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Relationship between Parenting Styles and Interpersonal Sensitivity in Middle School Students
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[Abstract]  Objective: To explore the relationship between parenting styles and interpersonal sensitivity in middle
school students. Methods: 2070 middle school students were investigated with Interpersonal Sensitivity Questionnaire for
Middle School Students(IPSQ—-MSS) and s—EMBU-MSS. Results: There were significant differences for the parents’ over
protection and rejection scores between the high—scoring and the low=scoring interpersonal sensitivity group. Over protec-
tion and rejection from parents were positively correlated with interpersonal sensitivity; moreover, parental warmth was posi-
tively correlated with need for approval, negatively with inferiority and introversion. Over protection from parents predicted
boys’ interpersonal sensitivity, while rejection from mother and over protection from father predicted girls’ interpersonal
sensitivity. Conclusion: Parenting styles are weakly associated with middle school students’ interpersonal sensitivity.
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