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of 3rd generation of rural area received play ground facilities mostly; 

8.7% respondents of 1st generation, 0% respondents of 2nd generation, 

7.1% respondents of 3rd generation of rural area received play ground 

facilities mediocre; 34.8% respondents of 1st generation, 058.2% 

respondents of 2nd generation, 35.7% respondents of 3rd generation of 

rural area received play ground facilities scarcely and 0% respondents of 

1st generation, 1.8% respondents of 2nd generation, 0% respondents of 3rd 

generation of rural area received play ground facilities not at all.33.3% 

respondents of 1st generation, 4.1% respondents of 2nd generation, 7.1% 

respondents of 3rd generation of urban area received play ground facilities 

adequately; 33.3% respondents of 1st generation, 53.1% respondents of 

2nd generation, 28.6% respondents of 3rd generation of urban area 

received play ground facilities mostly; 4.8% respondents of 1st 

generation, 6. 1% respondents of 2nd generation, 10.7% respondents of 3rd 

generation of urban area received play ground facilities mediocre; 28.6% 

respondents of 1st generation, 30.6% respondents of 2nd generation, 53.6% 

respondents of 3rd generation of urban area received play ground facilities 

scarcely and 0% respondents of 1st generation, 6.1% respondents of 2nd 

generation, 0% respondents of 3rd generation of urban area received play 

ground facilities not at all. 
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Table 4.7 Punishment Received by the Respondents 

Generation 

 

 

Punishment 

Generation 

1st Generation 2nd Generation 3rd Generation  

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage 

R
ur

al
 

Regularly 4 17.4 5 9.1 2 7.1 

Mostly 13 56.5 15 27.3 6 21.4 

Mediocre 2 8.7 18 32.7 3 10.7 

Scarcely 4 17.4 17 30.9 17 60.7 

Not at all 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total 23 100 55 100 28 100 

U
rb

an
 

Regularly 1 4.8 6 12.2 0 0 

Mostly 9 42.9 19 38.8 10 35.7 

Mediocre 2 9.5 7 14.3 1 3.6 

Scarcely 9 42.9 16 32.7 17 60.7 

Not at all 0 0 1 2 0 0 

Total 21 100 49 100 28 100 

 

Above Table 4.7 shows that, 17.4 % respondents of 1st generation, 9.1 % 

respondents of 2nd generation, 7.1% respondents of 3rd generation of rural 

area received punishment adequately; 56.5% respondents of 1st 

generation, 27.3% respondents of 2nd generation, 21.4% respondents of 

3rd generation of rural area received punishment mostly; 8.7% 

respondents of 1st generation, 32.7% respondents of 2nd generation, 10.7% 

respondents of 3rd generation of rural area received punishment mediocre; 

17.4% respondents of 1st generation, 30.9% respondents of 2nd generation, 

60.7% respondents of 3rd generation of rural area received punishment 

scarcely and 0% respondents of 1st generation; 0% respondents of 2nd 







 71 

18.4%from the second generation and 42.9%from the third generation 

live with nuclear family in rural area. 

On the other hand the above figure also shows that. 95.2% respondents 

from first generation out of 21 65.3% from the second generation out of 

49 and 28.6% from the third generation out of 28 live with joint family in 

urban area. 4.8% respondents from first generation, 16.3% respondents 

from second generation and 14.3% respondents from third generation live 

with extended family. None of the respondents from first generation, 

18.4%from the second generation and 57.1%from the third generation 

live with nuclear family in urban area. 

So we can say that number of extended and joint family is reducing 

gradually. On the other hand, nuclear family is increasing. Education, 

industrialization, and consciousness building plays an important role in 

this positive change. 
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Table 4.9 also represent that 61.9% respondents from first generation out 

of 21, 30.6% from second generation out of 49 and 10.7% respondents 

from the third generation out of 28 engage with agriculture in urban area. 

4.8%, 30.6%, and 32.1% respondents from first, second and third 

generation engage with business respectively. 4.8%, 12.2% and 46.4% 

respondents from first, second and third generation engage with service 

respectively. Finally 28.6%, 26.5%, 10.7% respondents from first, second 

and third generation engage with day labor.  

So we can say that respondents from the first generation mostly are 

engaged in agriculture and labor on the other hand respondents from the 

third generation mostly engage with service and business. Involvement 

with agriculture lessen gradually and involvement with service and 

business increase as well. So it would appear from this scenario that 

educational facilities play an important role on changing occupation of 

the respondents. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 76 

Table 4.10 Income of the Respondents 

 
R

ur
al

 

 

  

Generation 

 

          Income 

Generation 

1st Generation 2nd Generation 3rd Generation  

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage 

<30,000 1 4.3 1 2.8 1 3.6 

31,000-50,000 1 4.3 9 16.4 2 7.1 

51,000-80,000 1 4.3 12 21.8 4 14.3 

81,000-1,00,000 6 26.1 3 5.5 2 7.1 

1,00,001-1,40,000 6 26.1 0 0 2 7.1 

1,41,000-2,00,000 3 13 10 18.2 10 35.7 

2,00,001-3,00,000 5 21.7 9 16.4 7 25 

3,00,000+ 0 0 11 20 0 0 

Total 23 100 55 100 28 100 

U
rb

an
 

<30,000 1 4.8 12 2 0 0 

31,000-50,000 3 14.3 5 10.2 3 10.7 

51,000-80,000 3 14.3 12 24.5 1 3.6 

81,000-1,00,000 3 14.3 6 12.2 2 7.1 

1,00,001-1,40,000 2 9.5 3 6.1 3 10.7 

1,41,000-2,00,000 5 23.8 11 22 7 25 

2,00,001-3,00,000 3 14.3 5 10.2 9 32.1 

3,00,000+ 1 4.8 6 12.2 3 10.7 

Total 21 100 49 100 28 100 

 

Income is the consumption and savings opportunity gained by an entity 

within a specified timeframe, which is generally expressed in monetary 

terms. However, for households and individuals, "income is the sum of 

all the wages, salaries, profits, interests’ payments, rents and other forms 
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are more educated and they are involved with different income generating 

activities. As a result they are more developing than other generations. 

Figure-4.8 

Income of the Respondents 

 

 

Figure 4.8 represents that most of the respondents’ income of the first 

generation below 50,000, which is not sufficient to maintain their family. By 

changing profession of the respondents incomes of the respondents increase 

and life expectancy of the respondents increases than previous generation.   
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Table 4.11 Participation in Socio-Cultural Activities of the Respondents 

 

R
ur

al
 

Generation 

 

 

participation 

Generation 

1st Generation 2nd Generation 3rd Generation  

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage 

Regular 10 43.5 29 52.7 16 57.1 

Irregular 13 56.5 26 47.3 12 42.9 

Total 23 100 55 100 28 100 

U
rb

an
 Regular 9 42.9 25 51 24 85.7 

Irregular 12 57.1 24 49 4 14.3 

Total 21 100 49 100 28 100 

 

These activities have the goal of getting closer to our form of life, history, 

economic system, social development, environment, and above all the 

cultural characteristics that we can't see at a glance. Table  4.11 appears 

that 43.5% respondents from first generation out of 23 52.7%from the 

second generation out of55, and 57.1% from third generation out of 28 

took part in socio-culture activities regularly in rural area. 56.5% 

respondents from first generation, 47.3% respondents from second 

generation, and 42.9% respondents from third generation participated in 

socio-culture activities irregularly. 

 In urban area 42.9% respondents from first generation out of 21 

51%from the second generation out of49, and 85.7% from third 

generation out of 28 took part in socio-culture activities regularly. 57.1% 

respondents from first generation, 49% respondents from second 

generation, and 14.3% respondents from third generation participated in 

socio-culture activities irregularly. 
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Table 4.13 Family Conflicts of the Respondents 

Generation 

 
 

Family Conflict 

Generation 

1st Generation 2nd Generation 3rd Generation  

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage 
R

ur
al

 

 
Yes 13 56.5 36 65.5 22 78.6 

No 10 43.5 19 34.5 6 21.4 

Total 23 100 55 100 28 100 

U
rb

an
 Yes 13 61.9 36 73.5 26 92.9 

No 8 38.1 13 26.5 2 7.1 

Total 21 100 49 100 28 100 

 

Any conflicts that occur within a family-between husband and wife, 

parents and children between siblings or with extended families, 

grandparents, aunts, uncles etc. No matter how loving a family is, all 

families go through conflict. Family conflict is different from other types 

of conflict for several reasons. First, family members are already highly 

emotionally attached. These emotions can quickly intensify conflict. 

Second, family members are involved in long-term relationships and 

often are required to interact with each other daily. Finally, families are 

often insular, obeying their own rules and resisting outside interference. 

These characteristics can lead to long, tangled, painful conflicts. At one 

extreme, family conflict can lead to things like divorce or domestic 

violence. At the other, families try to repress conflict, avoiding problems 

and detaching from each other. 

The Table 4.13 shows that, 56.5 % respondents of 1st generation, 65.5 % 

respondents of 2nd generation, 78.6 % respondents of 3rd generation have 

family conflict of rural area. On the other hand, 61.9 % respondents of 1st 

generation, 73.5 % respondents of 2nd generation, and 92.9 % respondents 

of 3rd generation have family conflict of urban area. 
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Table 4.15 Using Family Planning Methods of the Respondents 

Generation 

 

 

Family Planning 

Generation 

1st Generation 2nd Generation 3rd Generation  

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage 
R

ur
al

 

Temporary 9 39.1 37 67.3 19 67.9 

Permanent 0 0 0 0 4 14.3 

Unconscious 14 60.9 18 32.7 5 17.9 

Total 23 100 55 100 28 100 

U
rb

an
 

Temporary 8 38.1 44 89.8 14 50 

Permanent 0 0 0 0 14 50 

Unconscious 13 61.9 5 10.2 0 0 

Total 21 100 49 100 28 100 

 

Family planning is the planning of when to have children and the use of 

birth control and other techniques to implement such plans. Other 

techniques commonly used include sexuality education, prevention and 

management of sexually transmitted infections, pre-conception 

counseling and management, and infertility management. Family 

planning is choosing the number of children in a family and the length of 

time between their births. Family planning is sometimes used as a 

synonym for the use of birth control, however, it often includes a wide 

variety of methods, and practices that are not birth control. It is most 

usually applied to a female-male couple who wish to limit the number of 

children they have and/or to control the timing of pregnancy . Family 

planning may encompass sterilization, as well as abortion.  

Table 4.15 shows that 39.1% respondent from first generation out of 23, 

67.3% respondents from the second generation out of 55 and 67.9% 
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generation. N
one of the respondents out of 23 respondents have H

.S
.C

-

H
igher 

education 
level 

education 
w

here 
the 

second 
generation 

5.5%
 

respondents, 
and 

the 
third 

generation 
39.3%

respondents 
out 

of 
28 

respondents. 

 T
he 

above 
figure 

show
s 

42.9%
 

respondents 
of 

first 
generation 

are 

illiterate out of 21 respondents. In second generation the num
ber of 

illiterate respondents 28.6%
 out of 49 w

here in third generation the 

num
ber 

of 
illiterate 

respondent 
is 

7.1%
 

out 
of 

28 
respondents. 

T
he 

num
ber of respondents w

hose educational qualification is one –
S

.S
.C

 are 

57.1%
, 

63.3%
, 

and 
46.4%

 
respectively 

in 
first, 

second 
and 

third 

generation. N
one of the respondents out of 21 respondents have H

.S
.C

-

H
igher 

education 
level 

education 
w

here 
the 

second 
generation 

13%
 

respondents, 
and 

the 
third 

generation 
46.4%

respondents 
out 

of 
28 

respondents 

S
o w

e can say that the education level of first generation is poorer than 

the second generation, and the education level of third generation is richer 

than that of second generation. B
ecause of receiving facilities differ from

 

generation to gener
ation the trends of becom

ing educated have been 

differenced from
 generation to generation.
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third generation are not enough conscious about anti Socio-cultural 

activity. 38.1% respondents from first generation out of 21, 51% from the 

second generation out of 49 and 85.7% respondents from the third 

generation out of 28 are enough conscious about anti socio-culture 

activities (such as dowry system, woman tract and early marriage) in 

urban area . 61.9% respondents from the first generation, 49% 

respondents from the second generation and 14.3% respondents from the 

third generation are not enough conscious about anti Socio-cultural 

activity. Globalization and acculturation mostly affected our socio-culture 

activities. If we are unconscious about this society become a place of 

conflict. 

Figure-4.13 

Social Awareness of the Respondents 

 

 
Figure 4.13 represents that respondents of the third generation are more 
conscious about anti-social activities than previous generation both in 
rural and urban area. 
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about destructive socio-culture activities of the respondents mostly 

depends on distance of educational institutions 

Relationship between Distance of Educational Institutions and using 

Family Planning methods of the Respondents. The hypothesis is that 

using family planning methods depends on distance of educational 

institutions. The table value of 1st generation �F2= 7.82when df =3 and 5% 

level of Significance. The calculated value of �F2=14.539.Which means 

that it is significant. As a result the alternative hypothesis is accepted. 

Table value of 2nd generation �F2=7.82 when df =3. But the calculated 

value of �F2=5.029. So, it is insignificant. As a result we can say that using 

family planning methods of the respondents is not related distance of 

education institutions. Finally the table value of 3rd generation �F2=9.49 

when df= 4. But the calculated value of �F2=11.359. So, it is significant. It 

can be concluded that using family planning methods of the respondents 

mostly depends on distance of educational institutions. 
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Table 4.21 Impact of Teaching Materials on Social Mobility 

 

 Impact 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Teaching  
Material Facilities 

Impact on Social Mobility 
Occupation  Participation 

in socio-
cultural ac. 

Awareness Family planning 

A
gr

ic
ul

tu
re

 

B
us

in
es

s 

S
er

vi
ce

 

La
bo

r 

T
ot

al
 

R
eg

ul
ar 

Ir
re

gu
la

r 

T
ot

al
 

A
w

ar
e 

U
na

w
ar

e 

T
ot

al
 

T
em

po
ra

ry 

P
er

m
an

en
t 

U
nc

on
sc

io
us 

T
ot

al
 

G
en

er
at

io
n 

F
irs

t 

Adequately 2 0 1 0 3 2 1 3 2 1 3 2 0 1 3 
Mostly 11 2 2 0 15 12 3 15 11 4 15 10 0 5 15 

mediocre 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 
Scarcely 12 2 0 10 24 4 20 24 3 21 24 5 0 19 24 
Not at all 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 

Total 25 5 3 11 44 19 25 44 17 27 44 17 0 27 44 

S
ec

on
d 

Adequately 2 8 4 0 14 13 1 14 12 2 14 12 0 2 14 
Mostly 10 18 7 6 41 28 13 41 28 13 41 36 0 5 41 

mediocre 1 1 0 0 2 0 2 2 0 2 2 1 0 1 2 
Scarcely 21 3 0 20 44 13 31 44 13 31 44 30 0 14 44 

Not At All  1 0 0 2 3 0 3 3 0 3 3 2 0 1 3 
Total 35 30 11 28 104 54 50 104 53 51 104 81 0 23 104 

T
hi

rd
 

Adequately 3 8 11 1 23 22 1 23 23 0 23 10 13 0 23 
Mostly 4 8 10 3 25 18 7 25 17 8 25 20 5 0 25 

mediocre 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 2 0 2 2 2 0 0 2 
Scarcely 2 0 0 4 6 0 6 6 0 6 6 2 0 4 6 

Not At All  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 10 16 21 9 56 40 16 56 40 16 56 34 18 4 56 

*=Occupation, **= Participation, ***= Social Awareness, ****= Family 

planning 

* Value= 25.182, df= 12, Value= 46.124, df= 12, Value= 21.918, df=9, 

** Value= 17.915 df=4, Value= 28.025, df=4, Value= 26.617, df=3 *** 

Value= 17.744, df= 4, Value= 24.965 df=4, Value= 29.344, df=3 **** 

Value= 10.433, df= 4, Value= 6.368 df=4, Value= 41.947, df= 6 
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Table 4.22 Shows impact of entertainment facilities on social 

mobility.  These can be stated below: 

Relationship between Entertainment Facilities and Occupation of the 

Respondents  

The hypothesis is that occupation of the respondents depends on 

entertainment facilities. The table value of 1st generation �F2= 16.92when 

df =9 and 5% level of Significance. But the calculated value of 

�F2=22.00.Which means that it is significant. As a result the alternative 

hypothesis is accepted. Table value of 2nd generation �F2=21.01 when d f 

=12. But the calculated value of �F2=49.157. So, it is significant. And the 

table value of 3rd generation �F2=16.92 when d f = 9. But the calculated 

value of �F2=30.93. So, it is significant. It can be concluded that 

occupation of the respondents depends on entertainment facilities. 

Relationship between Entertainment Facilities and Participation in 

the Socio-cultural activities of the Respondents  

The hypothesis is that Participation in the socio-culture activities depend 

on entertainment facilities. The table value of 1st generation �F2= 

7.82when df =3 and 5% level of Significance. But the calculated value of 

�F2=12.146.Which means that it is significant. As a result the alternative 

hypothesis is accepted. Table value of 2nd generation �F2=9.49 when df =4. 

But the calculated value of �F2=30.51. So, it is significant. Finally the table 

value of 3rd generation �F2=7.82 when df= 3. But the calculated value of 

�F2=34.64. So, it is significant. It can be concluded that Participation in the 

socio-culture activities of the respondents depends on entertainment 

facilities. 
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5.3 Conclusion and Recommendations: Based on the result of the study 

the following recommendations are suggested- 

1. Distance of educational institutions influenced education and social 

mobility as well. A good number of new educational institutions 

have been established all over the country and distances of 

educational institutions from residences of prospective pupils has 

lessened. As a result students receive education easily. But 

educational institutions are not equally distributed according to 

needs in remote and rural area. So it is essential to establish and 

equally distribute educational institutions to ensure equal upward 

social mobility everywhere. 

2. Skilled and adequate teacher is a crying need to ensure proper 

education. Shortage of quality teachers and lack of their delivery of 

services are a big concern all over the country especially in the 

rural areas. So, to continue upward social mobility and to build-up 

a properly educated nation teacher should be trained up 

accordingly. 

3. Dropout tendency due to economic crisis is a major obstacle to 

sustain upward social mobility. A significant number of students 

are being used as means of earning as seasonal labor during the 

harvesting season. Thus they engage in activities which give them 

financial support, while, as is believed, their long absence in school 

and subsequent poor academic performance eventually lead to their 

dropout. So, necessary steps should be taken to reduce dropout 

tendency. 

4. Now a days the media have become a major educational facility. 

Through media facilities available for the present generation have 
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