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Home Environment of High School Students

Ceema Nair J.* and Rev. Dr. |. Jesudoss S. J.**

ABSTRACT

This study deals with the home environment of high school students. The sample consists
of 1049 high school students from Kanyakumari, Tirunelveli and Thoothukudi Districts. The tool
for home environment was prepared and validated by the investigator and the guide. Stratified
random sampling technique was used for the selection of the sample. This study shows that
there is significant difference between male and female high school students in their home
environment and its dimensions —~ family affiliation, family nature, parental involvement and
gducational resources.

INTRODUCTION
Home is the place where a child begins to learn. It is the basic source of informal and incidental

¢ learning which subsequently determines their progress on different fronts. The term “home environment’

refers to all the objects, forces and conditions in the home which influence the child physically,
intellectually and emotionally. Family with its physical, intellectual and emotional aspects shapes

i a child's life in the journey towards self-fulfiment. Individual differences owe their origin mostly

to & number of variables created at home, which may help or hinder the progressive growth of
the child. Family relationships and the behaviour of family members also contribute to the child's
achievements. The child learns by observing and participating in the activities of family members.
Moulding the child’s culture, harmonious adjustment with surrounding atmosphere and character
formation depends largely upon the family. Family nature refers to the atmosphere prevailing at
home where children naturally spend most of their time. Children should be provided a quiet place
to study with sufficient time. It is very important to maintain a warm and supportive home, show
interest in children’s progress, helping with home work, discussing the value of a good education and
possible career options. Parental involvement include monitoring children’s activities outside home
and school, setting rules, helping children with school work, holding high educational expectations,
discussing future plans with children, helping them with important decision making, participating in
school-related activities, reading to children and engaging in enrichment or leisure activities together.

The privileged homes and well-to-do families are able to provide the best amenities of life and
good education to their children. Children belonging to poor families, on the other hand, are denied
even the basic necessities. Besides poverty, the intellectual inferiority and illiteracy of the parents also
contribute towards sub-normal educational attainment of the children. Some parents have neither
a positive attitude towards education nor the ability to guide and help the children in their studies.
Researchers highlight that Asian families tend to take more active role in creating environment with
educational resources for their children which results in higher student achievement (Muller & Kerbow,
1993: Stevenson & Stigler, 1992). Educational CDs, books, dictionary, newspapers, calculators and

/ . .
| computers are the resources tonducive to learning.
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SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

Home environments vary with the level of family size, parents’ education, economic status,
occupational status, religious background, attitudes, values, interests and parents’ expectations of
their children. Children coming from different home environments are affected differently by suech
variations. In well-adjusted families, a child easily finds opportunities for full expression of his talents
and development of his personality, but when family life is not harmonious it has unhealthy effects
on his development. The results of several studies have indicated that the progress of a child in
the school is more closely related with factors in the home environment rather than his intelligence.
Parents are not only the first companions but also the first teachers of the children. The success of
any educational programme stipulates healthy home influence in the early life of the student. Healthy
home environment is the prerequisite for developing good academic performance. In this background
the investigator wants to find the home environment of high schools students.

OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

1. To find out whether there is any significant difference between male and female high school

_ students in their home environment and its dimensions.
2. To find out whether there is any significant difference between rural and urban high school
students in their home environment and its dimensions.

HYPOTHESIS OF THE STUDY

1. There is no significant difference between male and female high school students in their
family affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, economic status and educational

resources.
2. Thereisno significant difference between rural and urban high school students in their family
affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, economic status and educational resources.

METHOD OF STUDY

The normative survey method was used to examine the home environment of high school
students.

POPULATION

The population of the study comprises of high school students from Kanyakumari, Tirunelveli
and Thoothukudi districts.

SAMPLE

For this study stratified random sampling technique was used for selection of the sample. The
sample consists of 1049 high school students from Kanyakumari, Tirunelveli and Thoothukudi districts.

TOOL USED

Home environment inventory was developed and standardized by the investigator and the guide.

STATISTICAL TECHNIQUES USED

Mean, standard deviation and t-test.
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ENALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA

Hypothesis 1
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There is no significant difference between male and female high school students in their family
affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, economic status and educational resources.

Table-1: Difference between male and female high school students in their home

environment
Home Gender Mean s.D, Calculated Remarks
Environment and ‘t' value at 5%
ite Dimensions {evel
Family affiliation . Male (N=550) 12.33 1.35 ~6.80 S
Female (N=439) 12.86 118
Family nature Male (N=550) 12.00 133 7 -1.96 S
Female (N=499) 12.16 1.23
Parental Male (N=550) 12.11 1.69 -3.77 5
involvement Female (N=499) 12.49 1.55
Economic status Male (N=550) 13.61 1.81 ~-1.89 NS
Female (N=499) 13.84 1.97
' Educational Male (N=550) 16.15 222 -5.31 S
resources Female (N=499) 16.89 2.32
Home environment Male (N=550) 66.20 5.89 ~5.47 S
1 in Total Female (N=499) 68.23 6.12

ALE% level of significance, the table value of t'is 1.96

it is inferred from the table that there is no significant difference between male and female

high school students in tt

0

1eir economic status but there is a significant difference between male and

female high school students in their family affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, educational
resources and home environment. Co

Hypothesis 2

There is no significant difference between rural and urban high school students in their family
affiliation, famity nature, parental involvement, economic status and educational resources.

Table 2: Difference between rural and urban high schoot students in their home

'»

envivonment
: \ Yore E\w\m\:\mem and \\s Locality of school | Nean 8. Calculated | Remarks
‘ \ Dimensions ' ¢ value at 5%
\ level
i Family affifiation | Rural(N=352) | 1238 | 134 ~3.51 S k
\ Urban (N=697) 12.68 1.26 o .
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Family nature Rural (N=352) 11.85 1.38 -3.90 5
‘ Urban (N=697) 12.19 1.22

Parental involvement Rural (N=352) 11.64 1.84 -8.66 -8
Urban (N=697) 12.61 1.42

Economic status Rural (N=352) 13.22 1.89 ~6.16 S
Urban (N=697) 13.97 1.84

Educational resources Rural (N=352) 16.09 2.26 -4.18 S
Urban (N=697) 16.71 2.29

Home environment in Total Rural (N=352) 65.18 6.37 -7.43 S
Urban (N=697) 68.17 5.68

At 5% leve! of significance, the table value of V' is 1.96

it is inferred from the table that there is a significant difference between rural and urban high
school students in their family affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, economic status,
educational resources and home environment. Hence, the null hypothesis is rejected.

FINDINGS OF THE STUDY

1. There is no significant difference between malz and female high school students in their
economic status but there is a significant difference between male and female high school
students in their family affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, educational resources
and home environment.

2. There is a significant difference between rural and urban high school students in their family
affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, economic status, educational resources and
home environment.

INTERPRETATION AND DISCUSSION

While comparing the mean scores of male high school students (12.33,12.00,12.11, 16.15,66.20)
and female high school students (12.86,12.16,12.49,16.89,68.23), female students have better
family affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, educational resources and home environment
than male students. This may be because female students spend most of their time in home and
fully utilize the resources available at home. They are more attached to the family members than
male students.

While comparing the mean scores of rural high school students (12.38,11.85,11.64,
13.22,16.09,65.18) and urban high school students (12.68,12.19,12.61,13.97,16.71,68.17), urban
students have better family affiliation, family nature, parental involvement, economic status, educational
resources and home environment than rural students. This may be because parents of urban
students have better jobs and buying power. Further, in an urban family setting, parents show higher
responsibility and allot time for family bonding.

CONCLUSION

The present study brings out the home environment of high school students. Gender wise and
locality wise analysis has been made with the dimensions of home environment. This finding will
help the researchers in the field of education.
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