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Abstract:

This study was conducted on 544 secondary school students to find out the influence of Socio-
economic status (SES) on Academic achievement and achievement in school subjects. The
investigator hypothesized that there is no significant difference between different categories of
SES (upper, middle and lower) and mean difference between the categories of SES in respect of
Academic achievement and achievement in school subjects. In fact, the investigator found that
there is a significant mean difference between different categories of SES (upper, middle and
lower). It was found that there was much difference in academic achievement and achievement
of different school subjects of secondary school students and achievement increases with the
increase in SES.
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1. Introduction

Widespread study and research in the educational sociology gives the substantiation of
significant relationship between family socio-economic status and the academic achievement of
students (Sirin, 2005; White, 1982). It is quite typical to define family SES as the relative
position of individuals or families within a hierarchical social structure based on their way in to
or control over prosperity, reputation and authority (Mueller and Parcel, 1981) although no
accord exists on the conceptual meaning of SES (Bornstein and Bradly, 2003). A single SES
variable is operationalised through dealings characterizing parental education, occupation and
income (Gottfried, 1985; Hauser, 1994).

The connection between family SES and academic achievement is referred to in the literature as
a socio-economic gradient because it is gradual and increases across the range of SES (Adler et
al., 1994; Willms, 2002, 2003), or as a socio-economic gap because it implies a gap in academic
achievement between the students of high and low SES families. Researches’ have shown that a
socio-economic gap in the early years has long-lasting consequences. Because of their poor skills
they are lying face down to leave school early (Alexander, Entwisle, and Kabbani, 2001; Bathin,
Pearson et al., 2001; Cairns and Neckerman, 1989; Janosz, LeBlame, Boulerice, and Tremblay,
1997; Rumberger, 2004; Schargel, 2004; Condron, 2007; Davies and Guppy, 2006; Krahn and
Tylor, 2007; Maaz, Trautwiein, Ludtke, and Baumert, 2008; Schnabel, Alfeld, Eccles, Koller,
and Baumert, 2002. These students are less likely to follow post secondary education
(Alexander, Entwisle, and Olson, 2007; Cabera and La Nasa, 2001; Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development (OECD) and statistics Canada, 2000.

Educational opportunities are not equally disseminated among the individuals of varying SES
which poses a serious worry and challenge in societies that value equal opportunity irrespective
of socio-economic status. Therefore, a great effort has been initiated in explaining and
understanding the processes that configure SES gradients. Researchers have examined the
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underlying family processes that arbitrate the relationship between SES and educational
achievement (Chao and Willms, 2002; Guo and Harris, 2000).

2. Review of Literature

Selcuk, (2005) meta-analytically reviewed the literature on socio-economic status and academic
achievement in journal articles published between 1990 and 2000. The sample included 101157
students, 6871 schools and 128 school districts gathered from 74 independent samples. The
results showed a medium to strong SES- Achievement relationship. Author also conducted
replica of White’s (1982) meta-analysis and showed a slight decrease in average correlation
since White’s initial review was published. Caldas and Bankston, (1997) studied the
relationship between the SES of peers and individual academic achievement. Results showed
peer family social status does have a significant and substantive independent effect on individual
academic achievement, only slightly less than an individual’s own family social status.
Loyd and Vonnie, (1998) studied sociometric disadvantages and child development and showed
that persistent poverty has more determinantal effects on 1Q, school achievement than transitory
poverty, with children experiencing both types of poverty generally doing less well than never
poor children. Daniel, (2009) used four data points from Canada’s National Longitudinal Study
of children and youth (NLSCY) to examine how the academic achievement gap attributes to SES
changes from childhood to adolescence and showed that SES gap remains stable from age of 7 to
11 years and widens at an increasing rate from 11 to 15 years.

3. Objective
To study the academic achievement of secondary school students in relation to their socio-
economic status.

4. Hypothesis
Ho; There is no significant mean difference between different categories of SES in respect of
Academic achievement in school subjects.

5. Methodology

The study was descriptive in nature and the secondary school students of District Anantnag of
Jammu and Kashmir formed the population of the study. Sample was selected through simple
stratified random sampling technique and 10% of the schools were selected which was 23
schools. 544 students were selected for sample through random table method.

6. Tool

Socio-economic scale, a sub scale of Mental Health Battery by A.K. Sing and Alpana Sengupta
(2000) was used to collect the data. The scores earned were added together to yield final score of
SES as judged under;

15-17= Upper SES

09- 14= Middle SES

08- Below= Low SES

7. Data collection
Data was collected from the 10" class students. The investigator personally visited the schools
and administered the tool. Clear instructions were given to the students. Academic achievement
scores were taken from the JK board of school education Gazette and its website
www.jkbose.nic.in.
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8. Results and Discussion
Table No. 1: Frequency of sample in SES

Total sample selected were 544 students, among them 9 were having high SES, 248 were having
middle SES and 287 were in low SES which comprises 1.7%, 45.6% and 52.8% respectively and
in aggregate represents the 100% of the sample.

Table No. 2: Values of ‘F’ between different categories of
SES in respect of Academic Achievement in school subjects

*P<0.01

The values of ‘F’ are found to be significant at 0.01 levels and hence the hypothesis is rejected.
This shows that there is a significant difference between categories of socio-economic status in
respect of Academic achievement. Secondary school students who belong to different categories
of SES, namely High, Middle and Low do differ themselves in respect of their Academic
achievement. SES does influence Academic achievement of secondary school students.

Table No. 3: Significance of Mean Difference between different categories of
SES in respect of Academic Achievement and achievement in school subjects

*P<0.05
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The mean values are significant at .05 levels and hence the hypothesis is rejected. Thus it is
concluded that there is a significant mean difference between the different categories of socio-
economic status in respect of Academic achievement and achievement in different subjects. It
indicates that Academic achievement increases with the increase in SES.

9. Conclusion

Socio-economic status of parents is a significant predictor of academic achievement. With an
increase in SES through Low, Middle and High the academic achievement also increases. With
low SES, there is always dropouts and stagnation. To overcome these problems government has
implemented mid-day meal which has improved the enrolment in the schools. Mid day meals
should continue and also industrialists should also come forward to set up educational
institutions in rural areas where SES level is low compared to urban areas. Library books should
be given to poor students to attract their interest in their study. Government schools should also
enhance their infrastructure like that of private schools, where mostly poor students are studying.
They should also make it sure that there is no lack of human and physical resources in
government schools.
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