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ABSTRACT 

The present study was designed with the aim to find the magnitude and direction of parenting style in relation 

to their ward’s adjustment behaviour in terms of emotional, family, health, school, sexual, and social 

adjustment and further to see the difference between the children experiencing positive and negative parenting 

on their aforesaid variables of adjustment. Correlation design followed by the t-test was applied on the 

observation of the participants on the standardized tools i.e., Parenting- child relationship Scale and Global 

Adjustment Scale, Student Form. The result clearly revealed the significant  positive and negative relationship 

of positive parenting and negative parenting respectively and children’s experiencing positive parenting 

outperformed the children experiencing negative parenting in terms of their  emotional adjustment, family 

adjustment, health adjustment,  school adjustment,  sexual adjustment and social adjustment i.e., positive the 

parenting, higher the adjustment, negative the parenting, lower the adjustment among their children. 

Adolescents are highly vulnerable to psychiatric problems. In 2008, a study was conducted to 

explore associations between socio-environment stressor and maladaptive outcomes in 

adolescents in 12-to-18-year age group. Result shows an alarming number of our adolescents 

suffer from emotional and behavioral problems which have their roots in the family 

environment. They also found family environment related to psychosocial problem of 

adolescents in India(Rambha Pathak, Ravi C. Sharma, and N.K. Goel  (2008).. 

Parent-child relationship is the establishment of all the relationships, through this relationship, 

it is determined that who we become and how we relate and belong to the others. Parent-child 

relationship matters a lot and is very significant to child’s health and well-being. Pinderhughes 

et al., (2000); Webster-Stratton, (1990) it is seen that when parenting stress is high at that time 

harsh parenting and child maltreatment increases. The deeper the bond between parent and 

child, lesser are the problems that child face physically as well as mentally. Parent-child 

relationship affects attachment, anxiety, anger, aggression and adjustment of the child. 

Relationship among parent and child is consists of a combination of behaviors, feeling and 

expectations that are unique to a particular parent and child. For psychological development of 

the child during adolescence, it is very important to maintain a healthy relationship between 

parent and child. According to Greenfield and Suzaki (1998), parent-child relationship is on 

important aspect of the child development and socialization, as they are characterized by 

discipline. The parent-child relationship undergoes transformation during adolescents and the 

adjustment depends in good measure on the quality of their relationship with their parents. The 
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acceptance in the relationship with their parents provides a healthy atmosphere for the child to 

develop his/her capabilities into proper channels and exercise his potential to the maximum. 

 Worell and Worell (1974) showed that parent’s behavior is the best way to assess the 

relationship between them. Findings revealed that perceived maternal support and right 

control were the most consistent predictors of adolescent adjustment. High level of perceived 

maternal support and low level of maternal rigid control were related to adolescent’s report of 

sympathy, social competence and self-worth. A family environment study by Peleg-Popko and 

Klingman (2002) revealed that children, who come from homes with poor communication, 

were more anxious and stressed than those from homes with open communication. In another 

study by, Lau and Kwok (2000) emotional support from family plays a significant role on 

adjustment and positive mental health. Bierman et al. (1993) suggested that parenting skills 

are differently related to the behavioral problems of the children and it is important in 

predicting the adjustment of the child in different domains of life. Parents are varied in their 

rearing practices and frequently unpredictable. However, it is clear that child rearing is fraught 

with self-doubt, insecurities, and psychological pain for the every parent. Anderson et al. 

(1986) revealed that poor parenting in mothers can causes the difficult child   behavior. 

Henggeler et al. (1998); Larson and Lochman (2002) exposed that harmful parenting practices 

are associated with the social maladjustment of their child. El-Sheikh and Elmore-Staton 

(2004) described that parent-child hostility, parent-child conflict are also the factors which 

increases the aggression. Quality of parent-child-relationship affects the adjustment of the 

adolescents (Doyle et al. 2004). Papp et al. (2005) explored that parental acceptance is 

associated with the adjustment of their children.Therefore, early childhood period in terms of 

parent-child relationship are  the most crucial  time of child life and plays a central role in 

developing children’s attitudinal, Behavioural and adjustment issues   in their later life and 

hence need attention and present study is an attempt in this regard and aimed at with the 

following objectives:  

Objectives of the Study 

1. To study the magnitude and direction of parenting style in relation to the 

adjustment of their children in terms of emotional adjustment, family adjustment, 

health adjustment, school adjustment, sexual adjustment, and social adjustment.  

2. To see the difference between the Children in terms of their emotional 

adjustment, family adjustment, health adjustment, school adjustment, sexual 
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adjustment, and social adjustment with regard to their positive and negative 

parenting Style. 

METHODOLOGY: 

 

Design: 

In the present study, the correlation design was used to examine the relationship between 

positive parenting and negative parenting with their children's emotional adjustment, family 

adjustment, health adjustment, school adjustment, sexual adjustment, and social adjustment. In 

addition, the t-test was applied to see the difference between children experiencing positive 

parenting and negative parenting in terms of emotional adjustment, family adjustment, health 

adjustment, school adjustment, sexual adjustment, and social adjustment. 

Participants: 

In total 86 students in total and 43 each experiencing positive and negative parenting style 

were selected on the basis of their scores on Parent-child relationship Scale and whose parents 

gave consent to participate in their study were taken as the participants of the study. 

Tools Used: 

The following standardized research tools were applied in the present research i.e., Parent-

Child Relationship Scale (Nalini Rao, 1989) conducted on the children, to observe their 

parenting style in terms of positive and negative parenting. While Global Adjustment Scale, 

Student Form (Psy-Com Services, 1994)was administered to the participants individually to 

observe their ward’s adjustment. 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION: 

Positive Parenting and Adjustment among their Children (See Table 1): 

 Result of the correlation analysis shows the significant and positive correlation, though 

the sign is negative (as negative sign indicate positive correlation as the low score on the 

mentioned scale indicate higher adjustment and vice versa) of overall positive parenting with 

emotional adjustment (-.446**, p<0.01), family adjustment (-.658**, p<0.01), health 

adjustment (-.701**, p<0.01), school adjustment (-.711**, p<0.01), sexual adjustment (-

.838**, p<0.01), and social adjustment (-.702**, p<0.01) of their children.   
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Table 1. 

Correlation Analysis of Positive Parenting with Adjustment 

 Positive 

Parenting 

Adjustment 

Emotional 

Adjustment 

Family 

Adjustment 

Health 

Adjustment 

School 

Adjustment 

Sexual 

Adjustment 

Social 

Adjustment 

Protecting -.586** -.748** -.743** -.706** -.873** -.696** 

Symbolic 

Punishment 

-.325* -.472** -.515** -.677** -.724** -.657** 

Symbolic 

Reward 

-.389** -.633** -.695** -.646** -.792** -.712** 

Loving -.459** -.651** -.686** -.667** -.796** -.696** 

Object Reward -.497** -.698** -.705** -.730** -.852** -.589** 

Overall Positive 

Parenting 

-.446** -.658** -.701** -.711** -.838** -.702** 

(It is positive correlation, though the sign is negative as negative sign indicate positive 

correlation as the low score on the mentioned scale indicate higher adjustment and vice 

versa). 
** Correlation is significant at the level at the 0.01 level.  

* Correlation is significant at the level at the 0.05 level.  

Whereas the correlations  significant and  positive between of the sub factor of positive 

parenting, protecting and emotional adjustment (-.586**, p<0.01), family adjustment (-.748**, 

p<0.01), health adjustment (-.743**, p<0.01), school adjustment (-.706**, p<0.01), sexual 

adjustment (-.873**, p<0.01), and social adjustment (-.696**, p<0.01) of their children. The 

correlation of symbolic punishment also came out significant and positive with emotional 

adjustment (-.325*, p<0.05), family adjustment (-.472**, p<0.01), health adjustment (-.515**, 

p<0.01), school adjustment (-.677**, p<0.01), sexual adjustment (-.724**, p<0.01), and social 

adjustment (-.657**, p<0.01). Besides, The correlation analysis showed the significant and 

positive correlation between symbolic reward and emotional adjustment (-.389*, p<0.01), 

family adjustment (-.633**, p<0.01), health adjustment (-.695**, p<0.01), school adjustment 

(-.646**, p<0.01), sexual adjustment (-.792**, p<0.01) and social adjustment (-.712**, 

p<0.01) of their children. The r” values of loving, the sub factor of positive parenting also 

showed the significant and positive correlation with the emotional adjustment (-.459**, 

p<0.01), family adjustment (-.651**, p<0.01), health adjustment (-.686**, p<0.01), school 

adjustment (-.667**, p<0.01), sexual adjustment (-.796**, p<0.01), and social adjustment (-

.696**, p<0.01) of their children. Whereas the “r”  betweenobject reward and emotional 

adjustment (-.497**, p<0.01), family adjustment (-.698**, p<0.01), health adjustment (-

.705**, p<0.01), school adjustment (-.730**, p<0.01), sexual adjustment (-.852**, p<0.01), 

and social adjustment (-.589**, p<0.01) are also significant and positive among their children 

(See table 1).  
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Table 2. 

Correlation Analysis of Negative Parenting with Adjustment 

Negative 

Parenting 

Adjustment 

Emotional 

Adjustment 

Family 

Adjustment 

Health 

Adjustment 

School 

Adjustment 

Sexual 

Adjustment 

Social 

Adjustment 

Rejecting .435** .517** .560** .381* .352* .637** 

Object 

Punishment 

.418** .541** .560** .397** .359* .630** 

Demanding .370* .491** .598** .380* .346* .627** 

Indifferent  .348* .398** .594** .386* .331* .577** 

Neglecting .393** .500** .554** .395** .381* .609** 

Overall Negative 

Parenting 

.378* .491** .583** .391** .347* .621** 

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 

(It is Negative correlation, though the sign is positive as positive sign indicate negative 

correlation as the low score on the mentioned scale indicate higher adjustment and vice 

versa). 

Negative Parenting and Adjustment among their Children (See Table 2): 

However, the scores of participants on overall negative parenting are significantly and 

negatively correlated with the scores of emotional adjustments (.378*, p<0.05), family 

adjustment (.491**, p<0.01), health adjustment (.583**, p<0.01), school adjustment (.391**, 

p<0.01), sexual adjustment (.347*, p<0.05), and social adjustment (.621**, p<0.01) of their 

Children. 

Whereas, the “r” with the sub factor of negative parenting, also showed the significant and 

negative correlation of rejecting with the emotional adjustment (.435**, p<0.01), family 

adjustment (.517**, p<0.01), health adjustment (.560**, p<0.01), school adjustment (.381*, 

p<0.05), sexual adjustment (.352*, p<0.05), and social adjustment (.637**, p<0.01) of their 

children. While the correlations between object punishment and emotional adjustment 

(.418**, p<0.01), family adjustment (.541**, p<0.01), health adjustment (.560**, p<0.01), 

school adjustment (.397**, p<0.01), sexual adjustment (.359*, p<0.05), and social adjustment 

(.630**, p<0.01) are also significant and negative. The correlations of demanding, the sub 

factor of negative parenting are also significant and negative with emotional adjustment 

(.370*, p<0.05), family adjustment (.491**, p<0.01), health adjustment (.598**, p<0.01), 

school adjustment (.380*, p<0.05), sexual adjustment (.346*, p<0.05), and social adjustment 

(.627**, p<0.01) of their children. While the correlations of  indifferent parenting are also 

significantly and negatively correlated with the emotional adjustment (.348*, p<0.05), family 

adjustment (.398**, p<0.01), health adjustment (.594**, p<0.01), school adjustment (.386*, 
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p<0.05), sexual adjustment (.331*, p<0.05), and social adjustment (.577**, p<0.01) of their 

children.The “r” between neglecting and emotional adjustment (.393, p<0.01), family 

adjustment (.500**, p<0.01), health adjustment (.554**, p<0.01), negligence and school 

adjustment (.385**, p<0.01), sexual adjustment (.381*, p<0.05), and social adjustment 

(.608**, p<0.01) again came out significant and negative in direction. 

Table 2. 

Correlation Analysis of Negative Parenting with Adjustment 

Negative 

Parenting 

Adjustment 

Emotional 

Adjustment 

Family 

Adjustment 

Health 

Adjustment 

School 

Adjustment 

Sexual 

Adjustment 

Social 

Adjustment 

Rejecting .435** .517** .560** .381* .352* .637** 

Object 

Punishment 

.418** .541** .560** .397** .359* .630** 

Demanding .370* .491** .598** .380* .346* .627** 

Indifferent  .348* .398** .594** .386* .331* .577** 

Neglecting .393** .500** .554** .395** .381* .609** 

Overall Negative 

Parenting 

.378* .491** .583** .391** .347* .621** 

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 

(It is negative correlation, though the sign is positive as, positive sign indicatenegative 

correlation as the low score on the mentioned scale indicate higher adjustment and vice 

versa) 

t-test Analysis (See Table 3): 

* (Low scores on the adjustment means the high adjustment andhigh score means low 

adjustment) 

The result of the t-test analysis showed the significant difference between the children 

experiencing positive parenting and negative parenting with respect to the emotional 

adjustment (t= 8.53**, p<0.01). The lower mean score(M=3.16) of emotional adjustment 

among the children experiencing positive parenting   indicating higher adjustment than the 

children experiencing negative parenting (M=5.72). Similarly, t-value showed the significant 

difference between children experiencing positive and negative parenting with respect to their 

score on family adjustment (t=2.37*, p<0.05). The lower mean score (M=2.81)  forfamily 

adjustment among the children experiencing positive parenting   indicating higher adjustment  

than the children experiencing negative parenting (M=3.55). 
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Table 3. 

t-test Analysis 

Variables Negative Parenting Positive Parenting ‘t’ 

Value Mean SD Mean SD 

Emotional 

Adjustment 

5.72 1.3 3.16 1.5 8.53** 

Family Adjustment 3.55 1.6 2.81 1.3 2.37* 

Health Adjustment 5.49 1.9 3.02 1.5 6.77** 

School 

 Adjustment 

3.30 1.4 2.67 1.3 2.12* 

Sexual Adjustment 3.48 1.7 2.69 1.2 2.43* 

Social Adjustment 4.44 1.7 2.46 1.3 6.21** 

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level. 

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level. 

(Low scores on the adjustment means the high adjustment and 

high score means low adjustment) 

Result also showed, the significant difference between children experiencing positive and 

negative parenting on their health adjustment (t=6.77**, p<0.01). and  the lower mean score 

(M=3.02)  of health adjustment among the children experiencing positive parenting indicating 

the higher adjustment than the children experiencing negative parenting (M=5.49). Again, the 

t-value is significant between the children on their school adjustment, experiencing positive 

and negative parenting (t=2.12*, p<0.05) and the lower mean score (M=2.67) for school 

adjustment among the children experiencing positive parenting   indicating higher adjustment 

than the children experiencing negative parenting (M=3.30). While the ‘t” value in case of 

sexual adjustment (t=2.43*, p<0.05) showed the significant difference between children 

experiencing positive and negative parenting and the lower mean score (M=2.69) on sexual 

adjustment among the children experiencing positive parenting   indicating higher adjustment 

than the children experiencing negative parenting (M=3.48). The result also showed the  

significant difference between children experiencing positive parenting and negative parenting 

on their social adjustment (t=6.21**, p<0.01)  and the lower mean score (M=2.46) on social 

adjustment among the children experiencing positive parenting   indicating higher adjustment 

than the children experiencing negative parenting (M=4.44).  

Hence, the result of the present study clearly revealed the significant  positive and negative 

relationship of positive parenting and negative parenting respectively and children’s 

experiencing positive parenting outperformed the children experiencing negative parenting in 

terms of their  emotional adjustment, family adjustment, health adjustment,  school 

adjustment,  sexual adjustment and social adjustment i.e., positive the parenting, higher the 

adjustment, negative the parenting, lower the adjustment among their children and vice-versa.  
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The results of the present study do find support from the earlier researches directly and 

indirectly. Fabian (2000) investigated that the successful school adjustment of the children 

largely depends on the past experiences at home the knowledge about social skills and 

cooperation. Denise B. Kandel, (1990) explored that the parents who are close to their children 

are well adjusted and do not have control problem. According to Kristin A. Moore et al., 

(2011) if the parent-child relationship quality is high, then the positive outcomes will help the 

children in better development. Nihira K. et al., (1984) found that for adjustment, home 

environment appears to be direct and specific. Shaver, Hazan, and Bradshaw, (1988) explored 

that parent-child attachment affect children’s functioning in later life, it affect the social 

adjustment, well-being, friendship, and peer relationship during adulthood. Ryan Y. Hong et 

al. (2017) examine that children with controlling parents are more likely to be overly critical 

to themselves, and this problem will increase with age.  

 Doyle et al., (2004), states that the quality of the parent-child relationship becomes an 

important predictor in the adjustment of the child in mid and late childhood.  Positive 

parenting style predicts many positive outcomes for children and adolescents when compared 

with negative and uninvolved parenting (Coplan et al. 2002). According to Maccoby and 

Martin (1983), authoritative parenting has moderate to high level of control and high level of 

support, which is related to greater psychological well-being and lower levels of depressive 

symptoms and substance abuse. Coplan et al., (2002), study that parental support is important 

because it predicts a strong sense of self-worth, security, greater psychological well-being, and 

other positive outcomes. Carter et al., (2001), also investigated the link between parental care 

and overprotection and later personality dysfunction. They found that recollection of low 

parental care predicted uncooperativeness, and symptoms of personality problems. Parker et 

al., (1999), observed that parents who are highly indifferent (low care) and over-controlling 

their children are more likely to diagnose with anxiety, depressive problems, and other 

behavioral problems.  Belsky et al., (2000), investigated that negative parenting is 

associated with children’s psychological problems. Gavazzi (2013), explored that variables 

such as family structure, cohesion and the presence of conflicts at home between parents and 

children lead to low psychological adjustment of children. Cosgaya et al., (2008) investigated 

that low cohesion and conflicts between the families are related to worse psychological and 

emotional development of the children; where as positive parenting is related to the best 

psychological and social adjustment of children.  Barnow et al., (2005); found children 
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exhibit low ability in social adjustment when their parents control and monitor them and these 

children have no clue how to behave and react to their surrounding when they are alone 

because their parents frequently determine how they should behave and create certain limits. 

Whereas, Kim (2008) explored that acceptance increased psychological adjustment among 

children. Rutter et al., (2008) revealed that parents who are inconsistent in their approach, they 

unintentionally promote negative behavior of child. 

 Thus, present study confirms that parenting style i.e. positive parenting and its sub-

factors and negative parenting and its sub-factors has an affect on children’s aggression in 

terms of physical aggression, verbal aggression, anger, and hostility and adjustment in terms 

of emotional adjustment, family adjustment, health adjustment, school adjustment, sexual 

adjustment, and social adjustment among their children. Present study reveals that children 

who experience higher negative parenting have higher aggression and lower adjustment. 

Whereas on the other hand children who experience higher positive parenting; have lower the 

aggression and higher the adjustment. 

********* 

REFERENCES 
Barnow S. Lucht M. and Freyberger H. J. (2005). Correlates of aggressive and delinquent conduct problems in adolescence. . 

Aggressive Behaviour. 2005; 31: 24-39. 

Belsky J, Rha J, Park S. Exploring reciprocal parent and child effects in the case of child inhibition in US and Korean samples. 

International Journal of Behavioural Development. 2000; 24:338–347. 

Bierman KL, Smoot DL, Aumiller K. Characteristics of aggressive-rejected, aggressive (non-rejected) and rejected (non-aggressive) 

boys. Child Development. 1993; 64:139–151 

Carter, J. D., Joyce, P. R., Mulder, R. T., & Luty, S. E. (2001). The contribution of temperament, childhood neglect, and abuse to 

the development of personality dysfunction: A comparison of three models. Journal of Personality Disorders, 15, 123–135.l  

Coplan RJ, Hastings PD, Lagace-Seguin DG, Moulton CE (2002). Authoritative and authoritarian mothers' parental goals, 

attributions and emotions across different childrearing contexts. Parenting: Science and Practice.;2:1–26.  

Cosgaya, L., Nolte, M., Martínez-Pampliega, A., Sanz, M., & Iraurgi, I. (2008). Conflicto interparental, relaciones padres-hijos e 

impacto emocional en los hijos. Revista de Psicología Social, 23(1), 29-40 (Not Studied in Original). 

Denise B. Kandel (1990). Parenting Styles, Drug Use, and Children's Adjustment in Families of Young Adults. Journal of Marriage 

and Family, Vol. 52, No. 1 (Feb., 1990), pp. 183-196. 

El-Sheikh M, Elmore-Staton L. The link between marital conflict and child adjustment: parent-child conflict and perceived 

attachments as mediators, potentiators, and mitigators of risk. Dev Psychopathol. 2004 Summer;16(3):631-48. doi: 

10.1017/s0954579404004705. PMID: 15605629. 

Fabian, H. (2000), A seamless transition. Paper presented at the EECERA 10th European Conference on Quality in Early Childhood 

Education, London. 

Gavazzi, S.M.( 2013). Theory and Research Pertaining to Families with Adolescents January 2013 In book: Handbook of Marriage 

and the Family (pp.303-327 DOI: 10.1007/978-1-4614-3987-5_14) 

Henggeler, S. W., S. F. Mihalic, et al. (1998). Multisystemic Therapy: Blueprints for Violence Prevention, Book Six. Boulder, CO, 

Center for the Study and Prevention of Violence, Institute of Behavioural Science, University of Colorad. 

Kim, E. (2008). Psychological Adjustment in Young Korean American Adolescents and Parental Warmth. Journal of Child and 

Adolescent Psychiatric Nursing 21(4):195-201 DOI: 10.1111/j.1744-6171.2008.00154. 

Larson, J., & Lochman, J. E. (2002). Helping schoolchildren cope with anger: A cognitive behavioural intervention. New York, NY: 

Guilford Press. 

Lau, L. B., and Knok, D. S.(2000). Towards a theory of emotional adjustment. Scientific American, 266(2), 36-42. 

Maccoby E. Martin J. Socialization in the context of the family: Parent-child interaction. In: Mussen PH, editor. Handbook of Child 

Psychology. Wiley; New York: 1983. pp. 1–101. 

Moore. K, Busby, K and Band, T (2011). Parental Relationship Quality and Child Outcomes Across Subgroups. 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/297431573. 

NihiraIris, K., Mink, I.T. and Meyers, C.E Salient Dimensions of Home Environment Relevant to Child Development. International 

Review of Research in Mental Retardation, Volume 12, 1984, Pages 149-175. 

http://www.jetir.org/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/297431573


© 2018 JETIR October 2018, Volume 5, Issue 10                                                                      www.jetir.org (ISSN-2349-5162) 

JETIR1810A35 Journal of Emerging Technologies and Innovative Research (JETIR) www.jetir.org 918 
 

Papp, L.M, Cummings, E.M., Goeke-Morey, M. (2005). Parental Psychological Distress, Parent - Child Relationship Qualities, and 

Child Adjustment: Direct, Mediating, and Reciprocal Pathways. Parenting 5(3):259-283 DOI: 10.1207/s15327922par0503_2 

parenting processes. Fam. Process 2004, 43, 489–502. 

Parker G, Roy K, Wilhelm K, Mitchell P, Austin MP, Hadzi-Pavlovic D (1999). An exploration of links between early parenting 

experiences and personality disorder type and disordered personality functioning. Journal of Personality Disorders.;13(4):361–74. 

Peleg-Popko, O., & Klingman, A. (2002). Family environment, discrepancies between perceived actual and desirable environment, 

and children’s test and trait anxiety. British Journal of Guidance & Counselling. 30, 451-466. doi: 10.1080/0306988021000025646.  

Rutter.M, Bishop, D.V.M., Pine, D.S. and Scott, S.B. (2008). Rutter's Child and Adolescent Psychiatry. 

Ryan Y. Hong, Stephanie S. M. Lee, Fen-Fang Tsai, (2017). Developmental Trajectories and Origins of a Core Cognitive 

Vulnerability to Internalizing Symptoms in Middle Childhood. Clinical Psychological Science, Vol 5, Issue 2. 

Scott, S. (2008). Parenting programmes for attachment and antisocial behaviour. Psychiatry, 367-370. 

Shaver, P., Hazan, C., & Bradshaw, D. (1988). Love as attachment. In R.J. Sternberg & M. L. Barnes (Eds.), The psychology of 

love (pp. 68-99) in Developmental Trajectories and Origins of a Core Cognitive Vulnerability to Internalizing Symptoms in Middle 

Childhood. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press. 

Snider, J.B.; Clements, A.; Vazsonyi, A.T. Late adolescent perceptions of parent religiosity and 

Steinberg, L., Lamborn, S.D., Dornbusch, S.M. & Darling, N.S. (1992). Impact of parenting practices on adolescent achievement: 

Authoritative parenting, school involvement, and encouragement to succeed. Child Development, 63, 1266 - 1281. 

 

 

 

 

http://www.jetir.org/

