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INTERPERSONAL INTELLIGENCE OF ORPHANAGE-REARED AND HOME-REARED

| / ADOLESCENTS WITH REFERENCE TO PARANTAL STATUS
/}/)>,
3 ‘; :_ . Rajamanickm*asagmz. A

: Ph.D Scholar

-. **Dr Punitha Mary. A

) .-«iﬁsiszm Professor of Education
St. Xavier s College of Education (4utonomous}
Palayamkottai — 627002

! ABSTRACT

This present study examined the interpersonal intelligence of orphanage-reared and home-reared
‘a{éﬂex‘em based on parerial status. The aim of the study was o find out whether there is ary significant
E difference benveen orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents in their interpersonal intelligence and
its dimensions with respect to (i) only father alive (ii) only mother alive (iii) both parent. A Survey was
' conducted among 264 orphanage-reared and 264 home-reared adolescents from Tuticorin, Tirureiveli,
 and Kanyakumari districts in Tomil Nadu using simple random sampling. Descriptive and inferential
staristical technigues were used for analyzing data It was found that the home-reared parenial siatus
‘adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared parental status adolescents in their interpersonal
inzelligence and its dimension.

;' Keywords: Interpersonal Intelligence, Orphanage-Reared Adolescents, Home-Reared Adolescents

 Introduction

: The capacity for successful communication and understanding with people is known as
L interpersonal intelligence. It requires the capacity for successful verbal and nonverbal interaction.
differentiation skills, empathy for other people's feelings and dispositions, and the capacity to consider
E man)y points of view. Interpersonal intelligence is the Kind of intetlect that governs our abiliy o
| communicate with people and maintain relationships. The capacity to easily ascertain the thoughts. feclings,
‘motivations. and behaviors of another is known as interpersonal intelligence. It also refers to the capacity
effective interpersonal communication, conversation starter skills. speedy friendship development, and
amwork and collaborative environment proficiency. (Armstrong, 2009 & Gardper, H. 2011).
Significance of the Study ‘

Modern adolescents need direction and inspiration from others through both spoken and nonverbal
mmunication in order to do any task successfully. They are somewhat hesitant to accept such suggestions
and direction. Teens’ hesitancy can be attributed to their fack of interpersonal intelligence and their mutual
apacity. The capacity to manage connections and relate to people well is known as interpersonal
ntelligence. The communication quality known as interpersonal intelligence, which encompasses a variety
of traits like resourcefulness, responsibility, values, and vision, is a belief in the vast potential for
Cimprovements that can be made to oneself and one's surroundings (Canny, 2019). This trait is not even
resent in teenagers raised at home. Likewise, it is not unlikely that teenagers raised in orphanages passess
kind of interpersonal intelligence. Any task may be accomplished more successfully and efficiently
iith interpersonal intelligence. In order to improve interpersonal intelligence. a comparison study between
lescents reared in orphanages and adolescents reared at home was carried out.

F|Page


Admin
Highlight

Admin
Highlight

Admin
Highlight


: it S
pauestind ™ i2igg 1N
i}

\é:;;

ant difference between orph

» Study onific

Objective ? ;;c‘?}:cf there 15 m‘l}j ‘:;‘:?’::icc and its dimensions with . ang Cep.

To find OUIin‘Thcir intcrpersou:ﬂ intellIg® “ierenge r:td X
~onts T
:{d Gleﬁ.‘ ; et.“u'?m|1tdif”femf‘¢c between orphanage-reared and oy, k
(i) There S ‘Igl."‘ their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensjong edyg,
only father alve ”‘ | difference between orphanage-reared and hop, ' )
(i) There is no Sigm%m;heif s terpt‘rs(’“al intelligence and its dimensioe‘_rem a,
only mother alive in o OB andn;_ by
0

ficant difference
ve in their intel personal intelligence and jtg dimensio g
ns

difference between orphanage-reared anq b,
- . s i - . g.
ve in their interpersonal intelligence angd its din Tedyy
3 enSinI
§

There is O signi
whom both parent ali
(iv) There is no s{gniﬁcaml
whom both parent not all

Methodology of the Study
e d for the study. The sample of the study has beep o
{13

Survey method is use
d 264 orphanage-reared and 264 hq
Me-rezreg

sampling technique. Investigator selecte
three districts. Interpersonal intelligence questionnaire was constructed and vaj; dited
ed by

and the research supervisor (2020). The investigator has used descriptive and i
D

{iin)

techniques for data analysis.
Analyses of the Study

Null Hypothesis
There is no significant difference between orphanage-reared and home-reared adole
< Seens

father alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions
Table 1. Difference between orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents for wha
alive in their interpersonal intelligence and ifs dimensions
Calculated Re

Dimension ~ Adolescents N Mean SD
‘ value 3%
Empathy grphanage 57 177 3.365
Oon};e 48 25.40 5.946 "
Interactivity Hg’n anage 57 08.65 2.311
B 48 17 48 16.485
Amigbility ~ OrPhanage 57 11.60 3 S?g
Home ' .
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Wi & 08.95 2.496 15.989
Home ) 12.30 3.041 (5.701
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1585 12004 "
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f It is inferred from the above table that there i significant difference between orphanage-reared and
~home-reared adolescents for whom only father alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions
/ as the calculated “t value is greater than the table value. Hence the null hypothesis is rejected.

While comparing the mean scores of orphanage-reared (11.77, 08.65, 11.60, 08.95, 12.30 & 53.26)
and home-reared (25.40, 17.48, 2821, 17.77, 27.00 115.85) adolescents for whom only father alive, the

home-reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their interpersonal intelligence
and its dimensions. :

' Null Hypothesis

'; There is no significant difference between orphanage-reared and home-reared only mother alive
F adolescents in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimension.
Table 2.Difference between orphanage-reared and home-reared only mother alive adolescents in their
Interpersonal intelligence and its dimension
E . ; Calculated Remark at
Dimension  Adolescents N Mean SD
‘t’ value 5% level
Orphanage 57 12.30 3.145
Empathy 15.640 S
Home 48 27.00 5.838
; ! Orphanage 57 08.79 2.289
! Interactivity V7. 55 S
1 Home 48 17.73 2.834
3 L Orphanage S 12.04 3.454
- Amiability 17.132 S
Home 48 2740 5.342
Orphanage i 08.72 2.631
Sensitivity 17.337 S
Home 48 17.79 2.705
Orphanage 59 12.44 3.088 i
Perspicacity ; 14.723 S
Home 48 25.77 5.597
Interpersonal Orphanage 57 5428 7.324
i Lam 32.005 S
intelligence  Home 48 115.69 11.469

(At 5% level of significance the table value of *t’ is 1.96)
It is inferred from the above table that there is significant difference between orphanage-reared and
home-reared only mother alive adolescents in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimension as the
calculated “t’ value is greater than the table value. Hence the null hypothesis is rejected.
.= While comparing the mean scores of orphanage-reared (12.30, 08.79, 12.04, 08.72, 12.44 & 54.28)
* and home-reared (27.00, 17.73, 27.40, 17.79, 25.77 & 115.69) only mother alive adolescents, the home-
L reared only mother alive adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared only mother alive adolescents in

eir interpersonal intelligence and its dimension.

ull Hypothesis A
There is no significant difference between orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents for whom

oth parent alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions.
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It is inferred from the above table that there is a significant difference betweey
and home-reared adolescents for whom both parent alive in their interpersona] in{;‘:
dimensions as the calculated *t’ value is greater than the table value. Hence the null by

While comparing the mean scores of orphanage-reared (11.17, 08.27, 12.73, g-s 3y
and home-reared (26.90, 17.91, 26.16, 17.62, 26.65 & 115.23) adolescents for whom both x
home-reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their interperss
and #ts dimensions.

Nult Hypothesis

There is no significant difference between orphanage-reared and home-reared adak
both parent not alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions.

Table 4. Difference berween orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents Sor whomb

alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions
Calculated Rem

Dimension  Adolescents N Mean SD ¢ value 3%
Empathy Orphanage 120 12.22 3.049 15.907 !
Home 48 2490 5.175 ' |
Interactivity Orphanage 120 08.85 2.400 19.639 !
Home 48 17.33 2.579 S L
Amiabiliyy ~ Orphanage 129 12.20 3.118 18.776 '
Home 48 2802 5.495 ' i
Sensitiviy ~ OrPhanage 120 (575 2.331 18.806 '
Home 48 17.23 2.754 ' i
Perspicacity gfphanage 120 1198 3245 4058 '
ome 48 2635 5.855 :

Ime
Tpersonal - Orphanage 120 53.99 6.080 37.741

intellj
geoce _Home 48 11383 10290 - —
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{ (At 5% level of significance the table value of ‘¢’ is 1.96)

It is inferred from the above table that there is significant difference between orphanage-reared and

home-reared adolescents for whom both parent not alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its

dimensions as the calculated *t’ value is greater than the table value. Hence the null hypothesis is rejected.

While comparing the mean scores of orphanage-reared (12.22,08.85, 12.20, 08.75, 11.98 & 53.99)

and home-reared (24.90, 17.33,28.02, 17.23.26.35 & | 13.83) both parent not alive adolescents. the home-

reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their interpersonal intelligence and
its dimensiens.

 Findings of the study

I. Significant difference exists between orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents for whom only

L father alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions. While comparing the mean scores.

the home-reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their interpersonal
intelligence and its dimensions.

2. Significant difference exists between orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents for whom only
mother alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions. While comparing the mean
scores, the home-reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their
interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions.

3. Significant difference exists between orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents for whom both
parent alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions. While comparing the mean scores,
the home-reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their interpersonal
intelligence and its dimensions.

4. Significant difference exists between orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents for whom both
parent not alive in their interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions. While comparing the mean
scores, the home-reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their

interpersonal intelligence and its dimensions.
:}nterpretation of the study

A significant difference exists between orphanage-reared and home-reared adolescents in their
terpersonal intelligence and its dimensions with respect to parental status. While comparing the mean
cores, the home-reared adolescents are better than the orphanage-reared adolescents in their interpersonal
ntelligence and its dimensions. This may be because, orphanage reared adolescents do not get a chance to
etadvice from their parents with regard to the importance of empathy, amiability, sensitivity, perspicacity,
ommunication skills, emotional intelligence, team working skills, negotiation skills, conflict resolution
kills, problem solving skills and decision making skills. Moreover, orphan students hesitate to
ommunicate with others freely and hence their interpersonal intelligence is less than home-reared
dolescents.

ecommendations of the study

Interpersonal skills are essential skill in one life. Interpersonal intelligence of orphan reared
dolescents is less than the home reared adolescents. Here are some ways to develop their interpersonal
elligence.

> Encourage the orphan-reared adolescents to express themselves.
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