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Abstract:

This paper deals with the relationship between Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of
Secondary Students in West Bengal. The study aims to determine different types of Parenting Styles among
different strata of adolescents, to find out the difference of Achievement Motivation across different Parenting
Style and to identify the relationship between the Parenting Style and the Achievement Motivation of
Secondary School Students in West Bengal. 752 samples were obtained by the Researchers using random
sampling methods. Data was collected for the study using the questionnaire and followed the survey method.
The ‘t’ test and correlation (r) are employed as inferential statistics, while mean and standard deviation are
used for descriptive statistics. Results found that Authoritative Parenting Style was the best among the four
styles in relation with female, urban, unreserved and ninth grade students. Significant difference was found
in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative and Authoritarian Parenting Style. The
Researchers also concluded that significant relationship was found between Authoritative and Neglectful
Parenting Style with Achievement Motivation of Secondary Students and the value was significant.
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INTRODUCTION
Parenting styles refer to different ways by which parents raise and guide their children. Parenting is

the process of nurturing a child from infancy to adulthood. It involves providing physical, emotional, social
and intellectual support to help the child grow into a responsible and independent individual.

In the 1960s, psychologist Diana Baumrind identified three main styles of parenting: authoritarian,
authoritative and permissive. A fourth style, neglectful, was later added in the 1980s by Stanford researchers
Eleanor Maccoby and John Martin. Each parenting style can impact a child’s development in different ways.
A balanced approach, like authoritative parenting, is generally considered the most effective for raising
confident and well-adjusted children.

Achievement Motivation is the drive to accomplish goals, excel in tasks, and meet high standards of success.
It plays a crucial role in personal and professional growth, influencing how individuals set and pursue
objectives.

McClelland’s Need for Achievement Theory (1961)
David McClelland’s Need Theory of Motivation focuses on three primary needs:

e Need for Achievement (nAch) — Desire to set and achieve challenging goals.

PAG
TIJER2504141 TIJER — INTERNATIONAL RESEARCH JOURNAL www.tijer.org E \*
MER
GEF
ORM




TIJER || ISSN 2349-9249 || © April 2025, Volume 12, Issue 4 || www.tijer.org
e Need for Power (nPow) — Desire to control and influence others.
e Need for Affiliation (nAff) — Desire for social relationships and approval.

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

Thakre (2020) conducted a study on “Parenting Styles, Study Habits and Achievement Motivation
among Adolescents”. The present study explores the impact of Father’s parenting style on adolescents study
habits and achievement motivation. The participants of the study consist of 76 adolescents girls and boys
within the age range of 13 to 14 years, studying in classes’ 8th and 9th standard of English medium schools
in Mumbai. They were assessed by using three different tools namely parental authority questionnaire (Buri,
1992), test of study habits and attitudes (Mathur, 2002) and achievement motivation scale (Deo& Mohan,
2011). The data were analysed by one way analysis of variance and Tukey’s HSD. Results revealed a
significant difference between parenting styles on study habits and achievement motivation. The study habits
and achievement motivation among adolescents was higher when the parenting style was authoritative as
compared to authoritarian and permissive parenting styles.

Prasetiyo, Maksum and Priambodo (2021) examined on “The Effect of Parenting Style on Athletes'
Achievement Motivation”. This study aims to determine the effect of parenting on the achievement motivation
of athletes. The research method in this study is ex post facto. The sample in this study was as many as 73
athletes who are members of the East Java Regional Training Center. The instrument used was developed
based on theoretical references regarding parenting patterns which consist of three types of parenting, namely
authoritarian, authoritative and permissive. Each item in each dimension has a loading factor value > 0.5 so
that each item is valid in measuring each dimension. While the achievement motivation instrument was also
developed based on theoretical references with the results of factor analysis resulting in a KMO-MSA value>
0.05 with a significance value of Bartlett's Test of Sphericity <0.05. Test analysis using Analysis of Variance
(ANOVA). Based on these calculations and criteria, the results (Sig.) 0.000 < 0.05, meaning that there is an
influence of parenting style on athletes' achievement motivation. Judging from the mean value of authoritarian
parenting is 10.37, authoritative parenting is 19.89 and permissive parenting is 9.89. This means that
authoritative parenting has the highest influence on athletes' achievement motivation. Then followed by
authoritarian parenting in the second place and permissive parenting in the third or the last.

The discussion of the above literature find out that many studies has already conducted in the field of
Achievement Motivation. There are not so much studies performed on the current field i.e., Parenting Style.
In the case of the West Bengal, there is not a single studies has been performed as the Researcher has reviewed.
But there are no study found on the title of “Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary
Students in West Bengal.”. So these recognizable knowledge gaps are found by the present researcher after
reviewing the selected related literature from India and from abroad.

OBJECTIVES
The researchers have framed the following objectives:

1) To find out different types of Parenting Styles among different strata (Gender, Locality, Category, Grade)
of adolescents.

2) To find out the difference of Achievement Motivation across different Parenting Style.
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3) To find out the relationship between the Parenting Style and the Achievement Motivation of Secondary
School Students in West Bengal.

HYPOTHESES
For the present study, the following null hypotheses were framed by the Researcher:

Ho1: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Authoritarian Parenting Style.

Ho.2: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Permissive Parenting Style.

Ho.3: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Neglectful Parenting Style.

Ho.4: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritarian and Permissive Parenting Style.

Ho.s: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritarian and Neglectful Parenting Style.

Ho.s: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Permissive
and Neglectful Parenting Style.

Ho.7: There exists no relationship between Authoritative Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of
Secondary School Students.

Ho.s: There exists no relationship between Authoritarian Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of
Secondary School Students.

Ho.o: There exists no relationship between Permissive Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of
Secondary School Students.

Ho.10: There exists no relationship between Neglectful Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of
Secondary School Students.

METHODOLOGY

In this study, Researchers collected quantitative data from close ended questionnaire and then analyzed the
data by using quantitative techniques. Descriptive and Quantitative research was followed by the Researchers.

VARIABLES
For this study, the Researcher has taken three types of variables-

e Parenting Style [Independent in nature]

e Achievement Motivation [Dependent in nature]

e Categorical Variables: Gender, Locality, Category, Grade.
POPULATION:

All secondary school students of West Bengal were considered as population for the study.
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SAMPLE:

For conducting this study, a total number of 752 students were selected from eight higher secondary
schools of West Bengal. Among eight schools, two schools were taken from rural areas and two schools were
taken from urban areas in each districts. Each rural and urban area has two boys’ schools and two girls’
schools. Among 752 students, 354 boys’ and 398 girls’ students were selected from Paschim Medinipur and
Jhargram districts of West Bengal.

TOOLS:

In the present study, Researchers used questionnaire as a tool for measuring Parenting Style and Achievement
Motivation. 52 items sent to the experts for judging the validity of the test under the supervision of the guide.
With the aid of Cronbach’s alpha, the reliability of the test items were evaluated in this study and computed
result were the following:

Sl Types of Parenting Style Reliability Coefficients
No.

1. Authoritative Parenting Style 0.795

2. Authoritarian Parenting Style 0.728

3. Permissive Parenting Style 0.781

4. Neglectful Parenting Style 0.711

Achievement Motivation — 0.802
STATISTICAL TECHNIQUES USED FOR ANALYSIS:

Mean and Standard Deviation, Skewness and Kurtosis were used for descriptive statistics and t-test and
Correlation (r) as inferential statistics and the level of significance was 0.01 for rejection or acceptance of null
hypothesis.

DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION
NPC of Parenting Style:
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Descriptive Statistics of Different Parenting Style:

Sl Different Parenting Styles Sample Groups Mean SD
No.
1. Authoritative Rural 75.65 14.15
Urban 103.84 17.99
2. Authoritarian Rural 67.20 12.65
Urban 98.37 12.07
3. Permissive Rural 65.80 13.11
Urban 97.98 14.24
4. Neglectful Rural 67.02 13.69
Urban 94.32 12.40
5. Authoritative Female 110.04 19.24
Male 87.85 18.82
6. Authoritarian Female 66.32 12.38
Male 95.42 21.59
7. Permissive Female 67.35 12.93
Male 82.55 11.40
b
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8. Neglectful Female 66.25 13.36
Male 79.98 12.03
0. Authoritative Eight 93.08 17.73
Nine 111.44 19.36
10. Authoritarian Eight 70.72 15.65
Nine 87.63 20.67
11. Permissive Eight 65.45 12.66
Nine 66.74 13.22
12. Neglectful Eight 66.13 12.31
Nine 69.50 14.26
13. Authoritative Reserved 87.54 20.86
Unreserved 95.51 21.72
14. Authoritarian Reserved 83.89 19.83
Unreserved 94.26 22.54
15. Permissive Reserved 64.95 14.24
Unreserved 84.10 11.03
16. Neglectful Reserved 70.24 16.08
Unreserved 81.22 11.57
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For Authoritative Parenting Style, Ninth grade students showed higher than the others and for
Authoritarian Parenting Style, Urban students showed higher than the other strata. Again urban students
followed more for Permissive and Neglectful Parenting Style. While examined different Parenting Styles
among different strata, Authoritative Style showed higher level of mean scores among all. So, the Researchers
concluded that Authoritative Parenting Style was the best way to follow for nurturing the child.

Analysis Based on Inferential Statistics

Ho.1: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Authoritarian Parenting Style.

Table
Difference in Mean Scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative and Authoritarian Parenting
Style
Category N Mean SD SEm df t-value

Authoritative 453 43.49 8.05 0.259

Parenting Style

Authoritarian 144 40.80 7.48 0.426 595 3.55°%

Parenting Style

** Significant at 0.01

Achievement Motivation
50 43.49 108
40
30
20
10 8.05 7.48
o | ]
Authoritative Authoritarian
H Mean ®mSD

level

Graphical Representation of Mean and SD of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative and

Authoritarian Parenting Style
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Interpretation:

The analysis compared the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative Parenting
Style and Authoritarian Parenting Style. The calculated ‘t” value of 3.55 is higher than the table value of 2.58
at the 0.01 significance level, indicating that the result is statistically significant. Therefore, null hypothesis
which stated that there exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Authoritarian Parenting Style was rejected. The Researcher concluded that there is the
significant difference between Authoritative and Authoritarian Parenting Style and Authoritative Style
showing higher levels of Achievement Motivation than others.

Ho.2: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Permissive Parenting Style.

Table
Difference in Mean Scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative and Permissive Parenting
Style
Category N Mean SD SEm df t-value
Authoritative 453 43.49 8.05 0.259
Parenting Style
568 2.56
Permissive 117 41.36 7.91 0.501
Parenting Style

Not Significant at 0.01 level

Achievement Motivation
50 43.49 41.36
40
30
20
8.05 7.91

10

0

Authoritative Permissive
Mean SD

Graphical Representation of Mean and SD of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative and
Permissive Parenting Style

Interpretation:

The analysis compared the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative Parenting
Style and Permissive Parenting Style. The calculated ‘t” value of 2.56 is lower than the table value of 2.58 at
the 0.01 significance level, indicating that the result is statistically not significant. Therefore, null hypothesis
which stated that there exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Permissive Parenting Style was accepted. The Researcher concluded that there is no
significant difference between Authoritative and Permissive Parenting Style.
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Ho.3: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Neglectful Parenting Style.

Table
Difference in Mean Scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative and Neglectful Parenting
Style
Category N Mean SD SEm df t-value
Authoritative 453 43.49 8.05 0.259
Parenting Style
Neglectful 38 29.36 4.73 0.539 489 10.66**
Parenting Style

** Significant at 0.01 level

Achievement Motivation

50 43.49
40
29.36

30
20
10 8.05 4.73

0

Authoritative Neglectful

H Mean SD

Graphical Representation of Mean and SD of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative and
Neglectful Parenting Style

Interpretation:

The analysis compared the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative Parenting
Style and Neglectful Parenting Style. The calculated ‘t” value of 10.66 is higher than the table value of 2.58
at the 0.01 significance level, indicating that the result is statistically significant. Therefore, null hypothesis
which stated that there exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritative and Neglectful Parenting Style was rejected. The Researcher concluded that there is the
significant difference between Authoritative and Neglectful Parenting Style and Authoritative Style showing
higher levels of Achievement Motivation than others.

Ho.s: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritarian and Permissive Parenting Style.

Table
b
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Difference in Mean Scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritarian and Permissive Parenting

Style
Category N Mean SD SEm df t-value
Authoritarian 144 40.80 7.48 0.426
Parenting Style
Permissive 117 41.36 7.91 0.501 259 0.58
Parenting Style

Not Significant at 0.01 level

Achievement Motivation

50
40.8 41.36

40
30
20

7.91
10

Authoritarian Permissive

® Mean SD

Graphical Representation of Mean and SD of Achievement Motivation between Authoritarian and
Permissive Parenting Style

Interpretation:

The analysis compared the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritarian Parenting
Style and Permissive Parenting Style. The calculated ‘t’ value of 0.58 is lower than the table value of 2.58 at
the 0.01 significance level, indicating that the result is statistically not significant. Therefore, null hypothesis
which stated that there exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritarian and Permissive Parenting Style was accepted. The Researcher concluded that there is no
significant difference between Authoritarian and Permissive Parenting Style.

Ho.s: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritarian and Neglectful Parenting Style.

Table
Difference in Mean Scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritarian and Neglectful Parenting
Style
Category N Mean SD SEm df t-value
Authoritarian 144 40.80 7.48 0.426
Parenting Style
Neglectful 38 29.36 4.73 0.539 180 8.95**
Parenting Style
** Significant at 0.01 level
b
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Achievement Motivation
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Graphical Representation of Mean and SD of Achievement Motivation between Authoritarian and
Neglectful Parenting Style

Interpretation:

The analysis compared the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritarian Parenting
Style and Neglectful Parenting Style. The calculated ‘t” value of 8.95 is higher than the table value of 2.58 at
the 0.01 significance level, indicating that the result is statistically significant. Therefore, null hypothesis
which stated that there exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Authoritarian and Neglectful Parenting Style was rejected. The Researcher concluded that there is significant
difference between Authoritarian and Neglectful Parenting Style and Authoritative Style showing higher
levels of Achievement Motivation than others.

Ho.s: There exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Permissive and Neglectful Parenting Style.

Table

Difference in Mean Scores of Achievement Motivation between Permissive and Neglectful Parenting Style

Category N Mean SD SEm df t-value
Permissive 117 41.36 7.91 0.501
Parenting Style
Neglectful 38 29.36 4.73 0.539 153 8.84**
Parenting Style

** Significant at 0.01 level

Achievement Motivation

50 41.36
40
29.36

30

20

10 791 4.73

0 I —
Permissive Neglectful

B Mean mSD

Graphical Representation of Mean and SD of Achievement Motivation between Permissive and
Neglectful Parenting Style
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Interpretation:

The analysis compared the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Permissive Parenting
Style and Neglectful Parenting Style. The calculated ‘t” value of 8.84 is higher than the table value of 2.58 at
the 0.01 significance level, indicating that the result is statistically significant. Therefore, null hypothesis
which stated that there exists no significant difference in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between
Permissive and Neglectful Parenting Style was rejected. The Researcher concluded that there is significant
difference between Permissive and Neglectful Parenting Style and Permissive Style showing higher levels of
Achievement Motivation than Neglectful Parenting Style.

Ho.7: There exists no relationship between Authoritative Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation
of Secondary School Students.

Table
Relationship between Authoritative Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary School
Students
Variables N r- value
Authoritative Parenting Style
- —— 453 0.430 **
Achievement Motivation

** Significant at 0.01 level

Interpretation:

The analysis showed the relationship between Authoritative Parenting Style and Achievement
Motivation. The calculated ‘r’ value of 0.430 is higher than the table value of 0.154 at the 0.01 significance
level, indicating that the result is statistically significant. Therefore, null hypothesis which stated that there
exists no relationship between Authoritative Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary
School Students was rejected. The Researcher concluded that there is the significant relationship between
Authoritative Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation.

Ho.s: There exists no relationship between Authoritarian Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation
of Secondary School Students.

Table
Relationship between Authoritarian Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary School
Students
Variables N r- value

Authoritarian Parenting
Style 144 0.038

Achievement Motivation

Not Significant at 0.01 level

Interpretation:
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The analysis showed the relationship between Authoritarian Parenting Style and Achievement
Motivation. The calculated ‘r’ value of 0.038 is lower than the table value of 0.264 at the 0.01 significance
level, indicating that the result is statistically not significant. Therefore, null hypothesis which stated that there
exists no relationship between Authoritarian Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary
School Students was accepted. The Researcher concluded that there is no significant relationship between
Authoritarian Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation.

Ho.o: There exists no relationship between Permissive Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of
Secondary School Students.

Table
Relationship between Permissive Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary School
Students
Variables N r- value
Permissive Parenting Style
Achievement Motivation 117 0.014*

*Not Significant at 0.01 level

Interpretation:

The analysis showed the relationship between Permissive Parenting Style and Achievement
Motivation. The calculated ‘r’ value of 0.014 is lower than the table value of 0.288 at the 0.01 significance
level, indicating that the result is statistically not significant. Therefore, null hypothesis which stated that there
exists no relationship between Permissive Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary School
Students was accepted. The Researcher concluded that there is no significant relationship between Permissive
Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation.

Ho.10: There exists no relationship between Neglectful Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of
Secondary School Students.

Table
Relationship between Neglectful Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary School
Students
Variables N r- value
Neglectful Parenting Style
i _ 38 0.348 **
Achievement Motivation

** Significant at 0.01 level

Interpretation:

The analysis showed the relationship between Neglectful Parenting Style and Achievement
Motivation. The calculated ‘r’ value of 0.348 is higher than the table value of 0.329 at the 0.01 significance
level, indicating that the result is statistically significant. Therefore, null hypothesis which stated that there
exists no relationship between Neglectful Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation of Secondary School
Students was rejected. The Researcher concluded that there is the significant relationship between Neglectful
Parenting Style and Achievement Motivation.

b
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FINDINGS
The overall research findings from the hypotheses testing could be stated as following way:

Objective No 1: To find out different types of Parenting Styles among different strata (Gender, Locality,
Category and Grade) of adolescents.

The Findings of Objective 1:

» Gender: Female students’ were found to show high of Authoritative Parenting Style than Male
Students.

» Locality: Urban students’ had found to show more Authoritative Parenting Style than Rural Students.

» Category: Unreserved students’ were found to show more Authoritative Parenting Style than
Reserved Students.

» Grade: Ninth students’ had found to show more Authoritative Parenting Style than Eighth Students.

Objective No 2: To find out the difference of Achievement Motivation across different Parenting Style.
The Findings of Objective 2:

+ Significant difference was found in the mean scores of Achievement Motivation between Authoritative
and Authoritarian Parenting Style. Authoritative Parenting Style had found significantly more
Achievement Motivation than Authoritarian Parenting Style (at 0.01 level).

Objective No 3: To find out the relationship between the Parenting Style and the Achievement
Motivation of Secondary School Students in West Bengal.

The Findings of Objective 3:

« Significant relationship was found between Authoritative and Neglectful Parenting Style with
Achievement Motivation of Secondary Students and the value was significant.

DISCUSSION and CONCLUSION

®,

< Authoritative Parenting Style was the best style which was followed by the parents of Secondary
students with special reference to Female, Urban, Ninth Grade and Unreserved grade. Several
studies found that urban students are more comfortable in the discussion with their parents than the rural
students (Sudhakar, 2019). (Thakre, 2020) identified that study habits and achievement motivation
among adolescents was higher when the parenting style was authoritative as compared to authoritarian
and permissive parenting styles. Significant relationship was found between Authoritative and
Neglectful Parenting Style with Achievement Motivation of Secondary Students and the value was
significant. For Neglectful Parenting Style, it was observed that while parents neglect their child, the
level of Achievement Motivation was automatically decreased.
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