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1. Introduction

Preamble to Indian constitution says that every citizen

of our country will be ensured Economical freedom,

Political freedom as well as Social freedom.

Fundamental rights enshrined in our constitution also

guarantee some fundamental rights, but in spite of

this constitutional provisions we find that some

sections of our society have not been able to enjoy

the freedom be it social,  political or economic in real

sense of the term. As far as female educators are

concerned it is obvious that all of them are educated

but does this education ensure that they are enjoying

their freedom in the real sense of the term? There are

many factors which hinder the full freedom to the

women in our society, so much so that the women

who are educated sometimes are not able to assert

their social freedom. The other premise that we may

take as granted is that the women educators are

economically better off, that means that female

educators are superior to other women in two terms,

(i) better economic status and (ii) better educational

qualifications. So we may assume that women who

are not economically independent or the women who

are not educated probably are not able to enjoy their

social freedom compared to the women educators. In

spite of this presumption we can safely assume that

even among the women educators there will definitely

be some difference in the extent of social freedom that

they enjoy and the factors that have bearing on this

may be their religion, their caste, geographical region

of the country. In this research we have tried to find

an answer to this question in a society which is very

complex in character and there may be different

dimensions which actually decide extent of social

freedom and some even contradictory as far as the

determination of the social freedom of the women is

concerned.

Social Freedom

The term ‘social freedom ‘refers here to women’s

desire to be free from social taboos, conventions,

rituals and roles which probably provide them  lower

status in the society. In order to pinpoint the specific

behaviour, roles and taboos of which the women

want to get rid of, an open ended interview of 30

college  girls ( who were all active members of

different societies displaying leadership) was taken.

On the basis of content analysis and discussion on

them with a team of five teachers of psychology, the

following dimensions of women’s social freedom

were identified:
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Freedom from control or interference of parents and

husband.

Freedom from social taboos, customs and rituals

which impose conventional roles and restrictions on

girls/ women

Freedom concerning sex and marriage.

Economic freedom and social equality

Socio-Economic Status
Socio-Economic status refers to the social and

economic strata or conditions in the society. SES is

considered as an indicator of economic and social

position (Stawarski and Boesel, 1988). Socio comes

from the word ‘social’ and refers to people and the

ways (level) they fit in to the community in which

they live. It reflects how well they are educated, have

jobs etc. Economic refers to the financial position of

people within society and include, how much they

regularly earn, whether own a house and the assets

owned etc. Several indicators of one’s social status,

viz., education, health, contact with criminal justice

system, employment/ unemployment, housing, access

to services , water, sewerage etc. and of economic

position, viz., income, ownership, assets level,

holdings etc have been outlined (Australian Bureau of

Statistics, 1994).

Significance of the Study
For centuries women have been treated as weak,

obedient, shy and timid partner of man and thereby

have enjoyed an inferior status in society. In recent

years desire for the social freedom among women

has manifested itself in protest and revolt against the

traditional social norms and taboos which place them

in inferior roles and status and make them

subservient to men.

With the growth in education and vocational

opportunities women throughout the world have

become more conscious of their rights of equality and

freedom and have revolted against the conventional

norms (Phadnis and Malani, 1978). Women are taking

up non-traditional roles and are developing a new

outlook in life. They are advocating for free love and

sex. Abortion has been legalized. In developed

societies there is a growing craze for test-tube babies.

They demand equality in true sense of the term in all

spheres of life.

Women in India are still subjected to discrimination,

ill treatment and enjoy lower status as compared to

men, and there is growing concern and resentment

particularly among educated women and educated

working women against all such customs and rituals

which lower down their status in society, and they

carry strong desire for social freedom. Interview

reports of college girls indicate that although  the

Indian women in making do not  believe in western

style of ‘ women-lib ‘ movement or a  radical change

and revolt against sex roles and  marriage, their

expectations  and attitudes have considerably changed.

They aspire for greater freedom, equality and

enjoyment opportunities (Arora, 1972 ; Doshi, 1971).

Not only have this, sex role-attitudes among women

been found to have  deeper roots in  their personality

( Jordon et al., 1979; Vasudeva and Lehal, 1986).  Thus

desire for ‘social freedom’ constitutes an important

aspect of women’s life style, personality and

adjustment, and therefore, needs  to be measured and

studied scientifically.

Western Uttar Pradesh is considered to be the most

developed part of Uttar Pradesh but this region too

has a lot of diversity.  We may presume that the

more developed part of U.P i.e. Western U.P gives

more social freedom to its women folk but what this

social freedom comprise of? Is it the permission to

earn one’s livelihood or liberty to choose one’s life

partner? Is it to wear the clothes of one’s choice or

liberty to brazenly emulate western manners? Or the

concept of live-in relationship is the new milestone in

social freedom of women. Do women really enjoy

social, political and economical freedom than the

women of the parts of U.P.In our patriarchal society it

is presumed that male members of the family have

greater social freedom compared to women but is

there any difference in social freedom of women of

western U.P? On basis of their marital status or their

place in social economic ladder? What are the

parameters that measure the extent of social freedom

enjoyed by Women?

There are studies that show that married women have

greater social freedom in western U.P.  As after

marriage the parental control gets reduced and

modern married women resents the restrictions of

joint family and prefer to opt for nuclear family and

at the same time we are told that unmarried women

do not have contend with the strict social norms and

restrictions of the society and parents are more

liberal with their daughters rather than with their
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daughters in laws. It also is apparent that socio -

economic level of women in society, both married

and unmarried, limits or extends their social freedom.

Presumably better social status may give women

more freedom but at the same time it may impose

some restrictions on them also. Similarly higher social

status may not necessarily mean more social freedom.

In this back ground this study is an attempt to

analyze whether there is any difference in the social

freedom of married women teacher educators and

unmarried teacher educators with respect to their

socio –economic status in western Uttar Pradesh.

Women are still under the male chauvinism, the

number  of women  as  compared  to  male also

decreased. Hence whether social freedom is enjoyed

by them properly or  not is  to  be found  out.

Hence  the  present study is  an attempt to find out

the social  freedom of married women teacher

educators and unmarried women teacher educators in

teacher education institutes in western Uttar Pradesh.

Review of Related Literature

1. Gaur, Ashwani Kumar, (1988) did a sociological

study of teacher educators of Rajasthan and found

that There was a significant difference between the

problems of the different SES groups.

2. Kantamma, K(1990) studied Status of women in

relation to education, employment and marriage and

found that higher the education of women, the greater

was their participation in decision-making, inter-

spouse communication and a progressive opinion on

different issues.

3. Kakati, Kunja Kusum(1990)did a study of Socio-

economic status of working women of Kamrup

district and found that Employment of women

influenced significantly their freedom of movement

outside the home. Working women’s freedom of

movement was found to be positively associated with

their age, education, occupation and income.

4. Mutalik, Swati(1991) studied the Education and

social awareness among women and found that

Education had significant correlation with the

acquisition of social awareness and Highly educated

women belonging to high economic status had

higher level of social awareness.

5. Objectives Of The Study

The objectives of the study are as follows:

1. To study the social freedom of women teacher

educators in teacher education institutions in relation

to their socio-economic status.

2. To compare the social freedom of married women

teacher educators and unmarried women Teacher

educators in teacher education institutions in relation

to their socio-economic status.

3. To compare the social freedom of women teacher

educators of self-financed teacher education institutes

and aided / government teacher education institutes.

4. To find out the factors affecting to social freedom

of women teacher educators in teacher education

institutions.

5. To suggest the remedial measures for the problem.

Hypotheses of The Study
The hypotheses of the study are as follows:-

Ho-1: “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of married

and unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to social-freedom

and their socio-economic status”.

Ho-2:   “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of women

teacher educators of self- financed and Govt. /Aided

teacher education institutions in relation to social

freedom and their socio-economic status”.

Ho-3. “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of married

and unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to high socio-

economic status and high social freedom”.

Ho-4.  “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of married

and unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to medium socio-

economic status and medium social freedom”.

Ho-5. “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in  the mean score of married

and unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to low socio-

economic status and low social freedom”.

Ho-6:  “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of married

women teacher educators of teacher education

institutions in relation to high socio- economic status

and high social freedom with high socio-economic
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status and medium social freedom; high socio-

economic status and medium social freedom with

high socio-economic status and low social freedom;

high socio- economic status and high social freedom

with high socio-economic status and low social

freedom”.

Ho-7: “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean  score of married

women teacher educators of teacher education

institutions in  relation to medium socio-economic

status  and high social freedom with medium socio-

economic status and medium social freedom; medium

socio- economic status and high social freedom with

medium socio-economic status and low social

freedom; medium socio- economic status and medium

social freedom  with medium socio-economic status

and low social freedom”.

Ho-8: “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of married

women teacher educators of teacher education

institutions in relation to low socio-economic status

and high social freedom with low socio-economic

status and medium social freedom; low socio-economic

status and high social freedom with low socio-

economic status and low social freedom; low Socio-

economic status and medium social freedom with low

socio-economic status and low social freedom”.

Ho-9:  “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of unmarried

women teacher educators of teacher education

institutions in relation to high socio-economic status

and high social freedom with high socio- economic

status and medium social freedom; high socio-

economic status and medium social freedom with

high socio-economic status and low social freedom;

high socio-economic status and high social freedom

with high socio-economic  status and low  social

freedom”.

Ho-10:  “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference  in the  mean score of

unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to medium socio-

economic status and high  social freedom with

medium socio-economic status and medium social

freedom; medium socio-economic status and high

social freedom with medium socio-economic status

and low social freedom; medium socio-economic

status and medium social freedom with medium socio-

economic status and low social freedom”.

Ho-11:  “There would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of unmarried

women teacher educators of teacher education

institutions in relation to low socio-economic status

and high social freedom with low socio- economic

status and medium social freedom; low socio-economic

status and high social freedom with low socio-

economic status and low social freedom; low socio-

economic status and medium social freedom with low

socio-economic status and low social freedom”

Population

The population of the present study consists of all the

married and unmarried teacher Educators of Teacher

Education Institutions of 14 districts of Western Uttar

Pradesh namely, Moradabad, Bareilly, Saharanpur,

Meerut, Ghaziabad, Bullandshahr, Aligarh, Mathra,

Agra, Firozabad, Etah, Baghpat, G.B.Nagar and

Muzaffarnagar. About 301 colleges were considered as

population of the study.

Sample
About 79 colleges were taken as sample of the study.

Methodology

Analytical survey method was followed for the study

and following tools were used by the researcher;

1. Social freedom scale for married and unmarried

teacher educators.

2. Socio Economic Status Scale for married and

unmarried women teacher educators

3. Interview schedule for the Head of the Institution.

4. Interview schedule for the parents and parents in

laws of the respondents.

Analysis and Interpretation
Data was collected and mean, S.D were calculated and

ANOVA was used for the interpretation of the result.

Findings of the study:

1. In Hypothesis No-1 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore, concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly. Therefore there

would have been statistically significance difference in

the mean score of married and unmarried women

teacher educators of teacher education institutions in

relation to social-freedom and their socio-economic

status.

2-In Hypothesis No-2 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore, concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly “There would
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have been  statistically significance difference in the

mean score of women teacher educators of self-

financed and Govt. /Aided teacher education

institutions in relation to social freedom and their

socio-economic status”.

3. In Hypothesis No- 3 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore, concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore there

would have been any statistically significance

difference in the mean score of married and

unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to high socio-

economic status and high social freedom

4. In Hypothesis No–4 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore, concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore

there would have been  statistically significance

difference in the mean score of married and

unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to medium socio-

economic status and medium social freedom.

5. In Hypothesis No–5 researcher accepted the null

hypothesis and therefore, concluded that the means of

two group do not differ significantly .Therefore there

would not have been any statistically significance

difference in the mean score of married and

unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to low socio-

economic status and low social freedom.

6. In Hypothesis No–6 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore ,concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore

there would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of married

and unmarried women teacher educators of teacher

education institutions in relation to high socio-

economic status and high social freedom with high

socio-economic status and medium social freedom;

high socio-economic status and medium social

freedom with high socio-economic status and low

social freedom; high socio- economic status and high

social freedom with high socio-economic status and

low social freedom”.

7. In Hypothesis No–7 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore, concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore

there would not have been  statistically significance

difference in the mean score of married women

teacher educators of teacher education institutions in

relation to medium socio-economic status  and high

social freedom with medium socio-economic status

and medium social freedom; medium socio- economic

status and high social freedom with medium socio-

economic status and low social freedom; medium

socio- economic status and medium social freedom

with medium socio-economic status and low social

freedom.

8. In Hypothesis No–8 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore ,concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore

there would have been  statistically significance

difference in the mean score of married women

teacher educators of teacher education institutions in

relation to low socio-economic status and high social

freedom with low socio-economic status and medium

social freedom; low socio-economic status and high

social freedom with low socio-economic status and

low social freedom; low Socio-economic status and

medium social freedom with low socio-economic

status and low social freedom.

9. In Hypothesis No–9 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore ,concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore

there would have been  statistically significance

difference in the mean score of unmarried women

teacher educators of teacher education institutions in

relation to  high socio-economic  status and

high social freedom with high socio-

economic status and medium social freedom; high

socio- economic status and medium social freedom

with high socio-economic status and low social

freedom;  high socio-economic status and high social

freedom with high socio-economic  status and low

social freedom”.

10. In Hypothesis No–10 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore ,concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore

there would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of unmarried

women teacher educators of teacher education

institutions in relation to medium socio-economic

status and high  social freedom with medium socio-
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economic status and medium social freedom; medium

socio-economic status and high social freedom with

medium socio-economic status and low social

freedom; medium socio-economic status and medium

social freedom with medium socio-economic status

and low social freedom”.

11. In Hypothesis No–11 researcher rejected the null

hypothesis and therefore ,concluded that the means of

two group differ highly significantly .Therefore

there would not have been any statistically

significance difference in the mean score of unmarried

women teacher educators of teacher education

institutions in relation to low socio-economic status

and high social freedom with low socio-

economic status and medium social freedom; low

socio-economic status and high social freedom with

low socio-economic status and low social freedom;

low socio-economic status and medium social

freedom with low socio-economic status and low

social freedom”
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