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Act of partition of undivided Bengal and subsequent forced
exodus of theusands of rural and arhan folk belonging to Hindu com-
munity from East Bengal (East Pakistan) may be treated as one of
the important cvents of the decade of 1941-50. Under the spell ot
riotous siluation leading to uprootment from homeland of regular
residence the Hindus had to endure, it was obvious, in varying degree
stresses in the inner organization of their respective family on their
way towards different plices of destination heyond East Bengal. In
the back-drop of this fact it is hardly known how the immigrants be-
haved to be held together i individual family level by their inner
kin-bonds immediately after their migration in West Bengal (1947-48).

To enquire into social and economic condition of the refugees
the Indian Statistical Institute carried out a  comprehensive
survey in West Benga) from May to September, 1948, With regard
to a suitable technique for sampling the procedure of stratified sampl-
ing was adopted and accerdingly the whole of West Bengal was di-
vided into three broad strata and seven sub-strata. Stratum 1
included three sub-strata of Calcutta {Corporation) area, Howrah City
and Industrial suburbs of Caleutta, Stratem 11 consisted of three sub-
strata of larger towns, smaller towns and townships and other towns
and townships, and Stratem 11 incuded one sub-stratum of Rural
arcas not covered by the above.  Refugee colonics and concentration
camps were, of course, excluded from the sample survey. Moreover,
variable sampling fractions were precisely adhered to to provide with
suitahle representation of the refugee families in different sub-strata
in question.  Thus, from Calentta and Howrah city areas 5051 family
units, from town areas including industrial suburbs 9350 family units,
wnd from rural areas 2435 family imits were taken into consideration.!

Thongh a sample-size of 17436 refugee families was originally
within the scope of the survey, ultimately data reluted to 16156 fami-

*This is u revised vession of a paper contributed to the Anthropolegy and
Archacolngy Secting, 50th Session, Indiwy Seience Congress, 1963,
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lies could be taken into account at the time of study. Most of the
rejections were due to incomplete recordings in the schedules
concemed.

In the present study an attempt has heen made to examine strue-
toral characteristics of those refugee families only whose all mem-
bers were displuced directly from Eust Bengal to West Bengal. o
this context data® reluted to structural compositions of the families
of the rural Hindu folk of undivided Bengal (1946-47) have also heen
utilized to make certain compurative examinations,

A careful study of the wature of migration of every member ot
euch one of the total 16156 Fumilies reveals that in as many as 11850
families (74 per cent) the members concerned migrated due to parti-
tion directly from East Beugal to West Bengal.  Place of migration-
wise break-up of this 74 per cent families shows that 52 per cent and
17 per cent came directly from rural and urban areas respectively ot
East Bengal. while in 5 per cont cases only came those familics
whose members lived before migration partly in raral and partly in
urban areas of East Bengal. This note deals with 11880 retugee
families only.

A look into the modes of organization of kinship ties by the re-
fugee members having face to face relationships shows that a very
large number among them maintained family life in both extended
(jnint) and non-extended structures.  Uni-member units of persous
living only by themselves without iy kind were found to have con-
contrated in 8.61 per cent cases only, the non-familial female indivi-
duals being less dominant (157 per cent) among the refugees in
question. It is to he noted that immediately after their arrival in
Wost Bengal (1947-48) the refugee immigrants continued to maintain
family-units like conjugal, elementary and extended (joint) in 91.39
per cent cases.  They formed extended (joint) units with and without
‘complex’'—constituents® in as many as 45.60 per cent ¢ases (Table 1),

With regard to the mode of family living in undivided Bengal
(1946-47) it has been observed that the rural Hindus organised rela-
tively more estended (joint) families with and withont “complex’

*Complex-constituents mauy be fenwle patrikins or matrikine of the head ot
the Family/non-Lanilial it concermsl, Female Patriking eber o all wasried
and/or widowed female aguates and alfines related only through them to the
hewd'. Matrikine refer to ol males aud femals pencalogically comnedled with
some female miarried futo the family of the head |




elements (51 per cent). And e ily the norm of p l-patri-
lineal joint family living was still paramount among the majority of
the Hindus concemed.  Concentration of elementary (simple) fami-
lies with and without “complex’-elements was available in 35 per cent
cases only, On the other hand, it has been pointed out that just
hefure the act of partition Bengal villages were not lacking in those
persons who lived singly by themselves without any kin, Total
strength of these non-familial single member units was in the order
of 508 per cent only. female single members alone being dominant
in 3 per cent cases.

As the presence of the ‘complex’-constituents in a family organisa-
tion testificd to a complementary process of integrative extension of
vne structure at the expense of disintegrative shrinkage of another,
classificatory importance of familial and nen-Familial units with or
without such cemplex-constituents is obvious.  Analysis of the riral
Iindu family organizations of wndivided Bengal in terms of complex-
conslituents indicates that in 19 out of 100 cases oconred strictural
breakdowns — temporary or otherwise — of some Families to which
the ‘complex’-constituents helonged before they were articulated with
the families under consideration.  Incidentally, it may be noted here
that among the refugees in question artienlation of complex-constitu-
cents was found to have occurred in only 16 ont of 100 units studied.

Relevant findings related to the proportional occurrences of dilf-
erent non-familial and family stractures within and between the mral
Hindus of undivided Bengal (1946-47) and the displaced Hindus
(1947-48) under study have been incorporated in Table 2.

Again. in examining the distributions of different family and non-
familial structures particularly among the Hindus of rural East Bengal
(1943-17) and the refugees migrating from rral East Bengal (Enst
Pakistan) to West Bengal (1847-48) certain intercsting features are
available (Table 3).

While the mimal Hindu-folk in question organised in pre-partition
perind extended {joint) families with and without complex-constituents
in 53 per cent cases, the refugees migrating from villages of East
Bengal showed such extended (joint) families with and without
complex-constituents in only 45 per cent cases. On the other hand,
non-familial wnits (males and famales) concentrated in about one-
twentyfilth cases amenyg the rural Hindus of East Bengal, bt among
the refugees concemed such nnits concemrated in slightly less then
one-tenth cases. That the rural refugees in questi intained, after
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migration, relatively more non-extended family and non-familial
structures than the rural Hindus of Enst Bengal (1948-47) remains
perhaps a significant fact of sociological interest.

Contextually, a separate examination of the distribution of differ-
ent family structures as found to have ocewrred among the rural Hindu
autochthones of West Bengul (1946-47) and the refugees migrating
from rural East Bengal (East Pakistan) to rural West Bengal 1947-48)
helps to pin-point certain notuble features. In contrast to the propor-
tional vecurrence of non-familial structures as found among the said
Hindu antochthones (5.4 per cent) the refugees in question showed
such non-familial units in 10 per cent cases. Male refugees who lived
alone hy themselves were especially maintaining a higher concentra.
tion. While the Hindn antochthones of pre-partition times organized
extended (joint) families with and without “complex-constituents in
as good as 49 per cent cases, the refugees showed such family strue-
tires in only 39 per cent cases. Morever, the refugees showed those
its which enly had ‘complex™constituents in relatively lesser
strength (Table 4). It is significant to note that while the refugee
immigrants concerned maintained non-extended family and nen-tami-
lial forms in substantial volume (61 per cent) in rural West Bengal
after partition (1947-48). the Hindu autochthones of rural West Ben-
gal (1946-47) were found to have formed such non-extended units
relatively in lesser strength (51 per cent).

Lastly, an attempt has been made to examine mutual interac-
tions of three factors related to (1) family structures—non-tamilial
units (males and females), non-extended Eamily wnits with and with-
out complex-constitnents and extended (jomt) family units with and
without complex-constituents: (2) arcas (rural and urban) in East
Bengal (East Pakistan) from where the refugees migrated: and (3) re-
fugrees” present residence or location (village/town/city areas) in West
Bengal after migration and in this comection some statistical tests
(chi-square} have also been made (Table 5 and 5.0 It appears
clearly from the features analysed that (i} occurrences of any type ot
family stmicture among the refugees concemmed were independent
of the inflience of their modes of migration fram rural or urban areas
of East Bengal, but (ii) nccurrences of any type of family structure
among the refugee immigrants in question were highly significantly
asscciated with their post-migrational Jocations of* residences in vil-
lage or town or city areas of West Bengal. (iii) In the nest instance.
irrespective of the over-all non-existence of association between the
factors of the area in East Bengal from where a family migrated and
its ultimate structure in present residence in West Bengnl after wi-
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gration, proportional differences in structures are observed among the
refugee families of the village areas (West Bengal) according to their
respective area (East Bengal) from where they migrated. The pro-
portional differences are relatively more marked in the cases of non-
familial units and extended families.

Thus, in summarising the highlights of the findings of the present
study it is sociologically interesting to note two distinct structural pat-
terns in the formation of families among the Hindu autochthones of
rursl West Bengal (1946-47) and the refugees migrating from rural
East Bengal to rural West Bengal (1947-48) due to partition. The
refugees in question formed relatively more non-extended structures
in West Bengal whereas the Hindus autochthones of rural West
Bengal were found to have maintained relatively more joint (extend-
ed) families with and without ‘complex’-constituents in 194647,

The tables {1-5.1) have been appended in the paper.

(Thanks are due to Dr. R. Mukherjee, Professor of Seciology, In-
dian Statistical Institute, Calcutta, for his guidance in the preparation
of the paper).
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Table 1. Distribution of family structures among the refugees
migrated directly from East Bengal to West Bengal,

1947-48)
Family structure frequency percentage
& @ )

non-familial unit (man) 836 T.04
non-familial unit {(woman) 186 157
conjugal 475 400
elementary 4083 3438
extended 459 3753
non-familial (man)-complex 56 047
non-familial (woman)-complex % 0.38
conjugal-complex 136 115
elementary-complex 845 543
extended-complex 959 8.07

all structures 11880 100.00




Table 2. Percentage distribution of family structures among the rural
Hindus of undivided Bengal and the refugees of West Bengal.

percentage distribution of family

rural Hindus refugees mi- N
Family structures of undivided rating from
Bengal %:asl %engnl
(1946-47) to West Ben-
gal (194748).
] (2) @
non-familial unit (man) 2.08 7.4
non-familial unit (woman) 3.00 157
conjugal 6.38 4.00
elementary 30.08 34.36
extended 39.08 3753
non-familial {man)-complex 0.40 047
non-familial (woman)-complex 085 038
conjugal-complex 1.39 L15
elementary-complex 5.24 543
extended-complex 11.59 8.07
all structures 100.000 100.00
total number of units 2234 11880

obtained value of chi-square=169.203 with 9§ d.f; probability

=less than 0.001
Table 3. Percentages distribution

of family structures among the

Hindus of rural East Bengal and the refugees migrating
from rural East Bengal to West Bengal

percentage distribution of family

structures
refugees mi-
grating from
Family strocture rural Hindus rural East
of East Ben- Bengal to
gal (1946-4T) West Bengoal
(1947-48)
o @ 3
non-familial unit {man) 2.00 706
non-familial unit (woman) 2.44 183
conjugal 533 434
elementary 29.56 3450
extended 4178 36.92
non-familial (man)-complex 0.56 047
non-familial (woman}-complex 0.56 042
conjugal-complex 133 121
elementary-complex 533 538
extended-complex 1111 187
all structures 100.00 100.00
total number of units 600 8332

3

1 value of chi-sq
than 0.001

57430 with 9 1., probability=1less
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Table 4. Percentage distribution of family structures among the
Hindus of rural West Bengal and the refugees migrating
from rural East Bengal to rural West Bengal.

percentage distribution of family

steuctores
refugees mi-
graling_from
rural Hindus rural East
Family of West Ben- Bengal to
gal (1946-47) mral West
Bengal
(1947-48)
ey @ )
non-familial unit (man) 2.10 7.09
non-familial unit (woman} 337 3.15
conjugal 705 6.97
elementary 30.36 35.40
extended 37.26 30.49
non-familial (man)-complex 030 0.73
non-familial (woman)-complex 105 0.30
conjugal-complex 142 2.42
clementary-complex 5.17 533
extended-complex 11.92 812
al] structures 100.00 100.00
total number of units 1334 1650

obtained calue of chi-square=80.499 with 9. d.f; probability=
less than 0.001
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Table 5. Percentage distribution of family structures among the
refugees migrating from rural and urban areas of East Ben-
gal to village/town/city areas of West Bengal, (1947-48).

migrated from rural migrated from urban
family structures areas of East Bengal areas of East Ben-

the refugees with present resi- gal with present
after migration dence in West Ben- restdence in West
gal in (1947-48) Beugal in (1947-48)

vitlage town village town city ity

arecs areas areas arensareas oreas

)] @ @ W & © O @
pon-familial units 1024 7.85 1063 488 537 1136 854
(males & females)
non-extended family
units with and

without ‘com-

plex’constituents

-constituents 5115 4515 4507 4756 4841 4239 4629
extended joint) units

with & without

‘complex’-

constituents 3861 47.00 4430 4756 4622 4625 4517
all structures 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
total number

of units (1650) (4950) (1702) (164) (1640) (1012)(11138)
btained value of chi-sq 554,469 with 12d1; probability=1less
than 0.001

Table 5.1 Analysis of component chi-squares in relation to the factors

in Table (5)
comparison—chi-square—Probability,
between M and L 2661180 2 lessthan 0,001
between L and F 62.2335 4 less than 0.001
between M and F 5.9099 2 in between 0.05
and 0.10
betwees M and L and F - 2202078 4 less than 0.001
total 554.4692 12 less than 0.001

Note: M refers to areas in East Bengal (East Pakistan) from where
migrated L, refers to present residence in West Bengal after
migration F refers to family structures of the refugees in West
Bengal.

® Author appreciates Sri S. Bandyopadhyay, IS, for his suggestion

of the procedure of chi-square analysis.
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