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Summary

A family is a social group and has been defined as the smallest identifiable social unit.
Many definitions of the family describe diverse domestic arrangements among human
societies. Marriage is an institution that often results in a family. Marriage is considered
the oldest and the most fundamental human institution. There are differences between a
family and a domestic group. In many human societies, it is assumed that the family
performs biological as well as social reproduction for the survival and continuation of
society. A family can be categorized as matriarchal, patriarchal, or egalitarian according
to the power distribution in the family. A family can also be categorized as matrilocal or
patrilocal, according to residence rules. The family plays a crucial role for personality
formation and socialization of every individual. While the basic function of the family
remains the same all over the world, scholars have noted certain modifications and
variations among different societies across time and space. In the age-old war between
the sexes and between generations, the introduction of a new ideology plays a crucial
role in family formation.
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Patrilineal systems of family survive at the cost of women. The peripheral position of
females in their natal group, their transfer to the husband’s group, and their purely
instrumental values as the bearers of children for their affinal groups, all have definite
implications. The absence of rights over property, over the means of living, and over
their children makes women vulnerable to oppression. For example, there are
undoubtedly critical differences in gender ideology between South Asia and Southeast
Asia. In recent years the Uniform Civil Code (UCC) has exploded onto the agenda of
woman’s issues. Women and men of different religions now discuss UCC vociferously
and seriously as part of internal self-criticism and many talk about the need for reform
of their civil laws. Customary laws are not codified and therefore do not constitute a
single homogenous entity; they vary with the community. The family therefore is
treated as a near sacred community with its own particular rituals and practices: It
always thinks of its own well-being, looks after the old and aged, and is the fundamental
unit of human society.
1. Introduction

A family is a social group. A social group is an aggregate of individuals in which
definite relations exist between the members, and each individual is conscious of the
group boundary and its symbols. In other words, a social group has at least a
rudimentary structure and organization (that includes normative rules, status, roles,
rituals, etc.) and a psychological basis in the consciousness of its members. The family
is not the only social group that influences social and cultural development of human
resources; a village, a nation, a trade union, or a political party are all such social
groups.
There are many definitions of the family to describe the diverse domestic arrangements
among human societies. One definition of family implies aggregation of at least two
opposite sexual individuals who are generally expected to produce children.
Traditionally, this social group called the family, which includes the simple or conjugal
or nuclear family, is found in all human societies. The family has been described as the
smallest identifiable social unit. It is defined technically as a group of individuals united
by the ties of marriage, blood, or adoption constituting a single household, interacting
with each other in their respective social positions, which may include husband and
wife, mother and father, son and daughter, brother and sister. This type of family is
formed and extended as well by an institution called marriage and holds its members by
bonds of kinship. Marriage is the first cultural institution among human groups. It
defines the procedures for establishing and terminating the husband-wife relationship,
the reciprocal obligations and accepted restrictions upon those involved. This institution
is cultural, characterized by exchange of rights, duties, and certain economic
cooperation and thereby human society may be differentiated from the animal society.
Marriage is an institution, not a group, but it results in a family that is certainly a
grouping.
The only relationship sanctioned outside this social group of blood relatives is the
marital relationship—that is, a married couple. A husband or a wife—though not a
blood relative—is also a family member (in a patrilineal society, a wife is a non-blood
relative; in a matrilineal society, a husband is). In fact, the institutions of family and
marriage are intimately related in many societies where one cannot get a family without
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marriage. It is considered that marriage gives mating a reliable basis and grants to each
spouse special, though not always exclusive, sexual rights in the other. Families
established outside marriages are considered “illegitimate” in many societies that do not
socially recognize such groups as families. In those cases, they are allowed only under
exceptional circumstances and/or are the privilege of certain people. For example, many
legal cases of illegitimate children involve fighting to gain recognition as legitimate
members of a particular family, and therefore to gain legitimate access to a father’s
property. Legal cases of “gay marriages” (homosexual marriages) also involve
sociopolitical recognition and sanction as well as access to resources of institutionalized
marriage.
The various features of the family include at least the following four characteristics.
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(1) A family is a social group. The family is identifiable as the smallest social
group characterized by residence, economic cooperation and reproduction.
In other words, a social group has at least a structure and organization that
includes rules, rituals etc., and a psychological being in the consciousness of
its members.
(2) A biological Unit. The family is a biological unit, the group comprising a
married couple and their children.
(3) An institution. As discussed above, the family is the oldest and most
fundamental of human institutions, consisting of at least a man and a woman
who are generally expected to produce children.
(4) A domestic group. A domestic group is defined as a group of human beings
who habitually share a common dwelling and a common food supply. A
family can be a domestic group but there are some differences between a
family and a domestic group.

2. Differences between a Domestic Group and a Family

The original meaning of family in Latin equated roughly with “domestic group” but the
two can be sharply distinguished, because some domestic groups may be made up of
individuals with no kinship ties. At the same time, members of one family may be
distributed over two or more domestic groups. The term domestic group may now be
used interchangeably with the term “household” rather than family
A nuclear family consists of parents and their natural or adopted children, and this
structure describes most families in industrial societies. The actual composition of the
nuclear family and the domestic group may be identical. However, one can differentiate
the strictly reproductive functions, in our sense of the concept of social reproduction,
from the activities concerned with the production of food and shelter and the nonmaterial means for ensuring continuity with society at large. One might put it that the
domestic domain is the system of social relations through which the reproductive
nucleus is integrated with the environment and with the structure of the total society.
3. The Developmental Cycle of the Domestic Group
There are three main stages or phases in the developmental cycle of the domestic group.
The first phase of expansion lasts from the marriage of two people to the completion of
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their procreation. The biological limiting factor here is the husband potency and the
wife’s fertility. In structural terms, it corresponds to the period during which all the
offspring of the couple are biologically, economically, and jurally dependent on them.
Often overlapping the first phase in time, the second phase of dispersion or fusion
begins with the physical departure of the oldest child for school or a job, or with the
marriage of the oldest child. This period continues until all the children are dispersed or
married. This is the phase of replacement in the social structure of the family, founded
by the families of their children.
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All forces that are generated cultural and structural variables are manifested during this
developmental cycle of the domestic group. Biological laws ensure that children
inexorably grow up. Growing up and achieving physical maturity requires about fifteen
years while it often takes more than that to attain social maturity. During child rearing,
complex and fundamental forces are being imposed on the domestic group that in turn
generate critical forces for a new cycle of development.
One important force at work during socialization is the opposition between successive
generations, focused in incest taboos. Prohibitions against incestuous sexual relations
between close family members have been virtually universal. The opposition between
successive generations is not a static condition. The opposition develops in intensity and
may change in its customary forms of expression while the filial generation is growing
up. It is a factor in the partial or complete secession of offspring at marriage. The
essential stake in the social function of marriage is the right to use and dispose of
productive and reproductive resources. Every generation must gain possession of the
productive and reproductive resources when it reaches maturity. In general, the
domestic group passes down resources from one generation to another by gift,
presentation, inheritance, and succession of rights over property, individuals, and office.
In patrilineal society, rights over the fertility of women are a major, but not the most
significant, factor in the development cycle of the domestic group.
4. The Universality Function of the Family

The family functions to satisfy certain universal needs, such as sexual satisfaction,
procreation, economic survival and cultural identification, child rearing, and education.
If human societies are to survive and continue, provision must be made for biological
and social reproduction of their members. In most societies, the family performs six
basic social functions.
First, it regulates sexual behavior by specifying who may have sexual contact with
whom. Humans have regulated themselves by elaborating social rules governing sexual
pairing. Although these rules on sexual pairing have always been diverse, prohibitions
against incestuous sexual relations between close family members have been virtually
universal. In all societies, incest taboos prohibit sexual contact between people who are
culturally defined as close relatives, and they require individuals to find and marry
mates from outside their own “family group.”
Second, the family is responsible for reproduction, and the norms, values, and beliefs
that regulate family life often affect the number of children born. Mating is never
simply random.
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Third, families nurture and protect children and provide emotional support for adults.
Fourth the family is the main socializing institution for new members of society.
Compared to animals, human children require a long period of care by a limited number
of individuals with whom they develop intimate relations if they are to grow up as
normal human beings capable of playing adult roles. This conclusion is based partly
upon experimental evidence (Bowlby, 1951) and partly upon inference from the fact
that in many societies children are raised in small kinship-based groups, and that there
are customary modes of regulation between children and their socially recognized
parents, and between parents themselves. There are some exceptions: the Israeli kibbutz
where all women take collective responsibility for child care, India’s Nayar where
fathers have no role relationship with their children, and Indonesia’s Dani who have no
word for family at all.
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Fifth, the family plays a part in the production and consumption of goods and services.
Finally, families are also a source of social statutes, many of which are ascribed. In all
societies, the family is organized to perform certain functions for society. A function is
defined as an activity that is imperative if the society is to continue to exist. Each role of
the family is conceptualized around specific functions. Moreover, each role implies a
reciprocal role. As, for example, the sexual functions of marriage reside both in the
husband’s role and in the wife’s reciprocating role. To identify each function with a role
it is necessary to regard not simply the functions but the roles themselves as universal.
The specific context of the role may vary, but the formal aspects must be universal.

Closely related to this discussion, G.P. Murdock points out four universal functions of
the family: sexual, reproductive, economic, and educative. Murdock argues that without
the sexual and reproductive functions, society would become extinct; without economic
cooperation among family members, life would cease. Without the education of
children, culture would end.
Now the question may be raised, what are the universal functions of the family? The
anthropologist M. Zelditch, studying the roles of husband and wife in various societies,
found that the husband’s primary role was to represent the family in the larger society.
At the level of universal functions, this suggests that the father’s major non-sexual role
is economic, because his tie with the family is essentially that of an outsider who
represents society to his family. The wife is related to the husband not only by an
economic bond but also by sexual functions. Her primary role in the family is
reproductive and educational. The wife’s roles involves much sentiment and emotional
attachment. Zelditch suggests that by this role allocation, the husband becomes the
instrumental leader while the wife becomes the socio-emotional leader. A second
question refers to the effect of changes in society through the smallest identifiable social
unit that is the family. In Parsons’ view, values are the major controlling element of
groups in society, for they are pertinent to the maintenance of existing social patterns.
Pattern maintenance is analogous to the concept of inertia in mechanics and is followed
next in the control hierarchy by the integration of the norms of society. Integration deals
with the mutual adjustments of sub-units of society from the viewpoint of their
contribution to society as a whole. This means that the homes regulating family life
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must be integrated with norms of other major institutions of society, including economic
and political systems.
A third question regarding the universal functions of the family in the hierarchy of
control is goal attainment. Unlike pattern maintenance, goal attainment is tied to
specific situations and thus is variable. Although one of the general functions of the
family is to produce children, goal attainment refers to their actual rate of production,
which must be consistent with the norms (referring to integration) and with more
general values (referring to pattern maintenance).
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Parsons has suggested that in modern society, family roles are becoming increasingly
constricted. This constriction represents an increasing specialization in family functions.
To be sure, the family retains its functions of procreation, child-care, some economic
functions, and sexual functions, but it shares some of these with other institutions.
Presumably, as the nuclear family gives up or shares functions with other institutions, it
loses some of the qualities of the family and changes the part it plays in the larger
society
5. Family Organization

The family is the basic social institution of society. Several major institutions are found
in all human societies; their relative importance, however, varies from one society to
another. The family is easy to locate and the members of any society are constantly
aware of and deeply involved in the performance of its requisite functions. Therefore,
family is always a conspicuous feature of social organization. At the heart of all family
institutions is the concept of kinship, which refers to social relationships based on
common ancestry, adoption, or marriage. In all societies, children and their mothers are
culturally defined as relatives (or kin) but beyond this core there are great differences in
cultures. For example, Italian culture includes special terms for hundreds of different
relatives and fictive kin such as godparents and honorary aunts and uncles. The number
of possible kin relationships is enormous, and for this reason virtually all societies
simplify kinship by considering only some to be true relatives. Trobriand Islanders
studied by Malinowski, on the other hand, were unaware of the biological connection
between fathers and their children, and although fathers had affectionate relationships
with their children, they were regarded as outsiders. Kinship, therefore, depends more
on cultural definitions than on biology, because kinship provides social continuity from
one generation to the next by establishing ties between the generations who carry a
society’s culture and those who must learn to live by it.
6. Types of Families

The term nuclear, elementary, or simple family refers to a group comprised of a man
and a woman, living in a socially approved sexual relationship with their own or
adopted children. It is the familiar unit of mother, father, and children. “Not only is the
family a universal institution, but a specific form of the family—the nuclear family—is
found in all known societies.” (Murdock, 1949). It has been suggested that the nuclear
family is the universal form of family relations, always fulfilling “distinctive and vital
functions—sexual, economic, reproductive, and educational.” (Murdock, 1949). The
nuclear family is usually the smallest kinship unit. The nuclear family is a universal
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human social group. Either as the sole prevailing form of the family, or as the basic unit
from which more complex familial forms are compounded, it exists as a distinct and
strongly functional group in every known society (Murdock, 1949).
Parsons has argued that the nuclear family exhibits characteristics that seem to be
necessary for the socialization of children and the stabilization of adult personalities
(Parsons and Bales, 1995). He has also argued that the incest taboo is universal in
human societies for similar reasons and that the taboo results in the perpetual creation of
new nuclear family groups through marriage (Parsons, 1954).
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The basic structure of the nuclear family depends upon incest taboos; from these it
follows that the nuclear family is discontinuous over time and continues to two
generations. A third generation can only result from the function of new families by an
exchange of males and females between existing nuclear families. The incest taboos,
and their extensions outside the nuclear family, together with rules of descent, are the
source of all the complexities of kinship usages and terminology. The extended incest
taboos establish interdependence between families, siblings, and classes and thus play
an important part in the integration of primitive societies.
According to Lowie, universality of family is a fact that stands out beyond all others,
and everywhere the husband, wife, and immature children constitute a unit apart from
the rest of the community. The universality of the nuclear family can be accounted for
by the indispensable functions it performs and the difficulty of ensuring the nuclear
family or its constituent relationships—we thus see assembled four functions
fundamental to human social life—the sexual, the economic, the reproductive, and the
educational. A major factor in maintaining the nuclear family is economic cooperation
based upon division of labor between the sexes. Economic cooperation also strengthens
the ties between parents and children and between siblings.
There are three other types of family composition, besides the nuclear family. Extended
families include additional relatives such as grandparents, aunts, uncles, or cousins. The
remaining two family structures are variations on the nuclear family: Single-parent
families are nuclear families in which one parent is absent. In compound families,
children are directly related to only one of the two parents. When a divorced parent with
custody of children remarries, for example, the resulting family—parent, children, and
stepparent—constitutes a compound family. Even when they are relatively small,
compound families can have complicated structures, as both wife and husband may
bring to their new family children from prior marriages and may then have children
together. Compound families have the potential to include a variety of complex
relationships in which children have closer family ties to one parent than the other and,
in the most complicated cases, other children have equally strong family ties to both
parents.
Although the abovementioned four structures describe families in most societies, other
variations exist. For example, the family as an isolated social group barely exists among
Indonesia’s Dani, because the community as a whole is the major focus of social life,
and children move away from biological parents to live with other relatives by the time
they are ten years old.

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

SOCIAL AND CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES – Social Development and The Family - Sumita
Chudhuri

-

TO ACCESS ALL THE 24 PAGES OF THIS CHAPTER,
Visit: http://www.eolss.net/Eolss-sampleAllChapter.aspx
Bibliography
Agnes F. (1992). Review of a decade of legislation, 1980–1989: protecting women against violence?
Economic & Political Weekly . [This is a review article of ten years legislation regarding women’s
rights.]

U
SA NE
M SC
PL O
E –
C EO
H
AP LS
TE S
R
S

Agnes F. (1994). The hidden political agenda beneath the rhetoric of women’s rights and uniform civil
code. Paper presented at the seminar Nation, State and Indian Identity: A post-Ayodhya perspective.
Majlis, Bombay. [This paper highlights the hidden political agenda under the rhetoric of women’s rights
and the uniform civil code.]
Ahmad I., ed. (1976). Family, Kinship and Marriage among Muslims in India, 367 pp. Columbia,
Missouri: South Asia Books. [This book deals with family—its types, function, kinship system and
marriage customs—among Muslim people in India.]

Anandhi S. and Choudhury A.R. (1994). Patriarchy and Gender Relations Social Action 44(2), .
[Dealing with the concept of culture in which the male enjoys superior status and the understanding of
the relationship of male-female in society.]
Arigh K. (19??) The Contemporary Japanese Family in Transition. Transactions of the Third World
Congress of Sociology, Vol. 4. Amsterdam. [Discussion of changes in the structure of the contemporary
Japanese family.]
Aziz K.M.A. (1978). Marriage practices in rural areas of Bangladesh. Journal of the Indian
Anthropological Society 13, . [Studies the customs and rituals of marriage function and customs practiced
in the rural areas of Bangladesh.]
Babb L.A. (1970). Marriage and malevolence: the use of sexual opposition in a Hindu pantheon.
Ethonology 9, .
Bangladesh. Ministry of Social Welfare and Women’s Affairs (1985). Situation of Women in Bangladesh.
[The position, facilities, and rights of women in Bangladesh.]
Bangladesh Rural Advancement Committee (1984). Peasant Perceptions: Credit Needs. BRAC,

Bangladesh Rural Advancement Committee (1986). The Net Power Structure in Ten Villages. BRAC
Prokashana Rural Study Series, No. 2. [Discussion of sociopolitical structure of villages in Bangladesh.]

Bangladesh Rural Advancement Committee (1986). Who Gets What and Why: Resource Allocation in a
Village. BRAC Prokason Rural Study Series, No. 1. [Discussion of resource sharing and allocation in a
village in Bangladesh.]

Banks D.J. (1972). Changing kinship in north Malaya. American Anthropologist 74, . [The changing
structure of social relationships in north Malaya.]
Banks D.J., ed. (1976). Changing Identities in Modern South East Asia. Monton. [The changing of
identity from traditional to modern society in contemporary Southeast Asia.]
Beech M.H. (1982). The domestic realm in the lives of Hindu women in Calcutta. Separate Worlds:
Studies of Purdah in South Asia (ed. H. Papanek and G. Minault). Delhi: Chanakya Publications. [The
protection of women from threatening outsiders and the observance of relationships of respect within the
family and kindred.]
Bennett L. (1981). The Parbatiya Women of Bakundol. [About the women of the Hill area in Bakuldol.]

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

SOCIAL AND CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES – Social Development and The Family - Sumita
Chudhuri

The Status of Women in Nepal, Vol. 2, Part 7, Centre for Economic Development and Administration,
Kathmandu, 1981 [The status, position of Women in the society of Nepal.]
Bertocci P.J. (1970). Elusive Villages: Social Structure and Community Organization in Rural East
Pakistan. Michigan State University Ph.D. dissertation. [Study of social relation and social activities in
rural East Pakistan.]
Bose A. (1993). India and the Asian Population Perspective. B.R. Publishing Corporation,.
Bott E. (1957). Family and Social Network, Roles, Norms and External Relationships in Ordinary Urban
Families. London: Tavistock. [Study of family, and social relations, roles, customs in ordinary urban
families.]
Bottomore T.B. (1962). Sociology, 330 pp. London: Allen & Unwin. [Study of social thought and
theory.]
Bowlby J. (1951). Maternal Care and Mental Health. Geneva: World Health Organization. [Study of
physical and psychological health practices during pregnancy.]

U
SA NE
M SC
PL O
E –
C EO
H
AP LS
TE S
R
S

Castillo G.T. (1969). The Filipino woman: a study of multiple roles. Journal of Asian and African Studies
4(1),
Chatterjee M. (1983). Women’s Access to Health Care: A Critical Issue for Child Health.Paper for ICMR
Conference, Bangalore,.
Chaudhury R. (1961). Hindu Women’s Rights to Property, Past and Present, Firma K. L.
Mukhopadhyay. [Study of legal affairs of Hindu women, past and present.]
Chaudhury R.H. and Ahmed N.R. (1980). Female Status in Bangladesh. Institute of Development
Studies. [Position, status of women in society in Bangladesh.]
Choudhury A. (1987). The Family Courts Ordinance 1985, and Other Personal Laws.
Desh Publications. [Legal affairs regarding family and other personal laws.]

Chaudhury S. (1987). Beggars of Kalighat, Calcutta. Calcutta: Anthropological Survey of India. [Study
of socioeconomic conditions and the position of beggars in society in a particular area in Calcutta.]

Das V. (1988). Femininity and the Orientation to the Body. Socialisation Education and Women;
Explorations in Gender Identity, Karuna Chanana, (ed.) Nehru Memorial Museum and Library and
Orient, Longman. [Management of female sexuality, differing patterns of seclusion and segregation, and
the limitations imposed by female bodily processes.]
Datar C. (1993). The Struggle Against Violence. Bombay: Strree Publications.

Dube L. (1969). Inheritance and Property in a Matrilineal Society. Paper for All India Sociological
Conference, New Delhi. [Transmission of property in the unilineal descent rule in which people the
mother group throughout life.]

Dube L. (1980). Studies on Women in Southeast Asia. Paris: UNESCO. [Discussion of different women’s
issues in Southeast Asia.]
Dube S.C. (1963). Men’s and women’s roles in India: a sociological view. Women in the New Asia (ed.
B.E. Ward). Paris: UNESCO. [Differences of roles in gender issues.]
Engels F. (1948). The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State. Moscow: Progress
Publishers. [The emergence of concepts of family, private property, and the state.]
Farber B. (1964). Family, Organization and Interactions. San Francisco:.
Fortes M. (1953). The structure of unilineal descent groups. American Anthropologist 55,.
Ganesh K. (1994). Feminist intervention in family law: towards expanding and degendering care
arrangements. Social Action 44(4), . [Structure of the descent rule in which people join either the father’s
side or the mother’s side.]

Goode J.R., ed. (). The development cycle in domestic groups. Cambridge Papers Social Anthropology
No. 1. [Evolution of a group of human beings who habitually share a common dwelling and a common
food supply.]

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

SOCIAL AND CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES – Social Development and The Family - Sumita
Chudhuri

Lerner, G. (1985). The Creation of Patriarchy. Oxford: Oxford University Press. [The creation of
unilineal descent rules in which people join their father’s group automatically at birth throughout life.]
Leslie G.R. (1967). The Family in Social Context. Oxford: Oxford University Press. [Discussions about
family norms in society.]
Lowie R.H. (1961). Primitive Society. New York: Harper. [Study of tribal society.]
Mead M. (1949). Male and Female: A Study of the Sexes in a Changing World. London: Gollancz.
Monteiro R. (1992). Belief, law and justice for women: debate on proposed Christian Marriage and
Matrimonial Causes Bill 1990. Economic and Political Weekly XXV11(43 & 44),.
Murdock G.P. (1949). Social Structure. New York: Macmillan. [Study of social relations among the
members of a particular society at a given time.]
Murdock G.P. (1960). Cognitive forms of social organization. Social Structure in SouthEast Asia (ed.
G.P. Murdock). Chicago: Quadrangle Books. [The activities of a group of people in a particular society.]

U
SA NE
M SC
PL O
E –
C EO
H
AP LS
TE S
R
S

Parsons T. (1954). The incest taboo in relation to social structure and the socialization of the child.
British Journal of Sociology, . [The various prohibitions of a society in the process of children’s
learning.]

Parsons T. (1959). The social structure of the family. The Family:Its Function and Destiny (ed. R.N.
Anshen). New York: Harper. [A study of the family in terms of social relations among the members of a
particular society.]

Parsons T. and Bales R.F. (1985). Family, Socialization and Interaction Process. Glencoe: The Free
Press. [The process of learning and interaction processes in the family.]
Rajalakshmi T.K. (1994). The family—some personal and random reflections. Social Action 44(2), .
[Dealing with the family, and familial ideology in operation.]
Rao M.S.A. (1968). Occupational and joint household organisation. Contributions to Indian Sociology,
n.s. 2, . [Occupational activities in a joint family.]
Schneider D.M. and Gaugh K., eds. (1961). Matrilineal Kinship. Berkeley, Calif.: University of
California Press. [Kinship system in a unilineal descent rule in which people join their mother’s group.]
Shah A.M. (1968). Changes in the Indian family: an examination of some assumptions. Economic and
Political Weekly annual number,. [Social change at the family level in the Indian context.]

Shah A.M. (1973). The Household Dimension of the Family in India. New Delhi: Orient Longman. [The
different household activities of the family with particular reference to India.]

Srinivas M.N. (1952). Religion and Society among the Coorgs of South India. Oxford: Oxford University
Press. [A discussion about the religion and the society of a tribal society in south India.]
Winick C. (1961). Dictionary of Anthropology, 578 pp. Ames, Iowa: Littlefield, Adams.

Zelditch M. (1955). In Parsons and Bales-loc cit Family, Socialization and Interaction Process,. Glencoe:
The Free Press.
Biographical Sketch

Dr. (Mrs.) Sumita Chudhuri is a social anthropologist, whose area of interest is mainly the urban
problem in Indian cities. Her fields of interest and publication are the anthropological study of urban
poor, urbanization, migration, ethnicity, and urban ecology. She has completed a study on four large
metropolitan cities in India—Bombay, Calcutta, Delhi, and Madras—which is in press. She has also
completed a number of projects on different categories of urban poor. Her book A Study of Beggars of
Kalighat, Calcutta was published by Anthropological Survey of India, with whom she was previously
affiliated. She has started her next project on urban ecology. She is currently affiliated with the
Department of Anthropology, Calcutta University, as UGC Research Scientist.

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

