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ABSTRACT 

The goal of the current study is to investigate how pupils in higher secondary schools make decisions. 120 

samples were selected from one government institution, one self-financing institution, and one aided school 

using the random sampling technique. In this study, the normative survey method was applied. This study 

employed the Decision styles questionnaire (Leykin & DeRubeis, 2010). was used in this study. These 36 

items in 7 dimensions like Spontaneous, Dependent, Vigilant, Avoidant, Brooding, Intuitive and Anxious 

Decision styles with 5-point scale with reliability score of 0.8 and a validity score of 0.9. Descriptive, 

deferential, correlational, and regression analyses were carried out using SPSSIBM23. The higher secondary 

school students are making decision some times. (73-108). There is a significant relationship between School 

type, Gender, Age, Medium, Mothers Qualification, Fathers Qualification, Parental Occupation, Parental 

Income, No Of Family Members, Family Type, Group of study and decision making. The prediction model 

contained five of the eleven predictors and was reached in five steps with 6 variables removed. The model was 

statistically significant, F(5, 114)= 15.657 , p < .001, and accounted for approximately 63 % of the variance of 

Decision making (R2= .638 , Adjusted R2= 0.407). Inspection of the structure coefficient suggests that, the 

Group and Gender were relatively strong indicators of Decision making of Higher secondary school children.  

Keywords: Decision Making, Higher Secondary Schools, Students. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Decision-making is essential to determining one's destiny.  Adolescence is a crucial period of development 

marked by notable shifts in social, emotional, and cognitive aspects. Among the numerous significant events of 

this time, making decisions is essential to determining one's destiny. Students in higher secondary school, 

usually between the ages of 16 and 18, are faced with a growing number of decisions that have an immediate 

effect on their academic trajectory, employment opportunities, interpersonal connections, and overall life 

route. Their future performance and well-being can be greatly impacted by their capacity to make wise, well-

informed judgments during this phase. But not all students use the same approach to making decisions; some 

may be more swayed by emotion or peer pressure, while others may rely more on reasoning and analysis. 

NEED OF THE STUDY 

Research on decision-making styles of higher secondary school students is essential for understanding how 

young individuals approach critical decisions in their academic, personal, and future life contexts. Students face 

pivotal decisions regarding their career paths, educational choices, and personal relationships. These decisions, 

in turn, have long-lasting effects on their futures. The need for research on decision-making styles of higher 

secondary school students is undeniable. Adolescence is a critical period for developing skills that will 

influence decisions throughout adulthood. By studying how students make decisions—whether rationally, 

intuitively, impulsively, or avoidantly—we can provide better educational support, career counseling, and 

emotional guidance. Such research will enable educators, counselors, and parents to help students develop 

effective decision-making skills, navigate the challenges of adolescence more effectively, and make choices 

that will positively influence their academic, personal, and professional lives. 

SIGNIFICNCE OF THE STUDY 

Research on decision-making styles among higher secondary school students holds significant value in 

shaping both the personal development and academic success of adolescents. The significance of researching 

decision-making styles in higher secondary school students cannot be overstated. Understanding how 

students make decisions can help educators, counselors, and parents provide better support, guidance, and 

interventions tailored to individual needs. This research has practical implications for improving academic 
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performance, career planning, emotional intelligence, social competence, and behavioral outcomes. 

Moreover, it plays a crucial role in empowering students to make informed, responsible choices that shape their 

future academic, professional, and personal lives. Ultimately, such research helps cultivate a generation of 

independent, self-aware, and resilient individuals capable of navigating life's challenges with confidence. 

STTEMENT OF THE PROBLEM  

The problem of the study is stated as A Study on Decision Making Styles of Higher Secondary School 

Students.  

OPERATIONAL DEFINITION: 

 Higher Secondary School Students: Those who all are doing classes for 11 and 12 std as students in 

Government, Self-financing and Aided schools.  

 Decision Making Styles: The score obtained by the Higher Secondary School Students in the scale Decision 

styles questionnaire (Leykin & DeRubeis, 2010).  

OBJECTIVES: 

1. To evaluate the comprehensive Decision making styles  on higher secondary school students.  

2. To measure the impact of Decision making styles  on the higher secondary school students and their 

relationship with subsamples. 

3. To quantify the relationship between Decision making styles on their Personl variables of Higher secondary 

school students. 

4. To identify the dominant impact of Decision making styles  of higher secondary school students. 

HYPOTHESIS: 

1. The comprehensive Decision making styles  of the higher secondary school students are very high. 

2. There is no significant relation between Decision making styles and higher secondary school student’s 

personal variables  

3. There is no dominant influence of personal variables on Decision making styles of higher secondary school 

students. 

4. There are no preferred Decision-making styles of higher secondary school students. 

II. METHODOLOGY 

Normative survey method is used in the present study. In brief it is an attempt to analyze, interpret and report 

the present level of Decision-making styles of higher Secondary school students. These 36 items in 7 

dimensions like Spontaneous, Dependent, Vigilant, Avoidant, Brooding, Intuitive and Anxious Decision 

styles with 5-point scale with reliability score of 0.8 and a validity score of 0.9. Descriptive, deferential, 

correlational, and regression analyses were carried out using SPSSIBM23.The pupils enrolled in the higher 

secondary in Cuddalore district make up the study's population. In the Cuddalore district, there are 

approximately 20,000 students enrolled in 34 higher secondary schools. 120 samples were selected from one 

government institution, one self-financing institution, and one aided school using the random sampling 

technique. There are 33 male and 87 female students participating in this study across these 120 samples. 

Descriptive analysis, Differential analysis, Multiple correlation and Regression analysis were cried out with the 

help of IBMSPSS23.  

ANALYSIS OF THE DECISION-MAKING OF HIGHER SECONDARY SCHOOL STUDENTS 

Table 1: Percentage Analysis Of Decision Making Score Of The Total Sample 

S.No DECISION MAKING Score N Percentage 

1 Never 0-36 0 0 

2 Rarely 37-72 5 4 

3 Sometimes 73-108 61 51 

4 Often 109-144 53 44 

5 Always 145-180 1 1 
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 Total  120 100 

The above table 1 shows that 4 % of Higher Secondary School Students Rarely Making Decision (37-72), 51% 

of Higher Secondary School Students Sometimes Making Decision (73-108), 44% of Higher Secondary School 

Students Often Making Decision (109-144) and 01% of Higher Secondary School Students Often Making 

Decision (145-180).  Thus, Higher Secondary School Students Sometimes Making Decision. 

ANALYSIS OF DECISION-MAKING SCORE OF ENTIRE AND SUBSAMPLES 

Evaluating the degree of Higher Secondary School Students Decision Making Styles for both the full sample 

and selected sub-samples is one of the study's key goals. For both full and sub samples, the mean Standard 

deviation values have been computed. which comprise the students enrolled in Higher Secondary School 

Students were considered as the population and sample. Sub-samples were considered for School type, 

Gender, Age, Medium, Mothers Qualification, Fathers Qualification, Parental Occupation, Parental 

Income, No Of Family Members, Family Type and Group of study. 

Table 2: Mean And Standard Deviation Of Decision Making Of Total Sample 

Variable N Mean STD 

DECISION MAKING 120 105.82 18.12 

The above table 2 shows the mean score and standard deviation of Higher Secondary School Students Decision 

Making are found to be 105.82 and 18.12 respectively. It is concluded that the Higher Secondary School 

Students are Making Decision some times. (73-108).  

Table 3: Differential Analysis Of The Decision Making Of Total Sample Score 

Personal Variable 

 
N Mean 

Std. 

Deviation 
t/f Result 

School Type 

Government 40 116.38 13.54 13.96 

 

 

S Aided 40 103.78 16.06 

Private 40 97.30 19.17 

Gender 
Male 33 92.45 17.44 

-5.567 S 
Female 87 110.89 15.70 

Age 
16 77 102.00 19.46 

-3.21 S 
17 43 112.65 13.05 

Medium of 

Instruction 

Tamil 80 110.08 16.07 
3.846 S 

English 40 97.30 19.17 

Mothers 

Qualification 

Illiterate 14 113.71 10.89 

13.84 S School Level 83 108.89 16.90 

College Level 23 89.91 17.35 

Fathers 

Qualification 

Illiterate 18 107.83 14.18 

9.714 S School Level 77 109.64 17.10 

College Level 25 92.60 18.09 

Parental 

Occupation 

Daily Wages 62 109.94 14.59 

4.709 S 
Self-Employment 23 108.74 19.61 

Business 25 96.12 18.19 

Government Job 10 97.80 24.60 

Parental 10-20K 70 109.80 15.23 3.570 S 
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Income 20-30K 12 110.25 20.50 

30-40K 13 95.31 18.10 

40-50K 10 97.40 22.93 

50-60K 15 98.40 19.77 

Family 

Members 

3-5 83 103.65 17.96 
-1.985 S 

6-8 37 110.68 17.77 

Family Type 

Nuclear 72 101.81 18.02 

4.690 S Joint 44 111.75 16.55 

Single Parent 4 112.75 21.01 

Group Of Study 

Bio-Maths 27 98.85 16.37 

4.690 S Comp-Maths 12 95.50 24.95 

Commerce 81 109.67 16.38 

School type: According to the computed f-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total Decision-

Making Styles between Government, private and self-financing Higher Secondary School students. Considering 

that the calculated f-value of 13.96 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative hypothesis is 

accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Government, private and 

self-financing Higher Secondary School students significantly differ in the Total Decision-Making. 

Gender: According to the computed t-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total Decision-

Making Styles between male and female Higher Secondary School students. Considering that the calculated t-

value of -5.567 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative hypothesis is accepted and the null 

hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Male and female Higher Secondary School 

students significantly differ in the Total Decision-Making Styles. 

Age: According to the computed t-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total Decision-Making 

Styles between 16 and 17 years Higher Secondary School students. Considering that the calculated t-value of -

3.21 is significant at the 5% level. the alternative hypothesis is accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. 

Therefore, it may be concluded that 16 and 17 years Higher Secondary School students significantly 

differ in the Total Decision-Making Styles. 

Medium: According to the computed t-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total Decision-

Making Styles between English and Tamil medium Higher Secondary School students. Considering that the 

calculated t-value of -3.846 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative hypothesis is rejected 

and the null hypothesis is accepted. Therefore, it may be concluded that English and Tamil medium Higher 

Secondary School students significantly differ in the Total Decision-Making Styles. 

Mothers qualification: According to the computed f-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total 

Decision-Making Styles between Higher Secondary School students with different Mothers qualification. 

Considering that the calculated f-value of 13.84 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative 

hypothesis is accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Higher 

Secondary School students with different Mothers qualification   significantly differ in the Total 

Decision-Making. 

Fathers qualification According to the computed f-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total 

Decision-Making Styles between Higher Secondary School students with different Fathers qualification. 

Considering that the calculated f-value of 9.714 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative 

hypothesis is accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Higher 

Secondary School students with different Fathers qualification   significantly differ in the Total 

Decision-Making. 
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Parental Occupation: According to the computed f-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total 

Decision-Making Styles between Higher Secondary School students with different Parental Occupation. 

Considering that the calculated f-value of 4.709 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative 

hypothesis is accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Higher 

Secondary School students with different Parental Occupation   significantly differ in the Total Decision-

Making. 

Parental income: According to the computed f-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total 

Decision-Making Styles between Higher Secondary School students with different Parental income. Considering 

that the calculated f-value of 3.570 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative hypothesis is 

accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Higher Secondary School 

students with different Parental income   significantly differ in the Total Decision-Making. 

Family Type: to the computed f-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total Decision-Making 

Styles between Higher Secondary School students from Nuclear, Joint and single parent family. Considering that 

the calculated f-value of 4.690 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative hypothesis is 

accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Higher Secondary School 

students from Nuclear, Joint and single parent family significantly differ in the Total Decision-Making. 

Family Members: According to the computed t-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total 

Decision-Making Styles between Higher Secondary School students with 3-5 and 6-8 family members. 

Considering that the calculated t-value of -1.984 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative 

hypothesis is rejected and the null hypothesis is accepted. Therefore, it may be concluded that Higher 

Secondary School students with 3-5 and 6-8 family members significantly differ in the Total Decision-

Making Styles. 

Group: According to the computed f-value, there appears to be appreciable difference in total Decision-Making 

Styles between Bio-Maths, Computer-Maths and Commerce group Higher Secondary School students. 

Considering that the calculated f-value of 6.280 is significant at the 5% level. Consequently, the alternative 

hypothesis is accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected. Therefore, it may be concluded that Bio-Maths, 

Computer-Maths and Commerce group Higher Secondary School students significantly differ in the 

Total Decision-Making. 

Table 4: Stepwise Regression Of Total Decision Making And Its Personal Variables 

 Model B 
Std. 

Error 
Beta Pearson r Sr2 

Structure 

Coefficient 

 (Constant) 127.834 15.557     

1 Gender 28.723 6.024 .711 .456 0.166 0.260 

2 Group -18.422 3.597 -.853 .276 0.186 0.292 

3 Type of school -9.370 2.772 -.424 -.432 0.091 0.143 

4 Mother Qualification -7.488 3.086 -.228 -.400 0.049 0.076 

5 Family Type 5.476 2.380 .170 .262 0.045 0.071 

Note. The dependent variable- Decision making, R2= .638 , Adjusted R2= 0.407 , Sr2 is squared semi-partial 

correlation, F(5, 114)= 15.657. 

Table 4. shows that Type of school, Age, Gender, Medium, Mother Qualification, Father Qualification, Parental 

occupation, Parental income, Family members, Family Type, Group and Decision making were used in a 

stepwise multiple regression analysis to predict Decision making of the higher secondary school students. The 

correlation of variables is shown in table.4.15. As can be seen correlations with gender, group, School type, 

Mothers Qualification, Family type and Decision making were statistically significant.  

The prediction model contained five of the eleven predictors and was reached in five steps with 6 variables 

removed. The model was statistically significant, F(5, 114)= 15.657 , p < .001, and accounted for approximately 
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63 % of the variance of Decision making (R2= .638 , Adjusted R2= 0.407). Decision making is primarily predicted 

by gender and followed by group, School type, Mothers Qualification, Family type. The raw and standardized 

regression coefficient of predictors together with their correlation with Decision making, their squared semi-

partial correlations, and their structure coefficients are shown in table-4.16. The gender, group, received the 

strongest weightage and School type, Mothers Qualification, Family type received least weightage in model. 

With the sizeable correlations between the predictors, the unique variance explained by each of the variables 

indexed by the squared semi-partial correlation was relatively high: with gender, group, School type, Mothers 

Qualification, Family type uniquely accounted for approximately 26%, 29%, 14%, 8% and 7% of the decision 

making. Inspection of the structure coefficient suggests that, the Group and Gender were relatively strong 

indicators of Decision making of Higher secondary school children.  

Table 5: Stepwise Regression Of Total Decision Making  And Its Subscales 

 Model B Std. Error Beta Pearson r Sr2 
Structure 

Coefficient 

 (Constant) 8.882E-15 .000     

1 Intuitive 1.000 .000 .247 .804 1.000 0.646 

2 Anxious 1.000 .000 .202 .687 1.000 0.471 

3 Brooding 1.000 .000 .186 .615 1.000 0.378 

4 Dependent 1.000 .000 .230 .556 1.000 0.309 

5 Spontaneous 1.000 .000 .179 .507 1.000 0.257 

6 Vigilant 1.000 .000 .256 .708 1.000 0.501 

7 Avoidant 1.000 .000 .221 .671 1.000 0.450 

Note. The dependent variable- Decision making, R2= 1.000, Adjusted R2= 1.000, Sr2 is squared semi-partial 

correlation, F(7, 112)= 5581.138. 

Table 5 shows Spontaneous, Dependent, Vigilant, Avoidant, Brooding, Intuitive and Anxious Decision styles and 

Decision making were used in a stepwise multiple regression analysis to predict Decision making of the higher 

secondary school students. The correlation with Intuitive, Anxious, Brooding, Dependent, Spontaneous, 

Vigilant, Avoidant and Decision making were statistically significant. 

The prediction model contained seven of the seven predictors and was reached in seven steps with no variables 

removed. The model was statistically significant, F (7, 112) = 5581.138, p < .001, and accounted for 

approximately 100 % of the variance of Decision making (R2=1.000 , Adjusted R2= 1.000). Decision making is 

primarily predicted by Intuitive, and followed by Anxious, Brooding, Dependent, Spontaneous, Vigilant, 

Avoidant. The raw and standardized regression coefficient of predictors together with their correlation with 

Decision making, their squared semi-partial correlations, and their structure coefficients are shown in table-5. 

The Intuitive style and Vigilant style, received the strongest weightage and Anxious, Brooding, Dependent, 

Spontaneous and Avoidant least weightage in model. With the sizeable correlations between the predictors, 

the unique variance explained by each of the variables indexed by the squared semi-partial correlation was 

relatively high: with Intuitive, Anxious, Brooding, Dependent, Spontaneous, Vigilant, and Avoidant 

uniquely accounted for approximately 65%, 47%, 38%, 31%, 26%, 50% and 45% of the decision making.  

Inspection of the structure coefficient suggests that, the Intuitive and Vigilant were relatively strong 

dominant style of Decision making of Higher secondary school children.  

III. CONCLUSION 

The 17-year-old Tamil-medium female students in higher secondary school who stay in government schools, 

are the children of an illiterate mother and a father with a high school education, have parental incomes of 

between Rs 20,000 and Rs 30,000, live in a family of six to eight people with a single parent, and are enrolled in 

a commerce group exhibit high decision-making skills. Higher secondary school students' gender, group, school 

type, mother's qualifications, and family type all influence their decision-making. Children in higher secondary 
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school tended to make decisions in a more intuitive and vigilant manner, but they struggled with spontaneity. 

Students in higher secondary schools should receive decision-making training so they can endure in challenging 

situations. 
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