APPENDIX-A
COPY OF THE COVERING LETTER TO THE PRINCIPAL/HEADMASTER

From
Kunjalata Baruah
Research Scholar
Department of Education
Gauhati University, Assam

Date:

To

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am a research scholar of the Department of Education, Gauhati University,
Guwahati, Assam and presently doing research on the topic “A study on the influence of
parent-adolescent relationships on social and emotional competence of adolescent boys
and girls.” I request your kind cooperation in this regard by allowing me to do my field
study in your school for which I shall be grateful to you.

Thanking you.

Yours sincerely

(Kunjalata Baruah)
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------------------------------------------------------

A number of statements are given below, which describe different ways that
fathers and mothers act towards their children. Read each statement carefully and
think how well it describes the behaviour of your father and mother towards you. Apply
them to YOUR FATHER and answer all the statements, then apply them to YOUR
MOTHER and answer them once again. Write your responses in the columns under

"Father" and "Mother" for each statement. If the behaviour is found—

If you see it "ALWAYS", mark in the column.
If you see it "MANY TIMES", mark in the column
If you see it "SOMETIMES", mark in the column
If you see it "RARELY", mark in the column
If it occurs "VERY RARELY", mark m in the column

STUDY THE EXAMPLE GIVEN BELOW

My My
Father Mother
2] 1. Lets me off easily when | do wrong [4]
[4] 2. Shows interest in my school work.

Now, answer the statements.

Xix
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Ga‘:’vm - STATEMENTS ":VMJ
O 1. Is ready to help me all the time. O
O 2. Complains about me when | do not listen to him/her. O
a 3. Lets me know | am not wanted. O
O 4. Takes away my play things when | am bad. |
O 5. Does not tolerate even my small misbehaviour. a
O 6. Does not ask me how | spent the money given to me. O
O 7. Encourages me to keep up my work. O
O 8. Is really interested in my affairs. O
O 9. Takes me out to cinema or other places as a reward. O
a 10. Keeps forgetting important things he/she is supposed to do

for me. O
0 11. Carefully protects me from accidents. O
(] 12. Puts me to share when | misbehave. O
O 13. Refuses to involve in my problems and troubles. O
O 14. Slaps or hits me for my bad behaviuor. O
a 15. Makes it clear that he/she is the boss in the house. O
O 16. Has set very few rules for me. O
O 17. Compares me favourably with other children when | do well. O
O 18. Makes me feel wanted and needed. O
O 19. Gives me more freedom as a reward. O
(] 20. Istoo busy to answer my questions. O
Area | n|l m v v Vi Vil Vil X X

temsSr.No. | 111 |2|12|313 |44 5|15 | 616 | 7|17 | 8|18 |9 |18 |10 |20
Father

Mother

XX
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---------------- B R I N R R R R N . ..

(ater | Ne. NL— Mother
m 21. (a) Cannot think of punishing me. g
L4 (b) Wants to know all that happened to me to make sure | am safe. O
O 22. Scolds me when | am bad. ()
O 23. Does not spend much time with me. O
() 24. Cuts down my pocket money as punishment. O
a 25. Presses me to do better than others in everything. O
O 26. Lets me escape easily when | do some small wrongs. O
O 27. Tells me he / she is proud of me. O
a 28. Talks to me in a warm and affectionate way. (]
a 29. Buys me sweets, dress or story book as reward. a
(] 30. Does not bother to know what ! am doing in school. O
O 31. Comes to my help when | am teased or hit by other children. O
a 32. Punishes me by not looking at me or talking to me when | do

wrong. O
a 33. Does not want me to bring friends home. a
O 34. Will not let me for play when | am bad. a
O 35. Commands how | should spend my free time. a
O 36. Is not aware what | am doing in school. O
O 37. Treats me as if | am a grown uo, responsible person when

| behave well. (@]
O 38. Comforts me when | am scared or upset. O
O 39. Allows me to stay with friends for longer time as a reward. 0
a 40. Does not care whether | get and eat right kind of food. O
Area I n| m v | v vi Vil Vil IX X

tems Sr. No. |2113122 |32 |23 83 |24 3412585 |2636 |27 |37 | 28 {38 | 29|39 | 30 | 40

Father

Mother

xxi
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O 41. Does not want me to play outside when | am not well, for fear

| might get sick. O
O 42. Shows | am not loved any more. O
a 43. Dislikes my interests and hobbies. a
a 44. Hits or beats me as punishments. O
a 45. Instructs me to behave properly even in front of others. O
O 46. (a) Lets me do whatever | like after school. o
L (b) Lets me dress in any ways | like. O
a 47. Praises me before my playmates. O
a 48. Willingly helps me in my work whenever | go to him/her. O
O 49. Rewards me by letting me not to do some of the regular

duties in the house. O
O 50. Behaves as if | am not existing there. O
O 51. Takes my side when | am opposed by somebody. O
O 52. Talks about my bad behaviour before my playmates when

| misbehave. ()
O 53. Knowingly and wantingly hurts my feelings. O
O 54. Gives me extra work a punishment. O
a 55. Pushes me to do well in school. (]
O 56. (a) Does not check on me. ®
® (b) Does not object when | am late for meal O
O 57. Shows more affection when | am good. (]
O 58. Takes my point of view and ercourages me to say it. a
O 59. Gets me/makes me my favourite food as a reward. a
0 60. Pays attention only to silence me when | worry him/her. O
Area [ no|om v v Vi vil Vil IX X
Items Sr. No. |41|51 |42 |52 |43 |53 |44 |54 | 45 |55 |46 |56 | 47|57 |48 |58 |49 |59 |50 | 60
Father

Mother

xxii
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G::hy" ) STATEMENTS anJ
O 61. Is anxious when | am away and till | come home. a
O 62. Frightens orthreatens me when | do wrong. O
O 63. Makes fun of me and taunts me. O
O 64. Punishes me by pushing me out of the room. O
a 65. Does not allow me to question about his/her ways. a
O 66. Does not question about my going out or coming in home. O
O 67. Gives me special attention as a reward. O
a 68. Allows me to do things | thought were important evenifitwere 0O

troublesome to him/her. O
O 69. Lets me go out with friends as a reward. O
O 70. Does not care who my friends are. O
O 71. Keeps me away from situations that might be unpleasant to me. O
O 72. Tell me he/she was ashamed of me when | misbehave. O
O 73. Finds faults with me even when | am good. O
O 74. Takes away my books and play things as a punishment. (|
[ 75. Wants to have complete control over me. ()
O 76. Allows me to stay away from school whenever | want. O
O 77. Says nice things about me when | am good. O
() 78. Encourages me to bring friends home and treats them well. O
a 79. Rewards me by giving me extra money or increasing my pocket

money. a
a 80. Leaves me alone for myself when | am in troubles. a
Area 1 n| m v v Vi Vil Vil IX X
items Sr. No. |61[71]| 62|72| 63| 73| 64 |74 |65 |75 | 66 |76 |67 | 77 |68 |78 | 69|79 | 70|80
Father

xxiil
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----------------- 299 ¢ 9 . 2:0:8.8 90 . 0-0-0 8-2-8.0-3 -0 6 0 g4 0 0 0 .8 8 L 8 . . e

My |Sr. STATEMENTS
Galhu

81. Feelds bad to refuse me anything | ask.

82. Compares me with other children and tells me | am bad, when
| misbehave.

83. Does not want me to be with him/her when he/she is in the
company of their friends.

84. Punishes me by being more strict with me.

85. Expects me to obey him/her without a second word.

86. Lets me off when | do not obey rules.

87. Makes me feel happy and proud when | did something nice.

88. Teaches me things | wantto learn.

89. Hugs me and pats me when | am good.

90. Does not know what my needs are.

91. Worries about my health.

92. Strongly wams me about the harmful results when | do wrong.

93. Does no want my company.

94. Punishes me by not taking me to cinema or other places that
| had been promised.

95. Strictly enforces rules to keep the house clean.

96. Does not check on whether | did my home work.

97. Praises me to others.

98. Enjoys listening to my experiences.

99. Gives me surprise gifts as reward.

00. Does not care whether | have some nice clothes/things as
other children.

Area i i 1 v v Vi vil vill 1X
ltems Sr. No. |81/9182 |a2183 1931 84 194 185195 | 86 |96 |87 |97 |88 |98 |89|9¢

O00000 OOoOoOoOoOoO0oOoooOoo O o0

1

x|O0O OO0DODOOO OOoOoOOODoDDOODOOO O O %5
"/

3

100

Father

Mother

D201, Al ngm; reserved Reproduction in any form ¢ a violation of Copyright Act. Consumable Booklet of Test for
Parent Child Redationship Scale (PCRS-au) English Version.
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Social Competence Scale

(Original Version)

-
Consumable Booklet

of

T.M. Regd. No. 564838
Copyright Regd. No. © A-73256/2005 Dt. 13.5.05

Prof. V.P. Sharma (Raipur) -
Dr. (Mrs.) Kiran Shukla (Raipur) SCS SO>

| Dr. (Mrs.) Prabha Shukla (Raipur) (English Version)

7~

I

Kindly write the following Biographical informations : Date

Name
Date of Birth Sex : Male |:] Female |:]
Educational Qualification
Social Status
Kind of Family : Joint / Nuclear
Total Monthly Income
Total No. of Brothers and Sisters
Educational Qualification of Your Father
Educational Qualification of Your Mother
Father’s Profession / Occupation

L Mother’s Profession / Occupation

y

i INSTRUCTIONS 3

Fifty statements pertaining to your social competence have been given in the following pages. Your reac-
tions or evaluation in terms of your competence that each statement bears have to be expressed in any one of
the five sequential points from : Very high, High, Average, Low, and Very low; presented in Five-Points Scale.

You are requested to read each of these 50 statements and assess the level of your social competence that
each statement contains by putting a tick mark & against each statement below that point in Five-Point Scale
in which the level of your social competence occurs as you think. The ideas inherent in the statement reveal
social competence. You assess your own level of social competence and express the level of your social
competence as you think right in you. Remember that your reactions are neiter right nor wrong. They are simple
expression of the extent to which social competence is inherent in you. You are requested to cooperate with us
freely and frankly. We express our thanks to you for the cooperation.

Have you anything to say ? Please go to the next page when you are asked to do so.

SCORING KEY

[Page 2/314(5(6)7|8(9|10|11|12 | Total Interpretation j

| Raw Score ]
Scorer

e

[ Estd. 1971 www.npcindia.com =:(0562) 2464926 |

NATIONAL PSYCHOLOGICAL CORPORATION
4/230, KACHERI GHAT, AGRA-282 004 (INDIA)




Sr.

No.

STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

Very
High

Very

High | Average | Low -

Howsoever enmity we have with the
different members of our family or
society, it is our prime duty to participate
in various social or religious functions
of our home or society with full
sensitivity.

To serve the human beings from the
core of our heartin thoughts, words and
deeds, and thereby displaying
leadership in social and religious
functions, is nothing but is service to the
God.

Maharana Pratap was so much involved
in his self-respect that he compelled his
children to eat bread prepared from
grass in order to maintain his false social
prestige. This idea reflects his social
maturity.

“Oh God ! Give me only that much
which may enable me to satisfy my own
hunger, and by which my ‘Saint Guest’
is not forced to return hungry.” In the
modern context also, this idea is
relevant in India.

To safeguard the interest of even the
surrendered enemies is the index of
humanity. It is, therefore, needed that
the surrendered enemies be set free as
a mark of protection of humanity.

Teasing a person when he is dinning,
amounts to child criminality.

In the attempts to satisfy one’s own
desire, to have the mental peace and to
attain self satisfaction, one should never
hesitate in performing and completing
any social or religious function;
howsoever expensive it may be from the
points of wealth; and howsoever difficult
it may be.

TR Yo b L et I
Total score page 2[ |



Sr.

No.

STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in yocu ?

Very
High

High

Very

Average | Low Low

10.

11.

Man is imperfect but exemplary creation
of God who is involved in various kinds
of Sin-oriented and Goodness (Punya)-
oriented activities which have to be
borne and performed as a mark of
humanity by human beings. It is, there-
fore, inferred that not man, but God is
responsible for the results of ail bad
deeds. Such an assumption is an index
of irrational/reasoning of an immatured
individual.

From the ceremonial place of marriage,
a dacoit eloped with the bride at the point
of his gun, and the bridegroom simply
watched the scene being helpless. The
lover of the bride at the risk of his life
saved and got her free from the dacoit.
The bride, then denied to marry with that
bridegroom.

Many princes were present in the ‘Seeta
Swayamvar’ to break the bow of Lord
Shiv. At that moment, Laxman
challenged the strength of ‘Parasuram’
and said ‘he is not so weak as to die
merely by the perception of his little
finger as happens in case of the flower
of pumpkin (Kumhada). The idea
inherent in this statement violates the
spiit of social manner and social
respectability.

After 14 years of exile in the forest, when
Ram returned to Ayodhya with Seeta,
on the complaint of a dhobi doubting her
purity, Ram relinquished her. By his
action. Ram exemplified in the world his
high order social maturity.

L]

P Sk (S B
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STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

Very
High

High

Very

Average | Low Low

13.

14.

15.

Kidnapping of women in the present
society everyday is a common
phenomenon, as happened in the past
in case of Ravan but the war like Ram-
Ravan is not perceived in the present
day. It appears that the social leaders
believe in the fact that violation of social
norms and limits is their very rights and
duties.

When Dronacharya refused Eklavya to
accept him as his student to teach the
art of archery, he acquired it before his
idol and in return as his Guru Daxina,
he cut his Thumb and offered it to him.
This act of Eklavya is a noble example
of superior social thinking and intercaste
emotional integration of the deprived
community.

Whether it is a joint family or a nuclear
one, the feeling of social organization
among its members is generated only
when all the members of the family live
together.

Dushasan did not think it improper
attempting Droupadi naked on the order
of king Duryodhan; nor even great
warriors like Bhishma and Drona
opposed such a violation of the modesty
of women in the society. They all
remained dumb spectators of this social
injustice. Being dumb spectators
thereby tolerating such social injustice
rather than opposing it, has become the
unusual culture of the civilized and
cultured elites of the modern society
which they have acquired from their
forefathers.

O

O

O O o C

b o ssld ok )
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Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

STATEMENTS

Very
High

Very

High | Average | Low Low

-
&

17.

18.

19.

20.

It is the duty of the head of the family to
grant full freedom to all the members of
his family to discharge their social and
religious duties as they desire and to
allow them to participate freely in these
functions.

In order to strengthen the financial status
of the family, it is essential that every
member of the family, whether male or
female, must deposit his/her monthly
salary with full honesty and sincerety to
the head of the family.

When the members of the family attain
adolescence, they hesitate in the
compliance of the orders and chalienge
the authority of their parents. This
behaviour of the adolescence is against
the social norms.

In a family, there are only two persons—
the husband and wife. They have no
issue. They are jealous of the children of
others, with the remarks as to why the
God has given the pleasure of children
to them; and not to us. This reveals their
unhealthy social thinking.

A poor student from a deprived
community subsequently became the
honourable Justice of the country due to
his intelligence, deligence and honest
efforts; but the orthodox members of his
society as well as the members from the
upper society did not recognise his talent
and did not think desirable to give him
proper place in the society. They
deliberately ignored his potentiality and
assessed him always inferior associating
him with his lower socio-economic status
of the past asserting that this boy from
the deprived community cannot acquire
and occupy such a prestigeous position.
He has no right for it. Such a thinking
challenges the very social order of
democratic thinking.
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Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

o STATEMENTS = ] score
High High | Average | Low Low
21. Some members of the upper social

22.

23.

24.

25.

class think it as their right to exploit the
members of the deprived class in order
to retain their superiority and hold over
them. This social attitude of the upper
social class violates the spirit of social
justice.

How can you think of social equality
when all the five fingers are not equal.
This may be a myth; but establishment
of social equality is the fundamental
requirement of a healthy society; and it
is essential to make efforts as much and
as long as possible to minimize the
social distance in the society in the
process of establishement and
perpetual continuance of social equality.

Our understanding that non-observance

. of our rituals like worshipping our

forefathers by offering them water during
specified period, will assign us a place
in the hell after our death, is a symbol of
our social misunderstanding and
religious non-existence.

According to Indian tradition, to serve
the Guest is to serve the God, and a
person should perform this social duty
even when he is in the most miserable
condition so that he is entitled for the
Renouncement or Nirvan after death.

Thinking that ‘service to self is service
to God'’, | tried to deduct commissions
from the money given to me for the
purchase of essential official goods, but
my conscientious did not allow me due
v guiit-feeling behaviour and | have
saved from committing such a

O 0.0 C=8
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STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ? ;

Very
High

High

Very

Low Low

Average

27.

28.

29.

30.

I am a respectable man of a society. A
civil contractor thinks it right and justified
to mix greater quantity of sand in the
cement than the prescribed one with a
view to earn more for the welfare of his
children. | consider this act of the
contractor as a social crime; and | am
prepared to face any conseguences in
the processing of awarding punishment
to him.

Members of the upper social class
celebrate the ‘Thread Ceremony’ of their
children. This is nothing but wasting
national wealth and reveals social
hypocracy.

The aged parents have a desire to have
a son like ‘Shravan Kumar’ when they
attain the ‘Vanprastha stage’ of life. Such
a thinking is nothing but a ‘wishful
thinking’ and is only an imaginary idea
in the present age.

As God has given the birth to everyone
with their own fortune, so it is the duty
of God to bear the responsibility of
growing up them not of the parents.
These type of views can only be seen
in social-delinquents.

Challenging the contemporary
traditional norms and values of society,
and thereby establishing one’s own
identity through the process of practising
modern reformatory social idéology in
the society is undoubtedly, an index of
high morale and self-confidence.

|

|
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STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ? ;

Very
High

High

Very

Low Lew

Average

27.

28.

29.

30.

I am a respectable man of a society. A
civil contractor thinks it right and justified
to mix greater quantity of sand in the
cement thain the prescribed one with a
view to earn more for the welfare of his
children. | consider this act of the
contractor as a social crime; and | am
prepared to face any conseguences in
the processing of awarding punishment
to him.

Members of the upper social class
celebrate the ‘Thread Ceremony’ of their
children. This is nothing but wasting
national wealth and reveals social
hypocracy.

The aged parents have a desire to have
a son like ‘Shravan Kumar’ when they
attain the ‘Vanprastha stage’ of life. Such
a thinking is nothing but a ‘wishful
thinking’ and is only an imaginary idea
in the present age.

As God has given the birth to everyone
with their own fortune, so it is the duty
of God to bear the responsibility of
growing up them not of the parents.
These type of views can only be seen
in social-delinquents.

Challenging the contemporary
traditional norms and values of society,
and thereby establishing one’s own
identity through the process of practising
modern reformatory social i&éology in
the society is undoubtedly, an index of
high morale and self-confidence.
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Consumable Booklet of SCS5-555

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

STATEMENTS

Very
High

SCORE
Very

High | Average | Low £ B

32.

33.

34.

35.

The proposal for an inter-caste marriage

may symbolize the openmindedness of
an individual, but it reflects the feeling
of ignoring the welfare of the future
generation of his family.

Indian Constitution has delegated equal
rights to man and woman, but the
custom of ‘Sati’ reflects the dominance
of man over woman and subordination
of woman to man. The ‘Sati System’,
therefore, violates the constitutional
provision of equality of man and woman
in the society.

Leprocy is considered to be an
infectious as well as an incurable
disease in the society; but Gandhiji
advocated that service to Leprocy
patients is not only a great social service
but is also a noble service to humanity.

An intense competitive spirit is
generated in me when | find people of
my society advancing and making
greater progress than me.

Encouragement to beggary in the
society not only strengthens the feeling
of helplessness among the beggars but
also promotes a feeling of laziness
among the working hands: which
undoubtedly, accounts for un-
accountable financial loss to the society.
It is, therefore, the prime responsibility
of the progressive members of the
society that they should give up the the
feeling of kindness and charity to the
beggars; and make efforts to raise their
morale by inculcating the feeling of
competition in them in the process of
earning their own livelihood by
themselves.

[1 safhcill 3 (oo
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Sr.

—

No.

STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

Very

High

Very

High | Average | Low LA

36.

37.

38.

39.

Those social leaders must be
congratulated vho effectively lead and
successfully compiete the social
programmes. The social skills that they
display are exemplary to other members
of the society who must incorporate
them into their system; rather than
making criticism and comments against
them. To appreciate the good qualities
of a man, rather than criticizing his vices,
is a better formula for social reform in
the society.

Since God is the creator of all human
beings, the feeling of untouchabiiity and
inequality in the society are symbolic to
social prejudices and closeness and are
against the principies of natural justice.

In order to bring effectiveness in social
organization and maintain social
discipline. Ravan thought it essential to
banish Vibhishan from the country on
the charges of conspiracy against the
King. This banishment enabled
Vibhishan to pool up his communicative
social resources and exploit them
effectively in the process of help
extended to Lord Ram against Ravan.
This conduct of Vibhishan was perfectly
in accordance with social justice and
humanity.

Mahabharat war between Kaurawas
and Pandawas as brothers of the same
family for the acquisition of property
symbolizes the intense feeling of
hoarding of wealth, which is not only
improper but is also the reflection of
animal instinct inherent in human
beings.
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Sr.

No.

STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

Very
High

High

Average

Low

Very
Low

40.

41.

42.

43.

Bali’s power and strength is evident from
the incidence of kidnapping the wife of
Sugriva as well as from banishing him
from his kingdom after snatching his
property and lapsing his state which
enabled him to regain social prestige in
society. This event sketches the
contemporary social system but such
ideas and events are rather
condemnable in the present democratic
social system.

The ‘Pardah System’ perpetuates social
purity, modesty and sobriety among the
women; but in the context of the present
Indian Consititution, it not only obstructs
the freedom of women in India, but also
inhibits significantly the total
development of their personality.

With a view to making the future life of
his daughter happier and her financial
condition stronger, the father gives
dowary to his daughter during her
marriage, which could be said to be
justified; but demanded dowary in kind
and cash undoubtedly, symbolizes
social greediness. It reflects devaluation
of social prestige and leads to
maladjustment in the family life of the
husband and wife.

The concept of sin and goodness
(Punya) in the society functions on the
logic that people may improve not only
their earthly life but their heavenly life
also. The person who has obliged others
does get in return the goodness that he
has shown to others.
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Sr.

No.

STATEMENTS

Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social
competence are inherent in you ?

Very

High

High

Very

Average | Low Low

44.

45.

46.

47.

The marriage age may be quite justified
from the points of their physique, but
from the points of their social and
emotional maturity, it creates problems
of social adjustment between the
couple.

The denial of widow-remarriage by the
society promotes frustration and
helplessness in them which is nothing
but social injustice to them. With the
permission for widow-remarriage, the
widows will get encouragement for the
total development of their personality.

In the process of attaining his social
prestige and marking his individual
identity in the society, Surya Kumar
Suryavanshi who has come up from a
depressed section of the society by dint
of his involvement and hardwork, has
become not only the victim of anger and
hatred of some of the members of the
upper social class, but has also become
the prey of rivalry and jealousy of his
fellow beings. The process of pulling
down the upward moving man as a
tradition of the society is not only an
index of social injustice but is
condemnable as well.

The nationalization of the indian festivals
seems to be essential for emotional
integration in the country.
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Reaction : To what extent the ideas expressing social

Sr competence are inherent in you ?
o STATEMENTS - T SCORE
: ery ery
High High | Average | Low Low

48. The castes and sub-castes as well as
the Varnashram system of the Indian
Society promote intercaste hatred and
rivalry; and fail to propagate the feeling
of individual specificity, inter-caste
diversity, cultural richness and

secularism. O g ] O O« )

49. The development and organization of a
non-violent society does not symbolize
cowardice characteristics of the
members; but it reflects their enormous
bravery, high morale and staturated self-

development. l:] D D D D Cj

50. India was divided due to haughty nature
of some persons. Inter-caste combats
spread in the country like the flames of
fire. | thought it foolish and cowardice
to leave the country without my property
which | had accumulated facing great
misfortunes and miseries; but at the
same time, at every moment, | had the
danger of losing my life. Under these
critical dilemic conditions, | decided to
keep up and raise the morale of the
members of my family; and this decision
| took at the risk of my life which |
considered to be the only service to the

humanity and to the society. O O O O OJ (:
Total score page 12|
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CHAPTER-V

ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA

51 INTRODUCTION

One of the essential steps in the process of research is the organization, analysis,
and interpretation of the data. After collecting the data, it must be processed and
analyzed to draw the proper inference. The mass of data collected through the use of
various reliable and valid tools needs to be systematised and organised, i.e., edited,

classified, and tabulated before it can serve any worthwhile purpose.

Analysis of the data means studying the tabulated material to determine basic
facts or meanings. It involves breaking down the existing complex factors into simpler
parts and putting the parts together in new arrangements for interpretation (Sidhu,
1996). The purpose of the analysis is to find out the relationship between the variables,
see the difference between groups and determine the relative effect of independent
variables on dependent ones which lead to the verification of the hypotheses. This
purpose is achieved by the logical organization of data and use of relevant statistical

techniques.

The interpretation of data means attaching meaning and significance to the
analysis. Interpretation by no means a mechanical process. It calls for a critical
examination of the results of one’s analysis in the light of all the limitations of data
gathering (Sidhu, 1996). Thus, analysis and interpretation of data help the researcher to

arrive at some definite conclusions.
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In the present study, data have been analyzed by using the t-test, simple
correlation and regression analysis. The analysis and interpretation of data by objectives

and related hypotheses have been presented in this chapter hypothesis wise.

5.2  DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ADOLESCENT BOYS AND GIRLS WITH
RESPECT TO PARENT-ADOLESCENT RELATIONSHIPS

Hyl,):There is no significant difference between adolescent boys and girls with
respect to parent-adolescent relationships.

Table 6
Mean, SD, SEp, t- ratio, p-value, and significance level of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship

Boys (N=150) Girls (N=150) Sig.
Dimensions SEp | t-ratio | p-value

Mean S.D Mean S.D level
Protecting 75.46 | 12.964 | 80.10 | 11.524 | 1.416 | 3.276 | .001 *x

Symbolic punishment | 59.32 | 12.128 | 59.77 | 10.308 | 1.300 | .344 731 NS

Rejecting 45.59 | 14.664 | 41.51 | 13.642 | 1.635 | 2.499 | .013 *

Object punishment 50.41 | 15.521 | 44.61 | 14.084 | 1.711 | 3.389 | .001 ok

Demanding 72.19 | 12.194 | 75.58 | 10.420 | 1.310 | 2.591 | .010 ok
Indifferent 51.74 | 12.778 | 51.88 | 12.911 | 1.483 | .094 925 NS
Symbolic reward 67.97 | 14.236 | 70.48 | 13.424 | 1.598 | 1.573 | .117 NS
Loving 7138 | 12.821 | 77.10 | 13.233 | 1.504 | 3.802 | .000 HE
Object reward 55.72 | 13.356 | 57.15 | 15.204 | 1.652 | .863 .389 NS
Neglecting 50.54 | 12.184 | 48.79 | 12.867 | 1.447 | 1.207 | .228 NS

** Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS = Not significant
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Table 6 represents the Mean, Standard Deviation, Standard Error of Difference,
t- ratio, p-value, and the significance level of the scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship.

Table 6 shows that in the protecting dimension, the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent boys are 75.46 and 12.964, and the respective mean
and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 80.10 and 11.524. The obtained t- ratio is
3.276, which is found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the symbolic punishment
dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 59.32 and
12.128, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 59.77 and
10.308. The obtained t-ratio is .344, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level.
In the rejecting dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
boys are 45.59 and 14.664, and the respective mean and standard deviation of
adolescent girls are 41.51 and 13.642. The obtained t- ratio is 2.499, which is found to
be significant at 0.05 level. In the object punishment dimension, the respective mean
and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 50.41 and 15.521, and the respective
mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 44.61 and 14.084. The obtained t-
ratio is 3.389, which is found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the demanding
dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 72.19 and
12.194, and the mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 75.58 and 10.420.
The obtained t-ratio is 2.591, which is found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the
indifferent dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys
are 51.74 and 12.778, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls
are 51.88 and 12.911. The obtained t-ratio is .094, which is found to be not significant at

0.05 level. In the symbolic reward dimension, the respective mean and standard
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deviation of adolescent boys are 67.97 and 14.236, and the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent girls are 70.48 and 13.424. The obtained t-ratio is
1.573 which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. In the loving dimension, the
respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 71.38 and 12.821, and
the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 77.10 and 13.233.
The obtained t-ratio is 3.802, which is found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the object
reward dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are
55.72 and 13.356, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are
57.15 and 15.204. The obtained t-ratio is .863, which is found to be not significant at
0.05 level. In the neglecting dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of
adolescent boys are 50.54 and 12.184, and the mean and standard deviation of
adolescent girls are 48.79 and 12.867. The obtained t-ratio is 1.207, which is also found
to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant
difference between adolescent boys and girls in respect of protecting, rejecting, object
punishment, demanding, and loving dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship.
However, there is no significant difference between adolescent boys and girls in respect
of symbolic punishment, indifferent, symbolic reward, object reward, and neglecting

dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship.
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Figure 2 :Mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with respect to
different dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship
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Figure 2 represents graphically the mean scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship.

An observation of the mean scores reveals that the mean score of adolescent
boys is higher on the rejecting and object punishment dimensions of the parent-
adolescent relationship whereas the mean score of adolescent girls is higher on the
protecting, demanding and loving dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship. It
indicates that adolescent boys perceive their parents as more rejecting and high in the
use of object punishment whereas adolescent girls perceive their parents as more

protective, demanding and loving.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that adolescent boys
and girls differ significantly in respect of protecting, rejecting, object punishment,

demanding, and loving dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship.
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Hylp): There is no significant difference between adolescent boys and girls with
respect to father-adolescent relationships.

Table 7
Mean, SD, SEyp, t- ratio, p-value, and significance level of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of father-adolescent relationship

Dimensions Boys(N=150) | Girls(N=150) Sig.
SEp | t-ratio |p-value

Mean | S.D Mean | S.D level

Protecting 3557 | 6.470 | 38.09 | 5.810 | .710 | 3.549 .000 ok

Symbolic punishment | 30.07 | 6.769 | 20.88 | 5477 | .711 263 793 NS

Rejecting 22.85| 7.630 | 20.34 | 6.788 | .834 | 3.006 .003 o

Object punishment 2495 | 8541 | 21.15 | 7.224 | 913 | 4.168 .000 o

Demanding 36.78 | 6.853 | 38.32 | 5549 | .720 | 2.139 .033 *

Indifferent 2489 | 6.861 | 24.83 | 6.746 | .786 .068 946 NS
Symbolic reward 33.30 | 8.587 | 35.14 | 8.105 | .964 | 1.909 .057 NS
Loving 3487 | 7.162 | 38.37 | 7.959 | .874 | 4.003 .000 ok
Object reward 26.69 | 7.314 | 27.65 | 8.223 | .899 | 1.061 290 NS
Neglecting 2593 | 6421 | 24.86 | 6.506 | .746 | 1.438 151 NS

**Significant at 0.01 level  *Significant at 0.05 level NS=Not Significant
Table 7 represents the Mean, Standard Deviation, Standard Error of Difference,
t- ratio, p-value, and the significance level of the scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship.

Table 7 depicts that in the protecting dimension, the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent boys are 35.57 and 6.470, and the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent girls are 38.09 and 5.810. The obtained t- ratio is

3.549, which is found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the symbolic punishment
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dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 30.07 and
6.769, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 20.88 and
5.477. The obtained t-ratio is .263, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. In
the rejecting dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys
are 22.85 and 7.630, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls
are 20.34 and 6.788. The obtained t-ratio is 3.006, which is found to be significant at
0.01 level. In the object punishment dimension, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 24.95 and 8.541, and the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent girls are 21.15 and 7.224. The obtained t-ratio is 4.168, which is
found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the demanding dimension, the respective mean
and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 36.78 and 6.853, and the respective mean
and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 38.32 and 5.549. The obtained t-ratio is
2.139, which is found to be significant at 0.05 level. In the indifferent dimension, the
respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 24.89 and 6.861, and the
respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 24.83 and 6.746. The
obtained t-ratio is .068, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. In the
symbolic reward dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
boys are 33.30 and 8.587, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
girls are 35.14 and 8.105. The obtained t-ratio is 1.909, which is found to be not
significant at 0.05 level. In the loving dimension, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 34.87 and 7.162, and the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent girls are 38.37 and 7.959. The obtained t-ratio is 4.003, which is
found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the object reward dimension, the respective

mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 26.69 and 7.314, and the respective
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mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 27.65 and 8.223. The obtained t-
ratio is 1.061, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. In the neglecting
dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 25.93 and
6.421, and the mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 24.86 and 6.506. The
obtained t-ratio is 1.438, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may
be inferred that there is a significant difference between adolescent boys and girls in
respect of protecting, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, and loving dimensions
of the father-adolescent relationship. However, there is no significant difference
between adolescent boys and girls in respect of symbolic punishment, indifferent,
symbolic reward, object reward, and neglecting dimensions of the father-adolescent

relationship.

Figure 3: Mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with respect to
different dimensions of father-adolescent relationship
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Figure 3 represents graphically the mean scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship.
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An observation of the mean scores reveals that the mean score of adolescent
boys is higher on the rejecting and object punishment dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship whereas the mean score of adolescent girls is higher on the
protecting, demanding and the loving dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship.
It indicates that adolescent boys perceive their fathers as more rejecting and high in the
use of object punishment whereas adolescent girls perceive their fathers as more

protective, demanding, and loving.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that adolescent boys
and girls differ significantly in respect of protecting, rejecting, object punishment,

demanding, and loving dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship.

Hyl):There is no significant difference between adolescent boys and girls with
respect to mother-adolescent relationships.

Table 8
Mean, SD, SEp, t-ratio, p-value and significance level of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship

Dimensions Boys (N7150) | Gurls (N=150) SEp | t-ratio | p-value Sig
Mean | S.D Mean |S.D level
Protecting 39.89 | 8.140 | 42.01 | 7.351 | .896 | 2.367 | .019 *
Symbolic punishment | 29.25 | 6.598 | 29.89 | 6.246 | .742 | .854 394 NS
Rejecting 2275 | 7.776 | 21.17 | 7.470 | .880 | 1.795 | .074 NS
Object punishment 25.45 | 8296 | 23.46 | 8.072 | .945 | 2.109 | .036 *
Demanding 3541 ] 6453 | 37.26 | 6468 | 746 | 2.484 | .014 *
Indifferent 26.85 | 6946 | 27.05 | 7.429 | .830 | .233 .816 NS
Symbolic reward 34.67 | 6.970 | 3534 | 6.737 | .792 | .851 396 NS
Loving 36.51 | 6.832 | 38.73 | 6.647 | .778 | 2.852 | .005 *E
Object reward 29.03 | 7.236 | 29.50 | 8.489 | 911 | .520 .604 NS
Neglecting 24.61 | 6.851 | 2393 | 7.261 | .815 | .826 409 NS

** Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS = Not significant
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Table 8 represents the Mean, Standard Deviation, Standard Error of Difference,
t- ratio, p-value, and the significance level of the scores of adolescent boys and girls
with respect to different dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship.

Table 8 depicts that in the protecting dimension, the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent boys are 39.89 and 8.140, and the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent girls are 42.01 and 7.351. The obtained t-ratio is 2.367,
which is found to be significant at 0.05 level. In the symbolic punishment dimension,
the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 29.25 and 6.598, and
the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 29.89 and 6.246. The
obtained t-ratio is .854, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. In the
rejecting dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are
22.75 and 7.776, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are
21.17 and 7.470. The obtained t- ratio is 1.795, which is found to be not significant at
0.05 level. In the object punishment dimension, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 25.45 and 8.296, and the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent girls are 23.46 and 8.072. The obtained t-ratio is 2.109, which is
found to be significant at 0.05 level. In the demanding dimension, the respective mean
and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 35.41 and 6.453, and the mean and
standard deviation of adolescent girls are 37.26 and 6.468. The obtained t-ratio is 2.484,
which is found to be significant at 0.05 level. In the indifferent dimension, the
respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 26.85 and 6.946, and the
respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 27.05 and 7.429. The
obtained t-ratio is .233, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. In the

symbolic reward dimension, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
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boys are 34.67 and 6.970, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
girls are 35.34 and 6.737. The obtained t-ratio is .851 which is found to be not
significant at 0.05 level. In the loving dimension, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 36.51 and 6.832, and the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent girls are 38.73 and 6.647. The obtained t-ratio is 2.852, which is
found to be significant at 0.01 level. In the object reward dimension, the respective
mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 29.03 and 7.236, and the respective
mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 29.50 and 8.489. The obtained t-
ratio is .520, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. In neglecting dimension,
the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 24.61 and 6.851, and
the mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 23.93 and 7.261. The obtained t-
ratio is .826, which is found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred
that there is a significant difference between adolescent boys and girls in respect of
protecting, object punishment, demanding, and loving dimensions of the mother-
adolescent relationship. However, there is no significant difference between adolescent
boys and girls in respect of symbolic punishment, rejecting, indifferent, symbolic

reward, object reward, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship.
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Figure 4: Mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with respect to
different dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship
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Figure 4 represents graphically the mean scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to different dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship.

An observation of the mean scores reveals that the mean score of adolescent
boys is higher on the object punishment dimension of the mother-adolescent
relationship whereas the mean score of adolescent girls is higher on the protecting,
demanding and loving dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship. It indicates
that adolescent boys perceive their mothers as high in the use of object punishment
whereas adolescent girls perceive their mothers as more protective, demanding and

loving.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that adolescent boys
and girls differ significantly in respect of protecting, object punishment, demanding,

and loving dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship.
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5.3 DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ADOLESCENT BOYS AND GIRLS WITH
RESPECT TO SOCIAL COMPETENCE AND ITS COMPETENCIES

Hy2: There is no significant difference between adolescent boys and girls with
respect to social competence and its competencies.

Table 9
Mean, SD, SEyp, t-ratio, p-value and significance level of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to social competence (overall)

Variable Group | N Mean S.D SEp t-ratio | p-value Sig.

Level

Social Boys | 150 | 105.42 11.601

Competence *
Girls 1150 | 10232 | 11.268 1.320 | 2.348 .020

*Significant at 0.05 level

Table 9 represents the Mean, Standard Deviation, Standard Error of Difference,
t-ratio, p-value, and the significance level of the scores of adolescent boys and girls with

respect to overall social competence.

Table 9 shows that the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
boys are 105.42 and 11.601, and the respective mean and standard deviation of
adolescent girls are 102.32 and 11.268 in overall social competence. The obtained t-
ratio is 2.348, which is found to be significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred
that there is a significant difference between adolescent boys and girls with respect to

overall social competence.
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Figure 5: Mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with respect
to overall social competence
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Figure 5 represents graphically the mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with
respect to overall social competence.

An observation of the mean scores reveals that the mean score of adolescent
boys is higher in overall social competence than the mean score of adolescent girls. It
indicates that adolescent boys are more socially competent as compared to the
adolescent girls.

Table 10
Mean, SD, SEp, t-ratio, p-value and significance level of adolescent boys and girls
with respect to social competencies
Boys (N=150) Girls (N=150) Sig.

Social competencies SEp | t-ratio | p-value | Leve
Mean | S.D | Mean S.D

Social sensitivity 7.58 | 1.347 | 7.52 1.482 164 | 367 714 NS
Social maturity 2541 | 3.539 | 25.33 3.606 413 | 194 .846 NS
Social skills 11.38 | 1.823 | 11.08 2.022 222 1 1.350 | 178 NS
Social relations 9.55 | 2.448 | 9.35 2.317 275 | 751 453 NS
Social leadership 1093 | 2.203 | 10.43 2.090 248 | 2.043 | .042 *

Social tolerance 16.01 | 3.557 | 14.79 3.598 413 | 2937 | .004 ok

Social competition 17.82 | 3.109 | 17.63 2.865 345 | 560 .576 NS
Pro-social attitude 6.73 1.721 6.19 1.557 190 | 2.849 .005 w3

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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Table 10 represents the Mean, Standard Deviation, Standard Error of Difference,
t-ratio, p-value, and the significance level of the scores of adolescent boys and girls with

respect to social competencies.

Table 10 depicts that in social sensitivity, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 7.58 and 1.347, and the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent girls are 7.52 and 1.482. The obtained t-ratio is .367, which is
not significant at 0.05 level. In social maturity, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 25.41 and 3.539, and the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent girls are 25.33 and 3.606. The obtained t-ratio is .194, which is
not significant at 0.05 level. In social skills, the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent boys are 11.38 and 1.823, and the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent girls are 11.08 and 2.022. The obtained t-ratio is 1.350, which is not
significant at 0.05 level. In social relations, the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent boys are 9.55 and 2.448, and the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent girls are 9.35 and 2.317. The obtained t-ratio is .751, which is not
significant at 0.05 level. In social leadership, the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent boys are 10.93 and 2.203, and the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent girls are 10.43 and 2.090. The obtained t-ratio is 2.043, which is
significant at 0.05 level. In social tolerance, the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent boys are 16.01 and 3.557, and the respective mean and standard deviation
of adolescent girls are 14.79 and 3.598. The obtained t-ratio is 2.937, which is
significant at 0.01 level. In social competition, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 17.82 and 3.109, and the respective mean and standard

deviation of adolescent girls are 17.63 and 2.865. The obtained t-ratio is .560, which is
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not significant at 0.05 level. In pro-social attitude, the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent boys are 6.73 and 1.721, and the respective mean and standard
deviation of adolescent girls are 6.19 and 1.557. The obtained t-ratio is 2.849, which is
significant at 0.01 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant difference
between adolescent boys and girls in respect of social leadership, social tolerance, and
pro-social attitude. However, there is no significant difference between adolescent boys
and girls in respect of five social competencies, namely, social sensitivity, social

maturity, social skills, social relations and social competition.

Figure 6: Mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with respect
to social competencies
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Figure 6 represents graphically the mean scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to social competencies.

An observation of the mean scores reveals that the mean score of adolescent
boys is higher in social leadership, social tolerance, and pro-social attitude than the
mean score of adolescent girls. It indicates that adolescent boys are more competent in
social leadership, social tolerance, and prosocial attitude as compared to the adolescent

girls.
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Hence, the null hypothesis is rejected. It indicates that adolescent boys and girls
vary significantly in overall social competence and its three competencies, namely,

social leadership, social tolerance, and pro-social attitude.

5.4  DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ADOLESCENT BOYS AND GIRLS WITH
RESPECT TO EMOTIONAL COMPETENCE AND ITS
COMPETENCIES

Hy3: There is no significant difference between adolescent boys and girls with
respect to emotional competence and its competencies.

Table 11
Mean, SD, SEp, t-value, p-value and significance level of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to emotional competence (overall)

Variable Group | N Mean SD SEp t-ratio | p-value Sig.

Level

Emotional Boys 150 | 93.13 11.243

Competence 1412 | 3564 | .000 .
P Girls | 150 | 88.10 | 13.145

**Significant at 0.01 level

Table 11 represents the Mean, Standard Deviation, Standard Error of Difference,
t- ratio, p-value, and the significance level of the scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to overall emotional competence.

Table 11 depicts that the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
boys are 93.13 and 11.243, and the respective mean and standard deviation of
adolescent girls are 88.10 and 13.145 in overall emotional competence. The obtained t-
ratio is 3.564, which is found to be significant at 0.01 level. It may be inferred that

adolescent boys and girls differ significantly in overall emotional competence.
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Figure 7: Mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with respect
to overall emotional competence
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Figure 7 represents graphically the mean scores of adolescent boys and girls
with respect to overall emotional competence.

An observation of the mean scores reveals that the mean score of adolescent
boys is higher in overall emotional competence than the mean score of adolescent girls.
It indicates that adolescent boys are more emotionally competent than adolescent girls.

Table 12
Mean, SD, SEp, t-value, p-value and significance level of adolescent boys and girls
with respect to emotional competencies

Boys (N=150) | Girls (N=150) Sig.

Emotional competencies SEp |t-ratio |p-value | Leve
Mean | S.D Mean | S.D

Adequate  depth  of
16.91 | 3.813 | 15.89 | 3.772 | 438 | 2.329 .021 *
feeling

Adequate expression and
18.13 | 3.233 | 16.44 | 3.551 | .392 | 4.319 .000 ok
control of emotions

Ability to function with
17.65 | 2965 | 16.32 | 3.549 | 378 | 3.513 .001 **
emotions

Ability to cope with
18.19 | 3.583 | 16.95 | 3.721 | 422 | 2.924 .004 k¥
problem emotions

Enhancement of positive
22.25 | 3.838 | 22.49 | 3.685 | 434 | -.552 581 NS
emotions

** Significant at 0.01 level * Significant at 0.05 level NS = Not significant
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Table 12 represents the Mean, Standard Deviation, Standard Error of Difference,
t-ratio, p-value, and the significance level of the scores of adolescent boys and girls with

respect to emotional competencies.

Table 12 depicts that the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
boys are 16.91 and 3.813, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent
girls are 15.89 and 3.772 on the adequate depth of feeling. The obtained t-ratio is 2.329,
which is significant at 0.05 level. On the adequate expression and control of emotions,
the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 18.13 and 3.233, and
the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 16.44 and 3.551. The
obtained t-ratio is 4.319, which is significant at 0.01 level. On the ability to function
with emotions, the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent boys are 17.65
and 2.965, and the respective mean and standard deviation of adolescent girls are 16.32
and 3.549. The obtained t-ratio is 3.513, which is significant at 0.01 level. On the ability
to cope with problem emotions, the respective mean and standard deviation of
adolescent boys are 18.19 and 3.583, and the respective mean and standard deviation of
adolescent girls are 16.95 and 3.721. The obtained t-ratio is 2.924, which is significant
at 0.01 level. On the enhancement of positive emotions, the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent boys are 22.25 and 3.838, and the respective mean and
standard deviation of adolescent girls are 22.49 and 3.685. The obtained t-ratio is
-.552, which is not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a
significant difference between adolescent boys and girls in respect of adequate depth of
feeling, adequate expression and control of emotions, ability to functions with emotions,
and ability to cope with problem emotions. However, there is no significant difference

between adolescent boys and girls in respect of enhancement of positive emotions.
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Figure 8: Mean scores of adolescent boys and girls with respect
to emotional competencies
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Figure 8 represents graphically the mean scores of adolescent boys and girls

with respect to emotional competencies.

An observation of the mean scores reveals that the mean score of adolescent
boys is higher in four emotional competencies, namely, adequate depth of feeling,
adequate expression and control of emotions, ability to functions with emotions, and
ability to cope with problem emotions than the mean score of adolescent girls. It
indicates that adolescent boys are higher in emotional competencies as compared to

adolescent girls.

Hence, the null hypothesis is rejected. It indicates that adolescent boys and
girls vary significantly in overall emotional competence and its all competencies except

enhancement of positive emotions.
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5.5 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN

SOCIAL

COMPETENCE

AND

EMOTIONAL COMPETENCE OF ADOLESCENT BOYS AND GIRLS

Hy4: There is no significant relationship between social competence and

emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 13

r-value, p-value, and level of significance between social competence and emotional

competence of adolescents (total, boys, and girls)

Adolescents (total) Adolescent boys Adolescent girls
Variablos (N=300) (N=150) (N=150)

r p Sig r p Sig. T p Sig.
Social

t

COMPETENce | 015 | 797 | NS | .097 | 238 | NS | -109 | .183 | NS
Emotional
competence

NS= Not significant

Table 13 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between

social competence and emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls. The

coefficient of correlation between social competence and emotional competence of total

sample adolescents is found to be .015, which is positive but not significant at 0.05

level.

For the adolescent boys, the coefficient of correlation between social

competence and emotional competence is found to be .097, which is positive but not

significant at 0.05 level.

For the adolescent girls, the coefficient of correlation between social competence

and emotional competence is found to be -.109, which is negative but not significant at

0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that social competence and emotional competence
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of adolescents, in general, and adolescent boys and girls, in particular, are not

significantly associated with each other.

Therefore, the null hypothesis is accepted. It indicates that there is no significant
relationship between social competence and emotional competence of adolescent boys

and girls.

5.6 RELATION BETWEEN PARENT-ADOLESCENT RELATIONSHIPS
AND SOCIAL COMPETENCE OF ADOLESCENT BOYS AND GIRLS

Ho5(): There is no significant relationship between parent-adolescent relationships
and social competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 14
r-value, p-value, and significance level between different dimensions of parent-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (total)

Dimensions of  parent- Social competence of adolescents (N=300)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .040 494 NS
Symbolic punishment .086 138 NS
Rejecting 077 182 NS
Object punishment .095 102 NS
Demanding 129 .025 *
Indifferent 114 .049 *
Symbolic reward 115 .047 *
Loving .050 387 NS
Object reward 101 .080 NS
Neglecting 112 .052 NS

*Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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Table 14 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and social competence of
total sample adolescents. The coefficients of correlation between demanding,
indifferent, and symbolic reward dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and
the social competence of adolescents are found to be .129, .114 and .115 respectively,
which are positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a
significant and positive relationship between demanding, indifferent, and symbolic
reward dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the social competence of
adolescents. It reveals that as the parents’ demanding, indifferent, and symbolic reward

behaviour increases, the social competence of adolescents also increases and vice versa.

Table 14 also indicates that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, loving, object reward, and
neglecting dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the social competence
of adolescents are found to be .040, .086, .077, .095, .050, .101, and .112 respectively,
which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus it may be inferred that there is
no significant relationship between protecting, symbolic punishment, rejecting, object
punishment, loving, object reward, and neglecting dimensions of the parent-adolescent

relationship and the social competence of adolescents.
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Table 15
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of parent-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (boys)

Dimensions of parent- Social competence of adolescent boys (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .143 .080 NS
Symbolic punishment 132 .106 NS
Rejecting .063 447 NS
Object punishment .052 529 NS
Demanding 246 .002 ok
Indifferent .064 434 NS
Symbolic reward 210 .010 ok
Loving 201 .014 *
Object reward .044 .595 NS
Neglecting .056 497 NS

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 15 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and social competence of
adolescent boys. The coefficients of correlation between demanding and symbolic
reward dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship and the social competence of
adolescent boys are found to be .246 and .210 respectively, which are found to be
positive and significant at 0.01 level. Further, the coefficient of correlation between the
loving dimension of the parent-adolescent relationship and social competence of
adolescent boys is found to be .201, which is positive and significant at 0.05 level.
Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant and positive relationship between
demanding, symbolic reward, and loving dimensions of the parent-adolescent

relationship and the social competence of adolescent boys. It reveals that as the parents’

162



demanding, symbolic reward and loving behaviour increases, the social competence of

the adolescent boys also increases and vice versa.

Table 15 also shows that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, object reward, and
neglecting dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the social competence
of adolescent boys are found to be .143, .132, .063, .052, .064, .044 and .056
respectively, which are not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there
is no significant relationship between protecting, symbolic punishment, rejecting, object
punishment, indifferent, object reward, and neglecting dimensions of the parent-
adolescent relationship and the social competence of adolescent boys.

Table 16
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of parent-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (girls)

Dimensions  of  parent- | Social competence of adolescent girls (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting -.022 788 NS
Symbolic punishment .038 .647 NS
Rejecting .055 501 NS
Object punishment .092 263 NS
Demanding .040 .626 NS
Indifferent .168 .040 *
Symbolic reward .040 .626 NS
Loving -.037 .650 NS
Object reward .169 .039 *
Neglecting 151 .065 NS

*Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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Table 16 represents the r-value, p-value, and significance level between different
dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescent
girls. The coefficients of correlation between indifferent and object reward dimensions
of parent-adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescent girls are found to
be .168 and .169 respectively, which are found to be positive and significant at 0.05
level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant and positive relationship
between indifferent, and object reward dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship
and the social competence of adolescent girls. It reveals that as indifferent and object
reward behaviour of parents increases, the social competence of the adolescent girls also

increases and vice-versa.

From Table 16, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, symbolic
reward, loving, and neglecting dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship and the
social competence of adolescent girls are found to be -.022, .038, .055, .092, .040, .040,
-.037 and .151 respectively, which are not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be
inferred that there is no significant relationship between protecting, symbolic
punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, symbolic reward, loving, and
neglecting dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the social competence

of adolescent girls.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that demanding,
symbolic reward and loving behaviour of parents are significantly related to the social
competence of adolescent boys, and the indifferent and object reward behaviour of

parents are significantly related to the social competence of adolescent girls.
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Hy5@): There is no significant relationship between father-adolescent relationships
and social competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 17
r-value, p-value, and level of significance between different dimensions of father-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (total)

Dimensions of father- Social competence of adolescents (N=300)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .096 .096 NS
Symbolic punishment 137 .018 *
Rejecting .070 230 NS
Object punishment 107 .065 NS
Demanding 122 .035 *
Indifferent .084 144 NS
Symbolic reward .076 189 NS
Loving .035 .546 NS
Object reward .052 372 NS
Neglecting .086 138 NS

*Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 17 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and social competence of total
sample adolescents. The coefficients of correlation between symbolic punishment and
demanding dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the social competence
of adolescents are found to be .137 and .122 respectively, which are positive and
significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant positive
relationship between symbolic punishment and demanding dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship and the social competence of adolescents. It reveals that as
fathers” symbolic punishment and demanding behaviour increases, the social

competence of the adolescents also increases and vice versa.
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Table 17 also shows that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,
rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, symbolic reward, loving, object reward and
neglecting dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the social competence
of adolescents are found to be .096, .070, .107, .084, .076, .035, .052 and .086
respectively, which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. It may be inferred that
there is no significant relationship between protecting, rejecting, object punishment,
indifferent, symbolic reward, loving, object reward, and neglecting dimensions of the
father-adolescent relationship and the social competence of adolescents.

Table 18
r-value, p-value, and significance level between different dimensions of father-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (boys)

Dimensions  of  father- Social competence of adolescent boys (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting 212 .009 ok
Symbolic punishment 225 .006 ok
Rejecting .048 564 NS
Object punishment .103 210 NS
Demanding 264 .001 ok
Indifferent .049 .550 NS
Symbolic reward 170 .037 *
Loving 176 .032 *
Object reward .020 .809 NS
Neglecting .047 570 NS

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 18 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and social competence of

adolescent boys. The coefficients of correlation between protecting, symbolic
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punishment, and demanding dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the
social competence of adolescent boys are found to be .212, .225 and .264 respectively,
which are positive and significant at 0.01 level. The coefficients of correlation between
symbolic reward and loving dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the
social competence of adolescent boys are found to be .170 and .176 respectively, which
are positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a
significant positive relationship between protecting, symbolic punishment, demanding,
symbolic reward, and loving dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the
social competence of adolescent boys. It reveals that as fathers’ protecting, symbolic
punishment, demanding, symbolic reward, and loving behaviour increases, the social

competence of the adolescent boys also increases and vice versa.

From Table 18, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, object reward, and neglecting dimensions of
the father-adolescent relationship and the social competence of adolescent boys are
found to be .048, .103, .049, .020, and .047 respectively, which are found to be not
significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is no significant relationship
between rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, object reward, and neglecting
dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the social competence of

adolescent boys.
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Table 19
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of father-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (girls)

Dimensions of  father- Social competence of adolescent girls (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .030 714 NS
Symbolic punishment .024 71 NS
Rejecting .048 .563 NS
Object punishment .047 564 NS
Demanding -.014 .868 NS
Indifferent 122 137 NS
Symbolic reward .007 932 NS
Loving -.032 .699 NS
Object reward .098 231 NS
Neglecting 105 202 NS

NS=Not significant

Table 19 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and social competence of
adolescent girls. The coefficients of correlation between protecting, symbolic
punishment, rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, symbolic reward, object reward,
and neglecting dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the social
competence of adolescent girls are found to be .030, .024, .048, .047, .122, .007, .098
and .105 respectively, which are found to be positive but not significant at 0.05 level.
Further, the coefficients of correlation between demanding and loving dimensions of the
father-adolescent relationship and the social competence of adolescent girls are found to
be -.014 and -.032 respectively, which are found to be negative and not significant at
0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that none of the dimensions of the father-adolescent

relationship is significantly related to the social competence of adolescent girls.
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Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected for the adolescent boys, but
accepted for the adolescent girls. It indicates that the protecting, symbolic punishment,
demanding, symbolic reward, and loving behaviour of fathers are significantly related to
the social competence of adolescent boys. However, none of the behaviours of fathers is
significantly related to the social competence of adolescent girls.

Hy5): There is no significant relationship between mother-adolescent relationships
and social competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 20
r-value, p-value, and level of significance between different dimensions of mother-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (total)

Dimensions of  mother- Social competence of adolescents (N=300)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting -.014 .809 NS
Symbolic punishment .019 740 NS
Rejecting .078 179 NS
Object punishment .068 239 NS
Demanding .109 .058 NS
Indifferent 123 .033 *
Symbolic reward .140 016 *
Loving .058 317 NS
Object reward 133 .022 *
Neglecting 121 .037 *

*Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 20 shows that the coefficients of correlation between indifferent, symbolic
reward, object reward, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship
and the social competence of adolescents are found to be .123, .140, .133 and .121
respectively, which are positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred

that there is a significant positive relationship between indifferent, symbolic reward,
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object reward, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the
social competence of adolescents. It reveals that as mothers’ indifferent, symbolic
reward, object reward, and neglecting behaviour increases, the social competence of the

adolescents also increases and vice versa.

Table 20 also shows that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, and loving dimensions
of the mother-adolescent relationship and the social competence of adolescents are
found to be -.014, .019, .078, .068, .109 and .058 respectively, which are found to be not
significant at 0.05 level. It may be inferred that there is no significant relationship
between protecting, symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding,
and loving dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the social competence
of adolescents.

Table 21
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of mother-

adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (boys)

Dimensions of mother- | Social competence of adolescent boys (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .060 469 NS
Symbolic punishment 012 .881 NS
Rejecting 071 .386 NS
Object punishment -.009 911 NS
Demanding 185 .024 *
Indifferent .070 396 NS
Symbolic reward 220 .007 ok
Loving 193 018 *
Object reward .061 461 NS
Neglecting .056 .500 NS

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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Table 21 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level of different
dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescent
boys. The coefficient of correlation between symbolic reward dimension of the mother-
adolescent relationship and the social competence of adolescent boys is .220, which is
found to be positive and significant at 0.01 level. The coefficients of correlation
between demanding and loving dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and
the social competence of adolescent boys are .185 and .193 respectively, which are
found to be positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that
demanding, symbolic reward and loving dimensions of the mother-adolescent
relationship are significantly and positively related to the social competence of
adolescent boys. It reveals that as mothers’ demanding, symbolic reward, and loving
behaviour increases, the social competence of the adolescent boys also increases and

vice versa.

Table 21 also indicates that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, object reward, and
neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the social competence
of adolescent boys are found to be .060, .012, .071, -.009, .070, .061 and .056
respectively, which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred
that protecting, symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, object
reward, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship are not

significantly related to the social competence of adolescent boys.
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Table 22

r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of mother-
adolescent relationship and social competence of adolescents (girls)

Dimensions of mother- Social competence of adolescent girls (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .059 477 NS
Symbolic punishment .041 617 NS
Rejecting .058 482 NS
Object punishment 118 .150 NS
Demanding .076 353 NS
Indifferent 181 .026 *
Symbolic reward .071 386 NS
Loving -.036 .659 NS
Object reward 207 011 *
Neglecting 174 .034 *

*Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 22 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and social competence of
adolescent girls. The coefficients of correlation between indifferent, object reward, and
neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the social competence
of adolescent girls are found to be .181, .207 and .174 respectively, which are found to
be positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that indifferent, object
reward, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship are
significantly and positively related to the social competence of adolescent girls. It
reveals that as mothers’ indifferent, object reward and neglecting behaviour increases,

the social competence of adolescent girls also increases and vice versa.

From Table 22, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, symbolic
reward, and loving dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the social
competence of adolescent girls are found to be .059, .041, .058, .118, .076, .071, and

-.036 respectively, which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be
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inferred that protecting, symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding,
symbolic reward, and loving dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship are not

significantly related to the social competence of adolescent girls.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that demanding,
symbolic reward, and loving behaviour of mothers are significantly related to the social
competence of adolescent boys, and the indifferent, object reward and neglecting
behaviour of mothers are significantly related to the social competence of adolescent
girls.

5.7 RELATION BETWEEN PARENT-ADOLESCENT RELATIONSHIPS
AND EMOTIONAL COMPETENCE OF ADOLESCENT BOYS AND
GIRLS

H6(,): There is no significant relationship between parent-adolescent relationships

and emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 23
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of parent-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (total)

Dimensions  of  parent- Emotional competence of adolescents (N=300)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .007 901 NS
Symbolic punishment -.234 .000 ok
Rejecting -.253 .000 ok
Object punishment -.276 .000 ox
Demanding -.114 .049 *
Indifferent -.088 128 NS
Symbolic reward .041 481 NS
Loving 148 .010 ok
Object reward -.007 901 NS
Neglecting -.205 .000 ok

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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Table 23 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional
competence of total sample adolescents. The coefficients of correlation between
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the
parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents are found
to be -.234, -.253, -.276, and -.205 respectively, which are found to be negative and
significant at 0.01 level. The coefficient of correlation between the demanding
dimension of parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of
adolescents is found to be -.114, which is negative and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it
may be inferred that symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding,
and neglecting dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship are significantly and
negatively related to the emotional competence of adolescents. It reveals that as the
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, and neglecting
behaviour of parents increases, the emotional competence of adolescents decreases and

vice versa.

However, the coefficient of correlation between the loving dimension of parent-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents is found to be
.148, which is positive and significant at 0.01 level. Thus, it may also be inferred that
loving dimension of the parent-adolescent relationship is significantly and positively
related to the emotional competence of adolescents. It reveals that as the loving
behaviour of parents increases, the emotional competence of adolescents also increases

and vice versa.

Table 23 also shows that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,

indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the parent-adolescent
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relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents are found to be .007, -.088,
.041 and -.007 respectively, which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it
may be inferred that there is no significant relationship between protecting, indifferent,
symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship
and the emotional competence of adolescents.

Table 24
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of parent-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (boys)

Dimensions  of  parent- | Emotional competence of adolescent boys (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting 138 .092 NS
Symbolic punishment -.141 .086 NS
Rejecting -.320 .000 o
Object punishment -.328 .000 o
Demanding .031 702 NS
Indifferent -.105 203 NS
Symbolic reward 139 .089 NS
Loving 203 .013 *
Object reward -.013 .873 NS
Neglecting -.236 .004 ok

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 24 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and emotional competence of
adolescent boys. The coefficients of correlation between rejecting, object punishment,
and neglecting dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional
competence of adolescent boys are found to be -.320, -.328, and -.236 respectively,

which are found to be negative and significant at 0.01 level. Thus, it may be inferred
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that rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the parent-adolescent
relationship are significantly and negatively related to the emotional competence of
adolescent boys. It reveals that as the rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting
behaviour of parents increases, the emotional competence of adolescent boys decreases

and vice versa.

However, the coefficient of correlation between the loving dimension of parent-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys is found to be
.203, which is found to be positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may also be
inferred that loving dimension of parent-adolescent relationship is significantly and
positively related to the emotional competence of adolescent boys. It reveals that as
parents’ loving behaviour increases, the emotional competence of adolescent boys also

increases and vice versa.

From Table 24, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, symbolic punishment, demanding, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object
reward dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence
of adolescent boys are found to be .138, -.141, .031, -.105, .139, and -.013 respectively,
which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is
no significant relationship between protecting, symbolic punishment, demanding,
indifferent, symbolic reward, and the object reward dimensions of parent-adolescent

relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys.

176



Table 25
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of parent-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (girls)

Dimensions  of  parent- | Emotional competence of adolescent girls (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting -.040 .623 NS
Symbolic punishment -.335 .000 ok
Rejecting -.268 .001 ok
Object punishment -.332 .000 ok
Demanding -.206 011 *
Indifferent -.076 356 NS
Symbolic reward -.010 903 NS
Loving .199 015 *
Object reward 015 .855 NS
Neglecting -216 .008 ok

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 25 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional
competence of adolescent girls. The coefficients of correlation between symbolic
punishment, rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the parent-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls are found to
be -.335,-.268,-.332, and -.216 respectively, which are found to be negative and
significant at 0.01 level. Besides, the coefficient of correlation between the demanding
dimension of parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of
adolescent girls is found to be -.206, which is negative and significant at 0.05 level.
Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant negative relationship between
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, and neglecting
dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of

adolescent girls. It reveals that as the symbolic punishment, rejecting, object
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punishment, demanding, and the neglecting behaviour of parents increases, the

emotional competence of adolescent girls decreases and vice versa.

However, the coefficient of correlation between the loving dimension of parent-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls is found to be
.199, which is found to be positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may also be
inferred that there is a significant positive relationship between the loving dimension of
parent-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls. It also
reveals that as the loving behaviour of parents increases, the emotional competence of

adolescent girls also increases and vice versa.

From Table 25, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the parent-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls are found to
be -.040, -.076, -.010, and .015 respectively, which are found to be not significant at
0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is no significant relationship between
protecting, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the parent-

adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that rejecting, object
punishment, neglecting, and the loving behaviour of parents are significantly related to
the emotional competence of adolescent boys, and the symbolic punishment, rejecting,
object punishment, demanding, neglecting, and the loving behaviour of parents are

significantly related to the emotional competence of adolescent girls.
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Hy6(,): There is no significant relationship between father-adolescent relationships
and emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 26
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of father-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (total)

Dimensions  of  father- Emotional competence of adolescents (N=300)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting 016 778 NS
Symbolic punishment -.186 .001 ok
Rejecting -.240 .000 ok
Object punishment =221 .000 ok
Demanding -.106 .066 NS
Indifferent -.040 494 NS
Symbolic reward .035 .550 NS
Loving 156 .007 ok
Object reward -.060 302 NS
Neglecting -.167 .004 o

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

Table 26 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence
of total sample adolescents. The coefficients of correlation between symbolic
punishment, rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents are found to be -
186, -.240, -.221, and -.167 respectively, which are found to be negative and significant
at 0.01 level. Further, the coefficient of correlation between the loving dimension of
father-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents is found to
be .156, which is positive and significant at 0.01 level. Thus, it may be inferred that
there is a significant negative relationship between symbolic punishment, rejecting,
object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and

the emotional competence of adolescents. Further, it may also be inferred that there is a

179



significant positive relationship between the loving dimension of father-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents. It reveals that as the
symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, and the neglecting behaviour of
fathers increases, the emotional competence of adolescents decreases and vice versa. It
also reveals that as the loving behaviour of fathers increases, the emotional competence

of adolescents also increases and vice versa.

Table 26 also shows that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,
demanding, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents are found to be
.016, -.106, -.040, .035 and -.060 respectively, which are found to be not significant at
0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred there is no significant relationship between
protecting, demanding, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of

the father-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents.

Table 27
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of father-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (boys)

Dimensions  of  father- | Emotional competence of adolescent boys (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting 119 .149 NS
Symbolic punishment -.120 .145 NS
Rejecting =317 .000 o
Object punishment -.286 .000 o
Demanding .053 S17 NS
Indifferent -.099 229 NS
Symbolic reward 119 148 NS
Loving .169 .039 *
Object reward -.046 ST77 NS
Neglecting -.183 .025 *

**Significant at 0.01 level * Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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Table 27 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and emotional competence of
adolescent boys. The coefficients of correlation between rejecting and object
punishment dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the emotional
competence of adolescent boys are found to be -.317 and -.286 respectively, which are
found to be negative and significant at 0.01 level. The coefficient of correlation between
neglecting dimension of the father-adolescent relationship and the emotional
competence of adolescent boys is found to be -.183, which is found to be negative and
significant at 0.05 level. Further, the coefficient of correlation between the loving
dimension of the father-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of
adolescent boys is found to be .169, which is found to be positive and significant at 0.05
level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant negative relationship between
rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the father-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys. It may also be inferred
that there is a significant positive relationship between the loving dimension of father-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys. It reveals that
as the rejecting, object punishment, and the neglecting behaviour of fathers increases,
the emotional competence of adolescent boys decreases and vice versa. It also reveals
that as fathers’ loving behaviour increases, the emotional competence of adolescent

boys also increases and vice versa.

From Table 27, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, symbolic punishment, demanding, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object
reward dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence

of adolescent boys are found to be .119, -.120, .053, -.099, .119, and -.046 respectively,
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which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is
no significant relationship between protecting, symbolic punishment, demanding,
indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the father-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys.

Table 28
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of father-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (girls)

Dimensions  of  father- | Emotional competence of adolescent girls (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting .004 959 NS
Symbolic punishment =277 .001 ok
Rejecting -.259 .001 ok
Object punishment -.286 .000 ok
Demanding -231 .004 ok
Indifferent .009 918 NS
Symbolic reward .004 957 NS
Loving 244 .003 oE
Object reward .050 .540 NS
Neglecting -.194 018 *

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

Table 28 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the father-adolescent relationship and emotional competence of
adolescent girls. The coefficients of correlation between symbolic punishment,
rejecting, object punishment, and demanding dimensions of the father-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls are found to be -.277,
-.259, -.286, and -.231 respectively, which are found to be negative and significant at
0.01 level. Besides, the coefficient of correlation between the neglecting dimension of
father-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls is found
to be -.194, which is found to be negative and significant at 0.05 level. Further, the

coefficient of correlation between the loving dimension of the father-adolescent
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relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls is found to be .244, which
is found to be positive and significant at 0.01 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is
a significant negative relationship between symbolic punishment, rejecting, object
punishment, demanding, and neglecting dimensions of the father-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls. Further, it may also be
inferred that there is a significant positive relationship between the loving dimension of
father-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls. It
reveals that as the symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, demanding, and
the neglecting behaviour of fathers increases, the emotional competence of adolescent
girls decreases and vice versa. It also reveals that as the loving behaviour of fathers

increases, the emotional competence of adolescent girls also increases and vice versa.

From Table 28, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls are found to
be .004, .009, .004, and .050 respectively, which are found to be not significant at 0.05
level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is no significant relationship between
protecting, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the father-

adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that rejecting, object
punishment, neglecting, and the loving behaviour of fathers are significantly related to
the emotional competence of adolescent boys, and the symbolic punishment, rejecting,
object punishment, demanding, neglecting, and loving behaviour of fathers are

significantly related to the emotional competence of adolescent girls.
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Ho6(): There is mno significant

relationship between

mother-adolescent

relationships and emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 29

r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of mother-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (total)

Dimensions of mother- | Emotional competence of adolescents (N=300)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting -.002 979 NS
Symbolic punishment -.231 .000 o
Rejecting -.243 .000 o
Object punishment -.287 .000 ok
Demanding -.098 .092 NS
Indifferent -.120 .038 *
Symbolic reward .040 486 NS
Loving 112 .053 NS
Object reward .046 428 NS
Neglecting =212 .000 ok

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level

NS= Not significant

Table 29 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between

different dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and emotional competence

of total sample adolescents. The

coefficients of correlation between symbolic

punishment, rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-

adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents are found to be

-.231,-.243, -.287, and -.212 respectively, which are found to be negative and significant

at 0.01 level. Further, the coefficient of correlation between the indifferent dimension

of mother-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents is found

to be -.120, which is found to be negative and significant at 0.05 level. It may be

inferred that there is a significant negative relationship between symbolic punishment,
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rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents. It reveals that as
the symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, indifferent, and the neglecting
behaviour of mothers increases, the emotional competence of adolescents decreases and
vice versa.

Table 29 also shows that the coefficients of correlation between protecting,
demanding, symbolic reward, loving, and object reward dimensions of the mother-
adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents are found to be
-.002, -.098, .040, .112 and .046 respectively, which are found to be not significant at
0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is no significant relationship between
protecting, demanding, symbolic reward, loving, and object reward dimensions of the
mother-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescents.

Table 30
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of mother-

adolescent relationship and emotional competence of adolescents (boys)

Dimensions of mother- | Emotional competence of adolescent boys (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting 126 125 NS
Symbolic punishment -.136 .098 NS
Rejecting -.293 .000 ok
Object punishment -.319 .000 ok
Demanding .003 972 NS
Indifferent -.095 .249 NS
Symbolic reward 139 .091 NS
Loving 204 012 *
Object reward .022 788 NS
Neglecting -.249 .002 ok

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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Table 30 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and emotional competence
of adolescent boys. The coefficients of correlation between rejecting, object
punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the
emotional competence of adolescent boys are found to be -.293, -.319 and -.249
respectively, which are found to be negative and significant at 0.01 level. Further, the
coefficient of correlation between the loving dimension of mother-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys is found to be .204,
which is found to be positive and significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that
there is a significant negative relationship between rejecting, object punishment, and
neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the emotional
competence of adolescent boys. Further, it may also be inferred that there is a
significant positive relationship between the loving dimension of mother-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys. It reveals that as the
rejecting, object punishment, and the neglecting behaviour of mothers increases, the
emotional competence of adolescent boys decreases and vice versa. It also reveals that
as the loving behaviour of mothers increases, the emotional competence of adolescent

boys also increases and vice versa.

From Table 30, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, symbolic punishment, demanding, indifferent, symbolic reward, and object
reward dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence
of adolescent boys are found to be .126, -.136, .003, -.095, .139, and .022 respectively,
which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is

no significant relationship between protecting, symbolic punishment, demanding,
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indifferent, symbolic reward, and object reward dimensions of the mother-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent boys.

Table 31
r-value, p-value and significance level between different dimensions of mother-

adolescent relationships and emotional competence of adolescents (girls)

Dimensions of  mother- | Emotional competence of adolescent girls (N=150)
adolescent relationship r-value p-value Sig. level
Protecting -.067 416 NS
Symbolic punishment -.309 .000 ok
Rejecting -.254 .002 ok
Object punishment -.324 .000 ok
Demanding -.134 101 NS
Indifferent -.140 .088 NS
Symbolic reward -.025 759 NS
Loving .103 209 NS
Object reward .076 357 NS
Neglecting -.209 .010 ok

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

Table 31 represents the r-value, p-value, and the significance level between
different dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship and emotional competence of
adolescent girls. The coefficients of correlation between symbolic punishment,
rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions of the mother-adolescent
relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls are found to be -.309,
-.254, -.324, and -.209 respectively, which are found to be negative and significant at
0.01 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is a significant negative relationship
between symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, and neglecting dimensions

of the mother-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of adolescent girls.
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It reveals that as mothers’ symbolic punishment, rejecting, object punishment, and the
neglecting behaviour increases, the emotional competence of adolescent girls decreases

and vice versa.

From Table 31, it is also observed that the coefficients of correlation between
protecting, demanding, indifferent, symbolic reward, loving, and object reward
dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and the emotional competence of
adolescent girls are found to be -.067, -.134, -.140, -.025, .103 and .076 respectively,
which are found to be not significant at 0.05 level. Thus, it may be inferred that there is
no significant relationship between protecting, demanding, indifferent, symbolic
reward, loving, and object reward dimensions of the mother-adolescent relationship and

the emotional competence of adolescent girls.

Hence, the null hypothesis is partially rejected. It indicates that rejecting, object
punishment, neglecting, and the loving behaviour of mothers are significantly related to
the emotional competence of adolescent boys, and the symbolic punishment, rejecting,
object punishment, and neglecting behaviour of mothers are significantly related to the

emotional competence of adolescent girls.
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5.8 EFFECT OF PARENT-ADOLESCENT RELATIONSHIPS ON SOCIAL
COMPETENCE OF ADOLESCENT BOYS AND GIRLS

Hy7,): There is no significant effect of parent-adolescent relationships on the social
competence of adolescent boys and girls.
Table 32
Regression analysis on dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (total)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 86.312 6.585 13.108 .000 *E
Protecting -.045 .070 -.049 -.648 S18 NS
Symbolic punishment .023 .079 .022 285 776 NS
Rejecting -.007 .074 -.009 -.099 921 NS
Object punishment -.001 .063 -.001 -.016 987 NS
Demanding 115 .069 115 1.663 .097 NS
Indifferent .068 .070 .076 981 327 NS
Symbolic reward .066 .063 .079 1.043 298 NS
Loving .005 .070 .006 .075 .940 NS
Object reward .028 .059 .035 474 .636 NS
Neglecting .031 .078 .034 396 .692 NS
R=.198, R’=.039, Adjusted R’=.006, F(10,289)=1.180"°, P=.304,
Std.Error of estimate = 11.487

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

From Table 32, it is observed that the obtained F value (F= 1.180) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It
means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R2=.039) indicates that the ten
dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship contribute 3.9% towards social

competence of adolescents. Since the F value is not found to be statistically significant,
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it may be inferred that changes in the adolescents’ social competence have not resulted
from changes in parent-adolescent relationships.

Table 33
Regression analysis on dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (boys)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 79.273 8.467 9.362 .000 *ok
Protecting -.040 102 -.045 -.391 .696 NS
Symbolic punishment .022 .106 .023 211 .833 NS
Rejecting .058 .096 .074 .608 544 NS
Object punishment -.075 .090 -.100 -.832 407 NS
Demanding 176 .100 185 1.755 .081 NS
Indifferent .052 .095 .057 546 .586 NS
Symbolic reward .097 .089 119 1.089 278 NS
Loving 122 112 134 1.086 280 NS
Object reward -.066 .086 -.075 =762 447 NS
Neglecting .038 107 .040 356 723 NS
R= .310, R’=.096, Adjusted R’=.031, F(10,139)= 1.482"°, P=.152,
Std. Error of estimate.= 11.418

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

From Table 33, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=1.482) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It
means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R*=.096) indicates that the ten
dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship contribute 9.6% towards social
competence of adolescent boys. Since the F value is not found to be statistically

significant, it may be inferred that the changes in the social competence of the
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adolescent boys cannot be explained by the changes in the parent-adolescent
relationships.

Table 34
Regression analysis on dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (girls)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 98.392 11.485 8.567 .000 wE
Protecting -.018 .097 -.019 -.191 .849 NS
Symbolic punishment -018 122 -016 -.144 .886 NS
Rejecting -.146 117 -.176 -1.249 214 NS
Object punishment .034 .096 .043 359 720 NS
Demanding .062 102 .058 612 541 NS
Indifferent 124 105 142 1.187 237 NS
Symbolic reward -.048 .092 -.057 -.520 .604 NS
Loving -.098 .095 -115 -1.033 304 NS
Object reward 124 .082 .168 1.522 130 NS
Neglecting .074 116 .085 .641 .523 NS
R= .252, R’=.063, Adjusted R>=-.004, F (10,139)=.940 "°, P=.499,
Std. Error of estimate=11.290

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

From Table 34, it is observed that the obtained F value (F= .940) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It
means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R*=.063) indicates that the ten
dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship contribute 6.3% towards social
competence of adolescent girls. Since the F value is not found to be statistically

significant, it may be inferred that the changes in the social competence of the
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adolescent girls cannot be explained by the changes in the parent-adolescent

relationships.

Hence, the null hypothesis is accepted. It indicates that parent-adolescent
relationships have no significant effect on the social competence of adolescent boys and
girls.

Hy7): There is no significant effect of father-adolescent relationships on the social
competence of adolescent boys and girls.

Table 35
Regression analysis on dimensions of father-adolescent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (total)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 86.900 5.983 14.525 .000 HE
Protecting .109 134 .059 .809 419 NS
Symbolic punishment 162 139 .086 1.165 245 NS
Rejecting -.045 129 -.028 -.345 730 NS
Object punishment .059 .106 .041 554 .580 NS
Demanding 113 127 .062 .889 375 NS
Indifferent 129 124 .076 1.035 301 NS
Symbolic reward .041 .096 .030 428 .669 NS
Loving -.029 110 -019 -261 794 NS
Object reward -012 .107 -.008 -.113 910 NS
Neglecting 011 139 .006 .076 .940 NS

R= .189, R’=.036, AdjustedR’=.002, F(10,289)=1.065"°, P=.389,
Std. Error of estimate= 11.509

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

From Table 35, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=1.065) is not

significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It
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means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R*=.036) indicates that the father-
adolescent relationships contribute 3.6% towards social competence of adolescents.
Since the F value is not found to be statistically significant, it may be inferred that the
changes in the social competence of the adolescents cannot be explained by the changes
in the father-adolescent relationships.

Table 36
Regression analysis on dimensions of father-adolescent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (boys)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefticients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 80.254 7.462 10.755 .000 ok
Protecting .185 205 .103 901 .369 NS
Symbolic punishment 260 178 152 1.461 146 NS
Rejecting -.032 165 -.021 -.190 .849 NS
Object punishment -.017 140 -.012 -.119 .906 NS
Demanding 269 .169 159 1.588 15 NS
Indifferent 127 .165 .075 .769 443 NS
Symbolic reward .028 142 021 .199 .842 NS
Loving .060 180 .037 335 738 NS
Object reward -.079 154 -.050 -514 .608 NS
Neglecting -.079 185 -.044 -429 .669 NS
R= .326, R’=.106, Adjusted R*=.042, F(10,139) =1.654 5, P=.098,
Std. Error of estimate= 11.354

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

From Table 36, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=1.654) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It

means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
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variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R*=.106) indicates that the ten
dimensions of father-adolescent relationship contribute 10.6% towards social
competence of adolescent boys. Since the F value is not found to be statistically
significant, it may be inferred that the changes in the social competence of the
adolescent boys cannot be explained by the changes in the father-adolescent
relationships.

Table 37
Regression analysis on dimensions of father-adolescent relationships and social

competence of adolescents (girls)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefticients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 97.713 10.434 9.365 .000 ok
Protecting 117 .186 .060 .629 531 NS
Symbolic punishment .009 226 .004 .039 .969 NS
Rejecting -.090 .209 -.054 -430 .668 NS
Object punishment -.010 177 -.007 -.058 954 NS
Demanding -.040 200 -.020 -.198 .843 NS
Indifferent 132 .190 .079 .695 488 NS
Symbolic reward -.062 138 -.045 -.447 .655 NS
Loving -.095 145 -.067 -.654 514 NS
Object reward .097 154 071 .630 .530 NS
Neglecting 132 215 .076 617 538 NS

R= .160, R’=.026, Adjusted R’=-.044, F (10, 139)=.367"", P=.959,
Std. Error of estimate= 11.515

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

From Table 37, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=.367) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It

means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
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variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R2=.026) indicates that the ten
dimensions of father-adolescent relationship contribute 2.6% towards social competence
of adolescent girls. Since the F value is not found to be statistically significant, it may
be inferred that the changes in the social competence of the adolescent girls cannot be

explained by the changes in the father-adolescent relationships.

Hence, the null hypothesis is accepted. It indicates that father-adolescent
relationships have no significant effect on the social competence of adolescent boys and
girls.

Ho7(): There is no significant effect of mother-adolescent relationships on the
social competence of adolescent boys and girls.
Table 38
Regression analysis on dimensions of mother-adolesent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (total)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 88.372 6.171 14.321 .000 o
Protecting -.135 .103 -.092 -1.311 191 NS
Symbolic punishment -.083 133 -.046 -.626 532 NS
Rejecting .044 135 .029 325 745 NS
Object punishment -.035 112 -.025 =313 754 NS
Demanding 213 115 120 1.853 .065 NS
Indifferent .085 115 .053 739 461 NS
Symbolic reward 201 122 119 1.641 102 NS
Loving .022 136 .013 .160 .873 NS
Object reward 102 .099 .070 1.026 306 NS
Neglecting 104 133 .064 785 433 NS
R= .235, R’=.055, Adjusted R’=.022, F(10,289)=1.682"°, P=.084,
Std. Error of estimate= 11.392

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant
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From Table 38, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=1.682) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. That
means the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R*=.055) indicates that the mother-
adolescent relationships contribute 5.5% towards social competence of adolescents.
Since the F value is not found to be statistically significant, it may be inferred that the
changes in the social competence of the adolescents cannot be explained by the changes
in the mother-adolescent relationships.

Table 39
Regression analysis on dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (boys)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 80.866 8.494 9.521 .000 *E
Protecting -.099 145 -.070 -.687 493 NS
Symbolic punishment -.152 .188 -.087 -811 419 NS
Rejecting 224 181 150 1.236 219 NS
Object punishment -.226 172 -.161 -1.316 .190 NS
Demanding 310 181 172 1.715 .089 NS
Indifferent .050 165 .030 302 763 NS
Symbolic reward 272 165 164 1.652 101 NS
Loving 312 202 184 1.545 125 NS
Object reward -.133 156 -.083 -.854 .394 NS
Neglecting 177 187 .105 .946 346 NS
R= .336, R’=.113, Adjusted R>=.049, F(10,139)= 1.772 ™, P=.071,
Std. Error of estimate= 11.312

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant
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From Table 39, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=1.772) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It
means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R2=.113) indicates that the ten
dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship contribute 11.3% towards social
competence of adolescent boys. Since the F value is not found to be statistically
significant, it may be inferred that the changes in the social competence of the
adolescent boys cannot be explained by the changes in the mother-adolescent
relationships.

Table 40
Regression analysis on dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship and social

competence of adolescents (girls)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 97.007 9.605 10.099 .000 *E
Protecting -.145 .149 -.095 -978 330 NS
Symbolic punishment .054 .194 .030 .280 780 NS
Rejecting -303 204 -201 -1.485 .140 NS
Object punishment .083 154 .059 538 592 NS
Demanding 114 154 .066 743 459 NS
Indifferent 208 161 137 1.287 .200 NS
Symbolic reward .024 .186 .014 128 .898 NS
Loving -211 .186 -.125 -1.138 257 NS
Object reward 259 127 195 2.041 .043 *
Neglecting 170 191 110 .892 374 NS
R= .312, R’=.097, Adjusted R’=.032, F(10,139) =1.494 "°, P=.148,
Std. Error of estimate= 11.085

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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From Table 40, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=1.494) is not
significant at 0.05 level, which indicates that the overall model is not significant. It
means that the model does not explain a significant amount of variance in the outcome
variable. The obtained coefficient of determination (R2=.097) indicates that the ten
dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship contribute 9.7% towards social
competence of adolescent girls. Since the F value is not found to be statistically
significant, it may be inferred that the changes in the social competence of the
adolescent girls cannot be explained by the changes in the mother-adolescent

relationships.

From Table 40, it is also observed that the regression coefficient for the object
reward (B=.259) dimension of the mother-adolescent relationship is found to be
statistically significant at 0.05 level. Although the regression coefficient for the object
reward dimension of the mother-adolescent relationship is significant, it can not be
explained as a significant predictor as the F value is insignificant.

Hence, the null hypothesis is accepted. It indicates that mother-adolescent
relationships have no significant effect on the social competence of adolescent boys and

girls.
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5.9 EFFECT OF PARENT-ADOLESCENT RELATIONSHIPS ON
EMOTIONAL COMPETENCE OF ADOLESCENT BOYS AND GIRLS

Hy8,): There is no significant effect of parent-adolescent relationships on the
emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls.
Table 41
Regression analysis on dimensions of parent-adolescent relationships and

emotional competence of adolescents (total)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 102.675 | 6.868 14.949 | .000 *x
Protecting -.060 .073 -.060 -.826 409 NS
Symbolic punishment | -.098 .082 -.088 -1.193 234 NS
Rejecting -.054 .077 -.062 -.703 482 NS
Object punishment -.125 .066 -.151 -1.904 .058 NS
Demanding -.020 .072 -.018 =277 7182 NS
Indifferent 017 .073 018 236 813 NS
Symbolic reward .024 .066 .026 361 718 NS
Loving .103 .073 110 1.409 .160 NS
Object reward .016 .061 019 268 789 NS
Neglecting -.059 .081 -.059 =721 471 NS
R= .328, R’=.107, Adjusted R’=.077, F(10,289) = 3.479**, P=.000
Std. Error of estimate= 11.981

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant

From Table 41, it is observed that the obtained F value (F= 3.479) is significant
at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the
model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The obtained
coefficient of determination (R2=.107) indicates that 10.7% of the variability of the
emotional competence is accounted for by the variables in the model, i.e. ten

dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship. It may be inferred that changes in the
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adolescents’ emotional competence have resulted from changes in parent-adolescent

relationships.

However, none of the regression coefficients for ten dimensions of parent-
adolescent relationship is found statistically significant. It indicates that none of the
dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship can significantly predict the emotional
competence of adolescents.

Table 42
Regression analysis on dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship and emotional

competence of adolescents (boys)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 92.938 | 7.861 11.823 | .000 ok
Protecting -.021 .095 -.024 -217 .828 NS
Symbolic punishment | .032 .099 .035 326 745 NS
Rejecting -134 | .089 -.175 -1.510 133 NS
Object punishment -.207 .083 -.285 -2.483 .014 *
Demanding 101 .093 110 1.086 279 NS
Indifferent 075 .088 .085 .852 395 NS
Symbolic reward 071 .083 .090 .864 .389 NS
Loving .050 104 .057 485 .629 NS
Object reward -.023 .080 -.027 -282 778 NS
Neglecting -.040 | .099 -.043 -.400 .690 NS

R= 413, R*=.171, Adjusted R’=.111, F(10,139) = 2.862**, P=.003
Std. Error of estimate= 10.600

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

From Table 42, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=2.862) is significant
at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the

model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The obtained
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coefficient of determination (R*=.171) indicates that 17.1% of the variability of the
emotional competence of adolescent boys is accounted for by the variables in the model,
i.e. ten dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship. Thus, it may be inferred that
changes in the emotional competence of adolescent boys have resulted from changes in
parent-adolescent relationships.

From Table 42, it is also observed that among the ten dimensions of parent-
adolescent relationship, the regression coefficient for the object punishment dimension
(B=-.207) only is found to be statistically significant at 0.05 level. It indicates that for
each 1 unit increase in the object punishment behaviour of parents, the emotional
competence of adolescent boys will decrease by .20 units.

Table 43
Regression analysis on dimensions of parent-adolescent relationship and emotional

competence of adolescents (girls)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 108.397 12.545 8.640 .000 *x
Protecting -.029 .106 -.026 -278 782 NS
Symbolic punishment -226 133 - 177 -1.698 .092 NS
Rejecting .017 127 .018 136 .892 NS
Object punishment -.182 .105 -.195 -1.739 .084 NS
Demanding -.069 A11 -.055 -.626 532 NS
Indifferent .025 114 .024 218 .828 NS
Symbolic reward -.113 .100 - 115 -1.125 262 NS
Loving 159 .103 .160 1.534 127 NS
Object reward 104 .089 120 1.168 245 NS
Neglecting -.069 127 -.067 -.541 .589 NS
R= .423, R’=.179, Adjusted R*=.120, F(10,139)= 3.029**, P=.002
Std. Error of estimate= 12.332

**Significant at 0.01 level NS= Not significant
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From Table 43, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=3.029) is significant
at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the
model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The obtained
coefficient of determination (R2=.179) indicates that 17.9% of the variability of the
emotional competence of adolescent girls is accounted for by the variables in the model,
i.e. ten dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship. Thus, it may be inferred that
changes in the emotional competence of adolescent girls have resulted from changes in

parent-adolescent relationships.

However, it is observed that none of the regression coefficients for the ten
dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship is statistically significant. It indicates
that none of the dimensions of the parent-adolescent relationship can significantly

predict the emotional competence of adolescent girls.

Hence, the null hypothesis is rejected. It indicates that parent-adolescent
relationships have a significant effect on the emotional competence of adolescent boys

and girls.
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Ho8): There is no significant effect of father-adolescent relationships on the
emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls.
Table 44
Regression analysis on dimensions of father-adolescent relationship and emotional

competence of adolescents (total)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 100.640 6.264 16.065 .000 | **
Protecting -.076 141 -.038 -.543 588 | NS
Symbolic punishment -.113 .145 -.056 -.780 436 | NS
Rejecting -214 135 -.126 -1.585 114 | NS
Object punishment - 117 A11 -.076 -1.049 295 | NS
Demanding -.116 133 -.058 -.874 383 | NS
Indifferent 158 130 .086 1.215 225 | NS
Symbolic reward .040 101 .027 396 .693 | NS
Loving 243 115 151 2.114 .035 *
Object reward -.154 112 -.096 -1.368 1721 NS
Neglecting -.085 146 -.044 -.585 559 | NS
R= .312, R’=.097, Adjusted R’=.066, F(10,289)= 3.109**, P=.001
Std. Error of estimate= 12.050

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

From Table 44, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=3.109) is significant
at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the
model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The
coefficient of determination is found to be .097, which indicates that ten dimensions of
the father-adolescent relationship contribute 9.7% towards adolescents’ emotional
competence. Since the F-value is found to be significant, it may be inferred that changes
in the adolescents’ emotional competence have resulted from changes in the father-

adolescent relationships.
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From table 44, it is also observed that among the ten dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship, the regression coefficient for the loving dimension (B=.243)
only is found to be statistically significant at 0.05 level. It indicates that for each 1 unit
increase in the loving behaviour of fathers, the emotional competence of adolescents
will increase by .24 units.

Table 45
Regression analysis on dimensions of father-adolescent relationship and emotional

competence of adolescents (boys)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 94.622 7.023 13.474 .000 *x
Protecting .035 193 .020 181 .857 NS
Symbolic punishment .025 168 .015 152 .879 NS
Rejecting -313 156 -213 -2.011 .046 *
Object punishment -.294 131 -223 -2.235 .027 *
Demanding .188 159 115 1.184 .239 NS
Indifferent .073 155 .045 473 .637 NS
Symbolic reward .079 134 .061 .593 554 NS
Loving .082 .169 .053 487 .627 NS
Object reward -.068 145 -.044 -470 .639 NS
Neglecting -.056 174 -.032 -323 147 NS
R= .397, R’=.157, Adjusted R*=.097, F(10,139) =2.595**, P=,006
Std. Error of estimate= 10.685

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

From Table 45, it is observed that the F value (F= 2.595) is significant at 0.01
level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the model
explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The coefficient of

determination is found to be .157, which indicates that ten dimensions of father-
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adolescent relationship contribute 15.7% towards emotional competence of adolescent
boys. Since the F-value is found to be significant, it may be inferred that changes in the
emotional competence of the adolescent boys have resulted from changes in the father-

adolescent relationships.

From Table 45, it is also observed that among the ten dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship, the regression coefficient for the rejecting (B=-.313) and object
punishment (B= -.294) dimension is found to be statistically significant at 0.05 level. It
indicates that for each 1 unit increase in the rejecting and object punishment behaviour
of fathers, the emotional competence of adolescent boys will decrease by .31 and .29
units respectively.

Table 46
Regression analysis on dimensions of father-adolescent relationship and emotional

competence of adolescents (girls)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 102.907 11.160 9.221 .000 *x
Protecting -.073 .199 -.032 -.368 714 NS
Symbolic punishment -.246 242 -.103 -1.018 310 NS
Rejecting -.096 224 -.049 -428 .669 NS
Object punishment =213 .189 -117 -1.125 262 NS
Demanding -.282 214 -.119 -1.317 .190 NS
Indifferent 313 203 161 1.542 125 NS
Symbolic reward -.071 .148 -.044 -482 .630 NS
Loving 394 155 .239 2.541 .012 *
Object reward -.138 165 -.086 -.834 406 NS
Neglecting -.160 230 -.079 -.699 486 NS

R= .426, R’=.181, Adjusted R*=.122, F(10,139) = 3.076**, P=.001
Std. Error of estimate= 12.315

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
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From Table 46, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=3.076) is significant
at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the
model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The
coefficient of determination is found to be .181, which indicates that ten dimensions of
father-adolescent relationship contribute 18.1% towards emotional competence of
adolescent girls. Since the F-value is found to be significant it may be inferred that
changes in the emotional competence of the adolescent girls have resulted from changes

in the father-adolescent relationships.

From Table 46, it is also observed that among the ten dimensions of the father-
adolescent relationship, the regression coefficient for the loving dimension (B=.394)
only is found to be statistically significant at 0.05 level. It indicates that for each 1 unit
increase in the loving behaviour of fathers, the emotional competence of adolescent

girls will increase by .39 units.

Hence, the null hypothesis is rejected. It indicates that father-adolescent
relationships have a significant effect on the emotional competence of adolescent boys

and girls.
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Ho8(): There is no significant effect of mother-adolescent relationships on the
emotional competence of adolescent boys and girls.
Table 47
Regression analysis on dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship and

emotional competence of adolescents (total)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 103.522 6.475 15.989 .000 *x
Protecting -.082 .108 -.051 -755 451 NS
Symbolic punishment -.168 139 -.086 -1.204 230 NS
Rejecting -.056 141 -.034 -.395 .693 NS
Object punishment -.284 118 -.188 -2.414 .016 *
Demanding -.007 121 -.004 -.062 951 NS
Indifferent -.059 120 -.034 -495 .621 NS
Symbolic reward .060 128 .033 466 .641 NS
Loving .059 142 .032 415 678 NS
Object reward .148 .104 .093 1.416 158 NS
Neglecting -.132 140 -.075 -.944 .346 NS
R= .334, R’=.112, Adjusted R’=.081, F (10,289)=3.633**, P=000
Std. Error of estimate= 11.953

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

From Table 47, it is observed that the obtained F value (F= 3.633) is significant
at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the
model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The
coefficient of determination is found to be .112, which indicates that ten dimensions of
mother-adolescent relationship contribute 11.2% towards emotional competence of
adolescents. Since the F-value is found to be significant it may be inferred that changes
in the emotional competence of the adolescents have resulted from changes in the

mother-adolescent relationship.
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From Table 47, it is also observed that among the ten dimensions of the mother-
adolescent relationship, the regression coefficient for the object punishment dimension
(B=-.284) only is found to be statistically significant at 0.05 level. It indicates that for
each 1 unit increase in the perceived object punishment behaviour of mothers, the
emotional competence of adolescents will decrease by .28 units.

Table 48
Regression analysis on different dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship and

emotional competence of adolescents (boys)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 91.571 8.045 11.382 .000 ok
Protecting -.004 137 -.003 -.030 976 NS
Symbolic punishment .078 178 .046 439 .661 NS
Rejecting -.170 172 -117 -.989 325 NS
Object punishment -.380 162 -.280 -2.336 .021 *
Demanding .084 171 .048 492 .624 NS
Indifferent 152 156 .094 969 334 NS
Symbolic reward 150 156 .093 959 339 NS
Loving 135 191 .082 707 481 NS
Object reward -.058 148 -.037 -.392 .696 NS
Neglecting -.103 177 -.063 -.580 563 NS
R= .391, R’=.153, Adjusted R’=.092, F(10,139) = 2.506**, P=.008
Std. Error of estimate= 10.714

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant
From Table 48, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=2.506) is significant

at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the
model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The
coefficient of determination is found to be .153, which indicates that ten dimensions of
mother-adolescent relationship contribute 15.3% towards emotional competence of

adolescent boys. Since the F-value is found to be significant, it may be inferred that
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changes in the emotional competence of the adolescent boys have resulted from changes
in the mother-adolescent relationships.

From Table 48, it is also observed that among the ten dimensions of the mother-
adolescent relationship, the regression coefficient for the object punishment dimension
(B=-.380) only is found to be statistically significant at 0.05 level. It indicates that for
each 1 unit increase in the object punishment behaviour of mothers, the emotional
competence of adolescent boys will decrease by .38 units.

Table 49
Regression analysis on dimensions of mother-adolescent relationship and

emotional competence of adolescents (girls)

Model Unstandardized Standardized | t- value | p-value | Sig.
coefficients Coefficients level
B Std.Error Beta
(constant) 108.928 10.806 10.080 .000 *x
Protecting -.060 167 -.034 -.359 720 NS
Symbolic punishment -.297 218 -.141 -1.365 174 NS
Rejecting -.046 229 -.026 -200 .842 NS
Object punishment -.347 173 -213 -2.005 .047 *
Demanding -.043 173 -.021 -.247 .805 NS
Indifferent -111 182 -.063 -.612 .542 NS
Symbolic reward -.116 209 -.060 -.556 579 NS
Loving .060 209 .031 .289 73 NS
Object reward 271 143 175 1.894 .060 NS
Neglecting -.080 215 -.044 -372 710 NS
R= .400, R’=.160, Adjusted R’=.100, F(10,139) =2.655**, P=.005
Std. Error of estimate= 12.471

**Significant at 0.01 level *Significant at 0.05 level NS= Not significant

From Table 49, it is observed that the obtained F value (F=2.655) is significant

at 0.01 level, which indicates that the overall model is significant. It means that the
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model explains a significant amount of variance in the outcome variable. The
coefficient of determination is found to be .160, which indicates that ten dimensions of
mother-adolescent relationship contribute 16% towards emotional competence of
adolescent girls. Since the F-value is found to be significant it may be inferred that
changes in the emotional competence of the adolescent girls have resulted from changes

in the mother-adolescent relationships.

From Table 49, it is also observed that among the ten dimensions of the mother-
adolescent relationship, only the regression coefficient for the object punishment
dimension (B= -.347) is found to be statistically significant at 0.05 level. It indicates
that for each 1 unit increase in the object punishment behaviour of mothers, the

emotional competence of adolescent girls will decrease by .34 units.

Hence, the null hypothesis is rejected. It indicates that mother-adolescent
relationships have a significant effect on the emotional competence of adolescent boys

and girls.

The next chapter includes major findings, discussion, implications, limitations,

suggestions, and conclusion.
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APPENDIX - E
Social Competence Scale (SCS)

(Translated Version)
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APPENDIX-F -

Emotional Competence Scale

(Original Version)

Dr. Harish Sharma
Agra
and

Dr. Rajeev Lochan Bharadwaj
Department of Psychology,
D. 8. College, Aligarh.

Give your own information

EC-Scale

Code

Obtained Score

SeX cevvrvrrrrreiiranns ]| g

Education ......... Profession ........

Married/Unmarried .........cccco......
Instruction —

1. Some incomplete statements are given in this scale.

2. Every incomplete statement can be completed with the help of : ay of the five
alternatives mentioned hefore the incomplete one.

3. You have to complete every statement in terms of your own, therefore think
adequately and respond in an honest manner,

4. Tick the (V) mark whichsoever suits you among the five alternatives.

5. The information given by you will be kept secret.

© Pankaj Mapan (1998) ‘Bal Niwas' Taj Basai, Agra-282 001 (India).



.

Even a slight thing to me, ......

When I am inclined to react
upon others, I ...

Due to patty incidents, I ..... my

deeds in a very balanced manner.

Even after realising the causes
of miseries, I ... those from my
mind.

The moments of happmess. I .....
open heartedly,

The impact of day to day events

MOCTNE 25000

| R my control even
on the shght life incidents.

strikes very much
strikes much
strikes normal
strikes slightly
strikes very slightly

cannot control absolutely
cannot control

cannot control normally

am able to control

am able to control very much

am able to do very slightly
am able to do slightly
cannot do normally

do

am able to do very much

cannot overcome absolutely
cannot overcome

cannot overcome normally

am able to overcome

am able to overcome very much

cannot emoy absolutely
cannot enjoy

cannot enjoy normally

am able to enjoy

am able to enjoy too much

is too much

is much

is normal

is slight

is very shight
lose very hastily
lose hastily

lose normally

am not able to lose
am not able to lose absolutely

- ey e



10,

1L

12.

13.

14.

In adverse circumstances, | .....

The fear of strange circumstances

I am ..... by the eritical notions
of others.

B whatever may be the form
of misery

There are the pe sons who remain
normel  even in most adverse
conditions but I ... in adverse

orcumstances leaving aside all
essential work,

) RS the agpression towards
others aroused by known or
unknown reasons.

become nervous atonce
become nervous

become nervous normally
do not become nervous

do not become nervous absolutely.

remains too much

remains much

remains normally

does not remain

does not remain absolutely.

do not like absolutely
do not like

do not like normally
like

like very much.

affected very much
affected much
affected normally
affected slightly
affected very slightly.

weep very much

weep much

weep normally

weep slightly

weep very slightly

become disappointed very much
become disappointed much
become disappointed normally

am not disappointed
am not disappointed absolutely

cannot keep aside absolutely
cannot keep aside

cannot keep aside normally
keep aside
keep aside very much

- - e - - e

- e o e

- e



16.

L7,

18,

19.

21.

) e to participate with a great
zeal on the ocassion of happiness

like marriage or other functions.

When some body hurts my

People ... my emotions through
my facial and overt 2estures.

In the conditions of indifferent
feelings (anxiety, fear anger ete.),

The impact of misfortunes .....
on me.

To go in merry-making, T ...

Usually every body has a habit

to say something but I, ..... on
hearing their slight remarks.

do not like absolutely

do not: like

do not like normally
like much

like very much

become very much sad
become much sad
become sad normally
become sad slightly
become sad very slightly.

realise very easily
realise easily

realise normally

cannot realise easily
cannot realise absolutely

cannot take decision absolutely
cannot take decision

cannot take decision normally
take decision accordingly

take decision easily.

remains very much

remains much

remains normally

remains for a while

remains for a period slightly

like very slightly
like slightly

like normally
like much

like very much,

become impatient very much
become impatient

become impatient normally
become impatient slightly
become impatient very slightly

T T e P U

- - -

R - e e R e W W e R S e e e e e e =

- o W e



24.

25.

27.

All do express their feelings like

laughing, weeping, fearing and
becoming angry but I, .....

In the circumstances of opposite
feelings, I keep my behavior ......

Thinking in the way, “O dear,
leave it, do not worry or feel
sad™ I ... my feelings at bay.

In the ways others remain happy,
g dispite having a wish for
being happy.

Every thing that is related to joy
and sorrow, I ...

I am afraid of what people would

say about me, I .. normal
expression of feelings

In the mist of some worries, the
Jobs that T want to perform, I .....

express either very much or very little (

express more or less

express sometimes more or less
do not express more or less

do not express very much or little.

balanced very slightly
balanced slightly
balanced normally

much balanced
very much balanced.

cannot keep absolutely
cannot keep

cannot keep normally
keep

keep accordingly

cannot remain absolutely so
cannot remain so

cannot remain normally so
am able to remain 30

am able to remain by large so

take it in depth very much
take it in depth much

take it in depth normally
take it in depth slightly

take it in depth very slightly.

refrain very much from

much refrain from

refrain normally from

do not refrain from

do not refrain absolutely from

cannot fulfil absolutely

cannot fulfil

cannot fulfil normally

am able to fulfil

am able to fulfil very much.

(
(
(
(

- - -~ -
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29, Leaving aside all superflous

feelings, I must keep my self
busy in my jobs, This I .....

30. That I never miss any opportunity
to remain happy, ..... on me.

cannot do absolutely

cannot do

cannot do normally

able to do

able to do more easily.

does not apply absolutely
does not apply

does not apply normally

apply

apply very much

Thanking you.
For the use of tester only— Total
A 1 6 11 16 21 o8 o
B 2 7 12 17 22 7 5 A (——
C 3 8 13 18 23 | s
D 4 9 14 19 24 200 | G5
E 5 10 15 20 25 B0: 1 e




APPENDIX - G
Emotional Competence Scale (ECS)

(Translated Version)
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