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ABSTRACT

The present study is conducted to compare the use of internet by wrban and rural
students of degree colleges of kurukshetra and Yamuna Nagar District of Haryana.
Two hundred and seventy questionnaires were distributed among the students, out of
which 236 were returned. The result shows that most of the rural and urban students -
have the kmowledge about the use of internet. The finding also indicates that rural
students mainly use internet for education and entertainment purpose whereas urban
students use internet for social networking purpose. Google is the most preferred

search engine among the urban students whereas Chrome is popular among the rural .
students.

-—t
—

A

Keywords: Internet, Rural students, urban students, usage pattern. i

INTRODUCTION 1
Internet plays a very important role in developing the communication method. Present
day is the world of web or internet. With the help of internet we are able to i
communicate with any one and everywhere on the Planet. Internet users in India are |
expected to reach 450-465 million by June, which is 4-8% more up to 432 million | |
users in December 2010 (IAMAL-IMRB report). Digital media is one of the factors |
of globalization, in which the internet and its natural decentralization along with its ‘-

international easy access for everyone, has motivated people in rural and urban areas

at all levels regardless of race andcolour( Porter, 2001; warschauer, Shetzer&
Meloni,2000).

OBJECTIVES L
he main objectives of the present study are as follows:
* Toknow the knowledge about the use of internet.
* Toknow the places of using the internet by rural and urban stqdents.
To know the frequency of internet used by rural and u;baim ;t"u‘dents.l‘ '
To find out the most preferred ‘séaréh engine by the students.

d
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To know the problems faced by the rural and urban students, while using
0
internet.

To know the use of internet source by the students.

GY .
RESEARCH ME'l('iHOaDS?ri‘c?wed_ questionnaire Wwas designed to collect data
For the present study, among urban and rural students of degree colleges. To obtain

regarding use of in:grt:rtof two hundred and seventy questionnaires were distributed
neccs;arsymgztli,s aOut of two hundred and seventy questionnaires, two hundred and
amon &

thirty six were completed and returned by the students and returned. The collected
data have been analyzed by SPSS.

OPE OF THE STUDY ‘
%(123 scope of the study was limited to the use of internet by the urban and rural

students of degree colleges of Kurukshetra and Yamuna N_agar Dis:trict of Ha!'yana. It
focuses on the familiarity of rural and urban students with internet in present time.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Various studies related to the use of internet by urban and rural students have already
been conducted. The present study is also conducted in the light of the previous
studies. Some of the major studies are as follow:

Archana, Y. (2017) studied the internet usage by rural and urban adolescents and
found that the students from both the urban and rural living students using internet.
Karmakar, Tapas (2017) conducted a ¢comparative study on internet used by students
pf rural and urban colleges. The results show that urban college students use the
internet quite rural college students. Sandeep Kumar (2016) studied the digital
media reach: a comparative study of rural and urban people in India. The result shows
that in India 309 Millioninternet users are urban and 153 Million are rural. 93% rural
people use intemnet for general search and 87% urban people use internet for

entertainment. Mutluri (2015) studied and found that 55.6% of the rural students 0 |
not have the internet skills.48.6% of the students are use i.nternet once 2 week. 40% of - |
the respondents are using the Google search engine rather than 28.6% are using the
Yahoo.Loan, Shiv Kumar (2012) conducted a study on use of computer, internet an

library OPAC among rura] and urban postgraduates in Indian Universities and found

that there isno si gniﬁc;ince differences between rural and urban students as for as the
use of computer and Internet. Fayag, Ahmad (2011) conducted the study in intecft“i
’ Students and found that rural students us¢ “}tem

b
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internet. Sarfo, Frederick Kwaku (2011) studied and found that students from urban

arcas have more positive attitudes towards technology than students from rural areas
Both urban and rural areas are available in ICT facilities, '

SR i ] &

DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION

Table 1: Area wise distribution of sample,

r
Urban 126 |
Rural 110 l
Total 236 100.0% !

Table 1 shows thatarea wise distribution of respondents. Table 1 show that 46.6%
respondents are rural students whereas 53.4 are urban area students. The study
suggests that no perceptible area difference has been made by the researchers.

residental status respondents

B wban
Hrus

126
92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Rurl 96 14 0
i 87.3% 12.7% 100.0%
Total 213 2 Cag6
— 90.3% 9.7% 100:0%
Table respondents have the

96

2 shows that the majority of respondents ie. 98.3%
OWledge about the use of internet. 100% rural students are U

8% of urban, students are using internet.

sing internet, whereas
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Table 3: Frequency of internet use

- 3-4hours, |- Mo;
Urban 28 33 26
22.2% 26.2% 20.6%
Rural 29 38 15
26.4% 34.5% 13.6%
Total 57 71 41
24.2% 30.1% 17.4%
Bar Chart
Fequency of usngirtesnes
H below 1 hours
823 hours
13-4 hours

more than 4 hours

Count

urban rural (

residental status respondents

A question related to use of internet was addressed to the respondent, which elicited
the response that 34.5% of the rural students used internet below 2-3 hours and 25.5%
used internet more than 4 hours, whereas 26.2% urban students used internet 2-3
hours, 20.6 used 3-4 hours and 31.0% used more than 4 hours. It is clear from the data
that urban students used internet (53.4%) more than rural students (46.6%).

P
LTS e
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r 25.4% 27.0% 17.5% 30.2% 100.0%
Rural 30 34 19 27 110
27.3% 30.9% 17.3% 24.5% 100.0%
Total 62 68 41 65 236
26.3% 28.8% 17.4% 27.5% 100.0%
Bar Chart

40 place of using intemet

urban rural

residental status respondents

Table 4 shows that majority of the students 28.8% used internet at home followed by
library (26.3%) and other places (27.5%).The regional data showed that rural students
mostly used internet at home (30.9%) followed by library (27.3%) and other places (
24.5%) whereas urban students mostly used internet at home (27.0%) , followed by

library ( 25 .4%) and other places (30.2%).

Table 5: Purpose of using internet i
8 28.6% 40.5% 9.5% 18.3% 3.2% | 100.0%
33.6% 28.2% 12.7% 21.8% 3.6% | 100.0%
Total = g | 236
Total | 73 82 26 47
T . 1
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e [Eduationa]  Social | Rescarch | Eutertainment|Others|: Total

o “".1 ﬁurﬁose" Networking| ) ¢ T N S iy BTN ‘iﬁ-_f:f_

Urln 36 51 12 23 4 126

n 28.6% 40.5% 9.5% 18.3% 3.2% | 100.0%

Rural 3 31 S 24 . 110
6% | 282% 12.7% 21.8% | 3.6% | 100.0%

Total 73 82 26 a 8 236
309% | 347% 11.0% 199% | 3.4% | 100.0%

Bar Chart

purpose of using

60 internet
Bl educational purpose
B social netwaorking
research work
50 M entertainment
Eothers
40
>
c
2
o 307

107

residental status respondents

It is clear from the study that students used internet primarily for social networking
(34.7%) followed by educational purpose (30.9%) and entertainment (19.9%). The
result further revealed that urban students used internet more for social networking
(40.5%) than rural students, whereas rural students used internet for educational
purpose (33.6%) i.e.than urban students.

Table 6: Use of internet sources

Area [ |IB Newspaper| E-hooks | E-Magazines | Database [-=/Totalis
Urban 47 40 14 25 126
37.3% 31.7% 11.1% 19.8% 100.0%
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[Rural 35 34 25 16 110
31.8% 30.9% 22.7% 14.5% 100.0%
Total 82 74 39 41 236
34.7% 31.4% 16.5% 17.4% 100.0%
Bar Chart
50 e of internet saurcrs
Bz newspaper
e-books
[He-magazines
M database

rural

residental status respondents

The data shows that 30.9% of rural students used e-books, 31.8% respondents used e-
newspaper, and 22.7% respondents used e-magazines whereas 31.7% of urban
students used e-books, 37.3% respondents used e-newspaper and 11.1% respondents
used e-magazines. .

Table 7: Use of search engines

= ‘ 7 “éﬁgfg'éﬁ T R ] ‘.‘ .
54
42.9% 10.3% 24.6% 5.6% 100.0%
31 15 32 2 110
28.2% 13.6% 29.1% 1.8% 100.0%
85 28 63 9 236
36.0% 11.9% 26.7% 3.8% 100.0%

|
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Bar Chart
e dieren agng
60 nthhcm
ugooglg
ot vista
Bing
507 Elu!hers
407
€
3
o 30
20
107
B— =l

rural

residental status respondents

The most widely used search engine is Google (36.9%) followed by Bing (24.6%).
The area-wise figure shows that urban students use Google (46% versus 28.2%) more
than rural students, whereas rural students use Bing(24.6% versus 29.1%)

Table 8: Problem faced by the use of internet

Urban 57 4 | 36 | 19
45.2% 11.1% 28.6% 15.1% 100.0%
Rural 40 15 39 16 110
36.4% 13.6% 35.5% 14.5% 100.0%
Total 97 29 75 35 236
41.1% 12.3% 31.8% 14.8% 100.0% |
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Bar Chart

problams faced whila
using internst

Mtime conzuming
unwarted information

Econnectivity problem

Mpoor readnbity

urban rural

residental status respondents

The students fz}ced various problems while searching the internet, The widely faced
problem was time consuming (41.1%) followed by connectivity problem (31.8%),
unwanted information (12.3%) and poor readability (14.8%). It is also visible that
urban students felt the time consuming problem (45.2% versus 36.4%) more than
rural students, whereas rural students faced connectivity problem more than urban

students.

FINDINGS
The analysis of data reveals the following:

e  Majority of the students were frequent users of the internet,the number of
urban students was more than the rural students.

e  Majority of the students used internet at home, followed by library and other
places. Rural students mostly used internet at home, whereas urban students
use internet at library and cyber café more than rural students.

o Most of the students use internet for social networking followed by
educational purpose. Majority of the urban students use internet for social
networking, whereas rural students use internet for educational purpose.

s Majority of the students used e-newspaper more than the other sources like
e-magazines, e-books. Urban students use e-newspaper more than rural
students whereas rural students use e-books more than urban students.

ey,
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f the students use Google followed by Chrome, However, rurg]

Majority 0
* o Chrome more than urban students, whereas urban students used

students usc
Google more than rural students.

The students faced various problems V\{]]il@ searching the internet. The
widely faced problem is time consuming. Urban students faceq time
consuming problem whereas rural students faced connectivity problem,

ESTIONS , e ,
’?“llicgo(l;lowing suggestions are made for optimum utilization of Internet: -

The authorities should take immediate steps to establish browsing centers i
all rural and urban colleges with internet connectivity,

Library and information professionals should take appropriate steps to make
the students aware about how they find relevant information through

internet.
Web sources are not highly used by the rural and urban students. The

students should be made aware about these sources.
Information literacy programs should be conducted to increase the internet
skills of the students.

CONCLUSION _
With the development of technology usage of internet and social media has increaseq

all over the world. The internet has emerged as the single most powerful vehicle for
providing access to unlimited information. Internet is an inseparable part of today’s
educational system. The dependency on the internet and its services is increasing day
by day. Students of college too are depending more and more on the internet for
various purposes. The present study shows that hundred percent college students are

users of internet.
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