assOLiauir wut @ pupuIar one in Indian contex

DlST'NCTlVE FEATURES
¢ neither distinct

pefining family is 5 very difficult task as the features of family are e o
nor properly cxP'"‘iWJfJ.lL,W.[Surgrzss and H. J. Locke attempted a definition l’
[g/ﬂ//}’ I'.S"a group of Persons united by the ties of rmarriade Dlox ;,‘/' or adi )'nl-"«/‘h‘-’
Ca,;g[/fllflﬂg a SI,'H‘(]/C household: interactive and inter commiui .It’//.’.‘l with ea /’."- ‘:'"I'
in thelr fCS/J'CC[Il/(? 80cial role of husband and wife. mother .III.(/’/.II/H'I I»rfrr/:v /UI”‘
sister; €reating a common culture”: Commonly the word ‘family” Is um,'ri tlin‘ -" ;m-'p
senses (1) housechold where a body of persons live l(xu‘lhvvr,‘ (.,)l "1‘:,”(: .
consisting of parents and their children. (3) All those who are w"“l( d by )m(-‘-..—:mr
affinity and (4) those descended or claiming descent fr'om‘ a (nmln‘u:r'l”.K””(L m'.
Though the varety of definitions somclim(:'s chr confugona In'lmrx(‘1,'1(\)“.“w§ 19 the
term family, Maclver has elaborated the distinctive features of family as ’

1. Universality—Family is the most basic universal so(:i;nl.unil. It is. f()ufl(] ‘f“

t.he world and in every type of culture. We can hardly think of a sntu:ltnon'ln
s there was no family. Till now, there is no substitute for family. Civilizations rise
uict pse, but the family lives forever. Family, therefore is a universal group.

and colla . '
2. Emotional basis :—A family integrates all the family members in a coherent

it based on emotional closeness. Affection towards each other, mutual co-
unlration and blood ties are the integrative bonds of the family. This emotional bond
:Eseures early education, cultural transmission and mutual. _trust. Thus, family
pecomes a true shelter for the people in this hostile and competitive world.

3. Educative role— The early years of life are spent in the family which is the
time for building up personality and learning social behaviour. Both the processes
require careful nurture and guidance. These are received from within the family.
Family is the most informal institution to impart training to a child which is known as
‘Enculturation’. The child recieves his first lesson of love, affection, respect, co-
operation and customs of the society from the family and if anything wrong occurs in
family the child bears the long lasting effects of such ills throughout the life.

4. Limited size—Size has always been a prominent feature of family. Because of
its limited size family members can come close to one another, share pains and
pleasures. when, the families are extended, several defects arise and families are
split into smaller ones so that maximum amount of security and comfort can be

gained from family.
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5. Nuclear position— TR - — ] Al
Family is the centre around which OUNH
F' Socj N\

revolve. It is the primat . X
the secondary groups, fgr%l10l-l!) Which prepares the individual for papgje; Al
to be taught and diSCiplincdc”. demands and expectations. The newly b"Da(Io,, ?’c:._\
Properly and only then he can be ;,(,J-“Smdoln u”'(lnhall
O th .
¢ \Vi fy
U

world. This purpose is serveq only by the family
6. Sense of re __— amty.
acknowledges respoil;;:ill?tll,ntllty among members :—Each member t
perfect protection to the )f O help and improve the other members, Thigh(: fany,
gro-ups in India, the Parentamlly members. Both among tribals and Olhé pr(’Viqlfy
their matured children, Ty S accept the responsibility to arrange the marr- e n‘;s
of the family as a Wh‘ol 1€ head of the family remains responsible for the \r.a( es f('t
aged people and so oy e.EThe younger members are responsible to 100kve“ bein’r’
would make it a point - Even if there is a division in the family, all the Altey thJ
to attend marriages and funerals. memb(tr:

7. Social re .

u . . .
between the fan?i] lation :—The family unity is maintained and the adjy
regulations. The Soc?’aland -thfa society becomes possible as a result of Stment
manner and family js bre_stnctlons enable the members to behave in a socially SOy
is dependent to a greafhevted to be a strong basis on which the fabric of the Slésefu]

: . ex i . . Cj
divorce in almost every Sociei;t' Thus, for example, there are social restrictigp, nztg

8. Persi

Changinge\:iiifsze—rﬁnd Change: :—The family as an ailssociation' is Continugyg,
it is to cope up wfth de comPosmqn and structure of family are sul?Ject to Change
pERmaREnt End ani ynamic environment around us. As an institution family ;
situation. Some soci lers.al one. and as an association it chandges with time a
clementary: By iologists claim that there is a trend of change from ‘Joint famijy
lead to disi y. and some others are of the opinion that urbanisation does no

o disintegration but only to transformation of the joint family. t

. Sometime.s we find two brothers of the same family live separately with thej
wives anc! _chlldren but they are bound by a number of relationships of many kingg
thereby giving a new dimension to the composition and nature of family in moder,

times.

FAMILY AS A PROCESS—STAGES

Stages of family life
The different stages of family life may be experienced by a social human being
depending on his/her social background. With time the concept of stages is changing

and starts varying from one society to another.

In Western societies courtship is an important and almost essential stage of
the same in India, Srilanka or many of the low and middl
In such societies arranged marriage is an

families of similar social standing, the
rts of the

family life but it is not
income countries throughout the world.

essential alliance between two extended
consent of the potential mates are not at all of much concern. In some pa
world, specially in India, child marriage persists even today.

The traditional societies are culturally homogenous, thus parents can arrangt
marriages without considering the element of personal compatibility of individui{lS
and emphasizing on the aspect of cultural compatibility of the partners. Howeve? in

s O ten

an industrial society the extended families are weakened as the member
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. Places (g «,,;

Q,) and delay mar-'o Suit Occupa“o,-‘ | . tes
01,’- ) select a syirar 139€ until (hoy o d€mands. Young people choose their own mate:
] 0. re . Sultable Partn ¢y have financial security & the experience needed to

h, % Preparation fq, 1€ Thus pre. ; ‘ ; include the
Gq affectio Sclccung m Pre-nuptial stage of family life may inc ‘
1:)\S N this r ) and sexua pass;j ates. In western societies the romantic love comprising
NG omantic oy On is considered as the basis for marriage. However, often
, In& stabilize Marriage ; Proves tqo be an illusion for 1;1 oung couple and it fails to

i ; n . e

b ”)Q “:;C 'Ta!’r{age, Sociologti';fs ”ﬂc'is[ of economic and socia)l/ considerations shaping real
(r& pcople with the Same SOCiajl)omted out, not only romantic love but marriage between

The Post-nuptja t Characteristics is encouraged in western societies.
i Stage j ivi p . g ; The
in marnage.takes place eitS}!) IS divided into two parts — settling in and chnld. rc:armg.Arter
Iy the marriage both th €I as a result of social arrangement or romantic love. l
.ul relationships and Sh;.Par(ners start adjustment process and that includes s-ex':{f‘
i sharing in the N9 household activities. Of late comes the responsibility

: h : e ;
y considered as Ia[l)) €re of chilg rearing. In pre industrial societies children were

? people regardeq hao\f;; to De added to the family to increase family income. r’lrtl:(l)'lls
child bearing g g children as a wife's duty, and without effective birth co .

flies is m an :
Ost pronounced in high income nations, > pict
. X where child rearing 1s a

less parenting, Most adults in modern world have to Juggle

nal responsibilities.

After the children grow up and leave parental home to settle in new home, the
final stage of family life sets in. The departure of children demands adjustments in
the family. In most cases jt is found that marriage often becomes satisfying in midlife
as mutual understanding and companionship increase. The grown up adults take care
of the aging parents in most occasions, otherwise they have to accommodate without
help from young company. Most grand parents help with child care and other
responsibilities and thus family life takes a new turn. The final and surely the most
difficult transition in married life comes with the death of a spouse. The challenge of
living alone following the death of a spouse is specially great for men, who usually

love fewer friends than widows and may lack housekeeping skKills.

It is believed that an individual develops himself being within a family. The
supportive quality of family makes it not only an association but also a process
through which the growth and development of a human being becomes definite and
concrete.

parental and occupatjo

Family as a process can be divided into four stages —
(a) Formative stage

(D) Pre-Nuptial stage

(c) Nuptial stage

(d) Post-nuptial stage

(a) Formative Stage—The child in a family is in formative stage. The child gets
training from other members so that he can be adjusted to adult role in future. At
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5 this stage he is under the control
developed so that he can arow up

(D) Pre-nuptial sta
r;l:(-)dThoug'h ””jq is not very Common among the Indian people
qmo,;zrn”ucstcrn Socicties ang Some of the primitive tribaj sociey S Ay,
é 19 the middie-Indian and some Naga tribes is spent in ey, Oy
dormitories and in taking no i
lnc' hi %,

'U(l '5,1'1
lt)ln’l Y
Cop S,
n;’m}l'r'i.'
miy,Ma

l"&”‘;

S(, W
Slar

and quidance of the elders, His sog|
In a positive way. al

|)(.
*h.
ge—AL the end of the form

ative stage a Pre.n

. dult |ife
uria QGond and the Konyak N

upti . : 249 the |
Ptial stage which is to be followeq . “lat
Mpulsory and part of the marri .

' age cer
nd some time together before entering

allowed to develop in pre-n
marriage, sometimes it is co

would be spouses should spe hemo
€ fq

(d) Post-nuptial stage—The parents rear up the children sqo that ¢ "“1:
adjusted in the society, they can be educated in the proper way ey ay
responsibility of the father and mother of the family to help the childrep j, " il
the process of family and in a wider sense, society. As the drowing Cong;, t,
children come of age, they set the same p

. . enerat-nuiq‘

rocess going again. Thyg am; lop

process continuing through stages and on it’s continuity the stability of the 50”3_' is(’f
ensured.

Qletylz
ORIGINS OF FAMILY : MORGAN'S EVOLUTIONARY SCHEMg

In the words of Maclver and Page, “The family has no origin in the se, "
there ever existed a stage of human life from which t{;e famz[y.was aﬁsent to 4, o t/,at
stage in which it emerged.”” However, this statement is not'u'mvefrsfél )’l lacflfhpte anz
different sociologists have varying opinion regarding the origin Ol arr:ex}; A Ofe @2,

Anthropologists and sociologists believed in evolutionary develop h

u
. ne Gl
. das unij
institutions and mostly the evolutionary process was conceptualised linay

In
its development.

i i ' the evolutionary ¢

The American Sociologist Lew:s.Mcz;gatlp :aus;a;;u; ;;);;v?rﬂ e times,r};at}:;r,y

i to him family as an institutio : : ey |

gtfol;?en(;b‘,”iat;dthe development of society. He offered the evidences tlc1iats,a|:1 ep;gmtwe

societies, the society was too flexible as the w.iv.es could be exch;ggeal,lowed ! t,gshl

term 'father' was being used for several indmdual.s, free sex e pate'r}-i

further held that, in primitive societies father was ummportaqt ats'tution Al n?';ty

was ignored. Morgan postulated a sequential growth of the insti il
though this can hardly be accepted in its entirety.

Morgan has listed five successive forms of.fa.mil_y which c:fagaerr;;g; existence
following stages. Each stage is associated with a distinctive type O .

1. Consanguine family could develop on the basis of marriage between blood
-elations i.e. the siblings both own and collateral.

2. Punaluan family developed in the nexl.t stage when the brq;heersbcael’t 32:;??;
rere married to the sisters of another faml.ly. Thus, thekmaxl'gcg e nois
rothers and sisters was forbidden. The marriage could ta edp o et ke
1d females of two different families. Also the husbands and wi
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necessarily brothers i :
nrelated males anda\rlliccies,\féer& i.e. a female could be married to more than onc
rsa. In actual practice, husbands as a group and the

wives as a group, must have been kin of each other

3. Syndasmian i ‘
Bt thisyfamily s ::)ltm;y consisted of one man and one woman with their children.
Cd the wife. They could ased on the principle of total loyalty between the husband
‘ y could change partners at any moment. The sex relationships are

not defined.

4. Patriachal family was founded upon the marriage
each wife being secluded from every other i.e. they
ority of the husband was €s
ip with as m
bound by his authority only.
ir forms the family

could develop any

of one man with several
are not the sisters. In this
tablished. He was free to

wives,
any girls as he liked and

family the unquestionable auth
have sexual relationship and marital relationsh
his wives did not have such freedom, they were
ed finally, in which a single pa

5. Monogamean family emerg
nd none

having exclusive loyalty between husband and the wife a
sex relations going beyond the family structure.

n of family is ever possible but the continuity of
be maintained in all the socieities. So, it can be held
ffer a definite frame (O explain the origin and

doubt hypothetical in his approach.

origin of family following the pasic scheme
h they were often critical in their attitude to Morgan.
amous family has existed at all levels of society

s are monogamous, while others have found
y further evolution which had taken

eas evolved by man with regard to

Evolution in the institutio
sequential stages could hardly

that, though Morgan could o
development of family, he was no

Westermark and Briffault studied the

offered by Mordan thoug

Westermarck believes that monog

and even some birds and anima

polygyny side by side with monogamy. He felt, an

place regarding family was essentially in moral id
t in the institution itself.

ideas and accepted

marriage and no
hand, rejected Westermarck’s
an institution originated from

Briffault, on the other ; _
Morgan’s views to a great extent. He viewed family as
the idea of supreme authority of the mother. The patriarchal and monogamian
families are regarded by him as later in point of time and development.

d about the historical origin of family.

The recent scholars are not much concerne
y emerged to fulfil some basic bio-

rather it is almost universally accepted that famil
physical and emotiona “The sex and hunger Urges. the economic
d the theoretical

| urge of man.
compulsives, and the cultural traditions have every where provide
‘justification for the recogniti tence of the family,” pointed out D. N.

ion of the exis
Majumdar and T. N- Madan.
liar with the concept of monogamian and patriarchal

We are sO much fami
‘families’ in its wider sense Family consists of a group of persons who live under the
same roof and are connected by nuclear and Kkinship ties and develop a
consciousness on the basis of locality, interest and mutuality of obligatli)ons
Z(i)metimes, prothers sefparate themselves setting dificrent families elsewhere hil
stant relations and friends become members of the family and are address:c,i lae
even if there is no consanguinity or territorial afﬁnity?

:Jncle. son, brother and sister,
n thi i
s sense, family has been found at all levels of culture and often denying this fact

we invited confusions and controversies
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Th(: farmi CENT it it js never poSSib
mily is a ty, PYin. Dependi le
o , A ’ . 8 P I](I|n f
the couple Iways composed of t ersons jnitle = . orlg'f‘ " 9 op b
socinl ¢ L0 share bott el or thell Jays with the hugy, b
ocial regulations and 1 the houscholds of each = jner ® nd descent are ar
family or with the wi ,CUStoms the married couP Zqidcl‘cc " female. Phi;,;
always parti wife’s family. The principles of 1 e 0F ~ . crion of des
partially neglecti ¢ the M . criter SCent
A typol glecting the demand of either .. of the mnship aroup. I~ b
t ypology of families can be built on the bas® | of & . patrilineal desc ',
erm descent j ershiP - ajied P SCepy ¢
descent |s implies how one acquires metmn! it is Ce i cach aeneratioy %
" Nt 1s traced through father in every qcncr:l“o' 'mot"cr . descent througy L
‘Lﬂ;;ahc descent, if the descent is lr1ccd throud ]onC I (IC“CC'“’ I an l”\(li\l‘“""
a g ‘ i : ather i N
ed matrilineal descent or uterine descent & h father in ang,

;nolh(:r and father on each generation it s €@ “{'(()n by Jes of descent we ,h"’
¢ r g > e ¢ srall C b BTT e N3
races descent through mother in on¢ the pilateral familieg .:’!
generation it is called ambilineal descent: G iline
classify the family as—Patrilineal familics, M4
ambilineal families.

(- Type of Family Type of dcscc".:) father
Patrilineal family Origin trac d th ugh 1M ther- _.d father
Matrilineal family Origin traced th th mother ¢ i P
Bilateral family Origin traced t:lr ther 1"
Ambilineal family Origin traci?0:1‘a ugh ! S

- icted with the T
e conslrtl ~rents it is K

e can
Another typology of the families € om’s P¢

.« with or near the groom’ i matriloC

any de

of residence. If residence 1S wi BAL
or virilocal. If the residence is with bnde.S
one of the bride’s Or groom’s residence 15
it becomes bilocal or ambilocal.
maternal uncle’s place and then that fan
separately without being part of any of the P
neolocal. Though not for any compe _
property inheritance, descent and SuCcess
the lines, either of the male or of the fem
possibility of forming a new residence only W
in this type of neolocal families the rule of descent
traditional principle 0

chosen

dence ©O
ily is m'unculocal.

jous house

ften traced t
ale. However. in almost all so

ith the husband

f that society.

T ITYPOLOGY BASED ON RESIDENCE ~\

Type of Family Type of Residence
Patrilocal Groom's residence
Matrilocal Bride's residence
Bil i »
A:IsgiLlocal Either of the bride’s or groom’s residence
e Groom'’s maternal uncle’s residence -

A new household set )

\ =0 set up by both the
groom and the bride.
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MATRIARCHAL ANp PATRIARCH, — 1.73
|

. L SociETgg IN INDI5
The cvolul|011|§ts assumeq that the Matrigrc)
ror to the Patriarchg form. In rchal fq

1€ ma; '™ of f,
i i atr .
signation is transmiteq to the Childrep, e “larc Al system,
?cm”y Husbands in the m >
a .

. e
atnarchal SOCietieg r?’ beco
authority over the Children, g
n

. 1ependently with h.is wife
mdﬁfcr to daughter, in som
mo

wso. of the import
Khasi trle.15 one !Mportant CXamples
The Khasis vest the family Property ip the
[ndia. is monogamous, Primary o Jjoint, Matrilocy],
fam")' testal. They follow Such g pattern jp Which tj
mat;:gfand always a female mempey acts as the pe
mot

ng the Nayars of Souther of Polyandry js Observed and the
AmO % type of social system js prevalent, sg |
matriarcha d;, the other husbands Can not ny effective marita) rights over th.e
her hl;Sb?T?ost' cases Nayars follow the fraternal Polyandry that js One woman is
wife. In re than one brothers at a time.
marricd to mo

mily Organis
he Mother'g family
arts of the m

e Other's
; ISitors gp they do not enjoy
o Ch“(;zrg:al;;?(;chal SO0Cieljeg allow the husbang to live
: : , _ ropert 55

€ Occasijong lather'g prop y b fed by o

Y be inheriteq by the son

ation js

of Matriarch

al type of Society in
Youngest daugh

ter, A COmmon Khasij
Matrilinea, Matronymic andg

€ source of authority is the
ad of the family.

a

"ee this
f authority is the father and
. ieties are those where th§ source o ' ' triarchal
R Sﬁgl;tlg]c patripotestal family. Throughout ;ndt,;al tahxzsflpfcz;rof Ho,
is also ca lar ones. We can take the les
hjpe 85 mon and popu ised 4 i | societies. The
o iy most com : rganised into patriarcha .
societies are tc, all of which are o q _ f brothers live
Munda, Toda, live in patriarchal ] Ives withoiit any
BEBAWED ives, the brothers share the wiv
Khasas of Jauns than one wives, the . ilocal, patriarchal and
ith one or more it with any one wife. Patrilocal, p "
together with o ther to cohabit wi e woman may live
i i ny bro ise, one man and on ! h
exclusive right c.)f o ong them, otherwise, ; be patriarchal as t I
patronymic family (?x;;setswaitrfrll th%ir children and the fam:yorgfgr s anlzi his property is
together after marria - joys supreme right over : ssors.
enjoys suprem : by his succe
Hhe heatc; o tlrllemf:lrt?llli)\lles Jal{slo his family name is used by
inherited roug !

NUCLEAR AND JOINT FAMILY

1 children which
' ' and, wife and. lmmature o ko] 56 B
sty S0P composedthgfré;lisgf the commumt)’alsS agec%e;:éc)],uence _of the
Constitutes a ynit apart from d such families e'mergeqes & Gonseq socie.tleS- ltg
e far.nil)lr..ln n_10den:1 wtohre development of mdustzn hushzand and Wife" ah
g(f)flii\(«]!th' of mdnvnduallsm' »lwthon sexual attraction bf(ljt:/zs the children are grown up
mm;ﬁg’ondsili);nt?estwl::r;npyarents and children. As so

: ir own.
&y to estapish seperate family of their o

i dto
i ated in or subordinate o
iy 8 ot Ove lncorporistm uished between
mL“lr:r?;rcas:fnthoii?: (;Le;gl;agt);gcture. s P Itlurc.ir?c\l\(/hciiCh t?vo e bety wc:lez;
formg of co'mposilt)e family— (a) extended famll)’_ cli relationship L.e. the additio o
families affiliateq through a)y; extension of parent chil it it S et
Son or Aughtey'g famigl!y with that of the original one

k
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Poliygamous farpily i.e. the extension of the family €2 iy
male member, in most cases, the male head of the ar in a sindle hoy,

c ; S0 .
Generally the members of a nuclear family -”dvcr Kin- rourlllror 2 :m'"
frequently they are rela a with ot hé would congj, U
ted to members © o tha ley M,

sla ey b

~ ot related to '

r

purposes. . P. Desai pointed out otherwise¢:
ch"dre enamlng to them . U,

and A‘f'

&

rried & i :
tion® jonship from e ideg
s % hi

1.74

as a nuclear family

PR o s o PR pmarfie’

| posed of the husband, wife and unme pliga

| through or by property or income or the rights a""“dJ dgs Kin i

| expected by those related by Kinship”. ThUS: he €x° it | \

| family. : ; S in W jch husbang ,,

comP of t g s ma..

Nuclear family may take two forms— (.n) which Somnd unmamed Chilczlreay h,

the children are included. (b) lncomP'etel.'d'ow mothe’ ? Ty

present, e.g. only husband and Wif€ or yclear families gy .

e “;? Cnaracterlstlc Ch th, X

small nuclear families.
) & o
Joint families are those in }’Vh'cgdmsever
together. Ideally the joint family "
important ones are— :
hip-
(a) Comm roperty owners
) iy d of the oldest member of the famij,
an residence: Property ang
. art of normgy c"'“i.

(b) Sharing common kitchen:j- o
i jty an

(c) Obeying the authority o — so s/

' © that, jOint fam”y is (

i

S
intness
rather than amgy

I. P. Desai defines jo’in,tnjc-)sl '
ong the . o delburm poi

d wealthy peoP ;

n Though always this Mmay nql_

obligations am = mily
f the : .
jvators a
cult ash income-

development O .
common among the O = Ot
poor and the people ho sub ist | |
r of nuclear families iS mult.lPl.Ymg due to some

tness still continues t(? be.an imporf

r as a residential QfoupT

|

true.

be
In India, though the num oF 10,
economic and cultural forces fan?lly Joam be nuclea
social phenomenort. Thus, 2 faml.ly m y | ties with ©
functionally it may b€ joined Ob“gatu-zrs]athe growth ©

1 d some other Asian countrl g

of Juda ne of joint families.

necessarily lead to the total decli

ALTERNATIVE FAMILY FORMS

s in the world are still compose
children, often their aged parents. In Asian, African and La
these families are still existing with few exceptions. In Indian society we mayf
%omt.or extended family structures even now, though sometimes with ch;r:
unctions. But in recent decades, our society has displayed greater diversity in fa

ther nuclear families, In,
f nuclear families does,

d of married couple and
tin American coun

Most familie

life.
One parent families—Tw ]

o enty nine percen s .

ic’ﬂ;)tfezndgf.ve t<'>1nly one parent in thephouseth(())fdus. fam'lies with chilcrel®

1n . ’ a i r

single m othogr _ fefsasli.generatnon. 80% of one parent fapr' oportion that more b

ulting from divorce, death or an unmrzgxl"esdm e

ied woman's decisi®

ave a child. This j i we
e ™ hxs IS spreading in Eastern societies as 11
Ows that growi i |
INg up in a one parent family usually d b
sually disturds
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of the child. SOme studies point out, as the mother and the father both have
of children, the

rowth
dislmd and individual contribution In the socialization process
absence Orf'(l)'lll(i:l ,Ln(’)‘nh::\'/d"y !l!‘“f birth to a healthy atomosphere for the children in
ent family. average children growing up in a single parent farmily start out
jonally weal adults, Such

get less opportunities and end up with emot
This trend is not only

poorcr, l' .
children are ::Z(;t':’rﬂrcm',':“c'% lt‘l’mb‘\: S“Igllr‘ parents themselves.
ailing in w ‘ > wor >ut aradual ai e %
Prcyctics of the East. d ally gaining ground even in urban
cOHABITATION
Cohabitation is the sharing of houschold by an unmarried couple. In global
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GAY AND LESBIAN COUPLES
Many countries itted same — SeX marriages leading to a development
.1 istory of family f such couples like to adopt children and have

the taste of a novel family life, though it is not so popularized even in the western
context. In several widely publicized cases courts have removed children from homo-
sexual couples, citing the best interests of the children. This tendency may offer a

challenge to the common family norms.

SINGLEHOOD
' l_n recent years people prefer to live alone, it is no m '

striking is the rising number of single young women. They aorree naoxl«)/aiiiscl)l:g iFr)i}t]:f e.t W;O.St
E:\r/seuxﬁczhﬁil:mcarfeer and maintain their individual identity. Presently theyeZoe nlr;
ccoromically Se% u?er m'otherhood as opposed to traditional women. Women who .
necessity. With edu ;,'lew-a husband as matter of choice rather than a fi e
et cation, job and social security women ar m.anmal

ponsibility that they had o take. up due to-marriage e now ready to dgive up

THE BREAKDOWN OF
GREATER SOCIETY JOINT FAMILY AND ITS IMPACT ON

independence and gender
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a. Joint families are breaking WL

islands and Lakshadweep have T b e
households of total household of the ur : . :
than the past as most of the young adults leave .thelrbrura;::;?e;;n Zearch Ofa;,
way of life forming a single-member household ;n ur ?lnh f.loldse On a sfy
nine villages in Karnataka have reported that 41 % of all house S Were party,
when the fathers were still alive.

The percentage has to be higher in North Indian villages .wl.lere th'e Syster
close kin marriage is absent. Education among the young or their inCreasing abj;
secure work elsewhere implied the reduction in the pyramidal control structure

— law and daughteri

traditional joint or stem family.

Female discords particularly between mother-in
themselves have contributed to the trend of disintegration of joint families

Recent studies show the discord between brothers is a growing problem. Somm
disputes also originated in suspicions of unequal parental treatment and fa
1Iso on the death of the patriarch the disintegration of extended or joint |
yecomes obvious if the other problems were already present in the family. T

e e = v 00

w

termine family organizations, A "
such as Himachal Pradesh, MQEr.__.
aman & Diu, Andaman &Ql:a,:
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artition of househ
» tfamily, in many casesoy'cc)]ucyl-loes not necessarily mean tension or bitterness within
he tension. Thls & 3 anc;ouples prefer to settle in a new family to avoid or
equence of the growing spirit of individualism in

esse" ; ty. The agein
e SOC::ilill. Migragon %fpa(;ints now prefer to stay in a stem family, rather than in a
ot fa . young adults from rural to urban areas, or from small town

ioll : "

{0 etroPOHSfa:‘dd?'_S(; often their choice of spouse from the other community add

; easons oTh li{n egratlon of families. Changes are noticed in the familial
tworks also. eaflielrnsl;“p network§ are becoming small, kinship obligations are not

that intensSe E;;e 5P owt the conjugal family ties are becoming more intense than

ey Were mt P ” yet at the same time they have become more fragile, giving

Lse 102 greater incidence of separation and divorce in urban areas.

scholars have often sought to interpret changes in the Indian family system

keeping in view the l\;/estem nuclear family as ‘Ideal Type'. They should not however
verlook the fact that a drastic departure of the Indian family system from its
conveﬂtiOf}al nature to a pl‘Jrely western kind of conjugal family is neither possible
of realistiC. as the level of lndustl:lal and urban development is still very low and the
People are not corppletely .WeStemlzed in their outlook. But we have to agree with the
fact that. the available evidence, both from the census and the All India surveys

d of basic

S ample testimony to the fact that the nuclear family has become a Kin
residentia' unit in urban India.

FUTURE TRENDS

Family life is changing for most of the
predict the future but they can at least rationally indicate the possible
|. Divorce rates are increasing day by day. When the people use thei
ending family life, it is obvious that future of family becomes uncertain

extent.
2. With so many alternative forms of family it is difficult to expect that
traditional family norms long attached to the concept of family would sustain. Co-
t families and blended families are all on the increase.

habiting couples, one paren
Though most of the families still follow the pattern of husband-wife-children, more

personal choices are likely to grow with coming days.

5. The role of the male members to family is continuously being reduced.
Though in modern times some of the husbands prefer to stay at homes with home
bas&;gijobs, it is still an exception. On the other end, the number of the single parent
::g;ltl;es under the gui(?ance of mother is on the increase. Even the divorced mothers
o y care for tf}e chlldrc?n and they live separately from the male counterpart with

ren only. With working mothers the need of the fathers to run the family

economically is not so strong.

The . . .
acﬁvities‘;'sgzn hCan support the family with their caring and with al
e 3’ , ave been socialized in this direction for long years.

people in the world. Sociologists can not
trends.

r choice of
to a great

] domestic

Scanned with GamScanner



<) Law and JL]SUCC DysLGI

3. What is Kinship ? - consad M
What is the difference betWee™ ° . pip |

s O
S. What are the different usa-%-iatol’)’ an
6. Distinguish between classill ' s
7. Who are the filials ? hds only o
8. Do you believe kinship depe
9. What is Clan ? |

10. Define totemism. , oty an
11. Differentiate between moiety In

12. Describe clan structure of tWO
I3. Analyse Morgan’s views on cla.n- hip ?
14. How can you relate clan and KIS
15. Define following terms : |
(@) Exogamy
(b) Endogamy
(c) Polygamy
(d) Anuloma and Protiloma |
(e) Levirate and Sororate o e i
16. How did marriage originate as a socla dian At
17. Describe marriage systems among two In I——
18. Differentiate between Hindu marriage al.id MUS: 1 L e- et
I9. Discuss the major changes occurred in Indian marriage systey

cial recognition ?
o

d phratty ©
dian triP€>

years.
20. What are the features of a family ?

21. Do you think women enjoy equal rights in a family ?
22. Differentiate between nuclear family and joint family.
23. Identify main functions of modern family.

24. What are the alternative family forms ?
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