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Effect of Teacher’s Autonomy Support under the Trend of Social

Class Stratification

Chen Jiwen

School of Education, Jianghan University, Wuhan

Abstract: Base on self-determination theory and researches of social class psychology, the present study
examined an interaction of family’s social class and teacher’s autonomy support on junior middle school student’s
autonomous motivation, as well as family social class difference in perceived teacher’s autonomous support.
Learning Climate Questionnaire, the MacArthur Scale of subjective SES and Academic Self-Regulation
Questionnaire (SRQ-A) were administered to 192 junior middle school students. Results showed that: (1)
interaction of family’s social class and teacher’s autonomy support was significant; (2) students from different
social class families had significant different teacher autonomy support evaluation.
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Table 1 Statistical results of mean, standard deviation and correlation of each variable
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Table 2 Linear regression analysis of students’ autonomous motivation
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Figure 1 Interaction of students’ social class and teachers’ autonomy support
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Table 3 The results of t test of teachers’ autonomy support on higher/lower class
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