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ABSTRACT The present investigation was carried out in 2006 in Hisar City of Haryana State to assess effect of
family environment on social competence of preschoolers. Experimental material comprised 200 preschoolers
selected from both rural (100) and urban (100) during the age of 2-4 years. From rural area anganwadis and homes of
two villages namely Mangali and Singhran were visited and from urban area preschools and homes were selected in
Hisar city. The children comprised of 25 boys and 25 girls in each age groups, viz., 2-3 and 3-4.Social attribute
checklist and Vineland Social Maturity Scale was used to assess social competence of children. Results revealed that
Socia competence of children were influenced by variables such as family income, mother education, father occupation,

family size etc.

INTRODUCTION

A child’'s social competence is affected by
how well he or she communicates with other
children and with adults. Most children’s social
skillsincreaserapidly during the preschool years.
Research during the past 20 years suggests that
children who do not have basic level of social
competence by the age of 6 may have trouble
with relationships when they are adults (Ladd
2000). Children learn social skills through
interaction within and outside his family, peers
and teachersgradually learn to share control and
influence. Socially competent children possesthe
skills necessary to get their needs met and
accomplishtheir desired goal .. Srivastava (1991)
studied the effect of family environment on
student’s achievement and results showed that
families of high achievers were more structured
and exercised more control than those of low
achievers. Vandell and Ramanan (1992) found that
maternal employment had apositiveinfluence on
cognitive and social stimulation in the home.

Lataand Chhikra (1995) concluded that socio-
economic factors such as education, occupation
of parents’ family income were significantly
associated with adaptive behaviour of children.
Keith and Campbell (2000) reported that family
wasthe most important factor-influencing factor
for the social and emotional development of a
child. Elizabeth (2003) concluded that household
income was positively related to the level of
learning stimulation in children’s home
environments, which is responsible for social
maturity level of children.

METHODOLOGY

The present study was conducted in the year
of 2006, on a sample of 200 children in the age
group of 2-4 yearswere selected randomly from
two locdlitiesi.e. rural and urban areas of Hisar
District of Haryana State. For rural sample 100
preschoolersof 2-4 yearsfrom anganwadis of two
villages namely Mangali and Sighran .For urban
sample 100 children of 2-4 yearsfrom preschool
lab of Department of Human Development and
Family Studies CCSHAU, Hisar was selected
purposively to meet the required sample. Social
attribute checklist developed by Kartz and
McClellan (1970) having different Attributessuch
as Individual Attributes, Social SkillsAttributes,
Peer Relationship Attributes, Adult Relationship
Attributeswere studied. Secondly Vineland Socia
Maturity Scale (Sparrow et a. 1984) containing
four sub domains namely communication, daily
living skills, socialization and motor was used to
assess social competence of children. The tests
wereindividualy administered on childrenin both
rural and urban areas.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Association of Social Competencewith M other
Education

Social competence measured by Vineland
socia maturity scalewassignificantly related with
mother education (X2 = 8.72**, x2 = 7.87**) in
rural areasand in urban areasrespectively (Table
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1). Relationship of mother education with Social
Attribute Checklist was also significantly related
(x2=4.83) inrura areas but not in urban areas.
The result is supported by Namita (1992) and
Richmanet al. (1992) revedling that mother’slevel
of education was positively related with social
maturity of children.

Association of Social Competencewith Father
Education

It is evident from Table 2 that there was no
significant association between Social
Competence scale and educational status of
father inrural areas (x?=0.18) and inurban areas
(x3=0.17). Thesamevariablefound significantly
related with Social Attribute Checklist (x2 =
7.05**) inrura areas. Thismeant that therewasa
positive association of father’s educational status
and social competence of children. Dhanda (2002)
in contrary reported that father’s education had
no effect on social skillsof children.

Association of Social Competencewith Father
Occupation

A look at the Table 3 revealed that father
occupation was significantly related to social
competenceinrural areasx?=6.01**) andinurban
areas (x?>= 4.0*) and also social competence
measured by Social Attribute Checklist was
sgnificantly related to father occupation in urban
aress(x?>=4.17*). Parcel and Dufur (2001) suggested
that family social capital and home could work
together to promote child socia adjustment.

Association of Social Competencewith Family
Size

Table 4 highlighted non-significant associa-
tion of Vineland Socia maturity scalewith family
size(x?=1.25) inrura and (x?>=1.53) inurban aress.
Social Attribute Checklist had non significant
associationwith family size(x?=0.78) inrural and
inurban (x>=2.51).

Table 1: Association of social competence with mother education

Variables Rural Urban
Father education Low High Total X? value Low High Total x? value
Social Competence
Vineland Social Maturity Scale
Low 38(77.56) 11(22.44) 49 8.72**  32(62.75) 19(37.25) 51  7.87**
High 25(49.02) 26(50.98) 51 17(34.70) 32(65.30) 49
Total 63 37 100 49 51 100
Social Attribute Checklist
Low 43(71.67) 17(28.33) 60 4.83*  26(52.00) 24(48.00) 50 0.36 NS
High 20(50.00) 20(50.00) 40 23(46.00) 27(54.00) 50
Total 63 37 100 49 51 100
** Significant at P=0.01 with 1 d.f.* Significant at P=0.05 with 1 d.f. = Non significant
Table 2: Association of social competence with father education
Variables Rural Urban
Mother education First Second Total X? value First Second Total x? value
Social Competence
Vineland Social Maturity Scale
Low 40(61.54) 25(38.46) 65 0.18 NS  32(64.00) 18(36.00) 50 0.17 NS
High 20(57.14) 15(42.86) 35 30(64.00) 20(36.00) 50
Total 60 40 100 62 38 100
Social Attribute Checklist
Low 31(75.60) 10(24.40) 41 7.05**  35(57.38) 26(42.62) 61 142 NS
High 29(49.15) 30(50.85) 59 27(69.23) 12(30.77) 39
Total 60 40 100 62 38 100

** Significant at P=0.01 with 1 d.f.NS= Non significant *Significant at P=0.05 with 1 d.f.
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Association of Social Competencewith Family
Income

Vineland Social maturity scale was
significantly related tofamily incomeinrural aress
(x2 = 4.23*) and also was positively associated
tofamily income (x?=4.00*) inurban areas(Table
5). Thesamevariablewasfound non significantly
related with Social Attribute Checklist (x2=1.46)
inrural areasand (X2 = 0.39) in urban. Baharudin
and Luster (1998) reported a positive relation

between family income and social and cognitive
development of child. Elizabeth (2003) concluded
that household income was positively related to
thelevd of learning stimulationin children’shome
environments, which is responsible for social

maturity level of children.

CONCLUSION

A total of 200 children during the age of 2-4
yearswere selected randomly from two localities

Table 3: Association of social competence with father occupation

Variables Rural Urban
Father occupation Low High Total X2 value Low High Total x2value
Social competence
Vineland Social Maturity Scale
Low 23(65.71)  12(34.29) 35 6.01**  20(40.00)  30(60.00) 50  4.00*
High 26(40.00) 39(60.00) 65 30(60.00) 20(40.00) 50
Total 49 51 100 50 50 100
Social Attribute Checklist
Low 30(44.12) 38(55.88) 68 2.02 NS  35(58.33) 25(41.67) 60 4.17*
High 19(59.37)  13(40.62) 32 15(37.50)  25(62.50) 40
Total 49 51 100 50 50 100
Table 4: Association of social competence with family size
Variables Rural Urban
Family size Low High Total X? value Low High Total x? value
Social competence
Vineland Social Maturity Scale
Low 19(43.19)  45(56.81) 64 1.25NS  38(73.08)  14(26.92) 52 153NS
High 7(19.44) 29(80.56) 36 40(83.34) 8(16.66) 48
Total 26 74 100 78 22 100
Social Attribute Checklist
Low 18(29.03) 44(70.97) 62 0.78NS  42(72.41) 16(27.59) 58 2.5INS
High 8(21.05)  30(78.95) 38 36(85.71) 6(14.29) 42
Total 26 74 100 78 22 100
** Significant at P=0.01 with 1 d.f. * Significant at P=0.05 with 1 d.f. NS= Non significant
Table 5: Association of social competence with family income
Variables Rural Urban
Family income Low High Total X? value Low High Total x? value
Social competence
Vineland Social Maturity Scale
Low 50(76.92)  15(23.08) 65 4.23*  29(58.00)  21(42.00) 50  4.00*
High 20(57.14) 15(42.86) 35 19(38.00) 31(62.00) 50
Total 70 30 100 48 52 100
Social Attribute Checklist
Low 40(64.52)  21(35.48) 61 146 NS 21(44.68)  26(55.32) 47 039 NS
High 30(76.92) 9(23.08) 39 27(50.94) 26(49.06) 53
Total 70 30 100 48 52 100

** Significant at P=0.01 with 1 d.f.

NS= Non significant

* Significant at P=0.05 with 1 d.f.
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i.e. rural and urban areas of Hisar Distict of
Haryana State to assess the effect of family en-
vironment on social competence. . Resultsreveal -
ed that Social competence of children were
influenced by variables such as family income,
mother education, father occupation, family size
etc.
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