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Abstract 

The present study aims to reveal the relationship of parental treatment methods 

with the Professional tendencies among high school (tawjihi) students in the Jerusalem city 

schools, according to the variables of gender, specialization, and the parents’ academic 

level wıth respect to the point of view of students. To achieve the objectives of the study, 

the researcher employs the descriptive correlational approach. A stratified random sample 

is selected according to the gender and specialization variables comprising 288 male and 

female students in the academic year 2020/2021. The researcher employs the following 

study tools: Parental treatment and Professional tendencies scales. 

The study results show that the relationship between realistic tendencies and 

parental treatment methods ranged between (-.008 _ -.361). The relationship between them 

is negative, with the exception of the relationship with the two methods: Excessive 

protection versus negligence and fluctuation in the treatment inconsistency where the 

relationship is positive. 

The study results also reveals that the relationship between each of the following 

tendencies: Analytical, social, exploratory, traditional, artistic, and professional as a whole, 

and the methods of parental treatment ranged between (.037  _ -.361) It also show that the 

relationship was positive, except for the relationship with my style: Equality versus 

discrimination, and tolerance versus authoritarianism, which shows that the relationship is 

negatively inverse. 

The study come out with a set of recommendations that included the necessity for 

concerted cooperation efforts among the Directorate of Education, schools, educational 

institutions, and local community institutions. This cooperation is important in order to 

implement recreational programs and activities in which parents participate with children 



 

 س‌
 

to attain psychological debriefings for parents and achieve emotional rapprochement 

between them and their children to minimize the pressures and burdens of life that may 

negatively affect their methods of dealing with their children. 

 

Keywords: Parental Treatment Methods, Professional Tendencies, High School 

Students (Tawjihi) 
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3.404 4 0.851 2.205 .069 

109.239 283 0.386   

112.643 287    

4.167 4 1.042 2.866 .024* 

102.837 283 0.363   

107.003 287    

0.551 4 0.138 0.514 .726 

75.896 283 0.268   

76.448 287    

2.892 4 0.723 1.728 .144 

118.404 283 0.418   

121.296 287    

1.763 4 0.441 1.163 .327 

107.226 283 0.379   

108.989 287    

3.534 4 0.883 2.659 .033* 

94.022 283 0.332   

97.556 287    

1.941 4 0.485 2.379 .052 

57.720 283 0.204   

59.662 287    

≤0.05
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09.2

2.21≤

‌

LSD12.2

31.1LSD‌

3.64 

3.78 

3.84 

3.49 

3.90 

3.55 

3.73 

3.77 

3.67 

3.96 

≤0.05

12.2 

 .212 ≥α
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 2.21 ≥α

8.2.1

.05<α

(One-Way ANOVA )

12.210.2

34.1

82 3.39 0.590 

111 3.65 0.580 

22 3.39 0.717 

46 3.64 0.595 

27 3.63 0.799 

82 3.65 0.578 

111 3.75 0.524 

22 3.71 0.676 

46 3.74 0.663 

27 3.87 0.861 
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82 4.06 0.492 

111 4.12 0.512 

22 4.21 0.552 

46 4.11 0.486 

27 4.12 0.636 

82 3.71 0.644 

111 3.90 0.611 

22 3.81 0.713 

46 3.61 0.595 

27 3.76 0.805 

82 3.50 0.493 

111 3.66 0.614 

22 3.81 0.649 

46 3.57 0.655 

27 3.61 0.819 

82 3.58 0.538 

111 3.78 0.596 

22 3.68 0.672 

46 3.67 0.541 

27 3.78 0.628 

82 3.65 0.379 

111 3.81 0.474 

22 3.77 0.552 

46 3.72 0.385 

27 3.80 0.588 

12.2

One-Way ANOVA)،‌10.2
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32.1

4.213 4 1.053 2.749 .029* 

108.430 283 0.383   

112.643 287    

1.130 4 0.282 0.755 .555 

105.874 283 0.374   

107.003 287    

0.489 4 0.122 0.456 .768 

75.959 283 0.268   

76.448 287    

3.157 4 0.789 1.891 .112 

118.139 283 0.417   

121.296 287    

2.145 4 0.536 1.420 .227 

106.845 283 0.378   

108.989 287    

2.120 4 .530 1.571 .182 

95.436 283 .337   

97.556 287    

1.296 4 .324 1.571 .182 

58.366 283 .206   

59.662 287    

≤0.05

10.2

2.21≤

‌

LSD11.2
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33.1LSD‌

 

3.39 

3.65 

3.39 

3.64 

3.63 

≤0.05

11.2 

 2.21 ≥α

9.2.1

.05<α

‌(Person Correlation)

12.2
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31.1‌

 

 -.038 -.361
**

 -.334
**

 .244
**

 .337
**

 -.008 

 .077 -.289
**

 -.191
**

 .262
**

 .247
**

 .204
**

 

 .132
*

 -.098 -.047 .260
**

 .057 .308
**

 

.159
**

 -.139
*

 -.095 .279
**

 .106 .295
**

 

.047 -.361
**

 -.265
**

 .228
**

 .297
**

 .050 

.037 -.352
**

 -.303
**

 .220
**

 .310
**

 .090 

.090 -.355
**

 -.275
**

 .328
**

 .301
**

 .202
**

 

≤0.05    ≤0.0

 

12.2

 -.008 _-.361

 

 

.037 _-

.361
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4.5

4.4.5

2.4.5

4.2.5

2.2.5

3.5
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4.5

4.4.5
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(Ramandeep, 2015

Chandler, 2009

 

2.4.5
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Proyer&Hausler,2007) 

4.2.5

0.05<α
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2.2.5

0.05<α
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0.05<α
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0.05<α



 

89 

0.05<α

(David & Maiyo, 2010)          ث  ي   التي  ينتيع ميوم د يرو  ييد  يينو اليلإنر  دا  ي

.مه  ات اتخ ذ القيا  المهت 
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Morris, 2016

Proyer& Hausler, 2007

0.05<α
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