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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION



Introduction

.1 Background of study

All societies prescribe certain characteristics that their members are expected to ع

possess and certain things people must not do, i^the^^ are to Unction adequately as 

members of their society. In considering the role of parents, however, we are mainly 

concerned with childhood socialisation. (Maccoby, 2000),Some of the socialisation 

that occurs th^ou^hout childhood is in a sense anticipatory, in that it Unctions to 

prepare children for adaptation to a fairly wide range of life roles and the various 

contexts children will encounter as they grow older. (Maccoby, 2000) ^ut childhood 

socialisation also concerns the training of children in modes of behavior that are 

acceptable for the stage of childhood they currently occupy.( €©nley,d., ?feiffer, 

K.M., and ^eles, M) Societies set different standards for people at different stages of 

their life cycle, and there are requirements that loom especially large in childhood, 

^hese include requirements for children to comply with adult demands, to avoid 

,irritating adults or disrupting their activities, to accept age-appropriate responsibility ؤ

م  and to function as a pleasant, cooperative family member.

Although there has been considerable research on the multitude of parental in^uence^ 

that shape the process of child development, less is ^ o w n  about the speci^c ways in 

which parents socialise their children in terms of school-related behaviors and 

outcomes. Academic socialisation encompasses the variety of parental beliefs and 

behaviors that influence children’s school-related development, ?^rents are 

considered to be the primary agents of child socialisation. The process by which 

parents shape a child’s behaviors, attitudes, and social skills so that the child will be 

^ble to Unction as a member of society is broadly encompassed by the term 

socialization.{ Tylor,^., ^layton,^., Rowley,s.2004) Socialisation by parents shapes 

the development of children’s prosocial and antisocial behavior (Baumrind, 1991; 

^ac^oby ه  Martin, 19^^;).€h!ldren are not born with behavior problems; they are 

raised in some manner that fails to meets their emotional and psychological needs. 

This is neglect, it is abuse and it needs to be addressed with diligence, love and 

perseverance.Dennis O’Neil, 2011). An accumulating body of wor^, however, 

documents th^t siblings are central in the hves of individuals and families around the



world and across the life span: Siblings ^er^e as'companions, con^dants, and role 

models in childhood and adolescence (e.g., Dunn, 2007) and as sonrc^s of support 

throughout adulthood (e.g., Connidis & €ampheil, 1995)

These messages from behavior genetics have been picked up ^nd synthesized with 

other misgivings about the weaknesses of socialization research into a more 

broadbased a^ack on traditional assumptions concerning parenting and hs effects. 

Rowe’s book. The Limits o f  Family Influence (1994), stated the case strong^, and 

Harris’s more popular book The Nurture Assumption (1998) attracted a flurry of 

media attention to the issues. These authors have drawn together the Endings from 

some well known studies of parenting effects and ^ d in g s  from behavior genetics to 

make the following claims:

1. The connections that studies have found between the way parents deal with 

their chil^en and how the children turn out are actually quite weak and have 

proved dif^cult to replicate, ^ ^ n  parent “ effects”  are found, they tend to be 

effects on the way children behave at home ^nd the relationships they develop 

with their parents. There is little carry-over ^om at-home experiences to the 

way children Unction in out-o^home contents.

^٠ When studies do establish connections between parenting and chi!dren’s 

a^ributes, these are CO relational Endings. An example is Baumrind’s early 

Ending— now widely replicated—that the children of parents who are both 

responsive and ^rm tend to be more competent and cooperative than children 

of parents who are either authoritarian or ^^rmissive (Baumrind ه  Black 

ة19 ?). Such findings have traditionally been interpreted as showing that 

authoritative parenting has beneficial effects on children, ignoring the 

possibility tha t the causal connection may run the other way—i.e. that 

competent, cooperative children may make it easier for their parents to b^ firm 

and responsive. In fact, the critics argue, parent behavior is substantially 

driven by the behavior of children, and much if not most of the parent/child 

correlation can be accounted for by the child’s genetic predispositions.

مءم



3. Parental influence has been emphasized at the expense of sources of influence 

that in fact have ^reat or perhaps ^reat^r importance in sh^pin^ children’s 

development. Two l؛inds of influence which critics a^^ue have been 

underemphasized ar؟ genetic predispositions and the influence of peers.

1,2 Socialization:

“A continuing process whereby an individual acquires dpersonal identity and learns 

the norms, values, behavior, and social skills appropriate to his ٠٢ her social 

position, ”

(Deniel, 1998)

I ^11 societies prescribe ce^ain characteristics that their members are expected to

possess and certain things people must not do, if they are to A c tio n  adequately as 

members of .their societ^ .̂ ^om^ of these prescriptions and proscriptions ar^ n ة٢ ف ly 

universal across cultures, such a  ̂ the requirement for parents, or specified parent 

، ٦ surrogates, to provide nurturance and protection for children, ^ther standards and

societies, trailing of لإvalues vary greatly from one cultural seeing to another. In 11 ؤخ

d؛؛children occurs, and social controls are in place to ensure that children are ^ocializ ;إ

that is, ferought up in such a way that each new generation acquires the prescribed 

patterns of beHefs and behaviors. Of course, cultures do change, either slowly or 

rapidly, so th^t the cross-generational transmission is by no means absolute. A new 

I generation may need to adapt to conditions that the parent generation

And transmission of values, even when they continue to be appropriate for succeeding 

generations, is not always success^l. ^ome children in ever^ coho^ may be seen to 

be inadequately socialized by the criteria that the society applies, (^accoby, 2000) ؤ

^ o t all socialization occurs in childhood, ?eople are socialized into the customs and 

.standards of an occupational culture when they talce up an entiy-leyei iob ؛

Socialization and resocialization occur when aduhs enter into new life roles (^.g. 

marriage, parenthood). In considering the role of parents, however, we are mainly 

concerned with childhood socialization. Some of the socialization that occurs ي.

throughout childhood is in a sense anticipatory, in that it functions to^pr^pare children 

for ؟daptation to a fairly wide range of life roles and the various contexts children will 

encounter as they grow older, ^ut childhood socialization al^o concerns the training إ



behaviour using psychological tactics aimed at undermining their emotional security 

or sense of self (e.g., guilt induction, negative comments regarding the stability of 

family relationships, hurtful remarks about the child’s developing competencies). 

Optimal development is facilitated by parents’ consistent application of the former 

disciplinary style and their general avoidance of the later technique that focuses on the 

exertion of power through psychologically coercive means (^ornstein, 2006).

Variation in developmental outcomes, especially in the domain of socioemotional 

functioning, is parti^ly affected by the type of control enacted by the parents, be it 

behavioural or psychological (^ray and Steinberg, 1999). Parents ^vho fail to apply 

behavioural controls o^en have children ١٧^٥  exhibit conduct problems, such as the 

violation of social norms, or defiance and oppositionali^ at school or elsewhere in the 

com^unit^^. Parents whose management style is comprised predominantly of 

psychological control, in contrast, tend to have children who repo^ significant 

emotional distress and are at increased risk for internalizing problems such as an^iê؟  

and depression (Steinberg, 2005). Psychological control has been framed as an 

especially stylistic means of navigating t^e parent-child relationship. Parents who use 

this technique tend to do so consistently, across situations, and over time as their child 

develops and changes (Barber & Harmon, 2002). The consistency of this parenting 

style is noteworthy to developmental experts because it has the potential to carry 

those exposed children even further off of the normative developmental tra]ectory as 

they age. !n adolescence, friendships and romantic relationships are thought to suffer 

from such poor parenting, especially as these youth carry forward negative 

expectations about their own success in relationships outside of the family (kelson 

and €ric^, 2002; Smetana, Campione-Barr, and Metzger, 2006).

1.5.4 Emotionally Abusive ٠٢ Neglectful Methods

!n general terms, emotional maltreatme^ of children includes abusive or neglectful 

behaviours by the parents or caregivers that have caused, or could cause serious 

behavioural, cognitive, emotional, or mental problems (^las^r, 2002; Trickett, 

Mermen, Kim, and Sang, 2009). £motionally abusive behaviours include excessive 

and continuing criticism, denigration, terrorizing, repeated blaming, insults, and 

threats against children by their caretakers. For example, parents/caregivers may use

■■زم



1.6 Reasons for diverse personality of siblings

Diverse personality of siblings refers to completely opposite personality of siblings. 

There are many reason reasons for diverse personality of siblings. In which few are 

.discussed under ص

Genetic inheritance from parents is considered as a vital cause for behavior of a 

person. Here those Masons are under consideration which is linl^ed with parenting. 

Socialisation plays major role in personality of a person and m^]or source of 

socialisation is family in which parenting play vital role. Some of the reason are 

discussed under.

1.6.1 Genetic inheritance

Genetic inheritance is one of the basic reasons of diverse personality of siblings, ^y 

birth siblings behave differently because of difference in genetic inheritance. One 

child different attributes from parents as compare to other. In recent decades, there 

has been a countervailing ground swell of research and theorising ^bout nature—the غ

genetic endowment 0ك parents and children—as exerting a powerful in^uence on the 

characteristics that children develop .Of course, for many decades, elementary 

psychology textbooks have carried tables comparing identical and fraternal twins with 

respect to their degree of similarity on or other traits. Studies of adopted children 

were also widely reported many ^ears ago, and inferences were routi 

both twin and adoption s^dies concerning the importance of genetic factors in 

development. Still, for mauy years, thinking remained largely compartmentalized, and 

readers continued to believe in both the importance of genetic factors aud the 

importance of socialisation factors as though they were in no way incompatible. In 

recent years, however, there has been more sophisticated work in behavior genetics, 

and there ^re insistent voices claiming that the findings from this work are indeed 

incompatible with many widely-held views about the power of within-family 

socialisation.

behavior geneticists seek to understand the sources of variation in some human trait 

or characteristic. Their approach is to be distinguished from that of evolutionary



psychologists, who seek to understand the genetic underpinnings of characteristics 

that are relatively uniform across a species, ^here are important effects of hoth genes 

and environment that are overlool^ed in studies that focus on the variation of a 

characteristic within a given population. A human characteristic such as heing bom 

with two eyes is entirely genetic, yet its heritability would be computed zero in a 

twin or adoption study since it is a characteristic that does not vary within the 

population studied. Similarly, ther^ may be an environmental factor that affects the 

mean level of a characteristic raising or lowering all scores to a similar degree— 

without greatly disturbing the ran^-order of individuals on the characteristic. Thus, 

adoption studies have found that the correlation of adopted children’s IQs with those 

of their biological parents can remain substantial, while at the same time the average 

IQ of the adopted children is higher than that of their natural parents, as though 

children receive an IQ bonus from being adopted into relatively stable, middle-class 

homes, while nevertheless continuing to differ from each other according to their 

genetic endowment. In a study of French children adopted at about the age of5, it was 

found that the amount of increase in their IQs (assessed again in adolescence) was 

considerably greater for children adopted into af^uent, well-educated families than 

for those adopted into und^!^riviieged homes (^uyme et al 1999).

1.6.2Differential behavior of parents

differential behavior of parents among their children could be ma]or cause of diverse 

personality of siblings. If role of parents differ among all children then it negatively 

effects the personality of their children, ?he role of fathers in child adjustment is 

relatively under researched as most studies on parenting.dimensions h^ve focused on 

mothers (e.g., ^c^ale•؟: Pawletko, 1992) or on aggregated maternal and paternal 

parenting into one overall parenting score (e.g., Feinberg et al., 2000; Kowal et al.,

2002). Very little existing research has explicitly delineated the processes through 

which fathers influence their children's behavior (e.g., Cabrera, Shannon, and Tamis- 

LeMonda, 200?; Coley ظ  Medeiros, 200?), while increasing evidence suggests the 

importance of a differentiated approach from the mother and the father in promoting 

child adjustment (^ewis and Lamb, 200م)ت Although parents often have similar 

parenting strategies within families, due to both assortative mating and mutual 

influence ^nd decision-making (Coley, Votruba-Drzal, ه  Schindler, 200^), research

٦̂



has shown that mothers tend to engage in more frequent interactions with their 

children and are more responsive than Others; fathers tend to be more demanding and 

have more distant relationships with their children (Lewis & Lamb, 2003).

In longitudinal wor^, the initial level of a child’s characteristic at tim^ one is 

sometimes statistically controlled to determine whether a time>ane parent attribute is 

associated with subsequent change in the child’s behavior. As an example, Patterson 

& Bank (1989) studied families when their sons were in grade school, and ^gain when 

the bo^s were adolescents. They found that changes in parenting during these years 

were strongly related to the chances of a boy’s being arrested for delinquent activities 

in adolescence, even a^er the boy’s anti-social tendencies at grade school age were 

controlled. (Maccoby, 2000)

1.6.3 Child emotional maltreatment

Stressful events in the family affect each child in different ^nd unique ways. 

However, certain situations trigger ^ore intense stress reactions and consequences 

than others, ^hild maltreatment, whether sexual, physical, or emotional, is amon^ the 

worst and most intrusive forms of stress. It impinges directly on the child’s daily life, 

may be ongoing and unpredictable, ^nd is often the result of actions or inactions of 

people the child is supposed to trust and depend on. Nonetheless, even traumatic 

events like abuse, neglect, and family violence do not affect each child in a 

predictable, characteristic fashion. R ther, their impact depends on the child’s makeup 

and available supports, (^olfe, David, and ^clsaac, Caroline. 2010)

Child emotional maltreatm^n represents an interaction between aversive parental 

behaviors and the special vulnerabilities and strengths of a given child (^arbarino, 

199?). The developmental level and competencies of the child act as specific 

vulnerability or protective factors, ^hus, to describe the harm or potential harm to the 

child stemming ^-om emotional maltreatment we need to consider how such acts 

affect developmental processes (and vice versa). Trom this perspective, malteatment 

is harmful or potentially harm ^l to the child’s immediate and future well-being not 

only because of real or potential i^ury, but because of what it o^en represents in 

terms of interfering with the child’s ongoing social, cognitive, and behavioural 

development (Wekerle, f ille r , Wolfe, and ^pindel, 200م)ة
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Emotional maltreatment can interfere with ongoing development in pervasive and 

damaging ways. In effect, children ^•om physically or emotionally maltreating 

families experience more than just violence, fear, or rejection; the^ typically have 

grown up in a family context that fails to provide appropriate developmental 

م  opportunities ^nd stimulation, and one that is inconsistent and disorganized. While

recognizing that the experiences of each child vi^ti^ differ in important ways from 

those of other victims, ther^ are some consistent pa^erns that descrih^ important, 

common features of their childrearing environments. One of the earliest and most 

significant effects of child emotional maltreatment on development stems from 

disruptions in the important process of early childhood a^achment, which interferes 

with a young child’s ability to see^ comfort and regulate his or her own physiological 

and emotional processes. Without consistent stimulation, comfo^, and routine to aid 

in the formation of secure attachments, maltr^^ted infants and toddlers have 

considerable difficulty establishing a reciprocal, consistent pattern of interaction with 

their caregivers. Instead, they may show a pattern of relatedness described as 

insecure-disorganized attachment, characterised by a mixture of approach and 

ذ  avoidance, helplessness, apprehension, and a general disorientation (^arnetl, ^aniban,

and Cicchetti, 1999). In contrast, children who develop a positive, secure style of 

relating (due to otber positive family influences or persona! strengths, for example) 

are more resilient to caregivin^ environme^s marked by poor or emotionally abusive 

parenting (Alink, 2009). Emotion regulation is a key concept in understanding how 

maltreatment, as well as poor or dys^nctional parenting, may affect children’s 

developmental outcomes. Emotion regulation refers to the ^bih^ to modulate or 

control the intensity and expression of feelings and impulses, especially intense ones, 

in an adaptive manner (Maughan and Cicchetti, ^002). ^ o t surprisingly, the e^rly 

development of emotion regulation skills is highly influenced by the quality of the 

parent-child relationship. Because maltreated children live in a world of emotional 

turmoil and extremes, it is very difficult for them to understand, label, and regulate 

their internal states.



Expressions of affect, such as crying or signals of distress, may trigger disapproval, 

avoidance, or abuse fron^ caregivers, so maltreated youngsters have a greater 

tendency to inhibit their emotional expression and regulation and remain more fearful 

and hypervigilant (^lorman, Cicchetti, Catcher, and Ison, 2003). ^i^ilarly, they 

show increased a^n tion  to anger- and threat-related signals, such as facial 

expressions, and less allention to other emotional expression (Poliak and Schell,

2003).

Maltreated children may also lacl؛ core positive beliefs about themselves and th^ir 

world, because their negative experiences in relationships are carried forward to new 

situations. They may develop negative representational models of themselves and 

others based on a sense of inner “badness,” self-blame, shame, or rage, which further 

Impair their ability to regulate their affective responses (Feiring, Taska, and Lewis, 

2002). The child’s developing sense of personal self-ef^cacy can be undermined by 

physical and emotional abuse as well as by physical and emotional neglect, ^s such 

maltreatment devalues the child as a person. Feelings of betrayal can also challenge 

an individual’s sense of self, because a person on whom the individual was dependent 

violated that trust and confidence.

As they grow older and are faced with new situations involving peers and other 

adults, poor emotional regulation becomes even more problematic. Their adaptational 

strat^^ies, such as hypervigilance and fear, evolve to become highy responsive to 

threatening or dangerous situations. Like their own parents before them, maltreated 

children may be distracted by aggressive stimuli and misread the intentions of their 

peers and teachers as being more hostile than they actually are ^ o d g e , 1994). ^iven 

their propensity to a^ribute hostile inte^ to others and their lack of empathy and 

social sklls, it is not surprising that abused and neglected children are rejected by 

their p^ers and have severe and wide-ranging problems in school and interpersonal 

ad]ustment (Wolfe, 1999).



Children’s behavior ©r developmental limitations may unintentionally increase the 

potential ^ r  physical or emotional maltreatment, if accompanied by the other critical 

؛ء  parental factors noted previously. For example children with disabilities such as

mental retardation or physical impairments were three times more likely to be abused 

than were their non-disabled peers, based on a large population-based sample 

(Sullivan & H utson, 2000). ?hysical and emotional maltreatment occurs most often 

during dif^cult to manage, but not uncommon, episodes of child behavior such as 

disobedience, fighting and arguing, accidents, and dangerous behavior, which may 

produce anger and tension in predisposed adults. Family circumstances such as 

con^i^t and intimate pawner violence also have a causal connect 

maltreatment, ^n ^bout half of the families in which adult pawners are violent toward 

one another, one or both parents have also been violent toward a child at some point 

during the previous year (£dleson, 1999)، domestic convicts and violence most o^en 

arise during disagreements over childrearing, discipline, and e^ch partner’s 

د  responsibilities in child care (Edleson, ^bilinyi, Beeman, ظ  ^agemeister, 2003).

م  C ildren may be caught in the cross^re between angry ad^ts, or in s

might instigate a convict between caregivers by misbehaving or demanding attention. 

In either case, an escalating cycle of family turmoil and violence begins, whereby 

children’s behavioural and emotional reactions to the violence create additional stress 

on the intimate partner relationship, ^ h e r  aggravating an already volatile situation. 

(Wolfe, ^avid, and Mclsaac, Caroline. 2010)

Finally, child emotional maltreatment most o^en occurs in the content of 

multiprobl^m homes and neighborhoods, where poverty, social isolation, and wide 

acceptance of harsh forms of discipline and control exert a ma]or int^uenc^ on 

children’s development.^ Maltreating families o^en lacl؛ sig^^cant social 

connections to others in their extended families, neighborhoods, and communities, as 

well as to social assistance agencies, which ^rther restricts their access to healthier 

childrearing models and supports. Social isolation from positive support systems is ؤ

commonly associated with other stress^l living conditions, such as a lack of ̂ de^uate 

daycare, peer groups or close friends, and adequate housing. T e s e  factors play an 

indirect, yet significant, role in the early formation and healthy establishment of a



positive versus abusive parent-child relationship. As a result, various ^or^s of 

maltreatment ^re difficult to detect, and com^u^^^ agents who could promote 

healthy parent-child relationships are less likely to be influential. (Wolfe, David, and 

Mclsaac, Caroline. 2010)

Child maltreatment is closely linked to s truc^al aspects of the neighborhood and 

community. Rates of officially reported child maltreatment vary in relation to four 

determinants of community social organisation: economic and family resources, 

residential instability, household and age sti^cture, and geographic proximity of 

neighborhoods to concentrated poverty (Boulton, Crampton, Irwin, ^pilsbury, & 

Korbin, 2007). ^hese important dimensions of neighborhood content reject the 

degree of bre^^down of community social control and organisation, which in turn 

relate to reports of physical and emotional child abuse.

1.7 G apsا!! the existing knowledge

?arents in^uence their children, this is a clear thing. It is also very obvious that 

children genetic makeup affects their children behavioral characteristics but they are 

more influenced by the way they are treated by their parents. All societies prescribe 

certain characteristics that their members are expected to possess and certain things 

people must not do, if they are to Unction adequately as members of their society. In 

considering the role of parents, however, we are mainly concerned with childhood 

socialisation.

^he purpose of the research was to analyse the parental attitude and its impact on the 

socialisation of their children. The main purpose of the research is to find out the role 

of parenting behavior in socialization of a child and to see the impact of parental 

expectations on personality development of a child. Another purpose is to find out the 

reasons of diverse personalia of siblings under one parenthood. It has been seen that 

in many families some kids behave di^ere^tly from their family. It has been seen that 

their behavior is delinquent or they are antisocial or they are weak in studies. Those 

children behave differently from their siblings. There are many reasons for this 

behavior of children but the reason which has been focused here is style of parenting, 

?arenting is one of the most important reasons for this behavior of children. Little

ي



carelessness of parents can lead to a big problem of society. The focus of the study is 

on those children ^^hose siblings are ^ery successful in sociel^, €hildren who fulfil 

the expectations of their parents become success^l member of family and then 

society and then parents sets the same criteria of success for other children and if 

someone fails to achieve those criteria of success or his abilities is not according to ص

that criteria then he or she becomes failure because of that discouragement in family. 

This leads to the weak personalities of people. However, the focus of this study is 

unique in it^ nature.

The question that stricl^en my mind was to explore the reasons of diverse personality 

of siblings under one parenthood and to ^nd out that how same style of parenting 

differently effect the personality of siblings, keeping in view this important aspect of 

socialisation, this research study was conducted on parent’s perspective regarding 

parenting and its impact on socialisation.

8 Research questions,

How much parental attitude is responsible for socialisation of their children? ٠ 1 

2. How much parental expectations e^ect th^ personality of their children?

?3. What are the reasons of diverse personality of siblings

Hypothesis و.

• differential attitude of parents could be a reason for diverse personality of 

siblings.

10 Objectives

٠ To ^ d  out the role of parenting attitude in socialisation o fa ف  كاأ -

• To see the impact of parental expectations on personality development of their 

children.

• To find out the reasons of diverse personality of siblings under one 

parenthood.

م
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Methodology
Methodology is the system of rules, principles and procedures that guide scientific 

investigation. Methodology tells the researchers ho^ and ^hat steps need to be 

followed to collect the relevant data. Methodology is the complete framework of the 

who]^ research activity, ^ search  methodology provides guideline for collecting 

evidence that trices place, for explaining why it takes place, and for doing so in such a 

way that other researchers can check the findings. It is understood that scientific 

validity of a research is based on the el^ectiveness of the methodology. This chapter 

points to the research procedure, which the researcher follows for conducting the 

study. Sociological research work varies with respect to methodologies. Methodoiogy 

is linked to lo^ic for the purpose of research and data collection. The choice of a 

particuiar method of collecting data depends upon the purpose of coi!ecting 

information. The main purpose was to find out the parental perception regarding role 

of parental behavior in socializafion of children.

2.1 Research design

There are various research designs which are used in social sciences. Qualitative and 

Quantitative researchers conduct their research in different ways, ^evertheiess, the 

overail methods employ share the same general structure. Since research design 

guides the researcher to conduct the research s^dy step by step ensuring that each 

step is completed before moving to the next. The study waك descriptive in na^re. 

Following procedure was adopted for this study.

2.2 Type of Research

Qualitative research focuses on gathering numerical data and generalizing it across 

groups of people. In order to conduct the present research. Qualitative research was 

used to get the information from the respondents.

2.^ Universe of the Study

The e^ire group fi-om which a sample is chosen is known as the population or 

universe. In other words, any set of individuals or objects having some common 

observable characteristics under s^^dy constitutes a population or a universe. The
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universe of ^ e  study consisted of ^ال the parents having two or more than two 

children Islamabad.

2.3.1 Geography

Islamabad is the capital of Pakistan and the ninth largest city in the country. Located 

within the Islamabad Capital territory (ICT), Islamabad is located in the ?othohar 

?lateau in the northeastern part of the country, within the Islamabad Capital territory. 

The region has historically been a part of the crossroads of Punjab and Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa with Margalla pass acting as the gateway between the two regions.

2.3.2 Climate

Islamabad features an atypical version of a humid subtropical climate, with warm and 

dry springs, hot and humid summers accompanied b^ a monsoon season, and brief but 

cool winters. Islamabad's micro-climate is regulated by three artificial reservoirs; 

Rawal, Simli, and Khanpur ^am.

۶ 2.3.3 Demography

Islamabad is Pakistan's most diverse metropolis in terms of the population makeup of 

the city. It has the largest expatriate and foreigner population in the city. Currently 

Islamabad had an estimated population estimated to be around 1.70 million. Islam is 

the largest religion in the city, with 95.530ام of the population Muslim. The majority of 

the population lies in the ag^ ^roup of 15-64 years, around 59.38%. Only 2.73% of 

the population is above 65 years of age; 37.90% is below the age of 15. Islamabad has 

the highest literacy rate in Pakistan. The labor force of Islamabad is 185,213 and the 

unemployment rate is 15.70%
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Islamabad is a net contributor to the Pakistani economy, as whilst having only 0.80ام 

٥٢ the country’s ^o^ulation, it contributes 1% to the country’s GDP. Islamabad Stock 

Exchange, bounded in 1989, is Pakistan’s third largest stock exchange after Karachi 

^tock Exchange and Lahore Stoc^ Exchange, ^he exchange has 118 members with 

104 corporate bodies and 18 individual members. The average daily turnover of the 

stock exchange is over 1 million shares. Islamabad ha^ seen an expansion in 

information and communications technology with the addition two So^ware 

Technology Parks which house numerous national and foreign technological and IT 

companies, ^ o s t of Pakistan's state-owned companies like PI^, PT^, PT€^, 

OGDCL, and ^arai Taraqiati Bank Ltd. are based in Islamabad. The city is home to 

many branches of Krachi-based companies, banks, and T ^  channels. Headquarters 

of all major telecommunication operators such as PTCL, ^ o b ili^  ,Telenor, ^fone ,؛

China Mobile and are located in Islamabad.

2.4 Selection of the Study Area

Islamabad was selected for the study area. Because the to^ic is to analyse the 

^erce^tion of parents regarding socialisation of children. Parents were ^ur^osively 

and conveniently selected from city. As the parents can better describe role of parental 

socialisation.
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Parents were randomly selected from different ar^as of Islamabad for the sample unit, 

because parents can better describe tl^e role of parenting behavior in socialisation of a 

child, ?are^^ having various socioeconomic characteristics were taken under 

consideration.

2.5.1 Sampling and Sample size

Sampling is a method of studying from a ^ ١٧ selected items, instead of the entire big 

number of units. Sampling" basically means selecting people/objects from a 

"population" in order to test the population for something. A sample refers to a small 

representation of the whole population. It is a part or subset of population which 

represents the characteristics of the whole population. Parents having two or more 

than two children were selected under the sample, the sample was selected on the 

basis of convenient and purposive sampling. The sample size was 60.

2.6 ^ a ^  Collection Tools and Techniques

The success of the research depends upon how carefully data was collected. The 

validity of the research mostly depends upon the tool of the data collect!on. In the 

present study, the data was collected with the help of interview schedule. The 

questionnaire was consisting of both open and close ended questions, asl؛ed from 

parents by usin^ interview technique.

2.6.1 Pre survey

Pre-survey is a frnal trial use of tool of d^ta collection prior to large scale study. Pre- 

survey not only provides ways to modify the questionnaire but it also discovers new 

aspects of the problem under study. As a result, the problems found are resolved and 

the questionnaire ^ets the final shape. It i  ̂ always use^! to make a test of the 

questionnaire, formulated before giving it final shape, so that a researcher may come 

to know the acceptabili^ of the questions. Pre su^ey was conducted by researcher
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from ten parents. Some important issues were highlighted during field-testing o£the 

instrument. These main issues were related to the sequence and phrasing of questions 

and interviewing technique. After field test, some modifications were made based on 

the information received.

2.7 Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis is often used to explore the data and helps to examine the 

distribution of values for a particular attribute. Statistical ana^sis converts numbers 

into meaningful conclusions in accordance with the purposes of a study. There is a 

computer package for statistical analysis known as s? s^ . In this research Statistical 

?ac^age for the Social Sciences (S?SS) software was used to analyse th^ data.

2.8 Coding of Questionnaire

When designing a questionnaire, it is impo^ant to remember that the information 

٩٠ collected will need to be processed and analysed when it is completed a

The questionnaire was consisted of both open and close ended questions along with 

multiple options. According to the format, the researcher coded the questions and its 

options.

2 T وم ^ n l a t i o n

The systematic and orderly arrangement of facts and figures in columns and rows is 

called tabulation. In order to make the study mea٨i٨g لء١  the calculated data wa$ 

presented in the tabular form, ?ercentages ^nd graphs were used for data analysis, 

f ^ata was tabulated, analysed and interpreted.

2.10 Statistic! Test

There are many tests that we can use to analyze our data, and which particular one we 

use to analyse our data depends upon what we are looking for, and what data we 

collected and how we collected it.
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Frequency tables were made to describe the basis characteristics of the respondents. 

In order to brin^ the data into comparable form, percentage of ¥arious categories of 

data were worked out in the present study. The percentages were calculated by ء

following the formula.

Percentage = F Xioo/N 

Where

F = frequency 

N = Total number

2.11 Challenges

^ ^ e r  pre-survey the researcher went to the field for data collection. Researcher spent 

more than three weeks to collect th^ data ^om parents. Researcher faced some 

difficulties in the field like convince problem, some parents were not willing to share 

their thoughts so it was di^icult for the researcher to collect data.
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DATA A^A^¥^^^ AND PRESENTATION

All researches involve s©^e form of data analysis, which refers to deriving some 

meaning from the observations that have been made during the research project. The 

main purpose of data analysis is to convert the observation made during field survey 

into some meaning^l form and to examine associations/ relationships between the 

variables. Analysis of data is made with reference to the objectives of the study ^nd 

research queries if any. Analysis of data involves re-categori^ation of variables, 

tabulation, interpretation, explanation and casual inferences.

The focus of this chapter, however, is on qualitative data analysis, in which 

obs^^tions are put into numerical format and manipulated in some way based on 

their a^thm^tical properties. The study was aim^d at investigating the “analysis of 

parental perception regarding parental behavior in socialisation of a child^’. The data 

collected through research intruments were tabulated, analysed and interpreted in the 

light of the objectives of the stud^. Results are being presented in the following lines.

3.1 Univariate Analysis

Univariate analysis is the simplest form of quantitative (statistical) analysis. The 

analysis is carried out with the description of a single variable and its attributes of the 

applicable unit of analysis (babbie, 1999). When data is collected, it is in the form of 

raw data distribution, which means that th^ distribution contains all different values 

that were observed on a variable. Univariate analysis refers to the analysis which 

involves the manipulation of single variable. Univariate tables which are more 

commonly l،nown as frequency distribution show how frequently an item repeats. The 

basic pu!^ose of univariate analysis is to describe the ‘variable’.

3.2 Bivariate Analysis

Bivariate analysis is one of the simplest forms of the quantitative (statistical) analysis. 

It involves the analysis of two variables , for the purpose of determining the empirical 

relationship between them. In order to see if the variables are related to one another, it 

is common to measure how those two variables simultaneously change together 

(Babbie, 1999).



Bivariate analysis can be helped in testing simple hypothesis of 

association and causality checking to what extent it becomes easier to know and 

predict a value for the dependent variable if we ^now a case's value on the 

independent variable.

3.3 Socio economic characteristics of the respondents 

Figure 3.ل: len d er  of the respondents

femalemale

field Survey (2012)

Socioeconomic characteristics of responders play a decisive rol^ in discussion and 

analyzing results from data. In figure 3.1 the result indicates 37% male and 630ام 

female respondents. . Both genders were taken in a sample to analyze the parental 

perception regarding socialization of children.
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Figure 3.2 indicates the age categories of the respondents that 58% respondents falls 

in the age category of30*39 years, 25Vo responders falls in the age category of 40-49 

and 1 7 0 .respondents falls in the age category of 50-59 اه

Table 3,1; Education of the respondents
ء

Level of Education Frequency Percent

Matric 1 1

Fa/Fsc 8 2

Ba/Bsc 12 ^ ٥

Ma/Msc 9 15

أ آ آ ا ^^/$^ا 2ه ٩٩

Phd 10 17

Total ^0 100
Source: Field Survey (2012)

Table 3.1 indicates the level of education of the respondents in which, ^^]ority of the 

responde^^ (33°/o) have MS/M.phil level of education, 2 0 “/o have BA/B.sc degree and 

15%  and 16%  have Ma/M.sc and ?h ^  level of eduction, ^^hile small numbers of 

respondents have below intermediate education.
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Figure 3.3 shows the occupation of the respondents that Majority of the female respondents 

are teachers (320ام) and housewives (280ام) and male respondents are government 

servants (20%), private employs (13%) and doctors (?٠/©).
s
٦٣

Figure 3.4: Total incomes of the respondents

 5lac2.5 lac.1 □thousand- 50- 3 1؛
SOthousand thousand

Source; Field Survey (2012)
Figure 3.4 shows that Majority of the respondents (43%) have between l.^lac to 21ac 

total family income.25°/o falls in llac-l.^lac and 18% falls in 2.51ac-31ac.7%



respondents have 50000 to lac income only 2% respondents have below 2 0 family ام

mcome.

Figure 3.5: Marital status of the respondents

B  married 
^divorced

Source: Field Survey (2012)
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Figure 3.5 indicates th^ marital status of the respondents in which 9 0  are stiii ام0

married while 7% are widow and 3% are divorced.

Figure 3.6: Family type of the respondents

Inuclê r

Source: Field Survey (2012)



Figure 3.6 shows the family types of the respondents in which majority of the 

respondents are from nuclear family system i-e 730ام while 27% respondents are from 

joint family system. To ^nd out the sources of socialisation of their children this 

question is asked to the respondents.

Figure ^٠?: Ages of children of the respondents
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Source: Field Survey (2012)

Figure 3.7 shows that children of the respondents fall in different age categories. 

Majority of the children (630ام) fall in the age category of l-15years.22% fall in the 

age category of 10 to 25 years, !٠% falls in 25to 30 years and 5% falls in 20 to 35 

years of age category.



Source: Field Survey (2012)

Figure 3.8 indicates the number of children of the respondents in which 40% of the 

parents have th^ee children, 32% have four children, 1?% have two children, 7% have 

6 children and 5 0 .hav^ five children ام

Figure 3.9: Strongest source of socialisation of a child
ء

peerschoolfamily

Source: Field Survey (2012)



Figure 3.9 shows that according to the opinion of n^a]ori^ of the parents (75%), 

family is a strongest source of socialisation of a child and 2 3 0  things that strongest ام

soiirce of socialisation is school. For most people, the process of socialisation begins 

in the family. Family is their ^rst source through which they commence their social 

communication, ^ s  a child, a person learns to see and interpret himself and society 

through the eyes and understanding of his parents and other elders of the family. It is 

with the aid of the older family m^mhers that he/she becomes familiar with sociai 

culture. It is though family that 'socially acceptable' ways of thi^؛ing and behaving 

are imparted to a child. Values such as sharing, hones^, idealism, discipline, etc., are 

aiso culti^^ted in a person through his family. Terefore, it is vital how parents treat 

their children, and also how parents behave in front of them because it is through 

these interactions th^t a child will perceive and develop a sense of 'self, however, 

although belonging to the same society, every family is different. This difference 

ranges from ethnicity to religion to preferences (whil^ some families might give more 

^ref^rence to education, others might emphasize more on discipline) and many more. 

^0, the !knowledge that children gain from their families, c^^ainly cannot be uniform 

throughout. Nevertheless, there is no denying the fact that family is the fountainhe^d 

of the socialisation process, ^hildr^n spend about seven to eight hours in schooi. So, 

there is no denying the fact that school has an important and lifelong impact on their 

sociaiization process. Apart from teaching children to read and write, and initiating 

them in sub]ects such as math, languages and science (which is schoois* main 

Unction), they also have a latent function of nurturing within the students, the value 

of teamwori؛, punctuality and following a set schedule. In other words, a lesson 

stressing on the need for discipline in doing one's day-to-day activities is pinpointed. 

Schools also play a ma]or rol^ in fostering the values of national pride and citis^nship 

in the children. For instance, school children in the United States have to take the 

?ledge of Allegiance.(David, 1999)
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Figure 3.10 shows that according to majority of the parent’s (5 5 0  opinion (ام

socialization is more responsible for the behavior of a child as compare to genetic 

inheritance from parents and 45% parents have a op tion  that genetic inheritance 

^•om parents is more responsible for a behavior of a child. Until the late 1960s, social 

scientists assumed that children's interaction with their parents constituted the 

primary in^u^nce on child development. £mphasis on parents as the primary agents 

of socialization can be traced to Freud (1949), who argued that the significant aspects 

of personality take shape during the early years of life when children spend much of 

their time at home under their parents' close supervision. Less clinically inclined 

researchers operationalised Freud’s constructs to permit his theories to be assessed 

empiricaily (cf Baldwin, 1949; Sears, ^accoby, ه  Levin, 1957).



Source field survey (2012)

Figure 3.11 shows that majority ٠  ̂th^ parents thinks that attitude of their children 

differ from each other (?^٠/©) says that the attitude of their children diners from each 

other and 280اه says that altitude of children do not differ from each other.

Figure 3.12: Reasons for difference in attitude of ch!!dren
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Figure 3.12 According to majority of parents, reason behind the difference in attitude 

of their children is that, it is nature’s part that every human being is differed ^om one



another and difference ؛n attitude of ^are^$ is also a major reason. Environmental 

differences dne to birth orders are also considered as m^jor reasons for this. During 

the last decade, researchers have recognised that the sibling relationship is an 

important component of the family system (^rody & ^tone-man, 1990); this 

realisation has influenced the st^dy of parent-child relationships in unexpected ١٧̂ ^^. 

decent studies have shown that adolescent and young adult subjects believed they 

experienced different intra familial environments than did their siblings in a wide 

variety of areas, and that parents perceive differences in th^ir own treatment of their 

children (Daniels, Dunn, Fur-stenberg, & ?lomin, 1985).

Table 3.2; Parental style for controlling their children and children’s 

reaction

^eacton of Children
. i

Total

^eha^e
properly

Become
aggressive

Methods of 
motivating children

scolding and beating 7 22

ng€!٧؛nsهscolding and c 20 13 33
c٥٧nة€li٨g, beating and scolding ة 15
to behave lil<e their obedient si^i^g 4 ت 7

by avoiding thenn 8 ه 8
by beating, scolding and avoiding them 7 8

Total 57 43 100

^icld Survey (2012)

Table 3.2 shows percentages in which majority of the parents mostly use scolding and 

counseling method to motivate their children for controlling their behavior, in which 

out of 3 3 0 ام0ء 20ام  parents thinks that their children starts behaving well while 13% 

thinks that they become aggressive afterwards. Majority of the parents had positive 

experience for this process. 22% parents use scolding and beating method in which 

 said that امparents said that their children sta^s behaving well afterwards and 130 ام150

their children becomes aggressive. 150ام parents use beating, scolding and avoiding 

method in which majority said that children become aggressive.



Figure 3.13; Parents give preference to demands of most obedient 

child

Syes

Source: Field Survey (2012)

Figure 3.13 shows that parents give opinion about the statement that, they give 

preference to the demands of their most obedient child, in which majority parents 

replied with the answer “no”. But almost 47% replied with the answer “yes”.

Figure 3.14: Reasons for giving preference to the demands of most 

obedient child

Percent

m;؛ otivate o ther  sibling ؛ه^
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Source: ^ield Survey (2012)

According to figure 3.14 Majority of the parents who replied with the answer “yes” 

g^ve the reason that they do it to motivate the siblings of that child(60yo) and another



reason was it is natural tl^at one someone obeys your order, t^an you also give 

preference to him(35%) and some parents(5°/o) also said that physical appearance of 

children ^Iso take more attention of parents and becomes the reason for that.

Table 3.3: Relationship between Children satisfaction to parental 

attitude and unequal parental treatment

TotalUnequal treatment by parents

nonedisagreeneutral

13ل333
children satisfied with 

parental al^i^de

401018no

271512no idea

362931Totalل00

Source: Field Survey (2012)

Table 3.3 depicts th^ percentage of parental perception about the satisfaction level of 

their children and relationship between unequal parental treatment. In which ma]ority 

of the parents (40®/o) said that their children are not satisfied with their attitude in 

which majority of parents (18%) agrees that it is due to their unequal treatment. 33% 

parents perceive that their children are satisfied to their attitude and 2?% parents do 

not have any idea about their children satisfaction. Total 31% parents agreed with the 

statement that children are not satisfied to their attitude because of their unequal 

treatment while 2و% had neutral opinion and 4% parents disagreed with the 

statement. The parents who think that their children are satisfied to their attitude, from 

them some selected the category of none on asking about the unequal treatment means 

because they didn’t answer it.



Figure 3.15; Siblings can have completely opposite personality

disagreeagree

Source: Field Survey (2012)

Figure 3.15 shows about the parental perception that siblings can have completely 

opposite personalities. Majority o^the parents i.e. 80% thinks that siblings can have 

completely opposite personalities. The most common reasons they ^ave are birth 

order, environmental differences, differential attitude of parents a^d genetic 

inheritance.

V

ct personality of child^ Figure 3.16: High expectations negatively a؛

o  neutral

Source: Field Survey (2012)

Figure 3.16 show that 67% parents perceive that high expectations of the parents 

negatively affect the personality of the child. While 16% have neutral opinion and



disagree with the statement that h ام170 i ^  expectations negatively affect the 

personality of a child, ^ s  show that majority of the parents agreed with the 

statement that high expectations of parents can negatively affect the personality of a 

child.

Figure 3.17: Differential behavior of parents
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Figure ^.1? shows that majority of the parents 90% perceive that differential behavior 

of parents could be a reason of diverse personality ofsiblings.5% parent disagree ^vith 

the statement while remaining 5% have neutral opinion, hypothesis is also proved by 

this t^ble according to pare^al perception di^erential behavior of parents could be a 

reason of diverse personality of siblings. According to parental perception differential 

treatment can negatively affect the personality of a child. Hence hypothesis is proved 

by this data.



Figure ^٠̂ :̂ Parental perceptions about reasons of diverse 

personalia of siblings

Source: Field Survey (2012)

Researcher asked from respondents about different reasons of diverse personality of 

siblings.Figure 3.18 indicates the comparitive percentage about these dimensions. It 

sho^vs that majority of the parents (63%) were agreed that same expectations could be 

a reason of diverse personality of siblings b^c^use when parents expect same thing 

from every child than it negatively effects the personality of a child 85% parents were 

agreed that gender biasness is a reason of diverse personality of siblings and 100% 

parents were agreed with the statement that lack of a^ention is a reason of diverse 

personality of siblings.

Figure 3.19: Different reasons of diverse personality^ of siblings

Source: Field Survey (2012)



Figure 3.19 shows parental perception about some other reasons o^^i^erse personality 

of siblings. The figure demonstrate that majority of the parents (87°/o) were agreed 

that intelligence comparison be^^een siblings is the reason of diverse personality of 

siblings while (70%) were agreed that comparison between the physical appearance of 

children could be a reason and 100% agreed with the statement that labeling of^ood 

or between children by the parents could be a reason of diverse personality of 

siblings.

Table 3.4; Affect of parental expectations on behavior of children
parental expectations ؛ه Affect 

on behavior of children

16

19

1^

60

€^p€Ct^f0 ا٨ $ 
from ^١ children

no

24

yes

10

13

36

طه0أه6^ا  and confident
rebellious and confident
aggressive
demanding
attention seeker

©f theirbehavior
children

^otal
Source: Field Survey (2012)

Table 3.4 shows frequency distribution of cross tabulation between behavior of the 

children of respondents and their same expectations from all children. Data shows that 

majority of the parents hav^ aggressive children. In which majority parens have same 

expectations ^■om their children. Half of the parents of demanding children have same 

expectations while half do not have. The parents who have same expectations from 

their children also have also h^ve obedient and con^dent children, ^ut majoril^^ who 

have same expectations from their children have rebellious, aggressive and attention 

seeker children.

3.4 ^o^e other reasons according to parents

Some other reasons given by the parents for diverse personality of siblings are as 

follows. Majority of the parents gave some other reasons in which are birth order of 

children is the most common reason and that behavior of the parents differ from child 

to child. Another most common reason was environmental differences that



environmental of the siblings varies for instance some time elder siblings spent their 

childhood in joint families and younger spent in nuclear families, change in financial 

status is also considered. These all are linked to birth order and environmental 

differences.
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Summary Conclusion and Recommendations

4.1 Summary
ء

Parents influence their children, thi^ is a clear thing. It is also very obvious that 

children genetic makeup affects their children heh^vioral characteristics but they are 

more influenced by the way they are treated by their parents. 1̂1 societies prescribe 

certain characteristics that their members are expected to possess and certain things 

people must not do, if they are to function adequately as members of their society. In 

considering the role of parents, however, we are mainly concerned with childhood 

socialisation. Societies set different standards for people at different stages of their 

' life cycle, and there are requirements th^t loom especially large in childhood. These

include requirements for children to comply with aduh demands, to avoid irritating 

adults or disrupting their activities, to accept ag^-appropriate responsibility, and to 

function as a pleasant, cooperative family member. The pu!^0S€ of this study was to 

analyse the impact of parental attitude on socialisation of their children, ?arent-child 

ا  relationships are the earliest and most enduring of all interpersonal bonds.

For most children, the relationship that they have with their parents is positive and 

beneficial and makes a substantial contribution to their overall sense of well-being 

and capacity for resilience in the face of challenge. Positive parenting contributes to 

child development in many way^; most notably, it lays the foundation for ^^^re 

relationships with friends, classmates, teachers, and other adults in the community. 

Parental styles that do not balance responsiveness with demandingness and control 

generally fall under the umbrella of poor childrearing methods, according to experts 

in child development. Parental in^uence has been emphasised at the expense of 

: sources of influence that in fact have great or perhaps greater importance in shaping

children’s development. Two kinds of influence which critics argue have been أ

under^mph^sised are genetic predispositions and the influence of pe^rs. Other reasons 

given by parents were differential treatment of parents, lack of a^ention, gender 

biasness, labeling of good or bad and other reasons given by parens are birth order ء

and environmental differences among siblings.



Differential behavior of parents among their children could be !^a]or cause of diverse 

personality of siblings. If role of parents differ among all children then it negatively 

effects the personality^ of their children. The role of fathers in child adjustment is 

relatively under researched as most studies on parenting dimensions have focused on 

mothers. Stressful events in the family affect each child in d i^ re n t ^nd unique ways. 

However, certain situations trigger more intense stress reactions and consequences 

th^n others, ^hild maltreatment, whether sexual, physical, or emotional, is among the 

worst and most intrusive forms of stress. The purpose of the research was to analyze 

the parental attitude and its impact on the socialization of their c^ldren. The main 

purpose of the research is to ^nd out the role of parenting behavior in socialization of 

a child and to see the impact of parental expectations on personality development of a 

child. Another purpose is to ^nd out the reasons of diverse personality of siblings 

under one parenthood. It has been seen that in many families some kids behave 

differently from their family. It has been seen that their behavior is delinquent or they 

are antisocial or they are W€aكل in studies. Those children behave differently from their 

siblings. Sixty parents ^om Islamabad (both m^Ie and female) were selected on basis 

of pu^osive random sampling. Questionnaire was constructed to identic parental 

perception in order to ^nd out the role of parenting behavior in socialization of a 

child. The results of Endings were; the results of Endings were; family is the strongest 

source of socialization of a child and socialization has more importance than genetic 

inheritance, ?arents agreed that s^me expectation from th^ir children could have 

negative effect on the personality development of their children and become the 

reason of diverse personality of siblings.

4,2 Conclusion

The purpose of the research was to analyze the parental attitude and its impact on the 

socialization of their children. Through this research the researcher explored the role 

of parental attitude in socialization of their children and reasons of diverse 

personalities of their children (siblings), ?opulation of the study was consisted of both 

the parents, i-e mothers (64%) and fathers (36%) and majority of the respondents 

were highly educated.

Majority of the parents were of the view that strongest source of socialization of a 

child is family and socialization is more responsible than genetic inheritance. Majority



of the parents agreed that same expectations and high expectations from their all 

children negatively affect the personality of a child. Majority of the parents thinl؛ that 

their children are not satisfied to their attitude and in which majority thinks that it is 

due to their unequal treatment. Parents agreed that siblings can have completely 

opposite personalities and there are many reasons behind that i-e differential behavior 

of parents, same expectations from ali children, gender biasness among siblings, 

ignorance or lack of attention by the parents, discrimination on the basis of physical 

appearance and intelligence and imposing a label of good or bad. Mostly parents 

admitted that they give preference to the demands of their most obedient children on 

the basis of different reasons. Majority of the parents agreed with ail these reasons. 

Some other reasons other than the above for diverse personality of siblings were given 

by the n^ajority of parents were birth order and environmental differences. Parents 

agreed that their same expectations mostly have negative effect on the personality of 

their children, ^he research proves the hypothesis that differential behavior of parents 

negatively affect the personality of their children.

^his study explores th^ parental perception regarding role of parental attitude in 

socialisation of their children. The main purpose of this re^^arch was to find out 

parental perception regarding the role of parenting attitude in socialisation of their 

children, to find out the reasons of diverse personality^ of siblings and impact of 

parental expectation on personality development-of their children. The research 

covered the gap and the findings mentioned above. Th^ research will help the parents 

to understand the affect of their attitude on the personality of their children and how 

to tre^t their children according to their capacity. This research shows that equal 

treatment is not necessary but right treatment is more important. Although majority of 

the respondents were highy educated but they still lack in ^^owledge about parenting 

that to treat their children well ^nd were facing difficulties in socialisation of their 

children. This research will help the parents to understand their own parenting 

problems and helps to overcome those flaws for the be^erment of their children.

4.3 Recommendations for further study

^ue to limited time, the current ^tudy focuses only on the parental attitude and 

collected data from parents only to know their perception. There is a need to conduct 

study which may involve both parents and children from different cities of Pakistan to



better understand the gaps and flaws that are prevailing $٠ that we can get the clear 

picture and overcome the •flaws and gaps to make the parenting process more 

positively effective.
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APPENDIX

Parental attitude and its impact on the socialization of their children 

(siblings)’’

Questionnaire 

Socioeconom ic c h a ra c te r is tic s :

•  Nam e:

Gender:

Y our Occupation:

Y our life partner’s occupation:

^ o ta i fam ily in co m e(m o ^^ l^ )

10000-50000

م0 م ك00م-ا0م

100000-150000

150000-200000

200000-250000

250000-^00000

or more than that

Year o f  m arriage:

ر

M arital status ^^it^ tim e duration in years:

yearsa. M arried

b* D ivorced years

yearsc. Separated

yearsd. W idow

Y our level o f  education:



Y our life partner’s level o f  education: 

Y our fam ily type

a. N uclear

b. Joint

^ ٠١٧ m any children do you have? _

• H ow  m any ^oy^ and girls (w rite in sequence)?

a. boys

b. girls

•  W hat are the ages o f  your children (w rite in sequence)?

• To find out the role of parental behav؛or in socialization of a child

W hat do you think, is the strongest) source in socialisation o f a  child?

a. Fam ily

b. School

c. Peer

d. س o ther than specify

W hich is m ore responsible for a ch ild’s behavior?

a. G enetic inheritance from  p^rent^

b. Socialisation

Personality  o f a  child is affected by parenting behavior.

N eutral

D isagree



): Parental behavior is a m ajor source in socialization o f  a child.

٠ N eutral 

٠ D isagree

Parenting attitude can play m ajor role in opposite personality^ o f  siblings.

N eutral

D isagree

H ow

Parental behavior can easily build“ :ا  or destroy the personality  o f  children” Do you 

^ree w ith the statem ent?

•  Yes

٠ N o

>: W hat type o f  behavior your children have: (m ore than one option can be m ^ r^ d )

Obedient

(submissive)

Rebellious

(disobedient) aggressive demanding

any

oth€r(speei^) reason

2nd

child

3rd

child

4rth

child

D oes the attitude o f  your children differ from  each others?



•  Yes 

٠ N o

If  yes w hat do you ^ { ٤^١  why? 

Com m ent:

Q: W hat expectations do you have ^•om your children? 

Com m ent:

ؤط

Q: H ow  do you m otivate your children to behave properly or to he obedient?

ئ ٠  ^ y  scolding them

• By beating them

• By counseling them

٠ By telling  them  to behave like their obedient sibling

•  O r any other w ay than 

specify

إ
W hat is their reaction to the any o f  the above? إ

• They like it 

• They dislike it

l^ lling  the dem ands o f  your m ost obedient child?؛^ Q: Do you give preference to

• Yes



٠ No 

Q: If yes then why? 

Comment:

Q: ^ o e$  your all children are satisfied w ith your attitude?

• Yes

٠ ١ N o

* I f  no then do you think that it is due to ^our unequal treatm ent
أ

إ ٠  Agree

٠ Neutral 

ؤ ٠  D isagree 

ا لإ  Q: Do you have sam e expectations from  your all children?

٠ Yes

• N o

I Q: Som etim es parents expect m ore than a child 's strength.

٠ Agree

•  N eutral

• D isagree

Q: H igh expectations o f  parents can negatively affect the personality  o f a  child? 

٠ Agree 

أ ٠  N eutral 

٠ ٠  D isagree



• To find out the reasons of diverse personality o f siblings under one 

parenthood

>: Siblings can have com pletely opposite personalities regardless o f  Sam e style o f

٠ N eutral 

٠ D isagree

: Parental attitude plays strong role in negative personality  o f a  child.

م  parenting

>: D ifferential behavior o f  parents could be the reason o f  diverse personality  o f

٠ N eutral 

٠ D isagree

Q: Sam e expectations from  all children could be a reason for diverse p e rso n a lia  o f  

siblings

٠ N eutral 

٠ D isagree

G ender d iscrim ination could be a reason for diverse personality  o f  siblings 

٠ Agree

•  N eutral 

٠ D isagree

م

N eutral

ز ٠  Disagree

م  siblings.



Q: Ignorance or lack o f  attention could ^e a reason for diverse personality  o f  siblings 

٠ Agree 

٠ ١٠ N eutral

N o

٠ ٩١ ^ isa ^ re e

ل
م \  Q: ^o^eti^^es  i f  one cl^ild perform s m ore t^an paren t’s expectations t^an the other

إ م  children feels desolated that could he a reason for diverse personality^ o f  siblings.

ل لآ  Do ^^ou agree ;vith the statem ent?

ه ٠  Yes

Q: ^ o ^ e tim e ^  ch ild ’s physical appearance can com sum e m ore attention o f  parents

that creates siblings ]ealousy w hich could becom e the reason o f  diverse personality  o f إ

.s ib lings ؛١

Do you agree w ith the statem ent? ؛؟؛

Yes ٠ -C

ج

f
ه

•  No

Q: Im posing a label o f  good or bad can also a ^ e c t the personality  o f  a child  positively 

or negatively.

Do you agree w ith  the statem ent?

٠ Yes

•  N o

إ  Q: In your opinion w hat could be a reason o f  diverse personality  o f  siblings?

€om m ent:



Thank you


