e ME ws TE s em W we M e e W M R B R MM e e S T e e mm m M 8 me

Non-Agricultural Agricultural
Super=- occupants occupants
sti- ST T ol it itk 1 T s ubuey
tion Lsiterates Illiteraiss ;,y,) Literatee Illiferates q,¢5
Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freg. %

o mw e ER em e s e e S MR em W MR e M W e MM W AW TR e ma e W N mm G e e

High 13 17.33 14 58,33 27 32 35,17 99 76.74 131

Low 62 82,67 10 41.67 72 58 64,23 30 23.26 89

- mm M wm  mm em B m e mER e Wm M wm s mm e mm W ma W My Em em  Gm e as wm am

it
it

X2 = 15,409, df.1, P £ .01 x® = 38.295, df.1, P £ .01

Among agricultural occupants of 220, 41.37% (91)
are literates and 58.63% (129) are illiterates. Among
non-agricultural occupants 75.76% (75) are literates
and 24.24% (24) are illiterates. Thus, percentage of

literates is more (75.76) among non-agricultural

+



occupants than that of agricdltural occupants

(41.37%).

The data in Table No.5.2.6 reveal that.educa=-
tion and superstitious beliefs and practices are
negatively associated for both non-agricultural

respondents (Q =-0.739, X2 = 15.409) and agricultural

respondents (Q =-0,717, X2 = 38,295), though there
is variation in percentage between agricultural and

non~agricultural groups. This indicates the effect of

education on superstitions independent of occcupation.

Within both;non-agricultural and agricultural
groups, literatss have smaller proportion of supersti=
tions than illiterates., The percentage difference is
41,00 (58.33 = 17.33)for non-agricultural group and
41.57 (76,74 = 35.17) for agricultural group. In other
words, when occupation is controlled, education has an
independent effect on superstitions. Conversely,
within each of literate and illiterate group, occupa-
tion is also related to superstitions to, some extent,
Among both literates and illiterates, non=agricultural
group is less superstitious than agricultural one.

The percentage difference is 17.84 (35.17 - 17.33) for

literates and 18.4% (76.74 =~ 58,33) for illiterates.,

237
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Thus, when eduscation is controlled occupation has
some independent effect on superstitions, though the

proportion is less in comparison to that of sducation.

Which one of these two variables is more
effective? This is the guestion of relative effect.
This can be found ou by comparing the two '"counter
directionall groups as suggested by Rosenberg (1968).
The proportioﬁ of superstitiocus beliefs and practices
among non-agricultural illiterates is 58.33, while
among agricultural literates, it is 35.17. Thus, the
agricultural literate group i1s less supsrstitious
than non-agricultural illiterates. The same fact can

be represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Extent of supersti-
tions in percentage
Te Non=Agricultural 17.33
literates
2. Agricultural literates . 35.17
3, Non=-Agricultural 58,33
illiterates
4o Agricultural illiterates 71674

Above figures can be used to calculate average
percentage difference. The average effect of sduca-

tion, controlling occupation,is 41,29, It is the

\



average of 58.33 -~ 17,33 and 76.74 - 35.17. Conversely,
the average effect of occupation, controlling educa-
tion;is 18.13. It is the average of 35,17 - 17.33

and 76474 - 58,33,

Thus, educated are found to be less supersti-

tious irrespective of occupation.

5,2.,7 Education and change in Superstition when
controlled for Income:

Table NOe5.2.7

Association bestween Education and Superstitions when

controlled for ;ncome

W e e e e M R Em e G ER GRS MR WA NG R SR M MM TR e e e WE s ee e e

super~ _____High Income o bou Income
igé; Literate Illiterate Literate Illiterats

— D" " P — T - T - T " —

- e aw em e em e e wm e em wm e L T . I I R R Y

High 19 19.80 32 80.00 51 26 37.14 81 71,69 107

Low 77 80.20 8 20,00 B85 44 63.86 32 28,31 76

Total 96 100,00 40 100,00 136 70 100.00 113 180.00 183

O e M wes W R ER e e W ww W R T N W e e WD e wR I e we e e e e Sm e e

A 80621

£
i

- 0.883

g o
]

il
]

x? 43.671,dF.1, P £ .01 X2 21.234, dF.1, P £ .01

Among low income group of respondents of 183,

38,26% (70) are literates and 61.74% (113) are illiterates.
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0f the 136 respondents,of high income group, 70.51%
(96) are liferates, and 29.41% (40) are illiterates.
Thus, the percentage of litsrates is more among
high income group (70.51) than that of low income

group (38.26).

The data in Table No.5.2.7 reveal that educa-
tion and high superstitious beliefs and practices
are negatively associated for both high income group

2 = 43%,671) and low income group

(g = -0.883, X
(@ =-0,621, X2 = 21.234) though there is variation

in percentage between high income and low inceme groups.
This indicates the independent effect of education on
superstitious beliefs and practices, Within, both

high income and low income groups, literates have
smaller proportion of superstitions than illiterates.
The percentage difference is 60.20 (80.00 - 19.80)

for high income group and 34.55 (71.69 - 37.14) for

low income group, In other words, when income is
controlled, education has an independent effect on
superstitious beliefs of practices conversely, within
each of literate and illiterate group income is also

related to superstition. Among literates, high income

respondents are less superstitious, the percentage



difference is 17.34 (37.14 - 19.80) for illiterates,

high income group is more superstitious, the

percentage difference is B.,31 (80.00~ 71.69). This .
may be explained on the basis of the fact that

high income may be due to the possession of land

property.

Thus, when education is controlled income has
also some independent effect on superstitions thdugh the

proportion is less in comparison to that of education.

Which one of those two variables is more
effective? This is the guestion of relative effect.
This can be found out by comparing the two %counter
directionall éroups, as suggested by Rosenberg (1968).
The proportion of high superstitions among high
income illiterates is 80,00while. among low income
literate group, it is 37.%4. Thus, low income literate .
resp&ndents are less superstitious than high income

illiterates. The same €act can also be represented by

ranking the percentags.

Groups Extent of Supersti-

tions in percentage
1. High income literates 192.80
2. Low income literates 37.14
3. High income illiterates 80,00

4, Low income illiterates 71.69



Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage differenca. The average effect
of education,éontrolling income sis 47.37. It is the
average of 80,0 -~ 19,80 and 71.69 ~ 37.14. Conversely,
the average effect of income, controlling education,
is 12.82. It is the average of 37.14 - 19,80 and
80,00 - 71.69. Thus, educated are found to be less

superstitious, irrespective of income.

5.2.8 Summary and Conclusionss

Foregoing analysis and interpretation reveal that
education is negatively associated with superstitions.
This confirms the hypothesis. The educated will be
having less superstitions., The impact of other
variables as sex, age, bari status, occupation and ;
incdome is there, but as the analysis shows, it is

proportionately less to that of education.

The Findings of the present étudy can be supported
by the findings of other studies as mentioned somewhere
(Chapters I and I1) as Inkeles and Smith (1974),

Gore, et al (1970), Sullivan (1968), Karim (Ward, 1964),
Kalra (1978), Srinivas (1966), Bhatnagar (1972),
pube (1958), Rac (Gore, et al, 1967), Desai (1978),

Ward (1964), Gani {(Ward, 1964), Alexandar (1968),



Gosh (1969), Sachchidananda (1968), Moomaw (1947),

Afsar (1979), Srivastava (1968), Pandey (1975) etc.

5.3.17 EDUCATION AND FAMILY AND MARRIAGE:

Family is considered as one of the basic insti-
tuions of the 'society (Mukherjee, 19713 241). B.
Russel takes family as one of the two most important
systemsfof the society, the other being, the esconomic
system (Karim, 19723 102). Inkeles and Smith (1974;
25) place family as only second to religion in social
syétem. Ivor Morrish (19723 162) maintains family as
one of the basic primary groups of the society.
Aristotle in his Politics (Karim, 19723 183) focussed
on family as very encaompassing includ;ng economic
aspects. The word t'economic! also was derived from
the greek word Oikos meaning family or homestead

(Karim, 1972; 83).

Marriage 1is considered as one of deepést and
most complex i?volvemeqts of human relationships
(Kapur, 19803 63). It is the corner stome of socisties.
There are various institutionmalized rituals and
practices that are attached to the system of marriage.
Marriage, technically, is a legal contract, betueen

a couple (Zaidi, 1970; 46).



From the daﬁn of civilization, diffsrent types
of families and marriages have been found in practice.
Wnich (Shills, 1968; Vol. 10:1) identifiss families
not only of the marital Coﬁples and their children,
but also of larger group. He differentiates various
types of families. The extended or joint family includes
a nuclear family plus lineal and collateral kinsmen.
Nuclear family, on the other hand, is where rights
and obligations among those in the larger kins group
are given little emphasis relative to the claim among

the members of the same nuclear family.

In Indian situation, Mukherjee (Unithan, et al,
1965; 200) and Kapadia (19583 272) find joint or
extended families consisted of some generations under
éhe same family as husband, wife, their children,
children's children, parents, cousins, sister's children
with some other relatives. Morrison (1959; 45-67) found
‘“three types of families as nuclear, consisted of
conjugal pair with or without other relatives; joint
family, consisting of two or more conjugal pairs with
or without other rel atives ana gquasi~joint family
consisting of two conjugal pairs with or withﬁut other
relatives and further if the hushbands in two pairs

are telated as father and son. In Bangladesh, Karim



(Ward, 1964) found joint family consisted of some
generations as the Dutta family of the district of

Noakhali,

Contracting and performing marriages follow many
formalities and vary from culture to culture as well as
within a culture. Karim (Ward, 1964; 311) finds in
Bangladesh (Fast Pakistan), thes prevailing idea in Moslem
society is that there should not be a moment's delay in
the marriage of a girl as soon as she comes of marriage
age, sometimes before puberty. In rural Béngladesh, the
parents of a girl who remains unmarried after puberty
suffer severe censure from the society. In Pakistan,
Amna Gani (Ward, 1964; 323-340) finds that if a girl is
not married at the age of 20, she was suspected as being
physically or mentally<§§ggg££;3. Mukherjee (19713 8-19)
found in Bengal that, bachelors were not entertainsd
in the socisty, they would be ostracised from main-
stream of society. Around - 1942 -~ 45, he found marriage
for boys as 16 years to 18 years and for girls 12 years
to 14 years for previous period it was, as he found, 15

years to 16 years for boys and 10 years to 12 years for

girls.

Studies ?y Aird (Maron, 1957; 36) in the villages
of Karful and Senpara, Dac¢ca around 1952-53, found

marriage age for girls in Karful was 11,7 years and



Senpara 11.1 and for boys 19.4 years in Karful and
19.6 in Senpara, respectively. Smith (Ward, 1964; 507)
found marriage age as 15 ysars to 19 years in South
East Asia and it was 20 years for Western Europe and
North America. In Indian sub=-continent about 70 per=-
cent got married betwsen 15 years énd 19 years while
it was 17 years to 18 years for Indonesia. In the
periocod 1946-51, marriage age for rural arsas was 14,6
years and 16.4 for urban areas in India (Ward, 1964),
Godwin (19723 65) found traditional marriage age in
village communities as 12 years to 15 years for girls,

and 13 years to 15 years for boys, respectively,

I

In the traditional societies family background,
age, religion, caste, sect, wealth wers the main
criterias for arranging marriage (Zaidi, 1970; 50),
Karim (19765 147) found the family background as basis
of marriage selection. The high family (unchu bangsha)
did not have marital relations with the low family
(nichchu bangsha). Karim (Ward, 1964) also found in
sarlier times marriage ceremonial function would
gontiﬁue for month long with many formalities, with
heavy financial involvements. This was onse of the
causes of rural indebtedness in viliages, in earlier
times. The extreme form of traditional margiage pattern

was found in Egyptian royal families where marriages

3

2

6



would be arranged between brother and éisfer in order
to preserve the royal blood, as mentioned by

‘Lowie (Karim, 19723 82). Marriage in high family (unchu
bangsha) means elevation of social status. Bertoceci
(1970) called it as getting into ‘Sardari lineage. Wood
(Hug, 1978; 16=-58) found marriages between high family

and high family.

It is generally assumed and as found by Ross
(19613 264) in Indian situation that edqution spreads
a spirit of individual and social mobility consequently
leading to changes in types and patterns of family
and marriage., Karim (Ward, 1964) found in Bangladesh
that marriage function of educated couples took only
some hours in the city of Dacca. Educated m&thers are
found to be more adaptive to family planning measurses
(Rajaguru, 1980). Studies in Punjab villages in India
shoued that joint family, doury system, caste marriagse
were not suppored by educated respondents (Bhatnagar,

19723 81-103).

Pandey (1975) found in Bihar that educated
pecple fought against dowry system, child marriage,
other rituals and discardsd purdah system. Inter-caste

marriages were found in Kerala, India, among educated
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by Alexandar (1968). Rajamanickam (1966), Ahmad (1973),
Baker (1973), Mehta (1974), Narain (1975) found that

" majority Univergity/college students and educated
persons disfavourad joint family, preferrsed self selec~
tion of marriage partners, better status for women and
approved family planning. Karim, (Ward, 1964) found change
in reole and status of educated women in Bangladesh.
Gore and others (1970) found edycated supported inter-
caste marriage, self-selection of marriage partners,
and less particular about rituals. Of course, there are
some studies which found that educated did not support
inter-caste marriage or discard of rituals etc,. as

for example, Ojha (1968).

On the basis of the importance of the institu-
tion of family and marriage in the village communities
and studies on educationand family and marriage, it is
assumed that education will have an impact on changes

in family and marriage affairs.

As mentiomed earlier in Chapter III (3.9.4.3)

twelve questions were asked to the respondents for their
[ NP —— {

J
viewus. The responses were svaluated according to the

content of the responses and the specimen set up by

MeS.Gore and others (1970; 136-17) (Specimen are put

in appendix B) and guiding teacher and experts as



mentioned in Methodology. (Evaluation Procedures
according to questions and trends of responses are
affixed to appendix B). Change oriented responses were
evaluated for scoring two and less, change-oriented
responses for one. As mentioned in Methodology chapter,
out of the twelve guestions, the maximum score was 24
(2x12) while minimum was 12 (1x122. The scores were
dichotomized at arithmetic mean 16.4 as 17 and above
high (more change-oriented), 16 and below low (less
changs=~oriented). The hypothesis (No.3) that has been

put forward for testing reads as follows:

"The more educated a person is, the more he/she

will prefer a change in family and marriage affairs,"

Data are presented for testing the hypothesis

according to the %ables that follow:

Table No«5.3.1

Agsociation between Levels of Education and Change in

Family and Marriage affairs

e Em mm ew e WA W R W BB MD M MR G B o6 e e mm e wm WA e e G e mm e W e

o W e D Ty D S S W G W Gy iy o YO WS MR Lt S SO I e S " G R

. ame TR R G T mE e W MR e e e e e M MR W e e TR swe R SR M e e dee N e R e

High 29 93.55 37 68.51 33 40.75 25 16.33 124 38.88

Low 2 6.45 17 31.49 48 59,25 128 83.67 195 61.12
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Table ﬁo.5.3.1 reveals that 29 respondents, out
of the total 31 respondents of higher education score
high change, percentage being 93.35 and 2 score low
change, percentage being 6.45; 37 out of the total 54
respondents of 5.8.C. education score high change,
percentage being 68.51 and 17 scors louw cﬁange, per-—
centage being 31.49; 33 respondents of the total 81
respondents of primary education score high change,
percentage being 40.75 and 48 score low, percentage
being 59.25; and ocut of the, total 153 illiterate res—
pondents, only 25 score high change, percentage being
16,33 and the rest 128 score lou{change,‘percentage being
83.67. These scores reveal that with the increase of
the levels of sducation, the percentage of change also
increases., It also indicates that though in smaller
proportion, illiterates alsoc possess some change and
educated also possess some‘less change in attributes.
For more clear and precision, thess are presented bslou,

5.3.2 Assaciation between Education and change in
Family and Marriage affairs:

The same scores are presented in Table 5.3.2
according to the dichotomizing forms of literate and
illiterate respondents {as mentioned in Methodology in

3.9.2 and for the sections of the Chapter on "Education
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and Modernity", and "Education and Superstitions") to
find out the association of education and change in
family and marriage affairs in a more, clear, simple

and precise way.

Tahle No.5.3.2

Association between EdWucation and change in Family
and Marriage Affairs

W e em e am e e e e W MK emm e R MM e e S mwm e W W e m e e e

Change l.iterate Illiterate Total
Freq. % Freq. %
High 99 59,63 25 16.33 124
Low 67 40,37 128 83.67 195
Total 166 100,00 153 100.00 319
2
Q = 0,766 X~ = 62,817 df.1, P », .01

The data in the table No.5.3.2 confirm the hypo=~
thesis. Among 166 literate respondents, 99 (59.63) and
67 (40.37) score high change and low change=oriented
attributes, respectively, while among the 153 illiterate
respondents, 25 (16.33) and the rest 128 (83.17) score
high and louw change-oriented attributes, respectively.
The associatiaon (x2 = 62.817) is significant at .01

level, and positive (Q = 0.766).



Now, the question may arise, how far this positive
association of education with change-oriented attributes
on family and marriage is genuine. This may be due to
some other antecedent variables active in the village.
In order to find an answer to such a gquestion and to
find out independent, relative, and cumulative effect
of the variables of education, sex, age, bari status,
occupation and income, the data are presented according
to cross tables that follow , taking in every case edu-

cation as constant, as per technique suggested by Trakis

Hirschi and Selvin (1967; 73) and Rosenberg (1968; 169-182).

5.3.3 Education and change in Family and Marrlage affairs

when controlled for Sex:

Table N0.5.3.3

Association between Education and change in Family of
Marriage Affairs when controlled for JeX

- e e s mm mm e e e M Em M ws N e MW e e MR Mm e TWR  dax W e e e W e R e
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High 59 64.13° 16 21,33 75 40 54.05 9 11.53

Low 33 35.87 59 7B.67 92 34 45,95 69 B88.47 1
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x? = 30.587,df.1, P £.01 X°= 31.421,df.1, P, .01



The data in Table’No.B.Z.S reveal that among 152

female respondents, 4B8.67 percent (74) are literates and-

51.31 percent (78) are illiterates respsctively, among
167 males, 55.09 percent (92) are literates and 44.91
percent are illiterates, respectively. Thus, the per-
centage of literates is more (55.09) among males than

that of females (48.69). The data show that education

and change in family and marriage affairs are positively

associated for both male (X2 = 30,587, Q = 0.736) and

female (X2 = 31.421, Q = 0.800) though there is some

variation in percentage between males and females, males

being more change~oriented than females. This indicates
the effect of educdation on change in family and

marriage independent of ssx. .

Within both male and female groups, literates have

larger ﬁroportion of change than illiterates. The
percentage difference in males is 42.80 (64.13 - 21.33)
and 42.52 (54.05 - 11.53) for females. In other words,
when sex is controlled, education has an independent
effect on family and marriage. Conversely, within each
of the literate and illiterate groups, sex is also
related to change to some extent. Among both literates

and illiterateg’males are more change-criented than

i

females. The percentage difference is 10.08(64.13 - 54.05)



for literates and 9,80 (21.33 - 11.53) for illiterates.
Thus, when education is controlled, sex has also soms
independent effect on *‘change' though the proportion is

very small in comparison to 'education'.

Now, relatively which variable is more sf fective,
'education' or 'sex'? This is the question of relative
effect as Rosenberg (1968) suggested the procedure to
compare the proportion in two "ecounter directionall
groups. The proportion of 'change' among male -illiterates
‘is 21.33 and that of female literates is 54,0b5. Thus,
the female literate respoédents are mere change~oriented

" than male illiterates.

The same fact can be represented by ranking the

paercentages
Groups Percentage of change for
family and marriage
affairs

1. "Male literates 64,13
2. Female literates ‘ 54.05
3. Male illiterates - 21.33
4e Female illiterates ’ 11.53

Above figures can be used to calculate the average
percentage difference. The average effect of education,

controlling sex,is 42.66. It is the average of 64.,13-21,33
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and 54.05 - 11,53, Conversely, the average effect of
sex, caontrolling education, is @'91. It is the average

of 64,13 .~ 54,05 and 21.33 - 11.53.

Once the independent and relative effects of edu-
cation and sex are found out, it is the turn of cumula-
tivé effect. In other words, how strongly sex and edu-
cation combinely effect on change in family and marriage
affairs. For cumulative effect, Rosenberg (1968; 169=183)
suggested to compare the Euo "extreme consistent" groups.

The cumulative effect is 52.60 (64.13 = 11.53).

Thus, it is found that education has a greater
impact on change in family and marriage affairsg in

comparison to sexXe.

5.3+4 Education and change in, Family and Marriage affairs
when controlled for Age:

Table No.5.3.4

Rssociation between Education and Change in Family and

Marriage affairs when controlled for Age

e wee G e s e e mm ME s  SM MEE mm We EM mm e M TR am e M wm e mm e WE e e

Low Age High Age
tmoe [ifsrats_Illiterate O o' CIfTais TIIfferais oo™
_ _ _ _Freg._ %_ _Freg._ % _ _ _ fFreq. _%_ _freg._% _ _ _ _

High 60 62.50 14 17.50 74 39 55.71 11 15.07 50
. Low 36 37.50 66 82,50 102 31 44.29 62 84,93 93
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X2 = 38,263, df.1, P £ .01 X2 = 25,961, df.1, P £ .01
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Among the 176 respondents of low age group,
54,54 percent (96) are literates and 45.46 percent (80)
are illiterates and among the 143 of the higher age
group 48.96 percent (70) are literates and 51.04 percent
(73) are illiterates, respectively. Thus, the percentage
of literates is more (54.54) iﬁ low age group than that

of high age group (48.96).

The data in table no.5.3.4 reveal that education
and change in family and marriage affairs ars positively
associated for both low age group (X2 = 364263, Q = 0,774)
and high age group (x2 = 25,961, Q@ = 0.752) though there
is variation in percentage. The table also reveals that
irrespsctive of age groups, the literates have higher
percentage of change, it is 62.5 for low age and 55.71
for high age. This indicates the effect of education,

independent of age.

Within both high age and low age, literates are
more change oriented'than illiterates. The percentage
difference is 45,0 (62.5 = 17.5) for low age, and 40.64
(55.71 = 15,07) for high age. In other words, when age
is controlled, education has an independent effect on
change in family and marriage affairs. Conversely,

within each of the literate and illiterats groups,age
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is also related to change to some extent. Among both
literates and illiterates, louiage group is more
change=oriented than high age group. The percentagsg
difference is 6.79 (62.50=- 55.71) for literates and

2.43 (17,5 = 15.,07) for illiteratas.

Thus, when education is comtrolled . age has also
some independent effect on change though it is very
insignificant in comparison to that of education. uhich one
of these two variables is more effective? This is the
gquegstion of relative effect. It is the proportisn in
two "counter directional® group, as suggested by
Rosenberg (1968). The proportion of ®hange among louw
age illiéerates is 17.50 and that of high age litenates
is 55.71, Thus, the high age literates are more change-
oriented than low age illiterates. The same fact can

.

be put oy ranking the percentags.

Groups Percenpage in changs
T Low age literates 62.50
2. High age literates . 55,71
3. Low age illiterates 17.50
4, High age illiterates 15,07

Above figures can be used to calculate the average

percentage differsnce. The average effect of education,



controlling age, is 42,82, It is the average of

62.5 - 17.5 and 55,71 - 15,07. Conversely, the effect

of age, controlling education, is 4.61. It is the

average of sé.SD - 55,71 and 17.50 - 15,07. The cumula-
tive effect of education and age is 47.43 (62.50 - 15.07).
It is the difference of two "extreme consistent™ groups

(Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, the impact of education on change in family
and marriage affairs is highly associated irrespective

of variation in age.

5.3.,5 Education and change in Family and Marriagse affairs
when controlled for Bari Status:

Table N0o.5.3.5

Asgociation between Education and change when controlled

for Bari Status

. G wm wms e e mm mw SR W e R MR e Mm  GE mm W e mh Gm e s me M MW e mm am W e me

Unchu (High) Nichchu (Low)
Chamge Bari Status Bari Status
Literate IIliterats  Total [ilsrate _IIliferats Total
- m - frege_ B Freg. % _ _ _ _Freq. % _ freq. A _ o L_ -

High 51 62,97 12 17;64 63 48 56,48 13 15,30 61
Low 30 37.03 56 82.36 86 37 43.50 72 84.70 109

e WM e MR WM R BB A e me W MR W me SB Me G me S M e R e e W e e M e

Total 81 100.00 68 100,00 149 85 100.00 85 100.00 170
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X2 = 31,105, df.1, P/ .01 xZ = 31.320: df.1, P .01

Among 170 respondents of nichchu (low) bari status
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group, 50 percent (85) are literates and 50 percent
(B5) are illiterates, respectively and among 149 res-
pondents of unchu (high) bari status group 54.37 per-
cent (81) and 45.63 percent (68) are literates and
illiterates, respectively., Thus, the percentage of
literates is more (54.37) among unchu (high) bari

respondents than nichchu (lou) bari respondents (50.0).

The data in Table No,5.3.5 reveal that education
and change in family and marriage are positively
associated for both bnchu bari group (X2 = 31,1053

Q0 = 0.766) and nichchu bari group (x2 = 31,320,

a

change independent of bari statuse. Within both the unchu

0.755). This indicates the sffect of education on

]

bari and nichchu bari groups, literates have larger
proportion of change than illiterates. The percentags
difference in unchu bari is 45.33 (62.97 = 17.64)

and in nichchu-bari, it is 41.18 (56.48 - 15,30). In
other words, when bari status is controlled, education
has an independent effect on change in family and
marriage. Conversely, within each of the literate and
illiterate groups, bari status is also related to change
to some extent. Among literates, unchu bari group is
more change~oriented than nichchu bari group. The

percentage difference for literates is 5.4% (62.97-56.48),



for illiterates it is 2.34 (17.64 - 15.30). Thus,
when education is controlled, bari status has also
some effect on change though the propartion is very,

small in comparison to sducation.

The relative effect of education and bari status
is 39,084 (56.48 - 17.64), Itvis the proportion in two
"counter directional groups as suggested by Rosenberg
(1968). The proportion of change ameong high (unchu) bari
illiterate group is 17.64 and among nichchu (low) bari
literate group is 56.48. Thus, the nichchu bari literates
are more change-criented than unchu bari illiterates.
The same fact can be represented by ranking the

parcentage.

Groups | Change in Percentage
1. . Unchu bari literates 62.97
2. Nichchu bari litsrates 56.48
3 Unchu bari illiterates 17.64
4. Nichchu bari illitsrates 15,30

Above figures can be used to ca;culate the average
percentage difference. The average effect of education,
controlling bari status,is 43,26, 1t is the average of
62.97 - 17.64 and 56.48 = 15.30. Conversely, the average

effect of bari status is 3.92, It is ths average of
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62,97 = 56,48 and 17.64 - 15,30,

The cumulative effect of unchu bariﬁ@nd educa-
tion is 47.67 (62.97 - 15.30). It is the difference
(in percentage) of tuo "extreme consistent" groups
(Rosenmberg, 1968). Thus, the impact of education is
higher than that of bari status on changs.

5.3.6 Education and change in Family and Marriage affairs
when comtrollsd for occupationd

Table NO«5.3.6

Association betuween Education and change when controlled

Fo; Décupatiun

W R e EE MR G A WM BB ED s EE SR R MR e Bm  WE Gm Mm we We G MR G M A We M R geee

Non=agricultural Agricultural
e eccupation gececupation
hemee  [ytsrats Iilitsrats '°%°! ([Ifsiats iilifsrats Total
Freqe % Freq. % Freq. % Freqg. %
High 51 68,0 9 37.5 60 48 52.74& 16 12.4 64
Low 24 32.0 15 62.5 39 43 47.26 M3 B87.6 156

Total 75 100.,0 24 100.0 99 91 100,00 129 100.0 220

0.774
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= 7.08, df.l, P /.01 X° = 42,102, df.1, P o J01

Ahong 220 respondents of agricultural occupation,
41,37 percent (91) are literates and 58.63 percent (129)

are illiterates, and among 99 non-agricultural occupants
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75.76 percent (75) are literates and 24.24 percent

(24) are illiterates. Thus, the percentage of literates
is more (75.76) among non-agricultural occupants than
that of agricultural occupants (41.37). The data in

Table No.5.3.6 reveal that education and change are
positively associated for both non~agricultural occupants
(X2 = 7,08, O = 0.559) and agricultural occupants

(x*

i

42,102, Q = 0.774) though there is variation in
percentage bstwesen non-agricultural and agricultural
groups. This indicates the effect of education on

change in family and marriage independent of occupation.

Within both non~agricultural and agricultural
groups, literates have larger proportion of change than
illiterates, The percentage difference is 20.5
(§8.D - 37.5) for non-agricultural group and 40,34
(52.74 = 12,40) for agricultural group. In other words,
when occupation is controlled, sducation has an inde-
pendent effect on change in family and marriage affairs.
Conversely, within sach of literate and illiterate
grdups, occupation is related to change to some extent.
Among both literats and illiterate groups, non-agri-
cultural occupants are more=-change~oriented than
.agricultural ooéupants. The percentage difference for

literates is 15,26 (68.0 = 52.74) and it is 25.10



(37,50~ 12,40) for illiterates. Thus, when education
is controlled, occupation has also some independent
effect on change though the proportion is less than

that of educatian,

What is the relative effect of education and
occupation? It is the proportion in two M"counter
direcéional" groups as suggested by Rosenberg (1968).
The proportion of change among non-agricultural
illiterate group is 37.5 and it is 52.74 for agri-
cultural literate group.- Thus, the agriculturél litera-
tes are more change=oriented than non-agricultural
illiterates. The same, fact can be represented by

ranking percentage,

Groups Change in Percentage
1. Non=~agricultural 68,00
literates
2. Agricultural literatss 52,74
3. Non~-agricultural 37.50

illiterates

4. Agricul tural 12.40
illiterates

The above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The ‘avsrags effect of
education,controlling occupation,is 30.42. It is the

_average of 68.0 - 37.5 and 52.74 -~ 12.40. Conversely,

263
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the average effect of occupation, controlling educa-
tion, is 20.18. It is the averags of 68.00- 52.74 and
37,50~ 12,40,

The cumulative effect of non=-agricultural occupa-
tion and education is 55,60 (68.00~ 12.40)., It is thes
difference (in percentage) of two "extreme consistent®

groups {Rosenberg, 1968).

Thus, the impact of education is higher than that

of occupation,

5.3.7 Education and change in Family and Marriage affairs
when controlled for income:

Table Noe5+3.7

Association betwsen Education and change in Family and

Marriage when controlled for Income

— M am s em am e e e e S e SR mar e MM MM em G TR W e MR e MW M aw s aw

.t - - - T G a2 S PN Y . o 2 " o S D Y S s 2D OO T W i
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Freq. %  freq. % Freq. %  Freqe. %

High 60 62,50 12 30.0 72 39 55.71 13 11.50 52

Low 36 37,50 28 70.0 64 31 44,29 100 88.50 131

— mm e ams R am we e wm mm mm e e mm ome S W Nm mm RN M AN e M M We R s e e

Total 96 100.00 40 100.0 136 70 100.00 113 100,00 183
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41,532, df.1, P /£ .01
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Among 183 respondents of low income group, 38,36
percent (70) are literates and 61.74 percent (113) are
illiterates; of the 136 respondents of high income
group, 70.51 (96) are literates and 29.41 percent (40)
are illiterates, Thus, the percentage of literates is
more among high income group (70.61) than that of louw
income group (38.26). The data in table no.5.3.7 raveal
that education and change in family and marriage are
positively associated for both high income group (X2=11.97O,
R =0.590) and low income group (Xz = 41.532, Q = 0.812),
though, there is a variation in psrcentage betuween
high income and low income groups. This indicates the
effect of education on change in family and marriage

independent of income.

Within both high income and low income groups,
literates have larger proportion of change than illite-
rates., The percentage difference is 32.5 (62.5 ~ 30.0)
for high income group and 44.21 (55.71 - 11.50) for
low income group. In other uwords, when income is
controlled, education has an independent effect on family

marriage. Conversely, within each of literate and
illiterate groups, income is related to change. 4mong
both literates and illiterates, high income respondents

are more modern than low income one, The percentage



difference is 6.79 (62.50 - 55.71) for literates and
is 18.50 (30.00 - 11.50) for illiterates. Thus, when
aducation is controlled, income has also some inde=-
pendent effsct on family and marriage though the

proporticn is less than that of education.

What is relative effect of education and imome?
It is the proportioﬁ in two "couéter directionall groups
as suggested by Rosenberg (1968). The proportion of
change among high income illiterates is 30.00while among
low income literates, it is 55,71. Thus, low income
literates are more change—oriente& than high income
illiterates, The same fact can be represented by ranking

the percentagse.

Croups Percentage in Changs
Te High incomse literates 62.50
2. l.ow income literates 55.71
3. High income illiterates 30.00
4, Low income illiterates 11.50

Above figures can be used to calculate the average
percentage difference. The average effect of education,
cantrolling income,is 38,36, 1t is the average of
62.50 -~ 30,00 and 55,71 - 11.50, Conversely, the average

effect of income, controlling eduoation)is 12.65. It is

2606
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the average of 62,50 - 55.71 and 30.00 - 11.50.

The cumulative effect of high income and edu-~
cation is 51.0. It is the difference {in percentage) of

the twc "extrems consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 1968).

Thus, the impact of education on marriage and

family 1s higher than that of incoms.

3.3.8 Bummary and Conclusiong

The findings of the foregoing analysis and
interpretation confirm the hypothesis. Education has
an impact on change in family and marriage affairs in
the village communities under study in Bangl adeshe.
VYillagers with the growth of their educatiognal attain-
ments will act as an agent of change in family and

marriage affairs.

In support of thess findimgs the following studies
can be put, as mentionesd earlier, Bhatnagar (1972), Gore,
et al (1970), Sullivan (1968), Inkeles and Smith (1974),
Karim (Ward, 1964), Rajaguru (1980), Pandey (1975),
Alexander (1968), Ojha (1968), Ahmed (1973), Baker (1973),
Mehta (1974), Gani (Ward, 1964), Smith (Ward, 1964),
Godwin (1972), Aird (Maron, 1957), Karim (1976), lood

(Hug, 1978), Kapur (1980), Morrison (1959), etc.



5.4.1 Education and change in Educational affairs:

On the basis of the discussion in the Chapters
on "Introduction" and "Review of related literature
. and Research',theése questions were asked to the
villagers to locate the changs in sducational affairs.
The responses out of tén guestions were svaluatsd in
the process as mentioned in "Methodology" and in the
previous sections of this Chapter on "Modernity",
"Superstitions" and "Family and Marriage". Change-~-
oriented responses scored two and less change-oriented
scored one. Maximum écores out of ten guestions were
20 (2x10) and minimum 10 (1x10). Total scores were
dichotomized at arithematic mean (14.4) as 15 and above
as high score, 14 and below as low score, High scores

stand for more change-oriented.

The hypothesis (No.4) that has been put forward

for testing reads as follouws:

" The more educated a person is, the more he/she

ﬂ

will prefer a change in educational affairs. "

Data are presented in the following tables.
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Table NO.504.1

Association between levels of education and change in

Educational affairs

M e e R G W R mie e M e TR e WA W e M aek e R R e e e e e

lLevels af Education

—————— f—- T T 5 T W TS G T S oo e S N W S W o n WA SN o A e T W gy A >
- S Wy A D B o - S T T W - I v oo SO Gay S T sy W W W W S A g S W o O S -

 am wm Em s M A e M e e em AR em T mm Eu MM W e MY em am M e e e e e

High 29 93,55 41 75.92 37 45.68 40 26.14 147
Low 2 6.45 13 24,08 44 54,32 113 73.86 172
Total 31 100.00 54 100,00 81 100,00 153100.00 319

I T . T e . T T U A -

(Source: Table No.7.4, appendix B)

Data in the table n0.5;4.? reveal that 29 respondents,
of the total 31 of higher level of educatiom score high
change, pesrcentage being 93.55, and the rest 2 score
low change, percentage bsing 6.45; 41 of the total 54
respondents of the S.5.C. level of education score high
change, percentage being 75.%92, and the rest 13 score lou
change, percentage being 24.08, 37 of the total 81 respon-
dents of the primary level of education scers high change,
percentage being 45.§8 and the rest 44 score low,
percentage being 54.32; 40 of the total 153 of the
illiterate respondents score high, percentage being

26.14, and the rest 113 score low, percentage bsing
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73.86. These scores reveal certain direction in the
sense that percentage of high score goes up with

the growth of the levels of sducation, highest
percentage for higher (93.55) level of education

and lowsst (26.14) for the illiterates. It also
indicates the directibn that though in smaller pro-
portion, some illiterate réspondents also possess
some attributes of high change and some educated also
possess low change attributss. This differencs of
percentage can be put in a clear, precise and simple
way by dichotomizing, the respondents into 'literatses?
consisting of higher, 5.5.C. and primary levels of .
\education and illiterates, as mentioned earlisr. This

follows a 2x2 contigency table (No.5.4.2).

Table No.5.4.2

Association betwsen Education and Change in Educational

affairs
. 114
Change _-Literates __ Illiterates
Freg. % Freg.: % Total
High ! 107 64.46 40 26.14 147
Low 59 35.54 113 73.86 172
Total 166 100.00 153 100,00 319

- SE e s e G ek M e e BAd BN N W e G M e e e MR e W e e e e
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Data in table no.5.4.2 confirm the hypothesis.
Among 166 literate respondents, 107 (64.46) and 59
(35.54) score high change and low change regarding
gducation, respectively, while among the 153 illi-
terate respondents, 40 (26.14) and the rest 113
(73.86) score high change and lou change, respectively,
The association (X2 = 47.039) is significant at

.01 level and positive (Q = 0.673).

Now the gquestion arises that how far this posi-
tive association of education with educational change
is genuine. This may be due to some other antecedent
variables. In order to find ocut an answer to such a
gquestion and to find out independent, relevant and
cumulative effect of the variables of education, sax,

age, bari status, occupation, and income, the data are

presented according to the cross tables that follow,
taking education as constant in every table as the
technigue suggested by Hirschi and Selvin (19673 73)

and Rosenberg (1968; 169-182). ,

l
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5.4.3 Education and changse in educational affairs
when controlled for sex:

Tahle NOe5.4.3

Association between Education and Educational change

when controlled for sex

. S W R mm WS R e G @R s AW aw W TR TER A MR WM W ME M T e R e e e e e e

MALE FEMALE
U [1f5Tsts IIIIEEEEts. Tobel ([IESTERSTILIIEGEAEE Total
Freg., % Freqe % Freq., % Freq. %

= em em me  me e A W e MR W W WE mm am SR M e MK G mo TR me em e e e e e e

High . 65 70.66 22 29,33 87 42 56,76 18 23.08 60

Low' 27 29.34 53 70.67 80 32 43,24 60 76,92 92

Total 92 100,00 75 100,00 167 74 100,00 78 100,00 152

- ws TP MEm B M s Wt A mee T dm  Gwe G we e G e e WM MM R mm AR eme e e e em e e

18.02 df.1, P »~ .01~

>
il
=
il

28.265, df.1, P £ .01 ,

Data in table n0.5.4.3\reveal that among 152 female
respondents, 48.67 percent (74) are‘literates, and 51,31
percent (78) are illiterates, respectively; among 167
male respondents, 35.09 percent (92) are literates and
44,91 (75) are illiterates. Thus, the percentags of
literates is more (55.09) among meles than that of
females (48.69). The data show that education and change
' in educational affairs are positively associated for

2
both male (X2 = 28.265, § = 0.705) and female (X = 18.02,
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Q = 0.627) though there is some vériation in percent
betuween malés and females, males being more change=-
oriented than females, This indicates the efféct of
education on change in .educational affairs, independent

of sex.

Within both male and female groups, literates
have larger proportion of changse than illiterates. The
percentage difference for males is 41.33 (70,66 = 29.33)
and for femaless is 33.68 k56.76 - 23.08). In other
words, when ssx is controlled, education has an inde-
pendant effect on change in sducation. Converssly,
within each of the literate and illiterate groups, sex
is also related to change to some extent. Among'both’
literates and illiterates; males are more change-
oriented than females. The percent difference is 13.90
(70,66 - 56.76) for litera’ces{ and 6.25 (29.33 - 23.08)
fbr illiterates. Thus, when education is controlled,
sex has also some independent effect on change in
educational affairs though the proportion is very

small in comparison to that of education.

Now, relatively which variable is more effective,
education or sex? This is the guestion of relative

effect and Rosenberg (1968) suggested the procedure to
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compare the proportion in two "counter dirsctionall
groups. The proportion of change among male illi-
terates is 29.33 and that of femals literates is
56.76. Thus the female literates are more change-
oriented than male illiterates. The same fact can be

represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Percentage of change
?. Male literates 70,66
Ze Female literates 56.76
3. Male illiterates 29,33
4o Female illiterates 23,08

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of
eduction, controlling sex.,is 37.51. It is the averags
of 70,66 = 29,33 and 56.76 - 23,08, Conversely, the
average effect of sex, controlling educaticn,is 10,08,

It is the average of 70,66 -~ 56,76 and 29,33 = 23.0@.

1

Cumulative effect of education and sex is 47.58
(70.66 - 23,08). It is the percentage difference of
tuo M"gxtreme consistent? groups. Thus, it is found
that education has an independept and greater effect

on educational affairs than sex.



AW
~J
|

H

5e4¢4 Education and change in educational affairs
when controlled for age:

Table No.5.4.4

Agsociation between Education and change in Educational

affairs when controlled for age

Change ___ Eff_ﬂgf _______ TOtal____m-Eigh_ﬁ?i _____ Total
Literate Illiterate Literate Illiterate
_ _ _ Freq. _%_ _Freg._2% - - - _Frdg. _% Fregq._ 7% _ _ _ _ _

High 65 67.70 23 28.75 88 42 60.00 17 23.29 59

Low 31 32.30 57 71,25 88 28 40,00 56 176,71 84

Total 96 100.00 80 180,00 176 <70 100.00 73 100.00 143

0.663

£33
il

0.677

£3
i

X? = 26.491, df.1, P £ .01 x? = 19,872, df.1, P £ .01

H
il

Among the 176 respondents of low age group, 54.54
percent {(96) are literates and 49.46 percent (80) are
illiterates and among the 143 respondents of the high
age group, 48.96 percent (70) are literates and 51.04
(73) are illiterates. Thus, the percentage of literates
is more (54.54) in low age group than that of high age

group (48.96).

The data in table no.5.4.4 reveal that education



R70

and change in educational affairs are positively
associated for both low age group (X2 = 26,491,

Q = 0.677) and high age group (X2 = 19,872, O = 0.663)
though there is variation in percentage. The table

also reveals that irrespective of age groups, the
literates have higher percentage of change, it is

£7.70 for lou age and 60,00 for high age. This indicates

the effect of sducation, independent of age.

Within both high age and low age groups, literates
are more change-oriented than illiterates. The percent
difference is 38.95 (67.70 - 28.75) for low age and
is 36.71 (60.00 - 23.29) for high age. In other words,
when age is controlled, education has an independent
effect on change. Conversely, within each of the
literate and illiterate groups, age is also related
to change to some extent. Among both literates and
illiterates, low age group is more change-oriented
than high age group. The percentage difference is 7.70
(67.70 - 60.00) for literates and 5.46 (28,75 = 23.29)
for illiteratess., Thus, when education is controlled,
age has also some independent effect on change
though it is very small in comparison to that of

education.

Which one of these two variables is more

effective? This is the question of relative effect.
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It is the proportion in two "ecounter directional®
groups (Rosenberg, 1968). The proportion of change
among low age illiterate is 28.75 and that of high
age literate is 60.0. Thus,the high age literates
are more change-~-oriented than low age illiterates.
The same fact can be represented by ranking the

percentage,

Groups Percentage in
change
T Low age literates - 67.70
2, High age litsrates 60,00
K Low age illiterates 28475
4. High age illiterates 23.29

Above figures can be used to evaluate the average
percentage difference. The average sffect of education,
controlling agesis 37.83. It is the average of
67.70 - 28.75 and 60.00 - 23,29, Conversely,the sffect
of age, controlling educationyis 5.58. It is the

a\/eraga Df‘ 67.70 - 60.90 and 28.75 hd 23.29.

The cumulative effect of education and age is
44,41 (67.70 ~ 23.29). It is the difference of tuo

"extreme consistent” groups {Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, education and change in educational affairs

is positively associated irrespective of variation in age.



5.4.5 Education and change in educational affairs
when controlled for Bari 5tatus:

Table NoeHedeb

Association between Education and change in Educational

affairs controlled for Bari Status

- wem e W ees MM e s W e e W M e g R e S e W SR sus e R W G e s e e
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High 56 69.13 19 27.84 75 51 60,0 21 24,70 72

Low 25 30.87 49 78,06 74 34 40,0 64 75.30 98

Total 81 100,00 68 100.00 149 85 100.0 85 100.00 170

e e em mm e W s M amm mwe W aa e e e G mm R W e S e e e e e e e e

x? = 25.093, df.1, P £ .01 x% = 21.683, df.1, P £ .01

i
]

Among the 170 respondents of nichchu (low) mri
status group 50 percent (85) are literates and 50 percent
(85) are illiterates, among 149 respondents of unchu
(high) bari status group, 54,37 percent (81) and 45.63
percent (68) are literates and illiterates, respectively.
Thus the percentage of literates is more (54.37) among
unchu {(high) bari group than nichchu (low) bari group

(50.0).

The data in table no.5.4.5 reveal that education
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and change are positively associated for both unchu
(high) bari group (X2 = 25,093, @ = 0.704) and

nichchu bari group (x2= 21.683, 0 = 0.641) though
there is slight variation between the groups. This
indicates the effect of education on change in -
deﬁendent of bari status. Within both the unchu bari
and nichchu bari groups, literates have larger propor-
tion of change than illiterates. The percentage
difference is 41.19 (69.13 - 27.94) for unchu bari,and
35,30 (60.00- 24.70) for nichochu bari. In other words,
when bari status is controlled, esducation has an
independent effect on change in educational affairs.
Conversely, uithin each of the literate and illiterate
groups, bari status is also related to change to sonme
extent. Among both literates and illiterates, unchu
bari group is more change-oriented than niPhchu bari
group. The percentage difference is 9.13 (69.13~60.0)
for literates, and 3.24 (27.94 = 24.70) for illiteratss.

Thus, when education is controlled, Bari Status, has

also some effect on changse though the proportion is

very small in comparison to that of education.

The relative effect of educatiom and bari status
. is the proportion in two "counter directional®

groups as suggested by Rosenberg (1968). The proportion



8f change among high (unchu) bari illiterate group
is 27.94 and among nichchu (low) bari literate group
-is 60.,0. Thus,the nichchu bari literates are more
change-oriented than unchu bari illiterates. The
same fact can be represented by ranking the

percentage.

Ggoups (Change in
percentags

1. Unchu bari literates 69.13

2. Michchu bari literates 60,00

3. Unchu bari illiterates 27.94

4e Nichchu bari illiterates 24.70

Above figures can be used to calculate the

average percentage differsnce. The average effect of

education, controlling bari status,is 39.25. It is
the average of 39,13 =~ 27.94 and 60.00-~ 24.70.
Qonversely, the average effect of bari status,is
6.19, It is the average of 69.13 - 60.00and

27.94 - 24,70, The cumulative effect of education
and bari status is 44.43. It is the difference of
(in percent) the two "extreme consistent™ groups
(Rosenberg, 1968). Thus, the impact of education is
higher than that of bari status on change in educa-

tional affairs.



5.4,6 Education and change in educational affairs
when controlled for occupation:

Table NO.S."—?.S

Association between Education and changs in educational

affairs when controlled for occupation

— am em e e WA s TER e me s WS e R VR W em e wm MR MR M M mE e W e e s MW me

Non=~agricultural Agricultural

Changs occupation Total occupation Total
Literate Illiterats Liferate Illitsrate

- - . JFreg. % _Freg._ % _ _ _ Freq. _%_ Ereq. b _ _ . . _

High 59 78.67 11 48,84 70 48 52,74 29 22.49 77

Low 16 21,33 13 54,16 29 43 47.26 100 77.51 148

. ME M e e me e Am s m= ww wm  ew  Em S e me W Gme W M MR e e e e e ke me we e

Total 75 100.00 24100,00 99 91 100.00 129 100.00 220
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0.626 " g = 0.587

2 9.463, df.1, P Z -01 X2 =21.485, df.1, P £ -0

> £
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Among 220 respondents of agricultural occupation,
41,37 percent {91) are literates and 58.63 percent (129)
areg illiterates, and among‘99 non-agricultural occupants,
75.76 percent (75) are literates and 24.24 percent K?@)
are illiterates. Thus, the percentage of literates is
more (75.76) in non-agricultural occupants than that
of agricultural occupants (41.37). The data in table
No.5.4.6 reveal that education and changs are positively

assoclated for both non-agricultural occupants
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(X7 = 9.463, 0 = 0.626) and agricultural occupants

it

2
(X® =21,485, Q = 0.587) though there is variation
between non-agricultural and agricultural groups.
This indicates the effect of education on change in

sducational affairs is independent of occupation.

Within both non=-agricultural and agricultﬁral
groups, literates have larger proportion of change
than illiterates. The percent dafference is 29,83
(78,67 = 48,84) for non-agricultural groups and is
31.81 (52.74 - 20.93) for agricultural group. In
- other words, when occupation is controlled €ducation has
an independsnt effect on change. Convegsely, within
gach of literate and illiterate groups, occupation is
related to change to some extent. Among both, literate
and’illiterate groups, non-agricultural occupants are
more change~oriented than agricultural occupants. The
percent difference for literates is 25.73 (78.67=52.74)
and it is 27.91 {48.84-20.,93) for illiterates. Thus,
when education is controlled, cccupation has also

some independent effect.

The relative effect of education and gccupation
is the proportion in two "counter directional® groups
as suggested by Rosenberg (1968). The proportion of

change among'nén—agricultural illiterates is 48.84
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and it is 52,74 for agricultural literates. Thus,
agricultural literates are more change-oriented than
non-agricultural illiterates. The same fact can bhe

represented by ranking percentage.

Groups Change innpercentage
1. Non=agricultural 78.67
literates
2. Agriculturmal literates §2,74
3. Non=-agricultural 48.84

illiterates

4. Agricultural illiterates 20.93

The above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage differsnce. The average effect of
education, controlling occupation, is 30.82, It is the
average of 78,67 - 48.84 and 52.74 - 20,93. Conversely,
the average effect of occupation, controlling education,
igs 26492. It is the average of 78.67 - 52,74 and

48.84 -~ 20,93,

TEB cumulative effect of sducation and occupation
is 57.74 (78.67 - 20.93). It is the difference {(in
percent) of two "extreme consistent groups" (Rosenbem

1968).

Thus, education is positively associated with

change, of course occupation has also moderate effect.
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It is in consonance with findings of Alex Inkeles and
Smith (1974). In their case factory experiences
came next to foermal schooling.

3.4,7 Education and change in educational affairs when
controlled far income:?

Table No.5.4.7

Association between Education and change in educational

affairs when controlled for income

D . T P L T I T T T

thanee High Income____Total ______ Low_Income __ Total
Literates.Illitecdes ‘Liggggﬁeﬁlgggggggtg
_ _ _ _Freq. %_ _Freq._ % _ _ _ _ Freq. _%_ _Freq. & _ _ _

High 64 66.67 13 32.50 77 44 62.86 26 23,0 70

Low 32 33,33 27 67.50 59 26 37.14 87 77.0 113

L . . T e R I . T . T R I R I

Total 96 100.00 40 100.00 136 70 100,0013 100.0 183

13.419,df.1, P £ .01 X"= 29,058, df.1, P 4:301

>
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Among 183 respondents of low income group 38.26
percent (70) are litérates:anduf1.74 (113) are illite-
rates and of the 136 respondents. of high income group,
70.51 percent (96) are literates and 29.41 (40) are

illiterates, Thus, the percentage of literates, is
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more among high income group (70.51) than that of

low income group (38.26). The data in Table No.5.4.7
reveal that education and change in educational
affairs are positively associated for both high
income group (Xg = 13,419, § = 0.611) and low income
group (X2 = 29,058, Q = 0.699) though there is varia-
tion in percentage between high/and low income groups.
This indicates the effect of education on change in

educational affairs independent of income.

Within both high income and low income groups,
liﬁerates have larger proportion of change than illi-
terates. The percentage difference is 34.17 (66.67 =
32.5) for high income group and 39.86 (62.86 = 23.0)
for low income group. In other words, when income is
controlled, education has an independent effect on
educational affairs. Conversely, within each of
literate and illiterate groups, incgme is related to
change. Among both literates and illiterates, high
income group is‘more change-oriented than low income
group. The percentage difference is 3.81 (6G67-62.86)

for literates and 9.5 (32.5 - 23.0) for illiterates.

Thus, when education is controlled, income has

some independent effect on change, though the pro-
portion is smaller in comparison to that of education.

-

3



The relative effect of education and income,
it is the proportion in tuc Ycounter directionalV
groups as suggested by Rosenbsrg (1968). The pro=~
portion of change among high irmome illiterates is’
32,5 while among low income literate it is 62.86.
Thus, low income literates are more change-oriented
than high income illiterates. The same fact can be

represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Percentage in
change
1. High income literates 66467
2, Low income literates 62.86
3. High income illiterates 32.50
4. Low income illiterates 23,00

The above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of
education, controlling income, is 37.02. It is the
average of 66.67 = 32,5 and 62.86 - 23.0. Conversely,
the average effect of income, controlling education,
is 6.66. It is the average of 66,67 - 62,86 and
32,5 = 23.0. The cumulative effect of education and
income is, 43.67 (66.67 - 23.0). It is the differsnce

of two "extreme consistentfgroups.

Thus, on the basis of foregoing analysis, it is

286
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‘found that the impact of education of change in edu-
cational affairs is more than that of sex, ags, Bari,

occupation and income.

5¢4.8 Summary and Lonclusions:

Previous studies on education also found that

aducated persons preferred a chénge in educational
fa irs. The educated persons prefer for modern,
}secular and scientific education. Education is for
jthe pursuit of knowledge. Gore and others (1970) found
gin their studies that sducated respondents prefer
‘modern education, This view is supported by other
greserchers as Bhatnagar (1972), Karim (Ward, 1964),
Pandey (1975), Kara (1978), Ojha (1968), Zaidi (1970),
Ahmad (1973), Sullivan (1968) and others as

mentioned sarlier.

Thus, hypothesis is confirmed,education has
an impact on change in educational affairs in the

villages, under study.
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5.5.1 Education and Change in religiosity:

Sociologists, all over the world, generally

observe that village people have a greater dis-

Effifffi.33w35359ion' The rural people's dependence
on agriculture, the unmastered forces of nature like
rains, cyclones, floods, natural calamities made
them god-fearing. Traditional religion with crudest
conceptions holds in the minds of the rural popula-
tion. Rural religion is the conglomeration of
animism, magic, ghost,beliefs, sugerstitians’(Desai,
1978). In Bangladesh it is difficult to find out the
difference between real Islam religion and beliefs,
superstitions and rituals (Zaidi, 1970).‘Uillager's
family life, social life, norms, values, morality,
lall are standardised by religious flavour. For
village people, it is cradle to grave phesnomenon.
,Religion, besides coverﬂphysiology, medicine,
agronomy, dress, food, diet, so on and so forth. The

functions, ceremonies also almost start with reli-

gious formalities.

) L.
Social thinkers,/Sociologists thought ©f origin,
function, evolution of religions from the dawn of

civilization. Comte's: 'Law of three stages' pass
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through theola@iéal, metaphysical and poéitive
stages. Comte: traces theological stage from

animism to monotheism (Bottomore, 19623 221-229).
Spencer and Tylor belisved that the idea of the

soul was the principal feature in religious belief
and from the‘suppcsed‘raﬂiity of ghosts developed

all kinds of supposed, supernatural beings {(Bottomore,
1962; 221). Marx viewed, that religion originated

in the fear and anxiety by natural phenomena and it
was an illusion which would disappear ultimately.

To him, it is the optimum of the masses. To Durkheim
(1947) religion is a unified system of beliefs and
practices related. to sacred things. Max Weber.
studies religion with its relation to economic order.
E.B. Tylor talked of religion as the belief in super-

natural bsings.

The institution of religion i1s of crucial
importance in the study of Bangla@esh society parti=-
cularly her villages. It is generally believed that
due to the overall social, economic development,
there will be some sort of change in religious
affairs also. Desai (19783 54) finds a distinction
betueen rural population and its counterpart in the

urban in respect of religious beliefs and practices.
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Geoffrey Parrinder (19533 123) found in his
studies in African society that with modernization

religion was caught by the 'acids' of modernity.

Karim (Ward, 1964; 296-322) in his studies inl
Bangladesh finds due to the growth of modern secular
education and urhanisation the religious beliefs and
practices are being modified. Religious functions as

'Id' 'Milad' are more of social type than of religious.

Bhatnagar (1972; 105-118) in his studies finds that
educated people possess secular, modern and formal
attitudes toward religion and religious practices, It
is the educated class in Indian sub-~continent who
started religiocus reformsts' movement. Raja Ram Mohan

Roy is a case in point.

Kalra (1978; 129) in his village studies found

edupated people were secular and rational. Sullivan
(1968) in his studies of teacher trainees in India
found that religious views were changing. Inkeles

and Smith (1974) found that modern man was secular,
activists, rational and practical towards religion.
M.S. Gore, et al, (1970) in their field studies all
ower B8 Indian states found that educated respondents

were moving out of rigid and traditional religious



beliefs and practices. Inkeles and Smith (1974; 27,28)
found with better economic conditions, people living
in city could observe religious ceremonies in a

- befitting manner than their poor counterparts. in

the village. It may be their own brothers. The city
dwellers sent, -zakat,, sadgah, clothes, for poor
relatives in the village. Slaughtering big and costly
animals at the Bugri Id is another trend in religion
now-a~days. In city the advent of modern educated

Pir is a new flavour of religion.

Zaidi (1970), 0jha (1968), Ahmad (1973), Mehta
(1974), Narain '(1975) find. some educated also still
persist religiosity and religious practices are chserved.
Pundlick (1970) finds inspite of spread of secularism,
religious bigotry persists and continues to grow in
newer forms. Mehta (1974) finds women college teachers

are not afraid of spsaking socio=-religious obligations.

In order to assess the change in religious

aspects of the villagers, thirteen questions were asked.
The responses were svaluated as more changs=-griented
scoring two and less change-orientsd scoring one,

according to the procedures in Methodology and as for

the previous sections on 'Modernity?, 'Superstitions?,
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'Family and Marriage?!, and 'Educational affairs'. Evalua-
tion prgcedura and total scores are placed at appendix B.
m§ximum scores for all thirteen guestions were 26

(2x13) and minimum 13 (1x13). High score and low score

were dichotomized at arithmetic mean (18.2) as 19 and

above as high scores, 18 and below as low score, High

scores stand for more change,

/

low scores for less change.

!

The hypothesis that has been put forward for

testing reads as follows:

/ "The more educated a person is, the more he/she

f
[will follow practical, secular and rational outlook,

; towards religion and religious practices.”

Data are presented according to the tables that

FOll oW o

Table No.5.5.1

Association between levels of Educatieon and change in

religiosity
a . I11li~
Change  ysgher 5.5.C Pfin£z~ ieratss. Total
?;ga.— A Freq. % Freq. % Freq. %
gi;h“ 22 70,97 36 66.67 32 395,50 16 10.46 106
Low 9 29,03 18 33.33 49 60,50 137 B89.54 213
31 100.00 54 100.00 g1 100,00 153 100,00 319

T T T T T e I ]
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Data in Tableé No.5.5.1 reveal that 22 reg-
pondents of the total 31 higher level of education
score high change, percentage being 70.97 and the
rest 9" score low change, percentags being 29.03;
36 of the total 54 of the $.5.C. level of education
sgore high changs, percentage is 66.67, and rest 18
score low change, percentage being 33,333 32 of the
total 81 respondents of primary level of education
score high change, percentage being 39.50 and the
rest 49 score low change, percentagse being 60.50;3 \
16 out of the total 153 illiterate respondents scors
hiéh, percentaée being 10,46 and rest 137 score low
change, percentags being 8%.54, These score reveal
certain direction in the sense that percentage of .
high score goes up with the growth of the levels of
education, highest percent (70.97) for higher level
of education and lowest percent (10.46) for the
illiterates, It also indicates the direction that
though ih_ smaller proportion some illiterate res-
pondents also possess some changed attributes of
religiosity and some eduﬁated also possess low change
sttributes of réiigiosity. This difference of percent
can be put in a more clear, precise and simple way

by dichotomizing total respondents into literates



consisting of higher, 5.5.C. and primary levels of
education on the one hand as mentiomed earlier, and
total illiterates on the ather. This follows a 2x2

contigency table (No.5.5.2).

Table No.5.522

Association between Education and change in Religiosity

TR e M me e mm e M e T s e e M e MR M S e wee e e M e e e e

Change _Literate_ Illiterats_ Total
Freq. b Freq. %

High 90 54421 16 10,46 106

Low 76 45,79 137 89.54 213
166 100,00 153 100,00 319

q = 0.820 x2 = 68,714, df.1, P /.01

Data in the table no.5.5.2 confirm the hypothesis.
Among 166 literate respondents 90 (54.21) and 76 (45.79)
score high changs and low changelin religiosity, res-
pectively while among the 153 illiterate respondents
16 (10.46) and the rest 137 (89.54) score high and low
change in religiosity respectively. The association
(x2 = 68.714) is significant at - .01 lsvel and

positive (Q = 0.820).
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Now the question arises that how far .this positive
association of education with change in religiosity
is genuine, This may be due toc some other antecedent
variables as sex, age, bari status,-occupation and
income. In order to find out an answer to such a ques-
tion and to find cut, independent, relevant and
cumulative effects of the variables of sducation, sex,

age, bari status, occupation and income, the data are

presented according to the cross tables that follow,
taking education as constant in every table as the
technique suggested by Hirschi and Selvin (1967; 73)
and Rosenberg (1968; 169~182).

5.5.3 Education and change in religiosity when
controlled for sex:

Table N00505o3
Asscciation between education and change in religiosity

when cantrolled for sesx

I S T T e e L T I A et

ale
Change . Male Total ______ Femate Total
Literate Illiterate Literate Illiterate
Fregq. 5% Freqge. g Freg. % Freqg. %

- e e e wem ee e mm s e e e e W s N et e em  em M mm W R e ER s e am

High 52 56,52 10 13.33 62 38 51.36 © 7.70 44

Low 40 43.48 65 86.67 105 36 48,64 72 92.30 108

- e wem  ews  wm  mew  awe  wmm wm e e wme wes  mm  em M o M e MR me  mm M e em s e e e e

- e man e vem . e wm wes  ews  BE e we e M e M dw RS me  Sm mm e em e e s S e

x2 = 33.015,df.1, P /.01 x2 = 35.191,df.1, P /£ .01



Data in Table No.5.5.3 reveal 'that among
152 female respondents, 48.67 percent {(74) are
literates and 51:31 percent (78) are iliiterates,
respectively; among 167 male respondents, 55.09 per-~
cent (92) are literates and 44.91 (75) are illiterates.
Thus, the percentage of literates is more (55,09)
among males than that of females {48.69). The data
show that education and change in religiosity are
positively associated for both males (X2 = 33,015,
0 = 0.788) and females (X2 = 35.191, Q = 0.853) though
there 1s some variation in percent betueen malss and
females, males being more change-oriented than females.
This indicatss the effect of education on change in

religiosity independent of sex.

Within both male and female groups, literates
have larger proportion of change than illiterates. The
percentage difference is 43.19 (56.52 - 13.33) for
males and 43.66 (51.36 - 7.70) for females., In other

words, when sex is controlled, education has an

236

independent effect on change in religiosity. Conversely,

within each of literate and illiterats groups, sex
is also related to change to some extent. Among both

literates and illiterates, males are more change-



oriented than females. The percent.difference is
5.16 (56.52 - 51,36) far literates and 5.63

(13.33 - 7.70), for illiterates. Thus, when educa-
tion is controlled, sex has also some independent
effect on religiosity though the proportion is very

small in comparison to that of education.

Now, relatively yhich variable is more effective,
education or sex? This is the question of relative
effect and Rosenberg (1968) suggested to compare the
proportion in two "counter directional groups, The
proportion of change amocng male illiterates is 13.33
and that of female literates is 51,36. Thus, the female
literates are more change=-oriented than male illiterates.
The same fact can be repraesentsd by ranking the

percentage.

Groups Change in Percentags
1. Male literates ‘ 56,52
2. Female literates 51.36
3. Male illiterates 13433
4, Female illiterates 7.70

Above figures can be used to calculate the averagse

percentage difference. The average effect of education,
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controlling sex, is 43,43, 1t is the average of

56.52 ~ 13.33 and 51.36 - 7.70. Conversely, the
average effect of sex, controlling education,is 5.40.
It is the average of 56.52 - 51.36 and 13.33 ~ 7.70.
The cumulative effect of education and sex is 48.82
(56.52 - 7.70). It is the percentage difference of

two "extreme consistent®" groups (Rosenberg, 1968).

Thus, sducation has an independent and greater

effect on religiosity irrespect of sex difference.

5.5.4 Education and Religiosity when controlled for ages

Table No.5.5.4

Assoriation between Education and changs in Religiosity

when controlled for age

D T e T I R e T T T I S ]

Change Low /Age High Age

Literate Illiterate Citsrate IlIIterate

Freq. % Freqg. % Total Freg. % Freqg. % Total
High 54 56.25 10 12.5 64 36 51.42 6 B.21 42
Low 42 43,75 70 87.5 112 34 48.58 57 91.79 101

e e T e N R Y T I

e A A e T A . . T R I I R I

a = 0,800 Qg = 0.844
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Among the 176 respondents of low age group
54,54 percent (96) are literates and 45.46 percent
(80) are illiterates and among the 143 respondaents
of high age group 48.96 percent (70) are literates
and 51,04 percent (73) are illiterates. Thus, the
percentage of literates is mores (54.54) in low age

group than that of high age group (48.96).

The data in table no.5.5.4 reveal that educa-
tion and change in religiosity are positively asso-
ciated for both low age group (XZ = 36,093, @ = 0.800)
and high age group (X2 = 32,161, Q@ = 0.844), though
there is variation in percentage. The table also
reveals that irrespective of age groups, the literatess
have higher percentage of change, it is 56.25 for low
age and 5k.42 for high age. This indicates the effect

of education, zrindependent of age.

Within both the groups of high age and lou age,
literates are more change=-oriented than illiterates.
The percent difference is 43.75 (56.25 - 12.5) for low
age and is 43.21 (51.42 - 8,21) for high age. In other
words, when age is controlled, education has an
independent affect on change in religiosity. Conversely,
within each of the literate and illiterate groups,

age is also related to change to some extent. Among
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\
both literates and illiterates lou age group is

more change=oriented than high age group. The
percent difference is 4,83 (56.25 =~ 51.42) for
literates and is 4.29 (12.5 = 8.21) for illiterates.
Thus, when education is controlled, age has also
some independent effect on feligiosity, though it is

very small in comparison to that of education.

Which one of these two variables is more
effective? This is the question of relative effect.
It is the proportion in two "counter directional®
groups (Rosenberg, 19683 179~182). The proportion of ~
change among low age illiterates is 12.5 while it is
57.42 aﬁong high age literates. Thus, the high age
literates are more changé~orient8d than low age
illiterates. The same fact can be represented by

ranking the percenta§e.

Groups Changs ;n percentage
1. Low age literates 56.25
2. High age literates 51.42 ,
3 Low age illiterates 12.50
4, High age illiterates . B.21

Above figqures can be used to calculate the

average percentage difference. The average effect of
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education, controlling age, is 43.48. It is the
average of 56.25 - 12,50 and 51.42 -'8.21., Conversely,
the effect of age, controlling education, is 4.56. It
is the averags o% 56425 = 51.42 and 12.50 - 8.21.

The cumulatiye effect of education and age is 48.04.
(56.25 = 8.21). It is the difference of two "extreme

consistent” groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, education and change in religiosity are

positively associated irrespective of variation in age.

'5.5.5 Education and change in réligiosity when
controlled for Bari Status:

Table No.5.5.5

Association bstwsen Education and change in religiosity

when controlled for bari status

- e em  mer e e s em s W e s mmw e eme WA el e mm e M W M M me G een e M e

Unchu (High) Nichehu (Low)
————oBari Bari_______
Change | itorate miterate '°%®! Literate Illiterate 'C ot
Freqe % Frege. % Freqe % Freg. %

L . T e T . T T T R T R I I

High 43 53.08 6 8.82 49 47 55,30 10 11,77 57
Low 38 46,91 62 91.18 100 38 44,70 75 88.23 113

e e e e MR M mm sm A N B B mm o e e mw e mm  mm we W em  mm e e e e e

Iotal 81 100.00 68 100,00 149 85 100.00 85 100.00 170
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x? = 32.814, df.1, P / .01 x% = 36,132, df.1, P £ 01
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Among 170 respondents of Nichchu (low) Bari
group, 50 percent (85) are literates and 50 percent
(85) are illiterates; among 149 respondents of Unchu
(high) Bari group, 54.37 percent (81) and 45.63 per-
cent (68) are literates and illiterates, respectively.
Thus, the percentage of literates is more (54.37)
among Unchu bari group than nichchu (low) bari group
(50.0). The data in table no.5.5.5 reveal that edu-
cation and change in religiosity are positively asso-

ciated for both unchu bari group (§ = 0.842, X2 = 32.814)

and nichchu bari group (Q = 0.805, X2 = 36.,132) though
there is slight variation between bari groups. This
indicates the effect of education on change independent

of bari status., Within both the groups of Unchu bari

and Nichchu bari literates have larger proportion of

change than illiterates. The percentage difference is
44,27 (53,09 - B8.82) for unchu bari and 43.53 (55.30 -
11.77) for niéhchu bari. In other words, when bari
status is controlled, education has an independent
effect on religiosity. Conversely, within esach of the
literate and illiterate groups, bari status i1s also
related to change to some extént. Among both literates

and illiterates, Nichechu bari group is more change-

oriented than Unchu bari, The psrcentage difference
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for literate is 2.21 (55.30 - 53.09) and for
illiterates is 2.95 (11477 =~ Be82). Thus, when
education is controlled, bari status has also some
effect on religiosity though the proportion is very

small than that of education.

The relative effect of education and bari
status, it is the proportion in two ﬁcounter directional®
groups asssuggested by Rosenberg (1968). The propor-
tion of change among unchu (high) bari .illiterates
is 8.82 and that of nichchu bari literates is 55,30,
Thus the nichchu bari literates are more change-
oriented than unchu bari illiterates, The same fact

can be represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Change in percentage
1. Unchu bari literates 53.09
2. Nichchu bari litesrates 55,30
3. Unchu bari illiterates B.B82
4 Nichechu bari illiterates 1177

The above figures can be used to calculate
the average percentage difference. The average effect
of education, controlling bari status, is 43.90. It
is the average of 55.30 - 11.77 and 53.09 - 8.82.

Conversely, the‘average effect of bari status is 2.58,
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It is the average of 55.30 - 53,09 and 11,77 - 8.82.

The cumulative effect of education and bari
status is 41.32 (53.09 - 11.77). It is the difference
of two "extreme consistent” groups (Rosenberg, 1968;

180).

Thus, the impact of education on change in

religiosity is higher than that of bari status.

5.5.6 Education and change in Religiosity when
controlled for cccupation:

Table No.5.5.6

Association betueen Education and change in Religiosity

when controlled for occupation

s e sE me em W T TR WD MR W Wm M WM R M8 BE s Gm MR R B B mm e e e AR A e

Non-agricultural Agricultural
Change occupants Total occupants Total
Citerate Tliterate LIiferate IIliferate
Freqe % Freg. % Freq. %  Freq. &

- e W e e e e e ee G e B e W e P MR MW e R e e e R e e e e e e

High 43 57,33 6 25.0 49 47 51.64 10 7.76 57
“Low 32 42.67 18 75.0 50 44 48,36 119 92.24 163

e e TR G e G ams e W e EE A e W R e B YR A s R s e ke wn am ww ae

= 7.604, df.1, P £ .01 X% = 53,561, df.1, P £ .01
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Among 220 respondents of agricultural occupa=-
tion, 41.37 percent (91) are literates and 58.63
percent (129) are illiterates, and among 99 non-
agricultural occupants, 75.76 percent (75) are
literates and 24.24 (24) are illiterates. Thus, the
percentage of literates is more (75.76) in non~agri=-
cultural occupants than that of agricultural occupants
(41.37). The data in table no.5.5.6 reveal that edu-
cation and religiosity change are positively associa=-
ted for both non-agricultural (X% = 7.604, § = 0.602)
and agricultural (X2 = 53.561, Q = 0.854) groups,
though there is variation between agricultural and
non=agricultural groups. This indicatesAthe effect
of education on change in geligiosity independent of
occupation., Within both non-agricultural anmd agri-
gcultural groups, literates have larger proportion of
changs than illiterates. The percent difference is
32,33 (57433 = 25,0) for non-agricultural .occupants,
and is 43,88 (51.64 = 7.76) for agricultural occupants.
In other words, when occupation is controlled educa-
tion has an independent effect on change in religio=-
sity. Conversely, within esach of literate and illi-
terate groups, occupation is related to change in
religiosity to some extent. Among, both literate and

illiterate groups, non-agricultural occupants are
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more change-oriented than agricultural occupants.

The percent difference for literates is 5.69

(57.33 = 51.64) and is 17.24 (25.00- 7.76) for
illiterates. Thus, when education is controlled,
occupation has also some indspendent effect on
religiosity. The relative effect of education and
occupation, it is the proportion in two "counter
directional" groups, as suggested by Rosenberg (1988).
The proportion of change among the non-agricultural
illiterates is 25.080and it is 51.64 for agricultural
literates, Thus, agricultural literates are more
change-oriented than non-agricultural illiterates. Ths

same fact can be represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Percentage in 6hange
1. Non=agricultural literates 57.33
2. Agricultural literates 51.64
3. Noneagricultural illiterates éS.DD
4, Bgricultural illiterates 07.76

The above figures can be used to calculate
the average percentage difference. The average effect
of education, controlling occupationsis 38.11. It is
the average of 57,33 -~ 25,00and 51.64 = 7.76.

Conversely, the average effect of occupation,
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controlling education,is 11.47. It is the average

of 57.33 -~ 51.64 and 25,00~ 7,76.

The cumulative effect of education and occu=
pation is 49.57 (57.33 = 7.76). It is the difference
between two extreme "consistent groups" (Rosenberg,
1968; 180). Thus, education is positively associated
- with change in religiosity. Of course, occupation
has also some effect. It is in consonance with findings
of Alex Inkeles and H.Smith (1974) for factory workérs.

5.5,7 Education and change in religiosity when
controlled for income:

Table ND.50507
Association betwsem Education with change in Religiosity

when controlled for Income

- MR am s s R e mw M M D e e WM S M@ e W mB  EN b e R em B Wk e W wm

High Income Low Income
Change Ziterate Illiterate Literate Illiterate
o e e e e TOLAL mmmm e s e e e Total
Freq, % freq. % Freqe % Freg. %

- e B e m e e MR B e T e Mo G AR e G R M G M Bm Mm wm  ee wm e

High 53 55,20 5 12.50 58 37 52,86 11 9.73 48

Low 43 44,80 35 B87.50 78 33 47.14 102 90.27 135

W e e e S e e M e m e R M A e em e G e T B W R e W e ™ e e

- e e
- o G M ww am om mm e WG Me  am we W R W ee e e e S e e SR e

x2 = 19.34, df.1, P / .01 «2 = 41.539, df.1, P £ .01



308 -

Among 183 low income group respondents, 38.26
percent (70) are literates and 61.74 percent (113)
are literates and of the 136 high income group
respondents, 70.51 percent (96) are literates and
29,41 percent (40) are illiterates. Thus, the percentage
of literates_ is more among high income group (70.51)
than that of low income group (38.26). The data in
table no.5.5.7 reveal that education and change in
religiosity are positiuelg associated for both lou
income group (XZ = 41.539, Q = 0.824) and high income
group (X2 = 19,34, Q = 0.792) though there is variation
in percentage between high and low income groups. This
indicates the effect of education on religiosity

independent of i rmome.

Within both high income and low income groups,
literates have larger proportion of change than illite-
rates. The percentage difference is 42.70 (55.20 - 12.5)
for high income group and 43.13 (52.86 - 9,73) for louw
income group. In other words, when income is controlled,
education has an independent effect on religiosity.
Conversely, within sach of literate and illiterate
éroups, income is also related to change in religiosity.

Among both literates and illiterates, high income group
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is more change~oriented than low income group. The
percentage difference is 2.34 (55.20 - 52,86) for
literates, 2.77 (12,50~ 9.73) for illiterates. Thus,
when education is controlled, incohe has some inde=
pendent effect on change in religiosity, though the
proportion is neqgligible in comparison to that of

education.

The relative effect of education and income,
it is the propertion in two "counter directisnal®
groups as suggested by Rosenberg (1968). The proportion
of change among high income illiterate is 12.50 and
while among low income literate, it is 52,86. Thus,
low income litsrates are more change=-oriented than
high income illiterates. The same fact can be re-

presented by ranking the percentags.

Groups. Change in percentags
Te High income literates 55.2Q
2. Low income literates 52.86
3 High income illiterates 12.50
4. Low incoms illiterates 9.73

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of

education, controlling income, is 47.93. It 1ls the
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average of 55,20 - 12,5 and 52,86 - 9,73, Conversely,
the average effect of income, controlling education,
is 2.56. It is the average of 55.20 = 52.86 and

12,5 = 9,73,

The cumulative effect of education and income
is 45,47 (55.20 = 9.73), It is the difference of tuwo

"extreme consistent' groups (Rosenberg, 1968).

Thus, on the basis of foregoimg amalysis, it is
found that the impact ef education on change in

religiosity is more tham that of income,

The foregoing analysis and interpretation reveal
that education has an impact on change in religiosity
of the villagers, under study. The effect of other

variablesis also there but their impact is insigni-

\ficant in comparison to that of education. Thus,
;the hypothesis is confirmed by the data that are

H

ipresanted so far.

¥

These findings are supported more or less by
findings in the relevant studies as Inkeles and Smith
(1974), M.S.Gore, et al (1970), Bhatmagar (1972),
pandey (1975), Karla (1978), Zaidi (1970), Karim

(Ward, 1964) and other studies as mentioned earlier.
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546 EDUCATION AND CHANGE IN OCCUPATICNAL ASPECTS:

5.6,1 Intreduction:

Agriculture is the main occupation in the village
(Mukherjee, 1971; 48). In other words, rural society
is based predominantly on agriculture (Desai, 1978; 23).
From land villagers produce, by means of technique and
their labour power, a variety of agrarian products,
rice, jute, tea and other foodstuffs. The occupation is
clossly related with social structure—-of the village in
general. Qccupation is one of the crlterla measurlng

e S T i sty e e St o s it e b -— -

ons's soclal status and hlerarchy in any 3001ety,
Rt o e e A o

along with other factors liks Famlly, rEllQlOﬂ, caste for

Hindu society (D'Souza; 192=211). In traditional ascribed
society, occupation is determined mostly by birth, but
with the growth of knowledge and skill, this is changing.
Education is treated as one of the factors for occu=
pational mobility in the present day's society based

on achievement rather than ascription, People with
educational background and achievement will prefer occu=~
pation other than agriculture (Chaterjee, et al, 1953).

In his studies, in the Punjab villages, Bhatnagar (1972)



1reported that éducation made am impact on occupation
\as educated were not following occupation of their
EFathers or caste-affiliated occupations. Alexander
\(1968) in his study of Pulya Harijan of Kerala
found that due to education, there were major changes
in occupations and subsequent development in economy.

Rac (Gore, et al, 1967; 127-146) finds in his paper

that education is directly related to occupational
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mobility. Education increases and improves both labours’

quality and mobility (Shipman, 1971; 215). Education
enables a man' to adopt a profession or job or

volation (Singh, 1976).

Perhaps, the role of education in occupational
mobility is better spoken by Margarret Mead (1943; 59).
When she speaks, "Modern education turns the child
of peasant into a clerk, of thg farmer intoc a lawyer
(of the immigrants imto Americans, of‘the illiterates

into a literate)".

From the discussions of available literatere
kand research findings, and objectives of the present
study, it was assumed that educated people‘uill prefer
occupatiocnal mobility. With this assumption 13

(thirteen)\questions were included im the general



i

interview schedule under the heading “Dccupation";
Though there are 15 questions, first two question
nose. 5.1 and 5,2 were considered to detérmime the
inceme level only. The motive behind the guestions

was to find out_the trend of change in occupation due
e

[ e .

to education. According to the procedﬁres mentioned
ggmzﬁgzggdology" and for evaluating other guestions,
the responses on these questions on occupation were
categorised as more chénge-mriented or less change~
oriented according to the nature of replies. The more
change~priented replies were evaluated a= scofing two
while less oriented onesas one. In this way, out of
13 (thirteen) questions maximum score 26 (2x13) and

minimum 13 (1x13). Total evaluation was discussed

in methodology and presented in appendix B.

According to the above mentioned evaluating
process the total scores of all the respondents wers
dichotomized as high and low around arithmetic mean

(18.9) as 20 and above, as high, 19 and below as louw.
The hypothesis (No.6) that has been put forward
for testing, reads as follows:

"The more educated a persen is, thé more

he/she will prefer a change in occupational aspects."

313
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5.6.2 gducatioﬁ and change in occupational aspects:

Table N005'601

Association betwesen levels of education and change and

occupational aspects

WA s A W e A e e S GE A W . e e W M Gl Mme W mr G e v e e e e e e

ﬁighff w. _S5¢S.C.  Primary Illiterate Total
Freq. % Freq. ® Freq. @& Freg. & _ Freq. & -

High 30 96.78 43 79.62 35 43,20 46 30.07 154 48.28
Low 1 3.22 11 23.38 46 56480 107 69,93 165 51,72

e s wm am mm e WER WWm W R T G e SR W wae TR TER aee e WY M MR WS e e e e e e

(Source: Table No.7.6, appendix B)
-
Data in the table no.5.6.1 reveal that 30 respondents

of the total 31 of the higher lsvel of education scors
high changs, percentage being 96.78, and rest only 1
(one) respondent scores low change, percentage bsing
3.223 43 out of the total 54 respondents of the 5.5.C.
level of education score high change, percentage being
79.62 and the rest 11 score low change, percentage
being éS.SB; 35 of the total 81 respondents of Primary
level of educatiom score high change, percentage being

43,203 ama the rest 46 score low change, percentage being



56.80§ 46 out of the total 153 illiterate respondents
. score high'change, percentage being 30.07, and the‘
rest 107 score low change, percentage being 69.93.
These scores reveal certain direction in the sense
that percentage of high change sco&e goes up with

the growth of the levels of education,,highest percent
(96.78) for higher level of education and lowest per-
cent (30.07) for the illiterates. It also indicates
the direction that fhough in smaller proportion, some
'iiliterates possess some change~oriented gttributes
and some educated also poésess some low change attributes,
This. difference of percent can be put in a clear, precise
and simple way by dichotomizing the total respondents

into literates consisting of higher, S.8.C. and Primary
levels of education on the one hand and éotal

illiterates om the other, as mentiomed earlier, This

follows a 2x2 contigency table.

Table Noe5s6e2

Association between Education amd change inm occupation

Changs Literate Illiterate Total
‘Freg. % Freqge %

High 108 65.07 46 30.67 154

Low ‘ 58 34,93 107  69.23 165

Total 166 100,00 153  100.00 319

39.047 df.1, P/ .01

£
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Data in table nos.5.6.2 confirm the hypothesis.
Among 166 literate respondénts, 108 (65.87%) and 58
(34.93%) score high change and low changs in ﬁccupatiom
respectively. While among the 153 illiterate respondents
46 (30,67%) and 107 (69.,23%) scere high change and
low change in occupation, respectivsely., The association
(X2 = 39,047) is significant at .01 level and pesitive

(Q = 00624)O

Now the question arisss that how far this
positive association of educatiomn with change in
occupational aspects is genuine. This may be due to

some other antecedent variables, as sex, age, Bari 3tatus,

occupation and income. In order to find out an answer
to such a guestion and to find out, independent,
relevant and cumulative effects of the variables of

education, sex, age, bari status, occupation and imcome,

the data are presented accordimg to the cross tables
that follow, taking education as constant in every
table as the technique suggested by Hirschi and

selvin (1967; 73) and Morris Rosenberg (19683 169-182).
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5.6.3 Education and change in occupational aspects:

Table NoeDS.6e3

L
Assgciation between education and change in occupational

aspects when controlled for sex

L e T . T I D . . . T I L .

Change Male i Total Femals Total
[1iarate Iliitarats [ifsrats 1lliterate
- - - Frea. %_ Frege % _ _ _ Freg. % _Frem. & _ _ _ .

High 65 70.66 26 34.67 91 43 58.10 20 25.64 63
Low 27 29,34 49 65.33 76 31 49.90 58 74.36 89

D T T T o e S . T I L . I~ S

Total 92 100,00 75 100,00 1871 74 100,00 78 100.00 152

- e R A e MM W G M e M M ER e P WM MM AW D W G e s me em MR am WP em e e

>
f

= 21‘575, df‘.1, p LJ ~D1

Data im table no.5.6.,3 reveal that among 152 female
~Eespondents, 48°67_petrcent.(74) are literates and 51.31
percant (78) are illiterates; among 167 male respondents,
55.09 percent'(QZ) are literates and 44.91 (75) percent
are illiterates. Thus, the percentage of literates is
more (55.09) amomg male than that of female {(48.67). The
data show that education and change in occupational
aspects are positively associated for both males

2

(x“ = 21.57, Q = 9.538) and females (x2 = 16.493, 0 = 0.601)
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though there is small variation in percentage betusen
males and females, males being more change-criented
than females. This indicates the effect of education

on change in occupational aspects independent of sex.

Within both males and females, lite;ates have
larger proportiom of change than illiterates. The
percentage ‘difference for males is 35.99 (70.66 - 34.67)
and for females it is 32.46 (58.10 = 25.64). In othér
uord§, when sex is controlled, education has an inde=-
pendent é?fect on occupation. Conuersély, within each
of literate and illiterate groups, sex is also related
to change in ;ccupatiom to some extent, Amomg both

literates and illiterates, males are more change-oriented

than females. The percentage differemce is 12,56

rd

(70.66 - 58.10) for literates and 9.03 (34.67 - 25.64)
for illiterates. Thus, when.education is contralied,
sex has also some independent effect on cccupation
though the proportiomn is very sméll in comparison to

that of educatien.

New,.relatively which variable is more sffective,
educatiom or sex. This is the guestion of relative
effect and Resenberg ({968) suggesﬁed to compare the
'proporﬁion in twe "coﬁnter directional® groupse. The
proportion of chamge amemg male illiteraﬁes is 34.67

and that of .female literates is 58.10. Thus, female
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literates are more change~oriented thar male illi-
terates. The same fact cam be represented by ranking

the percentage.

Groups - ‘ Change in percentage
-1+  Male literates 70,66
2. Female literates 58,10 '
Je Male illiterates 34,67
4, Female illiterates 25.64 ~

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentaéa difFeranée. The avérage effect of
education, controlling sex, is 34.26. It is the averags
of 70.66 = 34,67 and 58,10 - 25.64. Conversely, the
average effect of sex, comtrollimg sducatienyis 10.80.

It is the average of 70.66 - 58.10 and 34,67 - 25.64.

3

The cumulative effect of educatioﬁ and sex -
is 45.02 (70.66 - 25464). It is the differemce of

two "extreme consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 19683 180).

Thus, education has am independent sffect on

change in occupational aspects irrespective of sex.
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5.6.4 Education and chénge in occupational aspects:

Table Nos5ebed

Association between Education and chamnge in occupational

aspects when controlled for age

Change Low Age . Total High Age Total
Literats I1iiterate Literate Tlliterate
- .. Freg._ % _Frea. % _ _ _ frea: % Frea._ % . . _ .

High 65 67.70 25 31.25 90 43 61.42 21 28,77 64

Low 31 32,30 55 68.75 86 27 38.58 52 71.23 79

M em e am e e e Em M GE W0 W TR dm @m me M I G M SD We B W Gm ek mm W e e e

W eue e e e e ase W W W ke e GW MR e WS B R G R S W s T W mm W e ew me

i 2

Q = 0.643 Q 0,595

= 23,212, df.1, P L .01

>
i

=
]

15.417, df.1, P/ .01

Among the 176 respondents of the low age group,
54.54 percent (96) are literates and 45,46 percent (80)
are illiterates and among the 143 respondents of high
age group, 48.96 percent (70) are literates and 51,04
percent (73) are illiterates. Thus, the percemntage of
literates is more (54.54) in low age group than that

of high age group (48.96).

The data in table no.5.6.4 reveal that education
and change in occupatiomal affairs are pesitively

associated for both low age group (X2 = 23,212, Q=0.643)
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and high age group (X2 = 15,417, Q@ = 0.595) though
there is variation in percentage. The-table also
shows that irrespéctive of age groups, theAliterates
have higher percentage of change, it is 67.70 for
low age group and 61,42 for high age group. This
indicates the effect of education, independent of

age.

Within both the'groups of* high age and low age,
literates are more change-~oriented than illiterates.,
The percentage difference is 36.45 (67.70 = 31.25) for
low age and 32.65 (61.42 - 28.,77) for high age. In
other words, when age is controlled, education has an
independent effect on change im occupation. Conversely,
within sach of the literate and illiterate groups,
age is also related to change to some extent. Among
both literates and illiterates, low age group is
- more change~oriented than high age group. The percentage
difference is 6.28 (67.70 - 61.42) for literates and
2.48 (31.25 - 28,77) for illiterates. Thus when edu-
"cation is controlled age has also some independent
effect on occupation, though it is very small in

comparison te that of education.

Which ene of these two variables is more effective?
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This is the question of £elative effect. It is the
proportion in two MYcounter directional groups
(Rosenberg, 1968). The proportion of change among
low age illiterates is 31l.25 and that of high age
literates is 61.42. Thus,the high age literates are
more change~oriented than low age illiterates. The

sama fact cam be represented by ramking the percentage.

Groups Change in percentags
T Low age literatss 67.70
2. High age literates 61+42
3. Low age illiterates 31.25
4o High age illiterates 28,77

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference., The average effect of
education, cont;olling age, is J4.55. It is the
éverage of 67.70 = 31,25 and 61.42 - 28.77. Conversely,
the effect of age, controlling educationgis 4.38, It is

the average of 67.70 - 61.42 and 31.25 - 28,77,

The cumulative effect of education and age is
38,93 -(67.70 ~ 28477). 1t is the difference of two

"extreme consistent" groups {Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, education is positively associated with —

change in occupational affairs irrespective of age.
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5.6.,5 Education and change in occupational aspects
when controlled for Bari Status:

Table N0o.5.645

Agssociation betwsen Education and change in occupational

aspects when controlled for Bari Status

Unchu Bari Nichchu Bari
Change Literate Illiterate Total Literate Illiterate Total
oo . Freg@. @ Freal"E _ _ _ _ Freq. A _Frea._ & . _ _ .

High 57 70.38 26 38.23 83 51 60.0 20 23,52 71

Low 24 29,32 42 61,77 66 34 40,0 65 76.48 99

L R A I i . T T
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0.659

n.
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i

0.586 - a
23.242, df.1, P £ .01
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i

15,470, df.1,P / .01

Among 170 respondents of michchu bari group, 50
percent (B85) are literates and 50 percent (85) are
illiterates; among 149 respondents ef unchu bari status
54.37 percent (81) and 45.63 percent (68) are literates
and illiterates, respectively. Thus, the percentage of
literates is more (54.37) in unchu bari group than
nichchu bari group'(SD.D). The data im table no.5.6.5

reveal that education and change in occupational aspects
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i

are positively associated for both unchu bari group
(x°
(x

tion between the bari groups. The table also reveals

i

15,470, § = B.586) and pnichchu bari group

23.242, Q = 0,659) though there is small varia-

that irrespective of bari groups, the literates have
higher percentage of change, it is 70.38 for umchu
bari group and 60.0 for nichchu bari group. This

indicates the effect of education indepemndent of bari.

Within both the groups ef bari status, literates
have larger proportion of change than illiterates. The
percentage difference is 32,15 (70.38 - 38.23) for
ynchu bari group and 36.48 (60,0 - 23,52) for nichchu
bari group. In other words, when bari statué is
contrelled, esducation has an independent effect aon
occupational change. Conversely, within sach of the

literate and illiterate groups, bari status is also ,

related to chamge to some extent. Among both literates
and illiterates unchuy bari group is more change-oriented

than nichchu bari group. The percentage difference for

literates is 10,38 (70.38 - 60.08) and 14,71 (38,23 =
23,52) for illiterates. Thus, when education is

controlled, bari has alsoc some effect on occupational
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change though the proportion is less tham that of edu-

cation.

Which one of these two variables is more effective?
This is the guestion of relative effect. I# is the
proportion in two "counter directional® groups (Rosenberg,
19683 179~182). The proportion of change ameng unchu
bari group illiterates is 38.23 and that of nichchu bari
literates is 60.0. Thus, nichchu bari literates are
more change=-griented than umchu bari illiterates. The

same fact can be represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups ' Chamge in Percentage
1. Unchu bari literates 70.38 .
2, Nichchu bari literates 60,00
3.  Unchu bari illiterates 38,23
4o Nichchu bari illiterates . 23.52

The above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference., The average effect of
education, controlling bari status;is 34.32. It is
the average of 78.38 - 38.23 and GQ.DD- 23.52, Conversely,
the average effect of bari status is 7.35. It is the ]

average of 70.38 - 60.0D0and 38.23 - 23,52,

The cumulative effect of education and bari



is 46.86 (70,38 = 23.52), It is the diffsrence of

tuo "extrems consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 19683 180).
Thus, education amd change in occupational aspects

are positively associated, irrespective of variation
of bari status.,

5.6.6 Education and change in occupational aspects
when controlled for occupationm:

Table No.5.6.6

Association between Education and change in .occupational

aspects when controlled for cccupation

- M e wm MM R me e W ok N e % O% e mm  wm s N M YR M R e e e de W e

ch Non=agricultural Agricultural

ANQE s e e e e e o e e e

*° [itsrats Iiiiterate '°®' [ifsrats Illilsras o
Freqe % Fregq. % Freqe % Freq. %

R I I T . T I e T S T S

High 58 77.33 10 41.67 68 50 b54,%4 36 27.50 86
Low 17 22,67 14 58.33 31 41 45,806 93 72.10 134
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Total 75 100.00 24 100.00 99 91 100.00 129 100.00 220

0.653 0.518
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16.383, df.1, P £ .01

it

10,753, df.1, P 2 .01 X

Among the 220 respondents of agricultural eccupa-
tion, 41.37 percent (91) are literates and 58.63 per=-
cent (129) are illiterates and among 99 non=agricultural
occupants 75.76 percent (75) are literates and 24.24

percent (24) are illiterates. Thus, the percentage of



literates is more in nen-agricultural group (75.76)
than that of agricultural group (41.37). The data in
table no.5.5.6 reveal that education and change in
occupational aspects are positively associated for
beth non-agricultural group (X2 = 10,753, Q@ = 0.653)
and agricultural group (X2 = 16.383, Q = 0.518). ‘

The data also reveals that irrsspective of occupation,

jr}

the literates have high percentage of change, it is
77.33 for non-~agricultural group and 54.94 for agri-
cultural group. This indicates the effect of educa-

tion on occupational change, independent of occupation.’

Within both non=~agricultural and agricultural
groups, literates have larger proportion of change
than illiterates. The percentage difference is 35.66
(77.33 = 41.67) for non-agricultural occupants and
27.04 (54.94 - 27.90) for agricultural occupants. In
other words, when occupation is controlled, egucation
has an independent effect omn change. Conversely,
within each of the literate or illiterate groups,
occupation is alse related to change. Among both
literate and illiterate groups, non-agricultural
pccupants ars more change-oriented than agricultural
group. The pEreentage differemce for literates is

22.39 (77.33 = 54.,94) and for illiterates 13.77
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(41.67 - 27.90). Thus, when education is contrelled,
occupation has also some independent effect on change

in occupational aspects,

Which one of these two variables is more effective?
This is the question of relative effect, It is the
proportion in two "counter directional™ groups
(Rosenberg, 19683 178-182). The proportiom of change
among non-agricultural illiterates is 41.67 and that
of agricultural literates is 54,94, Thus the agri-
cultural literates are more change-oriemnted than non-
agricultural illiterates. The same fact can be rs-

presented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Change in Psrcentage
Te Non=agricultural literates 7733
2. Agricultural literatss 54.%24
3 NMon=-agricultural illiterates 41 .67
4. Rgricultural illiterates 27.90

The above figures cam be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of
education, controlling occupation, is 31.35. It is

the average of 77.33 = 41.67 and 54.94 - 27,90, -

Conversely, the average effect of occupation,
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controlling educationyis 18,9, It is the average of

77433 = 54,94 and 41,67 - 27,90,

The cumulative effect of educatiom and
occupation is 49.43 (77.33 - 27,90). It is the
difference between two Yextreme consistent™ groups

(Resenberg, 19683 180).

Thus, education is positively associated with
occupational change, of course nom-agricultural occu-
pation has also moderate effect in comparison to that
of education. This is in consomance wiih findings of
Alex Inkeles and H.Smith (1974) for their factory
influence. Rao (Gore, et al, 1987) finds wealth
related to education

5.6,7 Education and chamge in occupational aspects
when controlled for income:

Table NOeHebHe7?

Association betuween education and changes in occupa=

tional aspects when controlled for income

i Income
Change __.__._ ﬁigE-EESETE-_- Total _,__[;El:_-_..... _____ Total
Literate Illitsrate_ Literate Illiterate
Freq. % Freg. % Freq. % Freq %_ _ _
High 71 T4.0 198 47 .5 a0 27 60.80 27 23.90 64
Low 25 268.0 21 5245 46 2% 40,0 86 76.10 119

- - e ws  em W e ew e
- e s e wm  em am wo e wm We e wm WO e = e - - -
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x2 = §.830, df.1, P /.01 x? = 15.944,dF.1, P £ .01



Among 183 low income group respondents, 38)26
percent (70) are literates and 61.74 percent (113)
are illiterates and of the 136 high income group
respondents, 70.51 percent (96) are literates and
29.41 percent (40) are illiterates. Thus, the per-
centage of literates is more among high income group
(70.51) than that of low income group (38.26). The
data in table no.5.6.7 reveal that education and
change in occupational aspects are positi&ely asso-

ciated for both high income group (x2 = 8.830,
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Q = 0.516) and low income group (X2 = 15,944, @ = 0.562)

though there is variation in percentage bstween high
and low income groups. The table also reveals that

irrespective of income groups, the literates have

higher perceptage of change, it is 74.8 for high income

group and 60,0 for low income group. This indicates

the effect of education, independent of income.

Within both high income and low income groups,

liferates have higher pfoportion of change than illi-

terates. The percentage difference is 26,50 (7440-47.50)

for high imcome group and is 36.10 (68,00~ 23.,90) for

low income groupe. In other words, when income is
controlled, education has an imdependent effect on

occupational aspects. Conversely, withim sach of
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literate and illiterate groups, income is also relatsd
to change in occupational aspects. Among both litsrates
and illiterates, high income group is more change-
oriented tham low imcoeome group.Ths psrcentage difference
is 14.0 (74.0 - 60.0) for literates and 23.60 (47.50 -
23,90) for illiterates. Thus, when education is
controlled, income has indepéndent effect on change

in occupational aspects.

Which one of these twe variables is more effective?
This is the question of relative effect. It is the
proportion in two "counter directional” groups (Rosenberg,
1968). The proportiom of change among high income
illiterates is 47.50 while it is 60.0 among low income
literates. Thus the low income literates are more change-
oriented than high income illiterates. The same fact

can be representsd by*ranking the percentage.

Groups Change in percentage
Te High income literates ?&.UD
2, Low income literates v 60.00
3. High income illiterates 47,50
4, Low income illiteratss 23,90

The above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference., The effsect of education,

controlling income,is 31.30. It is the average of
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74,00~ 47,50 and 60,00~ 23,90. Conversely, the
sffect of income, controlling education;is 18.80.

It is the averags of 74.00- 60,00and 47.50 - 23,90,

The cumulative effect of education and income
is 50.10 (74.00 - 23,90). It is the difference of tuwo

"extreme consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, the association between education and
change in occupational aspects is positive though

income has a moderate effect.

5.6.8 Summary and Conclusions:

Thus, from the foregoing analysis, it is found
that education has an impact on cgccupational aspects.
The other variables of sex, ages, Bari, occupation and
income have also some impact. Among thess variables
occupation and income have modsrate impact. This cam
be interprsted as these two variab}es are positively
related to education. Ottaway (1976; 107) gimds edu=
cation as means of occupational mobility to have
occupational entry and social mobility and better job.
These findings are relevant with other studies as

mentioned earlier part of this analysise

These findings confirm the hypothesis that edu-

cation/helps the villagers to have changes in their
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occupational aspects. The impact of income, occcu-
pation is thess but their influence is lesser than

that of education and in many cases, they ars

inter~related.

B,7 EDUCATION AND SOCIAL HIERARCHY AND MOBILITY:

5.7.17 Introduction:

From the dawn’oF civilization it is almost
common feature of social structure that it is divided
into many strata, classes or hisrarchical orders, the
most rigid being the Indian caste systgm, others being
slavery, estate serfdem (Bottomore, 1962; 179). There
is hardly any society found by the anthropologists
where each and every human being is treated equal.
These hierarchical order depends on the types and
structure of society and its development. In its
simplest form, it may be in the form of sex, age,
physical strength. In the medieval period, it was
on the basis of birth, religion, family, wealth. In
the present day,scciety, social herarchy is based on
econcomic terms, social background, knowledge, skills,
gtc. With sac;al developments, social hisrarchy is
based on achisvement rather tham birth or ascription,

Fducational achievement is taken as a means gf
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social mobility and hierérchy in the present day society.
Karim (19763 115-138) finds in Bangladesh emerging

of an educated middle class who is. ascending the

society in all asgpects of political, social and cultural.
To him this is the class who is responsible for political,
social and cultural chanée im contemporary Bengall
'society. He also finds such a class in the West Bengal
socisty of Inmdia. Rac (Gore, et al, 1967; 138) finds

the families with higher economic status are not held

high in public esteem 1f their children are not

correspondingly educated,

Education changes the status of lower caste to

some extent (Dube; 1555). Lee Deighton mentions educa=-
tio;“;;"tgé primary inroad to certain secial position.
Milner (1972; 24) finds education changes the status.
In all. India field survey in seciology of education,
it is F;uad that majority wanted sducatien as the
basis of social esteem (Goré, et al, 1970). In Bihar
study, Pandey (1975) finds education as a s9urcg to
climb social hierarchy. In villages of Bamgladesh

Aird (Maronj; 1953) found that education was recognised

as a status hisrarchy.

Education challenges the traditional hierarchy

(shipman, 1971; 269). Gold Thorpe ( Hall, 1969) finds
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educated men of differepnt . racial status enter into

sgcial relations.

fducation bring changes about social status,
behaviour, life style, dress. In Kerala Hari jan,.
Alexander (1968) found that due to education there
iwas change in behaviour pattern, mode of dress,‘eating,
jdrinking hébits. The process of "Sanskritization®
was there. Education changes role and status of &
person. Educated persons are climbiﬁg up higher
status by marriage (Gore, et al, 1967). For the
present study, it is. assumed that education will have
an impact on social hierarchy and mobility in the
villages of Bangladeshs With this assumption, 12 ques=-
tions were included in the inte;vieu schedule on "Social
hierarchy and mobility". According to the procedures
mentiomed on "Methodology" and at the earlier part
of this chapter, the responses out of these guestions

wers categorised as "more change-oriented” or positive

or modern scoring two and negative or traditional as
less change-oriented, responded scoring sne. Maximum
scores out of total tuelve questions were 24 (2x12),

while minimum wezel12 (1x12) (appendix B).

After such evaluation, the tetal scores were

dichotomized as high and low around mean (arithmetic
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mean 16.6) as 18 and above as high and 17 and belou

as low.

., The hypothesis (No.7) that has beem put foruward

for testing reads as fellows:

"The mere educated a person is, the more he/she

will prefer a change in social hierarchy and mobility",

Accordingly, the data are presented as follouss

5.,7.2 Education and change in social hierarchy and mobility:

Table No.5.741

Association between levels of Education and chanﬁe in

Hierarchy and Mobility

L T R Rt - I T I S L

Bhange  _____________ Levels of FEducation Total
_Higher —-229sCe Primary ~ Illiterate
Freqg. % Frag. % Freg. % Freq. %
High 30 896,78 38 70,38 28 34,57 31 20,27 127
Low 1 3,22 16 29.62 53 64,43 122 79.73 192
Total 31 100,00 54 100,00 81 100,00 153 100.00 319

- (Source: Table No.7.7 in appendix B)

Data in table no.5.7.1 reveal that 30 respondsnts
of the total 31 of higher level of education score high
change, percentage being 96.78 and only one respondent

scores low change, percentage being 3.22; 38 of the total
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54 resspondents of the S5.5.C. level of education score
high change, percentage being 70.38 and 16 score low
change, percentage being 29.62; 28 of the total 81
respondents of the Primary léuel of education score
high change, percentage being 34,57 and 53 score low
change, percentage being 64.43; 31 of the total 153
illiterate respondents score high change, percentage
being 20,27 and 122 score low change, percentage being
79.73. These data reveal certain direction inm the sense
that percentage of high change grows up with the growth
of the levels:of education, higher percent (96.78) for
higher level of education and lowest (20.27) for the
illiterates, It also indicates the direction that
though in smaller proportion, some illiterates possess
change-orisnted attributes and some educated also
possess low change attributes. These data can be put

in clear, precise and simple way by dichotomizing

the total respondents into literates, consisting of
higher, S5.5.C. and primary levels of education on the
one hand and the illiterates on the other, as mentioned

earlier, This follows a 2x2 contigency table.:
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‘ Table NoeBeT7.2

Association between Education and change in Hierarchy
and Mobility

W s A R S e B M R e IR G e WS B e e S AR e e s W e e e we e

Change Literate  Illiterate Total
Freg. % Freg. 2
_ High 96  57.83 31 20.27 127
Low 700 42,17 122 79.73 192
Total 166  100.00 153 100,00 319
Q = 0,687 x? = 46,899, df.1, P £ .01

Data in table nO595.7.2 confirm the hypothesis.
Among 166 literate respondents 96 score high in change,
percentage being 57.83 and 70 score low change, per;
‘centage being 42.17, among the 153 illiterate res-
pondents, 31 score hig% change, percenfage beimg 20,27
and 122 iou change, percentage beimg 79.73, respsctively.,
The‘association (X2 = 46.899) is significamt at .01 positive

level (Q = 00687)-

Now the questiom arises that how far this positive
association between education amd trend of ehange in
hierarchy and mobility is genuime. This may be due to

some other antecedent variables as sex, agse, bari status,

[
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occupation and income. In order to find out an anmsuer
to such a guestion and to find out independent relative
and cumulative effects of the variables of education,
sex, age, bhari status, occupation and income regarding
the trend of chanée in herarchy and mobility, data

are presented according to cross tables that follow
taking education as constant in every table as the
technigue suggested by Hirschi and Selvin (1967; 73) and
Morris Rosenberg (1968; 169-182),

5.7+3. Education and change in social hierarchy and
mobility when controlled for sex:

Table No.B5.73

Association betweem Education and chamge in hierarchy

‘and mobility when coentrolled for sex

M ma o Gaa W e I e Mo e s BER M M WG e WA mm Mm wm em SR A we e e e Ge e

Change ”____-_Tfif ________ Total ______ EfoEf ______ Total
Literate Illiterate Literate Illiterate
Freq. % Freqg. % Freq. % Freq.

G e wm mm M W B OB e S M R Em Mm@ s AE e Wes B M G we MM e dm R s G W

‘High 57 61.96 20 26.67 77 39 52,70 11 14,10 80O
Low 35 38,04 55 73.33 90 35 47.30 67 85.20 102

MR e e DR SE mee W WR e @ e MR s GY s MW MR MW Mo W MR G OW W e dar we e e

Total 92 100,00 75100,00 167 74 100,00 78 100.00 152

W mm e e Gm e ws  wemm  emTS M e e

>
It

2 20,707, df.1, P £ .01 X% = 25.631, df.1, P /.01
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Data in table no.5.7.3 show that among 152 fe-
male respondents, 48.67 percent (74) areg literates and
51,31 percent (78) are illiterates and ambhg 167 male
respondents, 55.09 percent (92) are literates and 44,91
(75) percent are illiterates. Thus the percentage of
literates is more (55.09) amonmg males tham that of
females (48,67). The data show that education and éhénge
in hierarchy and .mobility are positively asseciated for
both male respondents (X2 = 20,707, Q@ = B.634) and
female respondents (X2 = 25,631, Q@ = 0.743), though there
is sma}l variation in percentage between males and fe-
males, males being more change=-oriented (61.96%) than
females (52.70%). The table also shows, in beth the
male and female groups, literatss\have high percentage
of change (61.,96) for males and.(52.70) for females,
respectively. This indicates the effect of education

on change in hierarchy and mebility independent of sex.

Within both.males and females, literates havse
.larger proportion of change than illiterates. The
percentage differemce for males is 35.29 (61,96 = 26.67)
and is 38,60 (52.70 - 14.1D)Ifor females. In othser
words, uhen‘sex is controlled, education has an ‘

independent effect on hierarchyJamd mobility. Comversely,

within each of literate and illiterate groups, sex is



also related to change to some extent. Among both
literates and illiterates, males are more change=
oriented than females. The percentage difference is
9.26 (61.96 = 52,70) for literates and 12,57

(26,67 - 14.10) for illiterates. Thus, when education
is controlled, sex has also some independent effect

on change though the proportion is smaller in compari=-

son to that of education,.

Now, relatively which variable is more effective,
education or sed? This is the guestion of relative
effect and Rosenberg (1968) suggested to compare the
proportion in two "counter directional®™ groups. The
proportion of change among male illiterates is 26.67
and that of female literates is 52.70. Thus,female
literates are more change-oriented than male illiterates.
The same fact can be represented by ranking the

percentage:

Groups Change in percentage
1. Male literates 61.96
2. Female literates 52.70
3 Male ?lliteratas © 26467
be Female illiterates 14.10

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of

education, controlling sex, is 36.95. It is the averags
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of 61.96 -~ 26467 and 52,70 - 14,10, Conversely, the
average effect of sex, controlling education, is
10,92, It is the average of 61496 - 52.70 and

26,67 - 14,10,

The cumulative effect of education and sex is
47.86. It is the difference of 61.96 = 14,10 of tuo

"axtreme consistent" groups’ (Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, education has an independemt and higher
effect on change in hierarchy ahd mobility irrespective
of ssx difference. ‘ |

5.7.4 Education and change in social hierarchy and
mobility when controlled for ags:

Table No«He7ed

Association between Education amd change in Hierarchy and

Mobility, when controlled for age .

Change Low Age Total High Age Total
Citerate T1literate Literafe IIliterats.
Freq. Freq. % Frege % Freqge %

High 59 61;46 18 22,58 77 37 b52.86 13 17.80 50
Low 37 38.54 62 77.50 99 33 42,14 60 82.20 893

Tetal . ‘96 106,00 80 100,00 176 70 100,00 73 100.00 143

@ = 0.691 0 = 0.676

>
L

= 26,912, df.1, P ¢ .01 X°= 19,304, df.1, P 4 401
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Among the 176 low age group of respondents,
54,54 percent (96) are literates and 45.46 percent
(80) are illiterates and among the 143 ‘high age group
of respondents, 48.96 percent €70) are literates and
and 51.04 percent (73) are illiterates. Thus, the
percentage of literates is more (54.54) in low age
group than that of high age group (48.96).‘ The data in
table no.5.7.4 reveal thatleducation and change in
hierarchy and mobility are positively assoeiated for
both low age group (x2 = 26,912, Q =..691) and high
age group (X2 = 19,304, Q = 0.671), though thefe is
variation in percentage. The table also shous that
irrespective of age groups, the literates have high
percentage of change, percemtage being 52.86 for LT
high age and 61.46 percent for lew age group. This -

indicates the effect of education, independent of age.

Within both the groups of high age and low abé,\
literates are more change-oriented than illiterates.
The percentage differemce is 38.96 (61.46 = 22,50) for
low age and 35.06 (52.86 = 17.80) for high age. .In
other words, when age is controlled, education has
an independeatﬂeffectjon cﬁange in hierarchy and
mobility. Conversely, withim each of the literate and

illiterate groups, age is alse related to change.



Among both literates and illiterates, how age group
is more change-oriented than high age group. The
percent difference is 8.60 (61.46 -~ 52,86) for lite=-
rates and 4,70 (22,50 - 17.80) for illiterates. Thus,
when educatien is controlled,age has also some
independent effect, though proportion is smaller in

cemparison to that of educationme.

Which ome of these two variables is more
effective? This is the question of relative effect.
It is the proportion in two "counter directional
groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 169-182). The proportion ofi
change among low 4de Dliteirate: is 22,50 while that
of high age literates is 52.86. Thus,the high age
literates are more change-oriented than low age

illiterates. The same fact canm be representedlby

ranking the percentags.

Groups Change in percentage
Te Low age literates 61.46
2. High age literates 52,86
3. Low age illiterates 22,50
4, . High age illiterates 17.80

Above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of

education, controlling age,is 37.01. It is the average
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of 61.46 - 22,50 and 52,86 - 17.80. Conversely,

' 3
the effect of age, controlling education, is 6.65.

It is the average of 61.46 -~ 52,86 and 22,50 - 17.80.

.

~

-The cumulative effect of eduéatiom and age is
!

43,66 (61.46 - 17.86). It is the difference of tuwo

"extreme consistent" groups (Reosenberg, 19683 180).

\

Thus, sducation is positivelp associated with N

changse in’hierarchy and mobility irrespective of age.

5.,7.5 Education and change in social hierarch; and
mobility when controlled for Barl Statuss -

Tabhle NBeSe76b

Association between Education and change in hierarchy and
mobility when controlled for Bari

Unchu Bari ‘ Nichechu Bari

gk Literate Illitercate Citerate Illiterate
Change ["TEcTats Iilitarats '°F2l TEsTa¥s~TITIEsfars 'otal
Freq. %  Freq. % ?555:“%"'——?5'55:"%
High 46 56.80 13 19.11 59 50 58.32 18 21.18 68
Low 35 43.20 55 80.89 90 35 41.18 67 78.82 102

- o ww mm e M s e e v am e - Am mm e WS me o W M me e W SR me em e

Total 81 106,00 &8 TDD 00 149 85 100,80 85 100,00.170

x? = 21.934, df.1, P £ .01 x? = 25,098, df.1, P £ .01

i
[

Among 170 respondents of Nichtiu bari group 50
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percent (85) are literates and 50 percent (85) are
illiterates, ameng 149 respomrdents of unchu bari
status group, 54,37 percent (81) amd 45.63 percent
(68) are literates and illiterates respectively. Thus,
the percentage of literates is more (54.37)-im unchuy
bari group than in nichchu bari group (50;0). The
data in table no.5.7.5 reveal that education and
chamge in hierarchy and mobility are positively
associated for both unchu bari group (x% = 21934,

§ = 0,695) aﬁd nichchu bari group (x? = 25.098,

Q 8 0.683) though there is variation in bari groups.
The table shows that irresﬁectiVe of bari groups,

the literates have higher psrcentage of chanmnge, it is
58.82 for nichchu bari and 56.80 for unchu bari, This

indicates ths eFFect‘oF education independent of bari.

Within both the gragps of pbari status, literates
have larger proportion of change than illiterates. The
éercemtage difference is 37.64 (58,82 =~ 21,18) for
nichchu bafi and is 37.69 (56,80 - 19.11) for unchu
‘bari. In other words, when bari status is controlled,
education has an independent effect om hierarchy and
mobility. Comversely,\withim gach of the literate and
illiterate groups, bari status is also related ﬁp

change. Among literates the percentage of difference is
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2,02 (58.82 - 56.80) and among illiterates, it is
2,07 (21.18 = 19.11), Thus, when education is,

controlled, Bari Status has some effect on change

in hierarchy and mobility though the proportion is

very smaller in comparison to that of education.

Which one of these two variables is morse
effective? This is the question of relative effect.
It is the propeortion in two "ecounter directional®
groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 179=182). The proportion of
change among unmchu bari illiterates is 19.11 and
that of nichchu bari literates is 58.82. Thus, nichchu
bari literates are more change-oriented than unchu

bari illiterates. The same fact can be represented

by ranking the percemtage.

Groups ‘ Chamge iq percantage
Te Unchu bari litsrates 56.80
2. Nichchu bari litserates 58.82
3. Unchu bari illiterates 19.11

i Nichchu bari i1lliterates 21.18

The above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference, The average effect of
education, controlling bari status, is 37.67. It is
the average of 58.82 -~ 21.18 and 56.80 - 19,11,

Conversely, the average sffect of bari, controlling



education,is 2,05, It is the average of 58.82 - 56.80

and 21.18 - 19.11.

The cumulative effect of education and bari is
35.62 (56.80 = 21.,18). It is the difference of two

"extreme consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, education and change in hierarchy and
mobility are positively associated irrespective of
variation of bari status.

5.7.6 Education'and change in social hierarchy and
mobility when controlled for occupation:

Table No.5.7.6

Association betwsen Education and change in hierarchy

and mobility whem controlled for cccupation

T e e W meweas M SR e W e W e WG MM R S AR e MR TR Sm R RE TR R e W ey

o - T -~ 0 W - Va1 - G sy o - —— . i, oy - - W - s G - -

High 50 66.67 7 29.17 57 46 50,54 24 18.60 76
Low 25 33.33 17 70,33 42 45 49,46 105 81.40 150

W em WS e e em MR G R R R wm o S @GR ME TRE em MR G MR A e R mm M e e mm e

]

X2 = 10,467, df.1, P/ .01 x%= 25,899, df.1, P , .01



Among 220 agricultural occupants, 41.37 per-
cent (91) are literates and 58.63 percent (129) are
illiterates and among 99 non-agricultural occupants,
75.76 percent (75) are literates and 24.24 \24) are
illiterates. Thus, tée percentage of literates isg
more in non-agricultural group (75.76) than that of
agricultural group (41.37). The data in table no.5.7.6
reveal that educatiomn and change in hierarchy and

mobility are positively associated for both non-agri=-

]

cultural group (X° = 10.467, Q = 0.658) and agri-

1]

cultural group (x2 25,099, Q = 0.634) though there is
variation among groups of occupation. The %able reveals
that irrespective of occupations, literates have high
percentage of change, it is 66,67 for non-agriculturists
and 50,54 for agriculturists. Thus,the data in the

table no.5.7.6 indicate the effect of education on

hierarchy and mobility independent of occupation.

Within both mon=-agricultural and agricultural
occupants literates have larger proportion of change
than illiterates., The percentage difference is 37.50,
(66467 ~ 29.17) For’non—agrichlturists and is 31,94
(50,54 - 18,60) for agriculturists. In other words,
when occupation‘is controlled, education has an

independent effect on change in hierarchy and mobility.
[



Conversely, within each of the literate and illi-
terate groups, non-agriculturists are more chamge~-
oriemted than agriculturists. The percentage
difference for literates is 16.13 (66.67 = 50,54)
and 10,57 (29.17 - 1B.60) for illiteratses. Thus;
when education is controlled, cccupation has also

some independent effect on hierarchy and mobility.

Which one of these two variables is more
effective? This is the question of relative effect.
It is the proportion in two "counter directional®
groups (Rosenberg, 1968} 179-182). The proportien
of change among nmon=agricultural illiterates is
29,17 and that of agricultural literates it i s 50.54.
Thus the agricultural literates are more change-
oriented than non-agricultural illiterates. The

same fact cam be represented by rankimg the per-~

cantage.,
Groups Change in
percentage
Te Nom~agricultural literates 66.67
2. Agricultural literates 50.54
3. Non-~agricultiral illiterates 29.17

4o Agricultural illiterates 18.60



The above figures can be used to calculate the
average percentage difference, The average effect af
education, controlling occupation,is 34,72. It is the
average of 66467 - 29,17 and 50,54 - 18.60. Conversely,
the average effect of occupation, controlliné educa=
tiony,is 13.85. It is thg average of 66.67 = 50.54 and

29.17 - 180600

The cumul ative effect of education and cccupa-
tion is 48,07 (66.67 - 18.60)., It is the difference
between two "extreme consistent” groups (Rosenberg,

1968; 180).

Thus,education is positively associated with
change in hierarchy amnd mobility irrespective of
variation of occupational groups.

5.7+7 Education and change in social hierarchy and
mobility when comtrolled for income:

Table N005@707
Associationm between education and chamge im hierarchy

and mobility when controlled for incoms

- e me ms em MR Em em v AW g3 e e e e Em e am M mx W MmO e e e W

Change High Income Total Low Income Total
Citsrate IITiferate Citerate INiterats
Freq. % Frege % Freg. &  Freg. %

High 59 61.46 14 35,0 73 37 52.86 17 15.04 54
Low 37 38,54 26 65.0 63 33 47.14 96 B84.96 129

- M MR e e mm  wm em e AR ap e S mm e mEm Me R oW kB W W ER A se A e

- ew e Be M em e B mm we We w @ e mer M A RN B ae SR W mm e e wd e

g = 0.495 Q = 0,727
xZ= 7,949, df.1, P £ .01 x2= 29,711, df.1, B / .01



Among 183 low income group respﬁndents 38.26
percent (70) are literates and 61.74 percent (113)
are illiterates and of the 136 high income group
respondents, 70,51 percent (96) are literétes and
29.41 percent (40) are illiterates. Thus, the per-
cehtége of literates is more in high income group
(70.51) than that of low income group (38.26). The
data in table no.5.7.7 reveal that education and
change in‘hisrachy and mobility are positively associated
for both high inceme group (X2 = 7.949, @ = 0.495)
and low income group (X° = 29.711, @ = 0.727) though
there is variatiom in percentage between high and
low income groups. The table also reveals that
irrespective of income groups, the literates have
higher percentage of change, it is 61.46 for high
income and 52.86 for low income groupe. This indicates

!

the effect of education independent of income.

Within, both high income and low inceme groups,
literates are more change-oriented tham illiterates.
The percentage differsnce is 26.46 (61.46 - 35.,0)
for high income group and 37.82 (52.86 - 15.04) for
low income group. In other words, when income is

controlled, educated has an independent effect on



hierarchy and mobility. Conversely, within each of
literate and illiterate groups, income is also
related to hierarchy and mobility. Among both lite-
rates and illiterates, high income group. is mors
change-oriented than low income group. The percentage
difference is B.60 (61.46 - 52.86) for literates and
for illiterates, it is 19.96 (35.0 = 15.04). Thus,
when educationm is controlled, income has alsoc some

independent effdct on hierarchy and mobility.

Which one of these two variables is more
effective, esducation or income? This is the question
of relative effect, It is the proportion in two Ycounter
directional®" groups (Rosenberg, 1968). The proportion
o f change among high income illiterates is 35.0 and
that of low income literates is %2.86. Thgs, low
income literates are more change~oriented than high
‘income group illiterates. The same fact can be re-

presented by ranking the psrcentags.

Groups Change im percentage
Te High imcome literates 61,46
2. Low income literatss 52.86
3. High income illiterates 35,00

4o Low income illiterates 15,04



-

The above figures can be used to ‘calculates the
average percentage difference. The effect of education, -
controlling incomesis 32,14, It is the average of
61446 = 35,0 and 52.86 - 15.,04. Converssely, the effect
of income,controlling education, is 14.28, It is the

avBrage of 61.46 - 52.86 and 35,0 - 15,04,

‘ The cumulative effect of education and income is
464,42 (61,46 - 15.04), It is the differsnce of two

"extreme consistent® groups.(Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, the association between education and
.change in hierarchy and mobility is positively asso-

ciated irrespective of variatiom due to incoma.

These findings are in comsonance with other

studies mentioned in the“intrcductary section of this

[N

analysise.

5.7.8 Summary and Copclusions?

Thus, the foregeing analysis’expresseéthe‘imbact
Qf education omn change im hierarchy and mobility.
Other variables as sex, age, Bari, occupation and income
have also some effect on chamge but im every case

that of education is found in higher proportion.

J

4
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These findings are supportsd by other studies in the

* field of education and sccial change. Most of them

are mentioned im various chapters to aveid repstition.
Only a few can be cited as Rao (Gore, et al, 1967),

Dube’ (1955, 1958), Pgédey (1975), Shipman (1971),

Gore, et al (1978, 1967), Hall (1969), Kafim (1964

1972, 1976), Srinivas (1966), Beteille (1966), Hug

(1978), Milmer (1972), Savarimuthu (1978), Ottaway (1976).

The discussions, analysis and findings im the
section reveal that hypothesis is confirmed, education
has an impact on social hierarchy and social mobility
im these villages, under study, in Bamgladesh. Educa-
tioﬁ is helping the individuals in taking up nsw
roles and status with chamged values, attitudes.

Hence education is an agent of social change.

5.8 EDUCATION AND POLITY AND PARTICIPATION:LHAWGE -

5.8.1 Introduction:

Political institutions are concerned with the
distribution of power in society (Bottomeore, 19623
147,150) and political behavieur of the people. In’
the primitivé~type>of society, political behavieur

cwas: organized amd influenced by religion and kinship

’

oy |
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(Bottamofe, 1962). Advent of tribal chief is taken
as the initiatiem aof bolitical participation of

the members (Karim, 19723 160). Political partici-
pation plays a very important reole in human socisty. -
~In the historiéal context of the sub=-continent there
was. self governmént‘in the villages. With social
develcpmenf these traditional self govsrnmental
bodies were replaced by Panchayat in India (8scar,
1965; 26), basic democrécy, pnion parisﬁads in
Bangladesh anﬁ Pakistan (Sobhan, 1968). Though, it
is taken that villagers, ars galitically_inert but
at the time great movement as 'Quit India! (Desai,
19783 45~53) 'SJatyagraha', 'Swadeshi' movement,

. '"Dandi ‘- march'independeéce movement in India,
t*Telengana movement', 'Tribaga' movement in Bengal
and Assam, 1969, mass upsurge, 1971 war of libera-
tion, participation in Ulshi=Jadunathpur Project,
Rural works pregrammes in Bangladesh, thg villagers

took am active role.

[

Studies im rural polity and participation by
Kogekar and Park (1956), Someji (1959), Firth (1957)
in India found that things were influenced by caste,

religion, even threat and bribes, factionalism, -
/! i
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regiopalisation, etc. Weiner (1957) found in Indian
situation that party system was not of final or

rigid type. Jones (1957) found that middle class
members were active in politics anmd holding majmr‘
proportion of elected representatives. Beteille
(1966) found in his study in Tamil Nadu village of
Sripuram, India, that non-brahmin middle class with
educated back ground dominated the political scene.
Dube (1958) found the sxistence of a rural elite
with some education, land property and having contact
with outside the village. Bhatnagar (1972) found

that educated were more participating in politics and
preferred to have educated leaders, while illiterates

preferred traditioral political system.

Srinivas (Mathias, 19683 18,43) found in Bihar
thaet educated class took part in local politics in
Taluka and District levels. In Bangladesh also the
' students leaders took part in national and local
politics. Sukla~(1963) found education as basis of
political participation of the middle class. In the
village educated got political power (Shipman, 1971;

263).

In the modern age, natienal maovements were



started by the educated middle class in India by

the 'Bengali Bhadralok', 'Chita Pavan' of Maharashtra,
'Tamilian Brahmin' (Basu, 19743 .iv, 114). Waverstein
(19683 8) found that mationalist movement started
with educated middle class. Ayub (Chopra, 1971;
40,59) found in Bangl adesh the liberation movement
was led by educated middle class having rural |

peasantry background,

In the Bangladesh context, Karim (19763 115-138)
found the rise of an educated muslim middle claés
around the beginning of this century who was leading
the country in all fields. Chowdhury- @ (1978) finds
the influence of education in village politics along
with groups. In Bangladesh, families having educated
members who can arranbe official patronage dominate
the village scene by occupying key posts. Hug (1978;
144) finds the importance of Bari-kinship group, family,
as the basis of political participation. In his study
of two villages of Bangladesh, Zaidi(1970; 126-134)
found in every village there were 5 to 10 traditional

informal Pradhans or matabhar (village leaders) or

Sardar who would mitigate and control the vill age
affairs. They are selected generally on the family,

bari, kinship, age, wealth, locality basis. Karim

358
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(19763 141-157) finds such a type of village tra-
ditional informal leadership. Hug (1978) also
reports of such a type of 'Sardars! in village

society.

With the introduction of new political system
of 'Basic democracy!' in the early sixties and
introduction of rural works programmes the village
scene is changing. Traditional leadership is changing.
People having some formal education and eotherwise
influence dominate the village polity. Im the develop=-
mental works, government tries its best to make the
general people participate enmass to boost up the
village economy for rural upliftment (Planning
Commission = First Five Year Plan) through develop~
ment package deal of agrarian modernization which
indlude, modernization of agricultural, rural health
and sanitary service, mass sducation, women's emanci-
patien, introduction of direct elected represemntative
to the local bodies. In the present study, it is

assumed that education will have an impact on thess

rural projects,

Thirteen questions were asked im the section.

The responses out of the total 13 questions were
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evalyated gccording to the earlier mentioned procedurss
in appgndix\B. Maximum scores out of thirteen guestionms
were 26 (2x13) and minimum 13 (1x13) as more partici-
pating responses scoréd two and less participating
scored one, Aftqr'BValuation of the total replies, the
total scores were dichotomized around meam (arithmetic
mean 18,2), as 19 and above as high, 18 and above as
low. The hypothesis (No.8)that has beem put forward

for testing reads as follows:
/

1 "The more educated a person is, the more he/she
i
will be participating in civic, political and rural

‘developmental works.!
!

Data are being presented im the lelouing table.

5.8.2 -Education and Participation in civic, political
and devyvelopmental works:

Table (NGQ 5'801
Association between levels of education and participation
(chamge) in civic, political and rural develop=- )

mental works

{Change ) Higher 5.5.C. Primary Illitesrate Total

£Prarti- e T e

cipationY Freq. % Freq. % Fregqe % Freq. &%

High 29 93.54 37 68,51 43 53.09 36 23,52 145
Low 2 6.46 17 31.49 38 46.91 117 76.48 174
Total 31 100.00 54 100,00 81 100,00 153 100.00 319

(Source: Table No.7.8, appendix B)
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Data in table m6.5.8.1 réveal that 29 of the
total 31 respondents 'of higher level ofleducatimn have
high participation, pércentage,being 93.54 and two
respondents have low participationm, percentage heing
64463 37 of the total 54 respondents of the 3.5.C.
level of education have high participation, Percentage
being 68.51 and 17 have low participation, percentage
being 31.49; 43 of the total 81 respondents of thel
primary level of education have h;gh participation,
percentage being 53.09 and 38 have low participation,
percentage being 46,913 36 of the fotal 153 illiterate
respondents havg high ﬁarticipafion, percentage being
23.52‘and“117 have low participation, percentage being
76.48., These data reveal certaiﬂ direction in the sense
that percentage of high participation (change) grows up
with the growth of the levels of education, highest
percentage for higher level of education (93.54) and
lowest (23.52) fer the illiterates. It also indicates
the direction'tﬁat though in smaller proportion, .some

i

illiterates have participatien and some literates

also have low participation. The data can be presanted -
in a clear, precise and simple way by dichotomiiiﬁg

the total respondents into 'Literate' consisting of

all the three levels of education of higher, S5.5.C.

and Primary, on the one hand, as mentioned earlier and
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'Illiterate! on the other, This follows a 2x2 contigency
table,-

’ Table Noe548a2

Association between Education and participation of the

respondents on 'Polity and Participation?

W A e R e R B Mo S AN e W SE e G M WB EmE SN @ W S G e M W mm e

Partici-

pation Literate Illiterate Total
(Change) Freg. 7 Freq. 7

High 109 65.67 36 23.52 145
Low 57 34433 117 76.48 174
Total 166 100,00 153 100,00 319

2
@ = 0.722, X" = 57.006, df. 1, P « .01

Data in table no.5.8.2 confirm the hypothesis,
Among 166 literate respondents, 109 have high partici-
pation, percentage bsing 65.67 and 57 have low pértici—
pation, percentage being 34,333 among ths 153 illite-
rate respondents, 36 have high participation, per=-
centage being 23.52, and 117 have low participation,
percentage being 76.48, respectively. The association
(X2 = 57.006) is significant at .01 level (@ = 0.722),

The nature of association is positive.

Now the guestion arises that how far this



assoclation between education amd high participation
in polity,.civic and development werks is genuine.
This may be due to some other antecedent variables

as sex, age, bari status, occupation and income. In

order to find out a0 answer to swuch a gusstion and

to find out independent, relative and cumulative
effects of variables of education, sex, age, bari
status, occupation and income on "Polity and Partici-
pation", data are represented according to the cross
tables that follow taking educatiom as constant in
every tablg as the technigue suggested by Hirschi and

Selvin (1967) and Morris Rosenberg (19683 169-182). )

5.B¢3 Education and Participation when controlled for sex:

Table N00508.3

Association between Education and Participatiom (Change)

in Polity, Civic and Development Works

W e WS G e s B e e s e e s e B e W e M R W @ W M WM s N e e WM e P

Parti=- Male Female

cipa-  —=mmeo-sessseeooee- Total ~TTTITTTTITTTmmme=s Total
tion Literate Illiterate Literate Illiterate
(change) Freqg. %  Freg. % Freq. %  Freq. %

High 63 68.48 271 28,0 84 46 62.17 1B 19,23 61
Low 29 31.52 54 72.0 B3 28 .37.83 63 80.77 91
Total 92 100,00 75 100.0 167 74 106,00 78 100.80 152
Q = 0,696 8 = 0.748

x?> = 27,080, df.1, P, .0 x% = 29,130, df.1, P / .01
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Data im table no.5.8.3 show that among 152
female respondents, 48.67 (78) are literates and 51.31
(74) are illiterates and among 167 male respomdents
55.09 percent (92) are literates and 44.91 percent
(75) are illiterates. Thus the percentage of literates
is more (55.09) among males than females (4B.67).
The data shoeu that education and participation are
positively associated for both male respondents (X2 =
27.080, @ = 0.,696) and female réspondents (X2 = 29,130,
Q = 0.746), though there is variation in percentage
between male and female groups, males being more parti-
cipating (68.48) than females (62.17). The table shous
also that in both male and female groups, literates
have more percentage of participation (68.48) for males
and (62.17) for females, respectively. This indicates
the effect of esducation om participation in polity,

civic and rural devslopment works in-dependent of sex,
' ]

Within both males and femaleg ,literates have
larger proportion of participation than illiterates.
The percentage difference is 4£L48(68.48 - 28.,0) for
males and 42.94 (62.17 = 19.23) for females. In other
words, when sex is controlled, education has an ‘

independent effect on participation. Conversely, when



%)
o2
s}

sducation is controlled, sex has also soms independent
effect on participation. Among both literates and
illiterates, males are more participating than females.
The percentage differsnce is 6431 (68.48 -~ 62.17) for
literates and 8.77 (28.00~ 19.23) for illiterates.
Thus, sex has also some effect independsnt of educa-
tion though the proportionm is smaller im comparison

to that of educations

/
Now relatively which variable is more effective,

education or sex? This is the guestion of relative
effect and Rosenberg (1968) suggested to compare the
proportion in two M"ecounter directional groups. The
propertion of participation among male illiteratss is
28,0 and that of female literates is 62.17. Thus female
literates are more participating and more chamnge-
oriented than male illiterates., The same €act can be

represented by ranking the percentage.

Groups Participation in
gerqentage
1. Male literates 68,48
2. Female literates 62617
3. Male illiterates 28.00

4o Female illiterates 18,23
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Above figures can be used to calcu;ate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of
education, controlling sexsis 41,71, It is the average
of 68.28 - 28,00 and 62,17 - 19,23, Conversely, the
average effect of sex, controlling education,is 5,52,

It is the average of 62,48 - 62,17 and 28,00 - 19,23,

The cumulative effect of education and sex is
49,05 (68,48 = 19.23). It is the difference of two

"extreme consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 180),

Thus, educatibn has positive independent and
higher effect on participation and change in villages,

irrespective of sex differsnce,

58.4 Education and Participation whem contreolled for

age:

Table NDe5.8:4

Association between Education and Participation (Change)
in polity, rural developmental works when

controlled for age

.. How _Age _______ mrmm—figh _fAge_____
Change  [Iterate T1Titerats [, ., CIferake ITliterate [ i,
Freqe % Freg. % Freqe. % Freg %
High 66 6B8.75 21 26,25 87 43 61.42 15 20.56 58

Low 30 31.25 59 73.75 89 27 3B.58 58 79.44 85

W M MM s A N M MR M S B OSSR B e GED W R W ey TR waw TR MR R R e e e e e

x2 = 31.531, df.1, P £ .01 x2= 24.771, df.l, P £ .01
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Among the 176 low age groeup respondents, 54.54
percent (96) are literates and 45.46 percemt (80) are
illiterates and among 143 respondenfs ef high age group
48,96 -percent (70) are literates and 51.04 percent (73)
are illiterates. Thus, the percentage of literates is
more (54.54) in low age grﬁup than that of high age
group (48,96). The data in Table No.5.8.4 reveal that
education and participation (chenge) in polity, civic,
and rural development works are positively associated
for both low age group (X2 = 31.531, Q = 0.721) and high
age group (X2 = 24,771, Q@ = 0,720), though there is
variation in percentage. The table also shows that
irrespective of ags groups, the literates, have high
percentage of participatien (change) being 68.75 for low
age group and 61.42 for high age group. This indicates

the effect of education independent of age.

Within both the groups of high and low age,
literates are more participating than illiterates, Ths
percentage diffeeence is 42,50 (68.75 - 26.25) for low
age and 40.86 (61.42 - 20.56) for high age group. In
other words, when age is controlled education has an
iﬁdependent effect on participation (change). Conversely,

within sach of the literate and illiterate groups, ags
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is also related to participatiom (change). Among both
literates amnd illiterates, low age group is more partici=
pating than high age group., The pesrcentags differencs

is 7.33 (68,75 = 61.42) for literates and 5.09 (26.25-20.56)
for illiterates. Thus, when education is controlled

age has some independent effect, thouwh proportion is

smaller in compariscn to that of education,.

Which one of thess two variables is more effective?
This is the question of relative effect. It is the
proportion in twe "counter directiomal® groups (Rosenberg,
1968; 169-182), The proportion of participation (change)
among low age group illiterates is 26,25 whilé it is
61.42 among high age diterates., Thus, the high age
literates are more participating (change) than low age
illiterates, The same fact can be represented by ranking

the percemtage.,

Groups Participation in Percentage
Te Low age literates 68475
2. High age literates 61.42
3. Low age illitsrates 26.25
4., High age illiterates 20.56

Above figures can be used to calculate the

average percentage difference. The average effect of
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education, controllimg age,is 41.68. It is the, average
of 68.75 = 26,25 and 61,42 - 20,56. Conversely, the
effect of age, controlling education, is 6.51. It is

the average of 68.75 = 61.42 and 26,25 = 20.56.

The cumulative effect of sducation and age is
88,19 (68.75 = 20.56). It is the difference of tuwo

"extreme consistent® groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, education is positively associated with
participation and change in polity, civic and rural
developmental works, irrespective of age variatione.

5.8.5 Education and Participation (change) when
controlled for Bari Status:

Table Noe5.8.5

Association betweem Education and Participatiom (Change)
in polity, civic and developmental works when controlled
for Bari Status

- e e s e ses KR e e W M G SR S e s s e MR b S MR e e R WE e R W ve e

Unchu (High) Bari Nichchu §Low) Bari
Parti- [Literate 1lliterate Total Literate Illiterate Total
gcipa-  ToTTommsossseSamsmes ) eese s s T e —
tion Freg. % freq. % Freqe % Freq. %
High 54 66.67 14 20,59 58 55 64,70 22 25.89 77
Low 27 33,33 54 79,41 B1 30 35.30 63 74.11 93

Total 81 100,00 68 100,00 1459 85 100,00 85 100.00 170

@ = 0.770 ' q = 0.680
X* = 31,636, dfel, P L .01 X“= 25,852, df.1, P /.01
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Among\??O respondents of nichchu bari group 50
percent (85) are literates and 50 percent (85) are
illiterates, and among 149 respondents of unchu bari
group, 54,37 percent (81) are literates and 45.63 per-
cent (68) are illiterates, respectively. Thus the per=-
centage of literates is more (54.37) in unchu bari group
than nichchu bari group (50.0). The data in table 5.8.5
reveal that education and participation (change) in
polity, civic and developmental works are positively
associated for both unchu bari group (Xz = 31.636, Q = 0.770)
and nichchu bari group (Xz = 25,852, Q@ = 0.680) though
there is variation for bari groups. The table shous
that irrespective of bari groups, the literates have
higher percentage of pafticipation, it is 64.70 for
nichchu bari group and 66,67 for unchu bari group. This
indicates the effect of education indepemndent of

bari groups.

Within both the groups of baris, literates have
larger proportion of participation and change than
illiterates., The percentage difference is 46.08
(66.67 = 20.59) for unchu bari and 38.81 (64.70 - 25.89)
for nichchu bari group. In other words, when bari
status is controlled, education has an indepandent’
effect on participation and change in polity, civic

and rural dsvelopment works. Conversely, within each of



the literate and illiterate groups, bari status is

also related to participation and change. Among

literates the percentage difference is 1,97 (66.67 - .
64.70) and it is 5.30 (20,59 - 25.89) for illiterates,
Thus, when education is controlled bari status has

some effect on polity and participation though in a

smaller proporticn in cemparison to that of sducation.

Which one of these two variables is more
effective? This is the guestion of relative effect. It
is'the proportion in two Ycountsr directional groups
(Rosenberg, 19683 179-182). The proportion of partiti-
pation (change) among unchu bari illiterates is 20,59
and that of nichchu bari literates, it is 64.,70. Thus,
nichchu bari literates are more participating (changing)
than unchu bari illiterates, The same fact cam be

represented by ranking the percentage.

4

Groups Participation
(change) in
percentage

Te Unchu bari literates 66467
2. Nichchu bari literates 64,70
3. Unchu bari illiterates 20,59
4, Nichchu bari illiteratss ) 25.89

The above figures can be used to calculate the

average percentage difference. The average effect of
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education, controlling bari status,is 42,45. It is the
average of 66.67 = 20,59 and 64,70 - 25,89. Conversely,
thé average effect of bari status, controlling educa=-
tion, is 3.64. It is the average of 66.67 - 64,70 and

25.89 - 20.59.

The cumulative effect of education and bari is
40,78 (66467 - 25.89)., It is the difference of two

"extreme consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 180).

Thus, education and participation (change) is
positively associated irrespective of variation im
bari stdatus.

5.8.6 Education and Participation (change) when controlled
controlied for occupation:s

Table No.5.8.6

Association between Education and participation (change) in
Polity, Civic and developmental works when ‘

controlled for occcupation

WA em WM me e A sm M M) e SER WS M TSR WS @I WA M i WS S G G W e R e R e e e

_.Non=agricultural __Agricultural ___
Parti- Literate Jlliterate Total Literate Jlliterate Total
cipam  =mememsmemsesasssmes e e i e
tion Freqs % Freq. % Freq. % Freqg. %
Grange) _ _ _ _ _ _ .. __._ e e e e e e e e e e e - -
High 56 74.69 6 25,0 62 53 5B.24 30 23.26 B3
Low 19 25,33 18 75,0 37 38 41.76 99 76,74 137

O e . . T I Y e T T T B L

- e e e e e G el R M e MM A e s M MO B MR m M mm W WA SR e mm e MW == e

x? = 19,162, df.1, P~ .01 x2 = 27,799, df.1, P /.
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Among 220 agricultural occupants, 41,37 percent
(91) are literates and 58.63 percent (129) are illite-
rates and among 99 non-agricultural occupants, 75.76
percent (75) are literates and 24.24 percent (24)
illiterates, Thus, the percentage of literates is more
in non=agricultural group (75.76) than thét of agri=-
cultural group (41.37). Daté in table no.5.8.6 reveal
that education and par ticipation (change) in polity,
civic and rural developmental works are positively
associated for beoth non~agricultwural group (X2 = 19,162,
@ = 0.796) and agricultural group (X2 = 27.799, @ = 0.643)
though there is variation among occupants of agriculture
and non=agricultural groups. The table shous that
irrespective of ogcupants, the literatss have high
percentage of participation (change), it is 74.67 for
non-agriculturists and 58,24 for agriculturists. Thus,
data in table no.5.8.6 indicate the effect of education
on participation (change) on polity, civic and rural

development works independent of occupations.

Within both non-agricultural and:agricultural
occupants, literates have larger proeportion of partici-
pation (change) than illiterates. The percentage diffe-

rence is 49,67 (74.67 = 25.00) for non-agriculturists
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and 34.98 (58.24 - 23,26) for agriculturists. Inm other
words, when occupation is controlled, education has

an independent effect on participation (change).
Conversely, mitﬁin each of the literates and illite-~
rates, ncn—agri;ulturists arg more participating in
polity, civic and rural development. The bercentage
difference for literates is 16.43 (74,67 = 58.24) and
illiterates 1.74 (25.00 = 23.26). Thus, when sducation
is controlled, occupaticn has also some independent

gffect on polity and participation.

Which one of these two variables is more effsctive?
This is the guestion of relative effect. It is the
proportion in two "counter directional®™ groups
(Rosenberg, 1968; 179-180). The proportion of partici=
pation among non=agricultural illiterates is 25.0 and
that of agricultural literates is 58.24. Thbs, agri=-
cultural literates are more participating than non=-agri-
cultural illiterates. Ths same fact can be represented

by ranking the percentage.

Groups Participation in
percentags
Te Non~agricultural literates 74,67
2 Agricultural literates 58.24
3. Non-agricultural illiterates 25,00

4o Agricultural illiterates ' 23.26

Y
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The above figures can be ussd to calculate the
average percentage difference. The average effect of
education, controlling occupationsis: 42,33, It is the.
average of 74,67 - 25,00 and 58,24 ~ 23,26, Conversely,
the average effect of occupation, controlling education,

is 9.9, It is the average of 74,67 = 58,24 and 25,0 - 23.26.

The cumulative effect of education and occupation
is 51,41 (74,67 - 23.26). It is the difference bstween

two "extreme consistent" groups (Rosenberg, 19683 180).

Thus, education is positively associated with
participatien and change im polity, civic amd rural

developmental works irrespective of variation in occupatiom.

5.8.7 Education and Participation when Comtrolléd for Income:

Table[ NO!5.807

Association between Education and Participation (change) in
Polity, civic and rural developmental works when

controlled for income

- e M R M pa G em e e G e M TR mm S e R mR @M G e m M R e e G e e e

High Imcomse Low Income
Partici- Literate Illiterate Total [Iterate 1lliterate Total
??E;zge) Frege % Freq. % Freqs % Freg. %
High 67 69.80 17 42,5 84 42 60,0 19 16.81 81
Low 29 30,20 23 57,5 52 28 . 40,86 94 83,19 122
Total 96 160.00 40 V0.0 136 70 100.0 113 100,00 183
0 = 0,515 Q = 0.762

x? = 8.905, df.1, P / .01 x2= 36.276, dfel, P £.01
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Among 183 respondents of low income group, 38.26
percent (70) are literates and 61,74 percent (113) are
illiterates and 136 of the high income group 70.51 per=~
cent (96) are literates and 29,41 percent (40) are illi=-
terates, Thus, the percentage of literates is more in
high income group (70.57) than that of low income group
(38.26). The data in table 60.508,7 reveal that educa=-
tion and participation (high) in polity, civic amd rural
development works are positively associated fer both high
income group (X2 = 8,905, Q = 0.515) and low imcome group
(x2 = 36,276, Q = 0.,762) though there is variation in
percentage between high and low income groups. Thé table
also shows that irrespsctive of income groups, literates
have higher percentage of participation (chamgaj. It is
69,80 for high income group and it is 60,0 for low income
group. This indicates the sffect of education, independent

of income.

Within both high income and low income group,
literates are more participating than illiterates. The
percentage difference is 27.30 (69.80 - 42,50) for high
income group and 43,19 (60,00 - 16,81) for low income
group, -In other words, when imncome is controlled, edu=-
cation has an independent effect on participation (change).
Conversely, within each of literate and illiterate groups,

income is also related to participation (change). Among
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both literates and illiterates, high income group is
more participating than low income group. The per=-
centage difference is 9.80 (69,80 - 60.00) for.literates
and 25,69 (42,50 - 16.81) for illiterates. Thus, when
education‘is controlled, income has alsc some inde-
pendent effect on participation (change)'in polity,

civic and rural development works,

Which one of these two variables is more effective?
,education or income? This is the questiom of relative
effect. It 'is the proportionmn in two "counter directional®
groups {(Rosenberg, 1968). The proportion of participation
among high income illiterates is 42.50 and that of low
income literates is 60.00. Thus, low income group
literates are morse participating than high income group
illiterate respondents. The same fact cam be represented

by ranking the percentage groups.

Groups Participation in
percqntage
Te High income literates 59.88
2. Low income literates 60,00
3. High income illiterates 42,50
4 Low income illiterates 16.81

The above figures can be used to calculate the

average percentage difference. The effect of education,
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controlling income,is 35.25. It is the average of
69.80 - 42,50 and 60,00 - 16,81, Conversely, the
effect of imcome, controlling education,is 17.75. It
is the average of 69,00 ~ 60.00 and 42,50 -« 16,81,
The cumulative effect of education and income is
52.99 (69,80 = 16.81).‘It is the difference of tuwo
"extreme consistent!" groups (Rosenberg, 1968; 180).
Thus the association between sducation and participa=
tion (change) in polity, civic and rural development
works is positively asspociated irrespective of varia=-

tion due to income.

%

5.8.8 Summary and Conclusions:

i

From above discussions, it can be found out that
education is positively associated with the polity,
civic and rural developmental works in the villages.
The educated are working as agents &6 this regard. The
hypothesis that has been put ferward i1s confirmed by

the analysis of data.

The findings are in consgnance of the findings
by other studies as Karim (1976), Beteille (1966),
Srinivas (1966), Bhatnagar (1972), Pandey (1975), Dubey
(1958), Desai (1978), Jones (1957), Ayub (Chopra, 1971),
and Huq (1978), and other studies as mentioned in the
previous section. The overall summary of the findings are

discussed in the succesding section.
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5.9.1 Major Findings and Summary:

Major findings of the anglysis, interpretation
and discussion of the data presented in the tabhles
so far can be put summarily. The findings are presented
according to the sections under which hypotheses
were put to test., There are in all eight such hypotheses
on i. modernity, ii. superstitions, iii. family and
marriage, iv. education, v. religion, vi, occupation,
vii. social hierarchy and mobility and viii. polity

and participation. '

5.9.2 Education and Modernity:

Data support positive association betueen educa-
tion and modernity thus confirming the hypothesis.
Litgrayes are more modern than illiterates. The percentage
is 65.67 for literates and 13.08 for illiterates. Males
are more modern than females. The percentage is 70.66 for
‘'male literates, it is 59,46 for female literates, it is
16,0 for male illiterates and it is 10.26 for female

illiterates.

Low age respondents are more modern than high
age ones. The percentage is 67.70 for low age literates,
while it is 62.86 for high age literates, it is 15.00

for low age illiterates and it is 10.96 for high age
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illiterates.

Traditional unchu bari literate respondents
are more modern than traditional nichchu bari ones.
The percentage is 69,13 for uncﬁu bari, it is 62,30
for nichchu bari. Traditional nichchu bari illiterates
are '‘more modern than their counterpart in unchu bari.
The percentage is 15.30 for nichchu bari and it is

10.30 for unchu bari.

Non~agricultural respondents are more modern
than agficultural ones, The percentage is B2.67 for
non=-agricultural iiterates, while it is 51,64 for
agricultural literates, it is 25,00 for mon-agricultural

illiterates and it is 10.86 for agricultural illiterates.

High income respondents are more modern than
low income ones. The percentage is 75,00 for high income
literates, while it is 52,86 for low income literates,
it is 20.00 for high income illiterates anmd it ié 10.61

for low income illiterates,

5.9,3 Education and Superstitions:

Data presanted im analysis and interpretation
support the negative association betwsen education and
superstitions. Sducated persons are less superstitious

thas confirming the hypothesis. Literates are less
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superstitious than illiterates, The percentage is 27.11

for literates and it is 73.86 for illiterates.

Males ars less superstitious than females., The
pércentage is 15.21 for male literates, while it is
41.90 for female literates, it is 60,00 for male

illiterates and it is 87.98 for female illiterates.

Low age literates are less superstitious than
high age literates, The percentage is 23,96 for lou
age while it is 31.43 for high age. High age illiterates
aae less superstitious than low age illiterates. The

percentage is 71.23 for high age and it is 76.25 for

low age,

Traditional unchu bari literates ars less supersti-
tioys than nichchu bari literates. The percentage is
24,70 for unchu bari and 29.4%1 for nichchu bari. Tradi-
ticnal nichchu bari illiterates are less superstitisus,
than umchu bari illiterates. The percentage is 76.48

for unchu bari and 71.77 for nichchu bari.

Non-agricultural literate occupants are lsss
suparstitious than agricultural occupants. The per-
centage is 17.33 for non-agricultural literates, while
it is 35.17 for agricultural literates, it is 58433 for

non-agricultural illiterates and it is 76,74 for
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agricultural illiterates.

High income literates ares less superstitious
than low income literates. The percentage is 19.80
for high income literates, while it is 37.14 for low
incomé literates. The low income illiterates are less
superstitious than high income illiterates. The
percentage is 71.69 for low income illiterates while

it is 80,00 for high income illiterates.

5¢9.4 FEducation, Change in Family and Marriage affairs:

Data presented for analysis and interpretation
supported the positive association bstween education
and change in family and marriage affairs, thus confir-

ming the hypothsesis.

Literates are more change-oriented than illiterates.
The percentage is 59.63 for literates while it is 16.33

for illiterates.

Males are more change-oriented than females. The
percentage is 6413 for male literates, while it is
54,06 for female literates, it is 21.33 for male

illiterates and it is 11.53 for female illiterates.

Low age is more change=~ariented than high age.

The percentage 1is 62.56F0r low age literates, while it

£

is 55,71 for high age literates, it is 17.50 for low age
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illiterates and it is 15,07 for high age illiterates.

Unchu bari respondsnts are more change-oriented
than nichchu bari ones. The percentage is 62,97 for
unchu bari literates, while it ié 56.48 for nichchu bari
literates, it is 17.64 for unchu bari illiterates and

it is 15,30 for nichchu bari illiterates.

Non=-agricultural respondents ars more change-
oriented than agricultural snes, The percentage is 68.0
for non=-agricultural literates, while it is 52,74 for
agricultural literates, it is 37.50 for non-agricultural

illiterates and it is 12,40 for agricultural illiteratses.

High inceme respondents are more change=-orisnted
than low income ones. The percentage is 62.50 for high
income literates, while it is 55,71 for low income
literates, it is 30,00 for high income illiterates and

it is 11,50 for low income illiterates.

5.9.5. Education and Change in Educational affairs:

Data presented for analysis and interpretation
supported the positive association betwesn education
\
and change in educational affairs, thus comfirming the

hypothesig. Literates are change-oriented than

illitgrates., The percentage is 64.46 for literates and
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it is 26,14 for illiterates.

Males are more change-oriented than fasmales.
The percentage is 70.66 for male literates,p@hile it
is 56476 for female literates, it is 29.33 for male

illiterates and it is 23.08 for female illiterates.

Low age responden&s are change=-oriented than
high age ones. The percentage is 67.70 for low age
literates, while it is 60,00 for high age literates,
it is 28.75 for low age illiterates and it is 23.29

for high age illiterates.

Unchu bari respondents are more change-orisnted
than nichchu bari ones. The percentage is 69.13 for
unchu bari literates, while it is 60,00 for nichchu bari
literates, it is 27.94 for unchu bari illiterates and

it is 24,70 for nichchu bari illitsrates.

Non-agricultural respondents are more change-=
oriented than agricultural ones. The percentage is 78.67"
for non-agricultural literates, while it is 52.74 for
agricultural literates, it is 48.84 for non-agricultural

illiterates and it is 22,49 for agricultural illiterates.

High income group respondents are more change-
oriented than low income ones. The percentage is 66.67
for high income literates, while it is 62.86 for low

income literates, it is 32.50 for high income illiterates
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and it is 23.0 for low income illiterates,

5.9.6 Education and Religion:

Data presented for analysis and interpretation
support the positive association betwsen change in

religiosity and educationjthus)confirming the hypothesis,.

{iterates are more change-~oriented than illite-
rates. The percentage is 54,21 for literates, while it

is 10,46 for illiterates.

Males are more change-oriented than females. Thse
percentage is 56.52 for male literatses while it is
51,36 for female literates, it is 13.33 for male illite-

rates and it is 7.70 for female illiterates.

Low age respondents are more change-oriented than
high age. The percentage is 56.25 for lew age literates,
while it is 51.42 for high age literates, it is 12.50
for low age illiterates and it is 8.21 for high ége

illiterates.

Nichchu bari respondents are more change-oriented
than their counterparts in the unchu baris. The percentags
is 55,30 for nichchu bari literates, while it is 53.09 for

unchu bari literates, it is 11.77 for nichchu bari
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illiterates and it is B.82 for unchu bari illiterates.

Non-agricultural respondents are more change=-
oriented than thei? counterparts in the agricultural
group. The percentage is 57.33 for non-agricultural
literates, while it is 51.64 for agricultural litsrates,
it is 25,00 for non-agricultural illiterates, and it

is 7.76 for agricultural illiterates,

High income group of respondents are more change-
oriented than their coumterparts in the low income
group. The percentage is 55,20 for high income literates,
while it is 52.86 for low income literates, it is 12.30
for high income illiterates amd it is 9.73 for lou

income illiterates,

5.9.7 Education and Occupation:

Data pressnted for analysis and interpretation
support the positive association between education and
change in occupational affairs, thus confirming ths
hypothesis. Literates are more ghange-oriented than
illiterates, The percentage is 65,07 for literates,

while it is 30.67 for illitsrates.

Males are more change—oriented than females.
The percentage difference is 70.66 for male literates,

while it is 58.10 for female literates, it is 34.67 for
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male illiterates and it is 25.64 for female illiterates.

lLew age group respondents are more change-
oriented than high age group respondents. The percentage
is 67.70 for lew age literates, while it is 61.42 for
high age literates, it is 31.25 for low age illiterates,

Al

and it is 28,77 for high age illiterates.

Unchu bari respondents are more change=-oriented
than nichchu bari respondents. The percentage ié 70,38
for unchu bari literates, while it is 60,00 for nichchu
bari literates, it is 38,23 for unchu bari illiterates,

it is 23,52 for nichchu bari illiteratss,

Non—-agricultural respondents are more change=-
oriented than agricultural respondents. The percentage
igs 77.33 for non-agricultural literates, while it is
54.94 for agricultural literates, it is 41,67 for non=-
agricultural illiterates and it is 27,98 for agricultural

illiterates,

High imcome group of respondents are more change-
oriented than low income group of respondents. The
percentage is 74.00 for high income literates, while it
is 60.00 for low-income literates, it is 47.50 for high

income illiterates and it is 23.90 for low income
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illiterates.

5.9.8 Education and change in hierarchy and mobilitys

Data presented for amalysis and interpretation
support the positive association between educatien and
change in hierarchy and mobility in the villages under
study, thus confirmimg the hypethesis. Literates are
more change=-coriented than illiterates. The percentage

is 57.83 for literates, while it is 20,27 for illiterates.

flales ars more change-oriented than females. The
percentage is 64.96 for male literates, while it is
52.70 for female literates, it is 26467 for male illite-

rates and it is 14.10 for female illiterates.

Low age group of respondents are more change-
oriented than high age group. The percentage is 61.46
for low age literates, while it is 52.86 for high age
literates, it is 22,50 for low age illiterates and

it is 17.80 for high d&ge illiterates.

Nichchu bari respondents are more change-oriented
than unchu bari respondents. The percentage is 58.82
for nichchu bari literates, while it is 56.80 for unchu
bari litérates, it is 21.18 for nichchu bari illiterates

and it is 19.11 for unchu bari illiterates. This can be
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interpreted as high bari status responses do not like

to change their origin status.

Non=agricultural respondents are more change=
oriented than agricultural occupants. The percentage is
86.67 for mon-agricultural literates, 9hile it is 508,54
for agricultural litefatss, it is 29.17 for non-agri=-
cultural illiterates and it is 18.60 for agricultural

illiterates,

High income group of respondents are more cHange—
oriented than low income group respondents. The percentags
is 61446 for high income literates, while it is 52.86
for low income literates, it is 35.00 for high income
illiterates amd it is 15.04 for low income illiterates.

5.9.9 Education and participation (change) in polity,
civic and rural developmental works:

Data presented for analysis and interpretation
support the positive association between participation
(change) and education in polity, civic and rural
developmental works, thus confirming the hypothesis.
Literates are more participatimg than illiterates. Tée
percentage is 65.67 for literates, while it is 23,52

i

for illiterates.

Males are more participating than females. The

percentage is 68.48 for male literates and it is 62.17
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for female literates, @t is 28.08 for male illiterates

and it is 19,23 for female illiterates.

Low age respondents are more participating than
high age group. The percentags is 68.75 for low age
literates, while it is 61.42 for high age literates,
it is 26425 for low age illiterates and it is 20,56

for high age illiterates.

Unchu bari litsrates are more participating
than nichchu bari litsrates. The percentagse is 66.67
for literates of unchu bari, while it is 64.70 for
nichchu bari literates. Nichchu bari illiterates are
more participating than unchu bari illiterates. This
can be interpreted as nichchu bari respondents join
as manual~uo;kers to earn bread out of rural develop-

mental works, under ‘Food for Works Programme'!, etc.

Non=-agricultural respondents are more patici-
pating than agricultural ones. The percentage is 74.67
for non=agricultural literates, while it is 38.24 for
agricultural literates, it is 25,00 for non-agricultural

illiterates and it is 23.26 for agricultural illiterates.

High income respondents are more participating

than low income respomdents. The percentage is 69.80



for high income literates, while it is 60.00 for low
income literates, it is 42,50 for high income illite=-

rates and it i6 16,81 for low income illiterates.

Thus, all the hypotheses are confirmed ﬁy the
collected data that are prssented, analysed and
interpr eted. The two case studiss of Sharif and
Khalil also reveal the impact of educatiom on changse
in villages, under study. Education is found to Funﬁtion
as an agent of soccial change in the  four villages

’

in Bangl adesh, under study.
5.9.10 Conclusion:

Thus, it is revealed from the summative presenta-
tion of the findings out of the data that educated
persons are having more of modern attributes, less
of sdperstitiohs, change oriented in family and marriage
affairs, change oriented in educational affairs,
change oriented in religiosity in the sense pragmatic,
secular, rational in that sense practical, change-
criented in occupaticnal affairs, change-oriented in
social hierarchy and social mobility and more partici=-
pating in polity, civic and rural development programmes
than theiﬂiterates, irrespective of sex, ags, bari,

occupation and income., The findings, out of this

391
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research, can not be taken as accurately measured,
it can only be said that the trend is indicative
towards change. 0Of course, no research in human be=-
haviour or soclial sciences can claim of cent percent

accuracy (Gore, et al, 1970; 54).

This supports the thecretical model of modsern
man of Alex Inkeles and David H.Smith (1974) that
modern man is change-coriented, work-oriented, secular
and practical towards religion, not fatalistic,
efficatiouvs, planned, open minded, more participating,
pungtual, aspirative and the like. The model of Dube
(1967) for modermization as among others, mobility,
high participation, new attitudes, long term plan-
oriented, rational ends, social and sconomic discipline
can be related with these findings also. Gerth and
Mills (1956) model of relationship betweem character
and structure through role has also relevancy with
these findings in the sense that educated persons
will have changed role and status in the society
through their academic achievements. Consequently, it
will generate change in the institwutional order of
the village communities. The findings also can be
related with Karim's (1976,1972) observation of the

rising of educated Bangladeshi middle class who is.
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dominating social, cultural and political scene of
Bangladesh. Thewe findings have relevancy with the
findings of Gore, et al (1970) whsre educated were
modern, change-oriented, secular amrd the like., Thess
findings have some relevancy with Weberian (1948)
model of status and power, in the sense that educated
persons will have new roles and status in the society
due to academic achievements. This may have some
relevance with the model 'Sanskritization! by Srinivas

(1952) in the Indian context.

The fimdings also reveal that males literates
with low age, high bari status, non-agricultural
occupations and high income are more prone to chamge

and participation.

Exceptions are applicable to nichchu bari on
change in religiosity, social hierarchy and mobility,
where literates of nichchu bari are more change=-
oriented than-literates of unchu bari, This may be explained
as unchu bari with their religious and aristocratic
family origin still try to maintain old heritage.
Karim (19763 148) reported that the petty service
holders as clerks, factory workers, from high families

(unchu) as Chowdhury, Khundakars, held their traditional



family artistocratic attitudes when they came

back to village, thoughthey wem holding a subordi-~
nate status in the office under literates from
nichchu (low) family background. It can be-.put in
Karim®s (19763 148) own words: " A small number of
Chowdhuri's and Khundakars ... as clerks in
cammercial firms, as petty government officers,
lawyers, teachers .... Wage-earners, .... whatever
might be the status of the villagers in towns ... on
their retumn to village (they) would at once resume

their status, in the village.!

The findings, as mentioned sarlier, in the
limitation of the study should be read with the
limitations of sampling, site selection, variables,
gvaluating and measuring techniques. Though educa-~
tion is found as prime factor for social change but
other factors will also have to be considered.
QFurther, other variables as industrialisation, mass

communication, informal education and the like could

|
}not be taken for the present study, can be kept in

mind in interpreting these findings. Education, at

)best can be read as one of the many aspects of
H
gsocial change.



