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Introduction 

In the educational process, a good and effective teacher occupies a place of 
tremendous importance. In the present day system of high sophistication and specialization, 
there is an unprecedented demand for effective teachers to lead the multitudes of school 
children through the path of enrichment and progress. Teaching at present has made the work 
of the teacher more challenging and difficult. Because of the educational institutions and their 
administrative behaviour are not suitable for the information and technological world. The 
school culture is very much important to student’s progress and their all-round development. 
Instead of having concern for him only with a few patterns of effective presentation of 
subject matter, the responsibility of modern teachers is to see that everything that goes on in 
the classroom is for all-round development of the child. The pivotal role of a teacher in nation 
building is universally recognized. 
 

The Constitution of Republic India which was drafted in 1949 came into force on 26th 
January, 1950 with 395 articles and nine schedules; it is one of the most elaborate 
fundamental laws ever adopted. Naturally, the Declaration of Human Rights had its impact in 
its drafting. The Constitution lays down the basic framework of independent India’s goals 
and the direction of its development as a nation. 
 

Pandey, S. (2005) studied the basic awareness level of teachers and teacher educators 
working at different levels of school education about the Human Rights and found that: 1. 
Teachers generally lack the awareness of even basic human rights concepts, which are 
integrated in various text books of the primary schools of the country, and also taught in the 
teacher education institutions. 2. The integrated model of providing human rights education 
has not fully succeeded in equipping the teachers with awareness and pedagogical skills to 
identify the hidden agenda of the curriculum. 
 
UNESCO survey (2005) Major Finding of the Research In a Literature Review on Outcomes 
of School –Based Programs Related to “Learning to Live Together” gives the salient features 
of the review: 1. the number of countries whose national education acts include a provision 
related to HRE for teachers doubled during the period studied. In four countries, the provision 
is reinforced by a reference to it in the law regulating the teaching profession. However, one 
third of the 18 countries on which information was gathered still do not have specific 
legislation on this matter. 2. There was no legal provision to make training in human rights in 
this field requirement for working as a teacher, nor are in-service educators rewarded in any 
way. Similar numbers and types of references to HRE for teachers were found in other 
educational policy documents, such as national education plans and, where they exist, human 
rights education plans later increased five-fold between 1990 and 2003. 3. Some express 
references were found in legislation and administrative rules to the prevention and 
elimination of discrimination, indigenous education, and care for patients with HIV/AIDS 
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and people with disabilities. No references were reported to specialized training for educators 
in recently enacted laws on equal opportunities, children’s rights or the prevention of family 
violence. 4. During the period studied, there was at least a 100% increase in course Content 
related directly to human rights and democracy, and to at least eleven related and collateral 
topics. But, in contrast, the amount of content is very small and it’s existing in very few 
countries for future educators. 5. Unlike in 1990s, some teachers training institutions now 
have specific human rights courses. Moreover, the human rights content was expanded from 
the field of civil and political rights to include economic, social and cultural rights. 
 
Kumar, Rakesh (2006) concluded in his study that there was no significant difference in the 
awareness of male and female secondary teacher trainees about human rights. There was no 
significant difference in the awareness of rural and urban secondary teacher trainees. They 
had almost equal awareness about human rights. There was no significant difference in the 
awareness of arts and science stream secondary teacher trainees about human rights. 
Secondary teacher trainees of government and private owned institutions differ significantly 
regarding human rights awareness. 
 
Need and Significance of the Study  

Human Rights Awareness is educational, socio demographical or psychological 
subject. It is not also compulsory subject but it indicates our whole life style, culture of 
equalization, it also gives the way of practicing one’s right without hurting others. So that 
everybody understands the concept of Human Right and its implementation theme, to find out 
the awareness of the school teacher towards Human Right is very essential. However, school 
based human rights violation happens every day. It needs to be studied and rectified. 
      
Title of the Study  

The present study entitled as “Awareness of Human Rights among School 
Teachers” 
 
Objectives of the Study 

The following are the objectives of the study  
1. To find out the levels of human rights awareness among the school teachers.  
2. To find out the significant difference between the human rights awareness and related 
variables among the school teachers. 
 
Hypotheses of the Study 
1. The levels of human rights awareness among the school teachers are not equal. 
 
2. There is no significant difference in human rights awareness among the school teachers 
with respect to the following teacher’s variables. 
(1) School levels 
(2) Gender 
(3) Marital status 
(4) Age groups of teachers 
(5) Teaching experience 
(6) Educational qualifications 
(7) Type of schools 
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Limitation of the Study 
There are several limitations on the scope of this study. The findings of the study are 

of limited generalizability in many respects with regard to the population generalizability. 
The subjects for the study were the teachers working in all types of schools of various 
districts in the state of Tamil Nadu, India. Constraint of money and time the investigator limit 
the samples only in selected districts, using accidental sampling, consisting of 784 teachers. 

 
Research Methodology 

The study was conducted through normative survey method of research. The 
descriptive method has undoubtedly, been the most popular and most widely used research 
method in education. It helps in explaining educational phenomenon in terms of the condition 
or relationships that exist, opinions that are held by the school teachers; processes that are 
ongoing, effects that are evident; or trends that are developing. The main objective of the 
present study is to investigate the human rights awareness among the school teachers. The 
investigator has adopted cross sectional normative survey method in view of realizing the 
objectives of the study.  
 
Population 

The teachers working in the primary, middle, high and higher secondary schools of 
various schools working in the state of Tamil Nadu, India are the population of the study. 
 
Sample and Sampling Frame 

The population for the present study is the teachers of various categories and schools 
of Tamil Nadu. Due to various factors such as time, area, administrative problems, the 
researcher employed accidental sampling technique in this study. The responses were 
collected from the subjects when they attended the BRC, CRC meetings. In this way the 
researcher collected the responses in meeting points of various districts such as Thanjavur, 
Tiruvarur, Nagappattinam, Ariyalur, Perambalur, Cuddalore Tiruchirappalli, and Pudukkottai 
districts of Tamil Nadu. All the units of the sample have homogenous characters hence 
representativeness is retained. Hence for representing the population, incidental sample is 
considered as the suitable technique for this study. 
 
Tools Used for the Study 

The following tools were selected and used by the investigator in the present study:  
1)  The tool on awareness of human rights questionnaire was developed and standardized by     
Sumathi, C. and Ravivarman, S.  (2017). 
 
Procedure of Data Collection 

The investigator received the responses from the each unit of the sample in person. 
With due permission from the school authorities, the investigator moved from one meeting 
point to other. In such a way, 10 meeting points were visited and questionnaire for measuring 
human rights awareness, school culture and inventory for adjustment were supplied. The 
procedure for filling the questionnaire was dictated. The collected data were properly 
tabulated and calculated. 
 
Statistical Techniques for Data Analysis  

The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) version 20.0 was used to 
analyse the collected data and all the hypotheses were tested at 0.05 and 0.01 levels of 
significance. The following statistical techniques were used for the analysis of the data: 
Descriptive Statistics: Mean, Standard Deviation and percentage Analysis were employed to 
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study the level of human rights awareness of the school teachers. Inferential Statistics- t- 
test: ‘t’ test and F test of significance for difference between Means used to find the 
difference between various categories of school teachers with respect to human rights 
awareness. 
 ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA 
Descriptive Analysis 
Null Hypothesis – 1  
The levels of awareness of human rights among the school teachers are not equal. 

 
Table 1 The levels of awareness of human rights among the school teachers 

 

Variable 
N0. Low Moderate High 
 No % No % No % 

Awareness of 
Human Rights 784 5 0.64 465 59.31 314 40.05 

 
Table 1 shows that the obtained levels of human rights awareness are 0.64%, 59.31% 

and 40.05% for the low, average and high levels respectively. Teachers are the index of the 
knowledgeable country. The teachers are expected to have optimum level of human rights 
awareness. The data shows that they possess only 40.05% of high level of human rights 
awareness. The levels are proved to be more unequal. There is urgent need to take measures 
to enhance higher level of human rights awareness. The least level of human rights may have 
negative impact on learner community. Variable wise and category wise levels are 
tabulated in the appendices. 
 
Differential Analysis 
Null Hypothesis - 2 

There is no significant difference among the various school levels of teachers in their 
mean score of awareness of human rights. 

 
Table 2 Test of significant variance among teachers awareness of human rights with 

regard to level of schools 
 

Source of Variation 
Sum of 
Squares 

df 
Mean 

Square 
F ratio 

Level of 
Significance 

Between Groups 140.127 3 46.709 

4.024 
Significant 

 Within Groups 9054.399 780 11.608 

Total 9194.526 783  

 
It is observed from the table 2 that the obtained ‘F’ value 4.024 is greater than the 

critical value 2.61 at 0.05% level of significance. Hence, the stated null hypothesis is not 
retained. It is inferred that there is significant difference among the groups with reference to 
school level in their mean score of awareness of human rights. The high school teachers are 
higher awareness of human rights means score than the higher secondary school teachers, 
middle school teachers and primary school teachers. 
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Null Hypothesis - 3 
There is no significant difference between male and female teachers in their mean 

score of awareness of human rights. 
 

Table 3 Test of significant difference between male and female teachers in their mean 
score of awareness of human rights 

 

Background Variables N Mean SD 
t – 

value 
Level of 

Significance 

Gender 
Male 314 33.968 3.6005 

0. 494 
Not Significant 

 Female 470 34.094 3.3085 
 

The above table 3 shows that the obtained ‘t’ value 0.494 is less than the critical value 
1.96 at 0.05 of level of significance. The stated null hypothesis is retained. It is concluded 
that the mean score of male and female groups do not differ in awareness of human rights. 
However, the mean score of awareness of human rights of female teachers is slightly higher 
than male teachers. 

 
Null Hypothesis - 4 

There is no significant difference between married and unmarried teachers in their 
mean score of awareness of human rights. 

 
Table 4 Test of significant difference between married and unmarried teachers in their 

mean score of awareness of human rights 
 

Background Variables N Mean SD 
t – 

value 
Level of 

Significance 
Marital 
Status 

Married 673 34.079 3.5159 
0.830 

Not Significant 
 Unmarried 111 33.829 2.8312 

 
The above table 4 shows that the obtained ‘t’ value 0.830 is less than the critical value 

1.96 at 0.05 of level of significance. The stated null hypothesis is retained. It is concluded 
that the mean score of married and unmarried groups do not differ in awareness of human 
rights. The group of married teachers possesses higher mean score than the unmarried 
teachers in awareness of human rights. 

 
Null Hypothesis - 5 

There is no significant difference among the various age groups of teachers in their 
mean score of awareness of human rights. 

 
Table 5 Test of significant variance among teachers awareness of human rights with 

regard to age groups 
 

Source of Variation 
Sum of 
Squares 

df 
Mean 

Square 
F ratio 

Level of 
Significance 

Between Groups 69.666 3 23.222 

1.985 Not Significant Within Groups 9124.860 780 11.699 

Total 9194.526 783  
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It is observed from the table 5 that the obtained ‘F’ value 1.985 is less than the critical 
value 2.61 at 0.05% level of significance. Hence, the stated null hypothesis is retained. It is 
inferred that there is no significant difference among the groups with reference to school level 
in their mean score of awareness of human rights. The group of teachers with least age group 
below 30 possesses the highest level of mean score in awareness of human rights. Other 
groups such as 31 – 40, 41 – 50 and above 51 age groups have lesser mean scores. 

 
Null Hypothesis - 6 

There is no significant difference among the various teaching experience of teachers 
in their mean score of awareness of human rights. 

 
Table 6 Test of significant variance among teachers awareness of human rights with 

regard to teaching experience 
 

Source of Variation 
Sum of 
Squares 

df 
Mean 

Square 
F ratio 

Level of 
Significance 

Between Groups 25.975 3 8.658 
0.737 

 
Not Significant 

 Within Groups 9168.550 780 11.755 
Total 9194.526 783  

 
It is observed from the table 6 that the obtained ‘F’ value 0.737 is less than the critical 

value 2.61 at 0.05% level of significance. Hence, the stated null hypothesis is retained. It is 
inferred that there is no significant difference among the groups with reference to school level 
in their mean score of awareness of human rights. The mean score in awareness of human 
rights of the teachers with least experience (below 10 years) is the highest among the groups. 
It is concluded that the experience has no role in the awareness of human rights. It may be 
due to the influence of recent changes in education. 

 
 
Null Hypothesis - 7 

There is no significant difference among the various educational qualifications of 
teachers in their mean score of awareness of human rights. 

 
Table 7 Test of significant variance among teachers awareness of human rights with 

regard to educational qualification 
 

Source of Variation 
Sum of 
Squares 

df 
Mean 

Square 
F ratio 

Level of 
Significance 

Between Groups 71.285 3 23.762 
2.032 

 
Not Significant 

 
Within Groups 9123.240 780 11.696 

Total 9194.526 783  

 
It is observed from the table 7 that the obtained ‘F’ value is less than the critical value 

2.61 at 0.05% level of significance. Hence, the stated null hypothesis is retained. It is 
inferred that there is no significant difference among the groups with reference to school 
level in their mean score of awareness of human rights. The mean score in awareness of 
human rights of the group of teachers with post graduate with B.Ed. qualified school 
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teachers are higher than each one of the group. It shall be concluded that higher education 
has its influence in acquisition of awareness of human rights. 
 

 
Null Hypothesis - 8 

There is no significant difference among the various types of schools of teachers in 
their mean score of awareness of human rights. 

 
Table 8 Test of significant variance among teachers awareness of human rights with 

regard to type of school 
 

Source of Variation 
Sum of 
Squares 

df 
Mean 

Square 
F ratio 

Level of 
Significance 

Between Groups 225.618 2 112.809 
9.823 

 
Significant 

 Within Groups 8968.908 781 11.484 
Total 9194.526 783  

 
It is observed from the table 8 that the obtained ‘F’ value is greater than the critical 

value 2.61 at 0.05% level of significance. Hence, the stated null hypothesis is retained. It is 
inferred that there is no significant difference among the groups with reference to type of 
school in their mean score of awareness of human rights. The mean score of teachers of 
government schools is better than the other two groups. The difference among them may be 
of the style of the management system. 
 
 
5.15 Major Findings of the Study 
1. The levels are not equal in the human rights awareness among the school teachers. 
 
2. There is no significant difference in human rights awareness among the school teachers 
with respect to the following teacher’s variables. 
(1) Gender 
(2) Marital status 
(3) Age groups of teachers 
(4) Teaching experience 
(5) Educational qualifications 
 
3. There is a significant difference in human rights awareness among the school teachers with 
respect to the following teacher’s variables. 
(1) School levels and 
(2) Type of schools 
 
Recommendations of the Study 

 On the basis of findings, the investigator has given the following recommendations.   
1. The obtained levels of human rights awareness are 0.64%, 59.31% and 40.05% for the low, 
average and high levels respectively. Teachers are the index of the knowledgeable country. 
The teachers are expected to have optimum level of human rights awareness. The data shows 
that they possess only 40.05% of high level of human rights awareness. The levels are proved 
to be more unequal. There is urgent need to take measures to enhance higher level of human 
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rights awareness. The least level of human rights may have negative impact on learner 
community. 
 
2. In the study the concluded due to the levels of school, the human rights awareness 
significantly differs. The human rights awareness mean value of the high school 
teachers is more than the higher secondary school teachers. The primary school 
teachers have the least level of human rights awareness. The difference may be due to 
the background of the educational qualification or training programmes. 
 
3. Secondly, there is significant difference found in the variable consisting of 
government school, aided school, and self – finance school teachers. The exact reason 
may be the government school teachers are entitled to get all sorts of rights of the 
constitutional provision. Next to government school teachers, the scores of human 
rights awareness have pooled more. Least number of scores has been accumulated in 
the category of self – finance school teachers. It may be because of working in a kind 
of unorganised sector. 
 
4. Government can conduct awareness programme on human rights concepts in schools, 
colleges, teacher training institutes and universities for the teachers and the students with the 
help of voluntary and non-voluntary agencies through various methods like multimedia 
approach, cooperative learning, situational approach and brainstorming utilizing other 
technologies available there in order to develop their knowledge and attitude towards Human 
rights education. 
 
5. Government can allot more funds for improving the facilities in schools, colleges, teacher 
training institutes and universities for teaching human rights education to develop 
knowledge and proper attitude. 

 
6. The employees of government institutions like DIET, SCERT, NCERT and other bodies 
can be given training in human rights education so that they can undertake projects in it to 
sensitize the teachers, community and other members of the community. 
 
Conclusion  

Teachers are considered to be the torch bearer of the society. They are expected to be 
morale, honest, skillful and knowledgeable. They are really instrumental in shaping the future 
nation. Since, they are the icons of the society; they must have high level of awareness of 
human rights. Unless they have optimum level of awareness of human rights, they may 
encounter problems with the stakeholders. They may fall prey to psychological, sociological 
and political disorders. Similarly, teachers must move with the changing concept of treating 
everybody as living being. They must come forward to accept their wards as friends and 
children. But the findings are against the expectation. There are also differences among the 
variables some are quite natural and others are artificially induced. Those factors have to be 
anlysed. Though, the awareness of human rights has more ‘average level’, they have positive 
correlation. Therefore, the teachers have to be trained simultaneously to develop their human 
rights awareness. 
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