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Teacher Student involved in the engagement l‘r‘
student’.

One among these factors j¢ °
relationship between teacher am
students. Studies conducted by
&Wellborn (1991), Skinner & Belm
(1993), Brich& Ladd (1997) and \«#@s
& Stipek (2001) supports
observation. The teacher in the tear
education institution (te i
educator) has a crucial role to plav ~
personality, teaching style, inter
style etc of the teacher educators (o
taken up as a model by the stu-
teachers. The intimacy that the t&¥eR
educator has with the student t
will not only influence the
engagement in the teacher edulset
program, but also, it will influence*'
behavior in future when they beco
teachersfortheyounglearners. (o

'NTRODUCT]QN:

during college”. Learning is seen as a ‘joint
ition’, however, which also depends on institutions
staff providing students with the conditions,
Opportunities and expectations to become involved.
However, individual learners are ultimately the agents in
discussions of engagement”. It is clear from this statement
that ‘there are other personal and environmental factors
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ent and Teacher Student

s dealt with the relationship existing between the student engagem
age group and type of

smship based on selected subsamples such as gender, marital status,
p=ment of the institution.

| -
test whether there exists any significant correlation between Student
=mtt Relationship for the total sample.

2=t whether there exists any significant correlation between Student Enga
=t Redationship based on Gender of the B.Ed. students.

s=st whether there exists any significant correlation between Student Enga
st Relationship based on marital status of the B.Ed. students.

2=st whether there exists any significant correlation between Student En
emtt Redationship based on age group of the B.Ed. students.

t=st whether there exists any significant correlation between Stude
Belationship based on type of management of Institutions of the B.Ed. students.

Engagement and Teacher
gement and Teacher

gement and Teacher

' gagement and Teacher
nt Engagement and Teacher

.

exists significant correlation between Student Engagement and Tea

stmdent teachers for the total sample.
#heve exists significant correlation between student Engagement and Tea

g=don gender of the B.Ed. students.
=re exists significant correlation between Student Engagement and Teacher St

adlon marital status of the B.Ed. students.
Bre exists significant correlation between Student Engagement and Teacher S

@s=d on age group of the B.Ed. students.
Bhere exists significant correlation between Student Engagement and Teacher Student Relationship

Es=dom type of management of the institutions of the B.Ed. students.

cher Student Relationship
cher Student Relationship
udent Relationship

tudent Relationship

- ’ <
e data was collected from 1601 students pursuing B.Ed. course in various colleges in Kerala
selected for the study were Gender (male & female), Marital Status (married &
‘ Age (20-25 & above 25) and Type of Management of the Institution (government
=l & private). The size of the sub samples were as follows. Male- 126 & Female-1475, Married-
: Ummmarried-882, Age between 20-25 is 1258 & above 25 years -343 and Government supported
sm= stmdents- 698 & Private college students-903. The data was gathered using two standardized
The tools used were ‘Student Engagement Scale’ by Sreelatha and Amuth G. Kumar (2015) and
= Stmdent Relationship Scale’ by Sreelatha and Amruth G. Kumar (2015). Both the tools were
zed wsing item analysis and the reliability was established using split half method. For the
jtaflene Emgagement Scale there were 58 items. It was found that the reliability value of Cronbach’s
#ia was 0850 and that of Guttman Split-Half Coefficient was 0.875 and that of Guttman Split- half
st weas 0.903. For the Teacher Student Relatonship scale, it was found that the reliability value
ach’s Alpha was 0.912 and that of Guttman Split-Half Coefficient was 0.917. There were 36
Teacher Student Relationship Scale. Correlations were calculated for the total sample as well as
L= e<. The results are discussed below.
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RESULT AND DIscussION
(o

Table 1: .
Relationship between Student Engagement and Teacher student Relationship for th ‘

- Total Sample I —— >
T Confidence lovel 8l tied
S SlRoanee =] (i
Variahle N R Signdticance | T oo " Uppe
Yol ; wadance
Limde e .
Teacher Student u
SRR Tol
Relations 1601 | 0387 0.001 L ans | 0427 1491
< .Ih\\l\\h||\ sample (4
— | B MO __.__—-—1———'—“"
-
Corre i %
orrelation Is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

alue obtained between Studpr
| sample which Is found to-

between 0.345 and O.{A
is 14.97 for tot

Table- :
Ensmem‘ebt:: :m.cimrie:‘-t; :I?t:‘ rpreted as follows. The correlation V
signlficant. The 0.05 ‘c:‘:"{ tudent Relationship is 0.387 for the tota
The shared Varialnce ;lf\ lSt ence interval for the total sample is found to be
sample. tudent Engagement with Teacher Student Relationship

z Y

Table 2: Rel ¢
ationship between Student Engagement and Teacher Student Relationship Based On4
Gender -
T Confidence level o J "4
Tani Significance f——s—"1 ° e
Vaciahle N R e Lower | Upper (‘4'
level l | u variance }
limit it :
ol ' ‘ ' | ; 1 *
Teacher Student | Male | 126 | 0.364° 0.001 [70.202 0.500 13.24 “ C
Relationship | Female | 1475 | 0380° | G001 | 0345 | o3l | 151D '
‘J M
- " -
Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed) k.q

lue obtained between Stuocnﬂ

d for female it is 0.389 whig!
n 0.202 and 0.506 for male I

Engage::r::.:n;a:eab: interpreted as follows. The correlation va
S cher Student Relationship for male is 0.364 an
o be significant. The 0.05 confidence interval is found to be betwee
and 9.345 and 0.431 for female. The shared variance of Student Engageme
Relationship for the subsample maleis 13.24 and forfemaleitis 15.13.

nt with Teacher Stu
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION — ‘
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*Correlation it cignificant at the 0 O level | J tailed)

Table-1 can be interpreted as follows
Engagement and Teacher Student Relationthip s ©
sgnificant. The 0.05 confidence interval for the total sample 3

e
The thared vatiance of Student Engagement with Teacher 5

found to be
4 s Betationsiig

tample

Table 2: Relationship between Student Engagement and Teacher Studert

Gender
e ---——-—f**"cmph""" 4
Signif wance b———
Variable N R Lower  Upper | e
o famie Bt |
- : - xTT 3 0.208 0.50% 324 _—
exher Saniense \l'.' | ¥ 0 ‘54 . - H :

Relatronehip Female 1475 0180 ,‘.t",’/’_‘_’_

* Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

\ )

vaiue obtained between 25 ok ot
for fernale it is 0389 whicl__g
OM)’JO%*D"N*
# Teacher Seu{‘

Table-2 can be interpreted as follows. The correlation
Engagement and Teacher Student Relationship for male is 0 364 and
found to be significant. The 0.05 confidence interval is found to be between
and 0.345 and 0.431 for female. The shared variance of Student Engagerment wit
Relationship for the subsample male is 13 24 and for female itis 15.13
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Table 3: Relationship between Student Engagement and Teacher Student Relationship Based On

Marital Status
’\\_‘

Sl | Confidence level Shared
R licance | r
Varlable Ni RS ower | Upper
level variance
limit limit
VP - e [l | S
Teacher Suene |17 |10 [ 039 0001 | 03T | T0454 || 1552
Rcl.mw\.shlp 14.59
Unmarried | 882 [ 0382* |  0.001 0.325 | 0.436 '

*Correlation s significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

Table-3 can be interpreted as follows. The correlation value obtained between Student

Emgagement and Teacher Student Relationship for married is 0.394 and for unmarried it is 0.382 which

& oond to be significant. The 0.05 confidence interval is found to be between 0.331 and 0.454 for

=rved and 0.325 and 0.436 for unmarried. The shared variance of Student Engagement with Teacher
Student Relationship for the subsample married is 15.52 and for unmarried it is 14.59.

Table 4: Relationship between Student Engagement and Teacher Student Relationship Based On

Age Group
Confidence level |
i Significance : | Shared
‘ Variable N R Lower ‘ Upper |
} level | variance
limit | limit |

Teacher Student

- 4 - - el ___1_ _,_f ——
Age20-25 | 1258 | 0.382* 0.001 0.334 0.428 11»_lg‘)—~

Age - e P |
Relationship 343 | 0.394* 0.001 0.301 | 0479 | 15.52
above25 J f
e— — - —— — ,1 — - 4 —,—eee

*Correlation is significant at the 0.01level (2-tailed)

Table-4 can be interpreted as follows. The correlation value obtained between Student

ent and Teacher Student Relationship for the age group (20-25) is 0.382 and for age above 25
which is found to be significant. The 0.05 confidence interval is found to be between 0.334 and
k28 for age group 20-25 and 0.301 and 0.479 for age above 25. The shared variance of Student
Bagement with Teacher Student Relationship for the age group 20-25 is 14.59 and for above 25 it is

online at www.lsrj.in
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Table 5: Relationship between Student Engagement and Teacher Student Relationship g3;

Type of Management of the Institution ¢ ‘&11
T Confidencaloval = 5 14
Significance red B
Variable N R J Lower | Upper I L
o limit | limit ““(1‘
i | Gow [698]0350°| 0.001 0284 | 0413 12.25 _
Teacher Student | | ll'*' i S e TR e -
ionshi | 1738 ) e
Relationshi [
P | prvace | 903 0417+ | 0001 0362 | 0469 (r{
e T | AT [0417°]

\(‘
*Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed) (¥
Table-5 can be interpreted as follows. The correlation valtfe obtained betwee

Engagement and Teacher Student Relationship for students belongln_g to GOV&rf\ment S:?p
institution is 0.350 and for students belonging to private institution it IS 0.417 which is fo
significant. The 0.05 confidence interval is found to be between 0.284 and 0.413 for Bow
supported institutions and 0.362 and 0.469 for private institutions. The sP‘iare.d v.aria'nce of &
Engagement with Teacher Student Relationship for Government supported institution is 12.2
private institutionsitis 17.38. (‘

FINDINGS (™

All the correlation values are significant at 0.05 level and have a p value.of 0'901 for {'4
sample as well as for the subsamples. It means that there exists a real relationship betwee
variables. All the values are positive. When the relationship is positive it means that an increas e
variable will result a corresponding increase in the other variable. The relationships betw
variables can be verbally interpreted as moderate correlation for the total sample as well' as
subsamples. Hence any improvement in the Teacher Student Relationship will resultsin the mc(‘.‘
Student Engagement. The lower and upper limits of Confidence interval at 0.05 levgl shows th%
correlation is worked out for the same variable for the whole population, the resulting correla
be between these intervals at 0.05 level of probability. The shared variance gives the percen(_ge
whatis measured by Teacher Student Relationship is related to Student Engagement. .

Likewise, the relationship between Student Engagement and Teacher Student Relatlonm
also been found significant for the total sample as well as for the subsamples based on Gendel.', L
Status, Age, and Type of Management. The correlation obtained is positive and moderate in this case
well. The percentage of overlap is ranging from 12.25 to 17.38. From these findings it can be co
that there exists a significant positive relationship between Student Engagement and Teacher SC ’
Relationship of B.Ed. Students. This finding appears to be consistent with the findings of the ea
researches as well. The studies conducted by Skinner & Belmont (1993), Valeski&Stipek C.aq
Battistich, Solomon, Watson &Schaps (1997), Marks (2000), Connel& Wellborn (1991), Fre¢+
Blumenfeld, Friedel& Paris (2002), Ryan, Stiller & Lynch (1994) support the findings of the pres

study. -

CONCLUSION C‘
From the above results and findings it can be concluded that better the Teacher SQ‘
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i ety willl be the involvement in studies and other activities related to studies. Due to a
wr stwdientt refationship the teacher might be involving in academic and personal deeds of
s The freedom and the support that a teacher gives to the students for doing their works
0 agood output. If such an output is satisfactory obviously the student will get more
jim e comrse. The poor the teacher student relationship is the lesser will be the student
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