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CTHIH BOCIIUTAHHS B CEMbSAX CTYACHTOB, Oﬁy‘lalOI]lPlXCﬁ B Hunickom YHUBEPCUTETE

B pasnuuHBIX KynbTypax HaOIIOAAIOTCS ONpeelIeHHbIe 0COOEHHOCTU POIUTENEH, KOTOPbIE MOXKHO COOTHECTH C ABTOPHTETHBIM
CTUJIEM BOCIMTAHUS. YUUTHIBAas 0COOEHHOCTh aBTOPUTETHOTO CTHUIIA BOCTIUTAHMS, Mbl XOTEIIH BBIICHUTD MPHHAJUIEKAT JIU CTYAEHTHI,
oOyuatonecst B HurickoM yHuBepcuTeTe, CEMbsIM C Ha3BaHHBIM CTHJIEM BocIUTaHus. Cpenu MCClel0BaHHBIX CTHIIEH BOCITHTaHUS
OBbLIN aBTOPUTCTHBIN (IEMOKpATHYHBII), aBTOPUTAPHBIH, pa3periaronuii (cornacHo Teopun Juansl boMpuna) u Apyrue. AHKETHbIN
ornpoc PSDQ (Crumu Bocriuranus & M3mepurenbibie ankeTsl. Pobunacon, Manieko, Oncen u Xaprt, 2001).B uccrnenoanuu mnpu-
HsuH ydacte 316 cTyIeHToB My>KCKOTo nona u 268 cTyIeHTOB JKCHCKOTO 1oJ1a. Pe3yabTaThl HOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO U Y OTIOB, U Y MaTe-
peii Gonee BBHIpaXKEHBIMH SIBIISIIOTCSI BAPHAHTHI ABTOPUTETHOTO, @ HE aBTOPUTAPHOTO M pa3pelIaloero crmieil. J03BoIeHHOCTh Kak
CTWIIb BOCIIUTaHUs Oojlee paclpoCTpaHEeHa CPeu MaTepeii. ABTOPUTETHBINH CTUIIb BOCIIUTaHHS MaTepeil Gomee BbIpaXkeH Cpeu CTy-
JeHTOB (akynaprera GuiIocoGuu Mo CpaBHEHHIO CO CTYAEHTaMH (haKyJibTeTa SJIEKTPOHUKH, TOTIa KaK aBTOPUTAPHBIN CTHIIb BOCIIHU-
TaHUS Yalle HaOMIOMANCs CPEeAr CTYASHTOB (paKyIbTeTa 3IeKTPOHUKU. ABTOPUTETHBIH CTHIIb BOCIIHTAHHUS OTIOB Yalle MOXKHO Ha-
6r0/1aTh CPeiN CTYAEHTOB OT/EIICHHs €CTECTBEHHBIX HAyK, YEM CPEIM CTYAEHTOB JIPYrHX (aKyJIbTeTOB, TOTJA KaK aBTOPUTAPHBII
CTHIJIb BOCITUTAHMS OTILIOB YAIlle BCTPAYAIICS CPEAU CTYACHTOB (aKyJIbTETa JIEKTPOHHUKH.
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Jelisaveta A. Todorové

Parenting Styles in the Families of Students Studyg in Nis

This paper was created as a pert of the projec8T% “Tradition, modernization and national idegtin Serbia and in the
Balkans in the process of European integration” d®002 “Indicators and models of role harmonizatat work and in the fam-
ily” which are supported by the Ministry of Educatiand Science of the Republic of Serbia

Research has shown that in different cultures therecertain characteristics of parents that areidered adequate, and can be
connected to authoritative educational style. Hawinmind the peculiarity of the authoritative patieg style, we wanted to exam-
ine whether the students of the University of Nisne from families with authoritative parenting styThe examined parenting
styles were authoritative (democratic), authorgtarand permissive according to the theoretical tstaleding of Diana Baumrind,
and which were presented in the theoretical pathisfpaper. PSDQ questionnaire (Parenting Styldsiensions Questionnaire,
Robinson, Mandleco, Olsen, & Hart, 2001). This resteavas conducted on 316 male and 268 female stsid€ne results show
that, both in fathers and in mothers, the sub-dsiwers of the authoritative style are more expreskad the sub-dimensions of the
authoritarian and permissive style. Permissiveressore common among mothers as a parenting style.mothers’ authoritative
style was significantly more prominent among thedsnhts of the Faculty of Philosophy in comparismthe students of the Faculty
of Electronic Engineering, whereas the authoritastyle was more significantly prominent among stedents of the Faculty of
Electronic Engineering. The fathers’ authoritatstgle was more prominent among the students ofFtmaulty of Science than
among the students of other faculties, whereaathers’ authoritarian style was more prominent agithe students of the Faculty
of Electronic Engineering.

Keywords:parenting style, authoritative, authoritarian,rpissiveness, students.

Democratization in contemporary society repreneeds and interests of their child, recognize the
sents a global process which is reflected on ttabes child’s qualities, but also set behavioral standard
lishment of certain relations in a modern (contempd he authoritative style is characterized by a retit
rary) family. Theories that deal with parenting {uphigh but reasonable control adjusted to the child’'s
bringing) emphasize the importance of democrat&ge. Children from families with authoritative patse
parenting (upbringing) in a family more and moraend to display friendly behavior towards their rgee
often. In this research, we started from the divisaf they are more independent and they are more ditecte
parenting styles according to Diana Baumrind’s thetowards research as well as oriented towards
retical concept, which differentiates between the aachievements. Authoritarian parents express their
thoritative (democratic), authoritarian and perimmiss demands and expectations, but they do not communi-
parenting style. Authoritative parents monitor theate with their children about the reasons thatbare
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hind these rules. These parents are strict, thpgatx omy granting or democracy. In his study, Steinberg
obedience and they display power when their childreoncluded that authoritarian parenting is in high-c
misbehave. Permissive, indulgent parents do not puelation with school performance, although there is
ish — they accept and approve impulses, desires amd exception: for the adolescents who come from
actions of the child. Permissive parenting style i&frican-American families the correlation between
marked by a low control followed by low demandsuthoritarian parenting and school performance is
with a general acceptance of the child, and itstmasot relevant, which indicates that authoritativenies
frequent consequence is a low social responsibiliot a good predictor of academic achievements in
and a seeming independence of the child. African-American families. These results suggest
The research of interrelatedness between the ptrat culture plays a very important role between pa
enting style and adolescents’ success in schaaiting styles and academic performance in adoles-
(school performance) is very important for undereents. According to the results of Matejevic and
standing the competence of parental functioningtojkovic’s research (Matejevic, Stojkovic, 201),
One of the first researches of this interrelatesdnebas been determined that there is a low but signifi
was organized by Baumrind (1968). By longitudicant correlation between maternal democratic par-
nally following the children from the preschool agesnting style and adolescents’ very good school per-
to adolescence, she determined that the childrenfofmance (p=0.283, p<0.05) and between maternal
authoritative parents are more mature, more sgciatiemocratic parenting style and adolescents’ good
independent, more active and more successful theechool performance (p=0.284, p<0.01), which con-
the children of non-authoritative parents. She aldoms that the democratic parenting style is associ
determined that children of preschool age who haeted with better school performance. Since statisti
permissive parents showed a low level of selzally relevant correlations were obtained onlyen r
confidence, self-control and competence. In order tation to the parenting style of mothers, it can be
determine the stability of these results, she degah concluded that the contribution of mothers in ado-
the research again in the adolescence period and Escents’ success in school (school performance) is
concluded that the relationship between the paremtrobably more adequate and more present.
ing styles and the achievement in school (schoel pe A research Lamborn and the associates conducted
formance) was in accordance with the earlier findbambornet al. 1991) shows that adolescents who
ings (Baumrind, 1991). In comparison with theicome from authoritarian families have significantly
peers, the adolescents from authoritative familidgigher academic competencies, significantly lower
were cognitively motivated and goal-orientedlevel of problematic behavior and significantly tégy
whereas their tests of verbal and mathematickevel of psychosocial development than those adoles
achievements were among the highest-rated. Alssents who come from authoritarian, indulgent and
they were socially responsible, had high seliaeglectful families. In their study of the succeds
confidence and internal locus of control. adolescents in college, Turner and the associates
The results of numerous studies show that th{&urner,et al. 2009) state that the results of their re-
adolescents, who were raised in families in whickearch show that the authoritative parenting ssybe
their parents used the authoritative style, haveemapredictor of the student’s success in college.
success in school (better school performance) than Baumrind and Thompson (Baumrind, Thompson,
their peers. Steinberg and his associates (Stginb@002) note that the authoritative model is the most
et al. 1992) present some studies in which it is sugfficient parenting style both in achieving a high
gested that the relationship between the authimgtat level of individuality and in achieving a high lés
style and school performance is causal, evident iaogetherness in children, except that it limitssthi
both young and old adolescents, strong through ddempetence in relation to the raising of childran i
ferent conceptualizations and operationalizations &urope and America. Authoritative parenting bal-
authority, and generalized across different ethniances between a warm participation and psychologi-
socioeconomic and family structures. The researclal autonomy, consistent behavior control and high
of Steinberg (Steinbergt al. 1992) and his associ- developmental expectations regarding the social ma-
ates shows that, in adolescence, there are theee dprity and cognitive achievements. In contrastue a
cific components of authority that contribute tahoritarian parents, who are very demanding, btit no
healthy psychological development and success atso sensitive, permissive parents who are seasitiv
school: parental acceptance or warmth, behaviofalt not demanding, and indifferent parents, who are
supervision and strictness, and psychological autoneither demanding nor sensitive, authoritative par-
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ents are equally demanding and sensitive. On th®uld have significant differences between différen
one hand, Baumrind believes, they provide tighfaculties of the University of NiS (Faculty of Phi-
control and set high maturity standards, and on th@sophy, Faculty of Electronic Engineering, Faculty
other hand they offer warmth, responsiveness @ Science and Faculty of Mechanical Engineering)
children’s needs and encourage independencegarding the dominant parenting style.
Given that children have their own plans, which in- The examined parenting styles were authoritative
clude testing the limits of parental authority,ailis (democratic), authoritarian and permissive accgrdin
plinary moments are frequent in families in whicho the theoretical understanding of Diana Baumrind,
parents use the authoritative parenting style. Tland which were presented in the theoretical part of
mechanisms that characterize authoritative pargntithis paper. PSDQ questionnaire (Parenting Styles &
are characterized by the encouragement of mofaimensions Questionnaire, Robinson, Mandleco, Ol-
internalization, independence, pro-social behavigen, & Hart, 2001) was used for the examination of
and a high level of cognitive operations. these parenting styles. It contains the following d
Although there are various alternatives in differmensions with the examples of the following items:
ent cultural contexts in relation to the authoniat 1. Dimensions of the authoritative parenting style
parenting style, not a single analyzed study showede: Attachment (My father/mother encourages me
that the authoritative parenting style could benhar to freely express my opinion), Regulation (My fa-
ful or less efficient. Studies show that there @@e- ther/mother emphasizes the reasons for having cer-
tain characteristics of parents that are considaedtain rules) and Autonomy (My father/mother allows
be adequate in different cultures, and these charage to participate in the creation of family ruleshd
teristics could be linked with the authoritativerpa they constitute the first factor of the questionaai
enting style. These characteristics are (Baumrind, 2. Dimensions of the authoritarian style are: Co-
Thompson, 2002): deep and permanent commitmegricion (My father/mother punishes me when | am
to the parental role, intimate knowledge of thdcthi disobedient), Verbal hostility (My father/mother
and its developmental needs, respect of child’s indyells at me when | misbehave), and Not explaining
viduality and demands, modification of the regiméMy father/mother punishes me by leaving me with
and structure in the family in order to correspomd little or without any explanation), and they congg
the developmental characteristics of the childnéog the second factor of the questionnaire.
tive stimulation and effective communication, as 3. The permissive, i.e. indulgent parenting style
well as the use of explanations to ensure that tliely father/mother has spoiled me) has no special
children understand the guals of their parents awiimensions in the questionnaire, although it censti
their disciplinary actions. tutes the third dimension of it. Four items repngse
Having in mind the peculiarity of the authorita-this style.
tive parenting style, we wanted to examine whether This research was conducted on 316 male and
the students of the University of NiS come fron268 female students. The results show that, both in

families with authoritative parenting style. fathers and in mothers, the sub-dimensions of the
Such an objective presupposes the following spauthoritative style are more expressed than the sub
cific objectives: dimensions of the authoritarian and permissivesstyl

1. to examine the level of representation of pawhich means that the majority of the students esti-
enting styles in the sample of the students of theated that the dominant parenting style in their
University of Ni§, families is the authoritative one, i.e. democratic.

2. to determine whether there are differences What is interesting is that mothers use coercion
the level of representation of styles depending anore and explain the demands and punishments to a
whether they are related to the mother or the fathdesser degree compared to fathers, although these
and differences are very small and statistically irvelet.

3. to determine if there is a difference betweeimdulgence is more frequent in the behavior of
the students of different faculties of the Univrsi mothers. Based on these results, it seems judéfiab
of NiS regarding the level of representation of-pato conclude that the parenting factors examinegwer
enting styles in the family. more expressed among the students’ mothers, even

It was expected that the sample of students of tive the instances when the authoritarian style was
University of Ni§ would show that the dominantconcerned, which is, in a way, unexpected.
parenting style was authoritative (democratic). pa The mothers’ authoritative style was significantly
from that, we started with the presupposition that more prominent among the students of the Faculty of
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Philosophy in comparison to the students of the Fac 6. Steinberg, 1992: L. Steinberg, et al, "ImpacPafenting

uIty of Electronic Engineering whereas the aut_horPractices on Adolescent Achievement: Authoritaffarenting,

tari vl iqnifi tl . t School Involvement, and Encouragement to Succe€dild
arian style was more significantly prominent among peyejopment, vol. 63,1266-1281.

the students of the Faculty of Electronic Engineggri 7. Steinberg i Silk, 2002: L. Steinberg and , B8k, "Par-

which is mainly attended by male students. enting Adolescents”, in Handbook of Parenting MercBorn-
The fathers’ authoritative style was more promiSEin vol. 1. Children and Parenting, Mahwah, NevgelerLon-

nent among the students of the Faculty of Scienf&™

than among the students of other faculties (Faailty

Philosophy, Faculty of Electronic Engineering and

Faculty of Mechanical Engineering), whereas the fa-

thers’ authoritarian style was more prominent among

the students of the Faculty of Electronic Enginegri

in comparison to the students of the Faculty of Phi

losophy and the Faculty of Science. There were no

noted differences regarding the permissive style.
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