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Abstract 

 A good parent may be one who understands and 

accepts the growing child with his/her needs and 

aspirations, provides due freedom to him and avoids 

imposing of his/her views and attitudes on the child. If 

the child is loved and given due freedom to take decisions 

on his own, he/she gets high marks in their academics, 

in contrary if negative impressions are provided to the 

child at home intends to emotional and mental illness. 

The value orientation of children that are deeply rooted 

are mainly unconscious and markedly affect the pattern 

behavior and thought process in all areas of activities 

depending upon how the parents react with their 

children. A child is either submissive or aggressive in a 

projective home. Over protective home gives to an 

infantile and withdrawing child. A child is dependent, 

quarrelsome and tense if the parents are dominating. 

Children of submissive parents are self-confident and 

forward in making friends. A child is calm, happy, 

compatible, co-operative, superior adjustment an 

harmonious and well adjusted parent. Their attitude 

and values all depend upon how he/she is nurtured by 

the parents and significant others. Socio-economic 

variables, family configuration, parental characteristics 

and home process variables address the relationship 

between home background and school learning. For the 

present study 300 students of Government and self-

financed schools from Sriperumbudur taluk were selected 

as samples. Descriptive survey design was adapted for 

this study. The tools used were Home Environment by 

Karuna Shankar Mishra (1989) and overall scores 

obtained by the students in their summative assessment. 

A positive and significant correlation was found between 

home environment and academic achievement of these 

students. 

Keywords: Home environment, Family involvement, 

Academic achievement 

 

 

Introduction 

 Education makes man a right thinker and a correct decision maker. Without education a person 

is incomplete. Education is the strength to a person. A good home environment and family 

involvement helps in imparting good education. Parents are a child’s first educators. A child’s 

family and home environment has a strong impact on his/her language and literacy development 

and educational achievement. This impact is stronger during the child’s early years. Many 

background variables affect the impact of the family and home environment (such as socio-

economic status, level of parental education, family size, etc.) but parental attitudes and behavior, 

especially parent’s involvement in home learning activities, can be crucial to children’s achievement 

and can overcome the influences of other factors. 

 

Home Environment 

 The Home environment plays a vital role in the development of the child’s personality. It is the 

first social institution which develops the child components and capacities essential for future role 

performance. The child constantly interacts in the family and is invariably influenced by the entire 

environment that surrounds it. The home environment is a most powerful informal learning 
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situation in which the family, more especially parents, acts as educators. Bloom (1984) 

demonstrates that, it is what parents do at home counts for learning development of children. It 

goes without saying that lack of encouragement, low quality of parent’s language and lack of 

stimulating activity in the home will reduce the home’s effectiveness as a learning environment.  

 

Table – 1Relationship between Types of Home and Child Character 

Types of home Associated child character 

Projective 
Submissive, aggressive, adjustment difficulties, stubborn, 

noncompliant 

Over-protective Infantile and withdrawing, submissive, difficult adjustment 

Dominating parents Dependable, shy, quarrelsome 

Submissive parents Aggressive, careless, self-confident 

Harmonious well adjusted Calm, happy, compatible, independent 

Child accepted Socially acceptable, faces future confidently 

Logical Self-reliant, co-operative 

 

Family Involvement 

 Psychology of a family plays an important role in building the ability of a person to handle 

various challenges in life. A good family environment bonds the children strongly with its members. 

They help, love and care one another. It provides an opportunity to show case their personality and 

adapt to other people in the society. Families are the major promoters of values in any society. Most 

of the educated men and women tend to invest more on the health of their children. There is a 

strong link between the education and health of a family. Educated parents provide healthier diet to 

their wards. Researchers found that family involvement varied widely among different home 

environment. Clark (1983) and Walberg (1984) concluded that high performing students tended to 

have warm and nurturing home environment with well-defined limits and abundant encouragement 

from family members. Bechers (1984) and Clark asserted that, across all socio-economic levels, 

students with pool performance had little or low family interaction, little monitoring of activities, 

and poor defined limits on behavior. 

 

Need for the Study 

 A number of studies have also looked into the influence of home environment on children’s 

scholastic achievement. These studies show that there is indeed a relationship between Home 

environment and school attainment (Frazer, 1973; Keever, 1975; Asiah Abu Samah, 1977; 

Kementeriah Pendidikan Malaysia, 1973) Although findings from these studies proved to be of 

tremendous use in formulating and directing educational policy, a supplementary study in 

Sriperumbudur taluk, which is an important industrial hub of Tamil Nadu, where majority of the 

student’s parents are workers, was felt important.  

 

Methodology  

 The study adopted the descriptive survey design. Descriptive survey design was selected because 

the study entailed asking a large number of people questions (in the form of a questionnaire) about 

their opinions and ideas, and even describe what the people say. 
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Sample  

 For the present study a representative sample of 300 secondary students belonging to 

Government and self-financed schools from Sriperumbudur taluk, were selected using stratified 

random sampling technique. 75 boys and 75 girls were selected from Government schools. 75 boys 

and 75 girls were selected from self-financed schools. 

 

Table -2Distribution of Sample Based on Type of Management of Schools 

Types of school Number of Boys Number of Girls Total Sample 

Government 75 75 150 

Private 75 75 150 

Total 150 150 300 

 

Tools Used for Data Collection 

 Home environment by Karuna Shankar Mishra (1989). 

 Academic achievement measure is the overall scores obtained by the students in their 

summative achievement. 

 

Data Analysis 

 The table below presents the analysis of relationship between the selected variables, home 

environment and academic achievement of students at secondary level in Sriperumbudur taluk. 

 

Table – 3 Correlation Matrix Showing Inter Correlation between Home Environment and 

Academic Achievement of Students at Secondary Level 

 Home Environment Academic Achievement 

Home environment 1 0.74** 

Academic achievement X 1 

**significant at 0.01 level 

 The result of the simple correlation presented above has revealed that home environment and 

academic achievement are positively and significantly related. It is inferred from the above table 

that the better the home environment higher the academic achievement of secondary school 

students. 

 

Table – 4Statistical Analyses of Mean Home Environment Scores of Students from  

Nuclear and Joint Family System 

Dimensions   of 

Home 

environment 

Type of 

family 
N Mean 

Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

‘t’ 

Value 

Level of 

significance 

Control 
Nuclear 218 28.31 4.109 .278 

1.902 NS 
joint 82 27.30 4.102 .453 

Protectiveness 
Nuclear 218 29.13 3.753 .254 

1.687 NS 
Joint 82 28.33 3.389 .374 

Punishment 
Nuclear 218 28.64 4.528 .307 

0.887 NS 
Joint 82 28.11 4.774 .527 
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Conformity 
Nuclear 218 30.78 4.494 .304 

1.206 NS 
Joint 82 30.12 4.121 .455 

Social Isolation 
Nuclear 218 25.08 5.488 .372 

0.099 NS 
Joint 82 23.74 5.873 .649 

Reward 
Nuclear 218 31.06 4.701 .318 

0.740 NS 
Joint 82 31.12 5.271 .582 

Deprivation of 

Privileges 

Nuclear 218 24.66 6.515 .441 
1.228 NS 

Joint 82 23.63 6.173 .682 

Nurturance 
Nuclear 218 27.86 4.599 .312 

1.239 NS 
Joint 82 27.07 5.584 .617 

Rejection 
Nuclear 218 21.34 5.543 .375 

2.084 0.05 
Joint 82 19.81 5.724 .632 

Permissiveness 
Nuclear 218 26.31 4.656 .315 

0.866 NS 
Joint 82 25.78 4.947 .546 

Overall Home 

Environment 

Nuclear 218 273.19 33.789 2.288 
1.763 NS 

Joint 82 264.92 37.086 4.095 

 
 From the values of ‘t’, it is observed that there is significant difference in deprivation of 

privileges of dimension of Home environment between students from nuclear and joint family 

system at 0.05 level. Further, from the values of ‘t’, it is observed that there is no significant 

difference in control, protectiveness, punishment, conformity, social isolation, reward, nurturance, 

rejection, permissiveness, and overall Home environment between secondary school students 

belonging to nuclear and joint family system in Home environment. 

 

Table – 5Statistical Analysis of Mean Academic Achievement Scores of Students from  

Nuclear and Joint Family System 

Variable 
Type of 

family 
N Mean 

Std. 

deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

‘t’ 

Value 

Level of 

Significance 

Academic 

achievement 

Nuclear 218 56.31 9.562 .647 
2.483 0.05 

Joint 82 52.58 12.279 1.356 

 It is inferred from the above table that there is a significant mean difference between students 

from nuclear and joint family in academic achievement at 0.05 Level. The mean score shows that 

students belonging to nuclear family (56.31) is found to be higher in academic achievement when 

compared to students belonging to joint family (52.58). 

 

Table – 6Analysis of Variance Showing Difference among Secondary School Students with 

Respect to Number of Siblings in Home Environment 
Dimensions of Home 

environment 

Source of 

variation 

Sum of 

squares 
df 

Mean 

square 

‘F’ 

value 

Level of 

significance 

Control 

Between 
groups 

289.956 2 144.978 

8.999 0.01 Within 
groups 

4785.040 297 16.111 

Total 5074.997 299  
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Protectiveness 

Between 

groups 
377.291 2 188.646 

15.362 0.01 Within 
groups 

3647.279 297 12.280 

Total 4024.570 299  

Punishment 

Between 
groups 

160.804 2 80.402 

3.883 0.05 Within 
groups 

6150.182 297 20.708 

Total 6310.987 299  

Conformity 

Between 

groups 
.274 2 .137 

.007 NS Within 

groups 
5736.406 297 19.314 

Total 5736.680 299  

Social isolation 

Between 
groups 

804.367 2 402.183 

13.840 0.01 Within 
groups 

8630.980 297 29.061 

Total 9435.347 299  

Reward 

Between 

groups 
40.011 2 20.006 

.848 0.05 Within 

groups 
7007.225 297 23.593 

Total 7047.237 299  

Deprivation of 

privileges 

Between 
groups 

921.968 2 460.984 

11.969 NS Within 
groups 

11438.469 297 38.513 

Total 12360.437 299  

Nurturance 

Between 

groups 
321.983 2 160.992 

7.000 0.01 Within 

groups 
6830.853 297 23.000 

Total 7152.837 299  

Rejection 

Between 
groups 

865.997 2 432.999 

14.866 0.01 Within 
groups 

8650.789 297 29.127 

Total 9516.787 299  

Permissiveness 

Between 

groups 
429.601 2 214.801 

10.168 0.01 Within 

groups 
6274.065 297 21.125 

Total 6703.667 299  

Overall Home 

environment 

Between 
groups 

32669.328 2 16334.664 

14.735 0.01 Within 
groups 

329237.269 297 1108.543 

Total 361906.597 299  

 
 It is observed from the insignificant value of ‘F’ that there is no significant difference in 

dimensions of conformity and reward with respect to number of siblings. From the ‘F’ value, it is 

observed there is significant difference in punishment dimension with respect to number of siblings 
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at 0.05 Level. It is inferred from the ‘F’ values that there is significant difference in control, 

protectiveness, social isolation, deprivation of privileges, nurturance, rejection, permissiveness, and 

over all Home environment with respect to number of siblings at 0.01 Level. 

 

Table – 7Analysis of Variance Showing Difference among Secondary School Students with 

Respect to Number of Siblings in Academic Achievement 

Variables 
Source of 

variation 

Sum of 

squares 
df 

Mean 

square 

‘F’ 

Value 

Level of 

significance 

Academic 

achievement 

Between groups 1419.036 2 709.518 

6.772 0.01 Within groups 31119.484 297 104.779 

Total 32538.520 299  

 
 From the ‘F’ value it is inferred that ‘t’ there is significant difference in Academic achievement 

with respect to number of siblings at 0.01 Level. Therefore, further analysis (Bonferroni) was done 

to find out the difference among the sub groups in the dimensions of Home environment 

 

Table – 8 Statistical analysis of Mean Academic Achievement Scores of Students  

with Respect of Number of Siblings 

Variables 
Number of 

Siblings 

Number of 

Siblings 

Mean 

Difference 

Std. Error 

Difference 

Academic 

achievement 

Nil One 1.37 1.492 

One 
Two and above 3.48* 1.679 

Two and above 4.85* 1.339 

*The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level 

 
 It is observed that there is significant difference in Academic achievement between the students 

belonging to single sibling group and two and above sibling group. Hence, Academic achievement 

of the students with single sibling group is higher than that two and above sibling group. 

 

Results and Discussion 

 In the present investigation it is observed that there is no significant mean difference between 

nuclear and joint family of secondary students in Home environment. But, there is significant mean 

difference between nuclear and joint family of secondary students in academic achievement. The 

mean score shows that school students belonging to nuclear family (56.31) have been higher in 

academic achievement when compared with school students belonging to joint family (52.58). This 

findings shows that academic achievement of school students are mainly influenced by the type of 

family, since if it is a nuclear family the parents can spend more money in getting the needed 

learning material for their children and can spend more time with them in their studies. Hence, type 

of family has influenced the academic achievement of the school students. It was found that there is 

significant difference in Home environment and academic achievement of secondary school 

students with respect to number of siblings. 
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Conclusion 

 As schools continue to struggle with raising academic achievement, parents increasingly are 

seen as critical to solving this national wide problem. Secondary student’s Home environment and 

their parental encouragement are very important in teaching and learning. This study has shown 

that the nature of social interaction within the parent’s involvement/encouragement and Home 

environment can influence the child’s education in the high level. It is of great importance in the 

field of education for various reasons it is believed that the adolescent stage correspondingly the 

secondary stage has significant role in one’s life. Results of the present study reveal that, the Home 

environment and academic achievement of the secondary school students, gives us the clear cut idea 

about the relationship and importance of the Home environment on academic achievement of the 

students in Sriperumbudur taluk. 
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