
INTRODUCTION

Studies on human motivation have broadly encompassed 
three approaches: behavioural, cognitive, and humanistic. 
The importance of having motivated teachers in school 
was put forth in a number of studies. Brumback (1986) 
and Maehr (1984) had postulated that teachers who have 
high levels of workplace motivation have better workplace 
outcomes resulting in better student performance. Thus it is 
important that a motivational system be designed by taking 
in all the factors which influence the workplace motivation 
of school so that schools can be designed as behavioural 
systems. Thus this study uses results from the previous 
studies of the researchers on the subject to assimilate and 
design a motivational system which will help maximise 
teacher motivation in schools. 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

The early researchers in human motivation like Lewin 
(1926) and Hull (1943) described human beings as 
‘prototypical’ (Gollwitzer & Oettingen, 2001), machine 
like creatures who could only react to situations, both 
internal and external, without any conscious thoughts. 
Later researchers brought forth a concept of thinking 
human who would take the correct decisions based on their 
ability to think and assimilate knowledge. In recent studies 
on human motivation the concept of humans as ‘flexible 
strategists’(Gollwitzer & Oettingen, 2001) is put forth. Thus 
humans can be knowledgeable and rational when a goal 
is chosen and defined but turn into strategists when they 
have to implement that goal (Gollwitzer, 1990). Maslow 
(1954) posited that individuals have five needs and they 
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are hierarchical in nature which meant one would go to 
the next need only after the fulfilment of the previous one. 
These were physiological, safety, social, esteem, and self-
actualisation. Herzberg, Mausner, and Synderman (1959) 
worked on a theory that was based on Maslow’s theory 
and added a dimension to it. They propounded that while 
some factors (satisfiers) in the workplace caused satisfaction 
others caused dissatisfaction (hygiene factors).

In the specific context of teacher motivation, Brumback 
(1986) in his study found that the scores of students who 
had been taught by teachers with high job satisfaction levels 
were higher than those who had been taught by teachers with 
low levels of job satisfaction. Lortie (1975) and Sergiovanni 
and Starrat (1979) found that teachers were motivated by 
student achievement. Miskel (1979), Holdaway (1978), and 
Johnston (1985) found that there were certain variables like 
recognition, opportunities for professional development, the 
head of schools’ leadership styles under the control of the 
heads of institutions which could ensure teacher motivation. 
Skinner and Belmont (1993) noted the importance of 
teacher-student relationship in student motivation and their 
performance. 

Johnson (2006) had studied the impact of school infrastructure 
on the motivation of school teachers. Morton (1993) posited 
that a collaborative approach between teachers enhanced 
teacher performance, led to greater job satisfaction and less 
burn-out rates. Frase (1992) posited that intrinsic factors 
related to the work itself as also the job of teaching acted 
as motivators by bringing joy and satisfaction to teachers. 
Holdaway (1978) in his study found that the attitude of 
society contributed to teacher dissatisfaction. Crone and 
Horner (2003) posited that there were four behavioural 
systems in a school: school wide, classroom, non-classroom- 
specific setting and individual. 

METHODOLOGY 

This paper used data and findings from the previous studies 
of the researchers to design a systemic model which 
included all the systemic variables that were used in the 
previous studies by the researchers. The system design had, 
as its core construct, the maximisation of the workplace 
motivation of school teachers. To design the system the 
researchers tried to step beyond the concept of system as 
a mere processor wherein an input is fed, processed by 
the system and an output emerges. The researchers sought 
to design a behavioural system for teacher’s motivation in 
school which was based on the inter relationships of the 
different variables as was brought forth by empirical data 
from previous studies. This approach is loosely based on the 
approach propounded by Zerz (2008). At the first step the 
data and findings from the previous studies of the researchers 
were collected and collated. The first work was an empirical 

analysis of the various factors that influenced the workplace 
motivation of school teacher (Roy & Sengupta, 2013). 
Following this study the researchers had worked on a series 
of studies concerning each factor that emerged from the 
first study in detail. Thus 6 more studies were conducted 
among the 111 school teachers of North Bengal wherein 
they were asked to respond to questionnaires concerning 
each factor of motivation in detail. After statistical analysis 
a set of principal components emerged from each factor. The 
influence of each component was mapped and the eighteen 
components that had emerged out of the previous studies 
were further reduced to 7 components with similar nature 
of influence on teacher’s motivation. All the components 
and their sub components were then taken to design a school 
motivational system which would influence the individual 
motivation system of a teacher which in this case was a 
subsystem of the overall school system.

FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS

The data were collected from the seven previous studies by 
the researchers. The first study was an empirical analysis 
of the various factors on the motivation of school teachers 
(Roy & Sengupta, 2013). The results of this study showed 
that the workplace motivation of school teachers was 
influenced by six broad factors namely: colleagues, students, 
management, work itself, social and personal factors and 
school infrastructure. Taking these six broad factors as their 
basis the researchers had conducted six more empirical 
studies and each of these broad factor was analyzed in detail 
and the components which made up each of the broad factors 
and their influences were studied. The second study was an 
empirical analysis of the influence of school management on 
the motivation of school teachers (Roy & Sengupta, 2013). 
The results of the study showed that the factors related to 
management which influenced the workplace motivation of 
school teachers could be divided into three components these 
were humane factors, operational factors and clash factors. 
The composition of these factors is given in Table 6. The 
third study was conducted as an empirical analysis of the 
influence of school infrastructure on the motivation of school 
teachers (Roy & Sengupta, 2014). The study concluded that 
the factors related to school infrastructure which influenced 
workplace motivation of school teachers could be divided 
into three components; ego factors, operational factors,and 
convenience factors (Table 4). The fourth study dealt with 
the colleagues and peer influences on the motivation of 
school teachers (Roy & Sengupta, 2015). The study showed 
that the motivation of the teachers was influenced by factors 
which could be divided into three components: relationship 
component, ambition component, and clash component 
(Table 1). 

The fifth study by the researchers dealt with the influence 
of students on the motivation of school teachers (Roy & 
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Sengupta, 2016). The study showed that the factors related 
to students influencing the motivation of school teachers 
could be divided into three factors: bonding, process 
factors, and hindrance factors (Table 2). The sixth study by 
the researchers dealt with the influence of the work itself 
on the workplace motivation of school teachers (Roy & 
Sengupta, 2016). The results showed that the factors related 
to the workplace motivation of school teachers could be 
divided into three components; esteem factors, comfort 
factors, and security factors (Table 3). The seventh study 
by the researchers dealt with the social and personal factors 
which affected the motivation of the school teachers (Roy & 
Sengupta, 2016). This study showed that the factors again 
could be divided into three components: physiological 
and safety factors, esteem factors, and happiness factors  
(Table 5). 

Table 1: Factors Affecting the Influence of Colleagues on 
Motivation of School Teachers

Relationship  
factors

Ambition factors Clash factors 

Helpful Professional & com-
petent colleagues

Conflicts

Friendly Competition Political power play
Team spirit Hardworking & ded-

icated colleagues 
Trustworthy
Informal relationship

Table 2: Factors Affecting the Influence of Students on 
Motivation of School Teachers

Bonding Factors Process Factors Hindrance 
Factors

Discipline Academic quality Rude
Respect Willingness to learn Manipulative 
Trust for teachers Focused and motivated 

to do well in life 
Interaction outside the 
classroom
Teachers as role models

Table 3: Factors Affecting the Influence of the Work Itself 
on Motivation of School Teachers

Comfort 
Factors

Security 
Factors

Esteem Factors

Job satisfaction Security of tenure Adequate pay
Work hours Safety at work Appraisal, recognition and 

rewards
Boss/ supervisor Merit based promotions
Organisational 
structure

Future prospects 

Table 4: Factors Affecting the Influence of the School 
Infrastructure on Motivation of School Teachers

Ego Factors Operational 
Factors

Convenience 
Factors

Aesthetics Academic infra-
structure

Safety

Recreational facilities Access to computers 
and internet 

Cleanliness

Status in comparison 
to other schools

ICT in the teaching 
learning process

Location

Maintenance 
Communication and 
transport

Table 5: Factors Affecting the Influence of the Personal 
and Social Life on Motivation of School Teachers

Physiological and 
Safety Factors 

Happiness 
Factors 

Esteem Factors 

Comfort of residence Respect from soci-
ety

Respect from family

Quality of personal 
health

Happy and smooth 
family life

Ambition to do bet-
ter

Quality of health of 
dependents

Vibrant social life, 
hobbies, entertain-
ment and leisure 
hours

Opportunities for 
further studies 

Financial status

Table 6: Factors Affecting the Influence of the School 
Management on Motivation of School Teachers

Humane Factors Operational 
Factors

Clash Factors

Understanding Participative Harsh
Fair Qualified Unreasonable
Respect for teachers Capable
Concern for teachers 
Family

Effective leadership 
Style

Trustworthy Accessible
Generous
Encouraging
Appreciative
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Fig. 2: Factors Affecting the Motivation of School Teachers

The eighteen factors which emerged out of the six previous 
studies were analysed and further grouped into seven factors 
each of which was taken as a system. These factors were 

termed: clash, relation, esteem, process, comfort, security, 
and hindrance. The composition of the various factors is 
given in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 3: Factors Affecting the Workplace Motivation of School Teachers

The six fundamental systems within the context of a 
school which affected the motivation of the teachers were 
identified as Students, Teachers (peers/colleagues), School 
Management, School Infrastructure, Work itself, and Society 
(social and personal). The school system can be termed 
as an open system with specialised and interdependent 

subsystems. These subsystems form what is termed as 
closed interdependencies. The relationship among these 
subsystems is not linear but circular and mutually causative. 
So while school management influences society, society 
also influences school management and so on. This system 
is explained in the Fig. 4.
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Fig. 4: The School Motivational System 

The school motivational system for teachers is composed 
of six subsystems and the various subsystems influence 
the various individual motivational systems of teachers. 
These behavioural systems are subsystems within the 
school systems. Clash, Esteem, Security, Comfort, Process, 
and Relation are the various components that make up the 
individual motivational systems. This is an open system 
which is influenced by the school motivational system.

Fig. 5: The School Motivational System and Its 
Interactions

In the figure 5 the school motivational system and its 
component subsystems are denoted by the blue circles with 
yellow borders and the individual motivational system is 
denoted by the orange circles with red borders. The factors 

affecting the motivation of school teachers can be divided 
into 7 components: relation, comfort, security, clash, 
hindrance, esteem, and process. The blue lines show the 
inter connectivity between the factors that constitute the 
school motivational system and the factors that constitute 
the motivational system of school teachers. Thus the school 
management system affects the clash factors, process factors 
and relation factors. The school infrastructure system affects 
the process factors, esteem factors, and comfort factors. 
The subsystem that represents the work itself affects the 
comfort, esteem, and security factors. The school student 
system affects the relation, hindrance, and process factors. 
The personal and social systems affect the security, esteem, 
and relation factors. The peer system affects the esteem, 
relation, and clash factors. This represents a comprehensive 
school motivational system for teachers. Once the school 
motivational system has been operationally designed it is 
imperative to design processes for encouraging an optimal 
outcome of the teacher motivation system. The process 
design can be divided into two parts: 

1. Pre-Operational 2. Operational

Pre-Operational Process

Fig. 6: Pre-operational Process Design for Optimal Teacher 
Motivational Systems in Schools

Fig. 6 explains the pre-operational process chart. The pre-
operational processes define school processes before the 
operations begin in a school. Thus at pre-op stage 1 the 
infrastructure design is taken into consideration. The different 
parameters related to school infrastructure which affect the 
motivation of school teachers like academic infrastructure, 
safety, aesthetics, location, recreational facilities, Internet 
and computers, communication and transport facilities 
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to and from the school, and relative status of the school 
infrastructure with relations with other similar schools have 
to be taken into account at this stage before infrastructure 
planning and design. At pre-op stage 2 the management 
structure of the school has to be planned and designed. 
Qualifications of the management staff and their capability 
should be given the best consideration at this stage to shortlist 
management staff. At pre-stage 3 the management model has 
to be designed and parameters such as understanding, fair, 
trustworthy, generous and effective leadership style should 
be given best considerations for further filtering of shortlisted 
management staff and their final placement in consonance 
with the school management philosophy. At pre-op stage 3 
the management has to develop a work design which will 
conform to the macro management principles of the school 
and incorporate adequate pay plan, work hours, safety plans 
at work and organisation structure. At pre-op stage 4 the 
management begins the recruitment procedure for teachers 
and in addition to the qualifications and other operational 
parameter checks it is prudent that the management at this 
stage checks for the teachers’ comfort of residence, health 
status, health status of dependents and the quality and status 
of personal life. At pre-op stage 5 the management and the 
teachers should jointly design a set of organisational goals 
which should include goals to have respectful students, 
disciplined students, teachers as role models, trust among 
teachers and students, healthy interaction of teachers and 
students outside the classroom, high academic quality of 
students and students motivated and focused to do well in 
life. These pre operational process design procedures can be 
conducted for new school operations and design as well as 
for existing schools as staged and planned interventions. 

Operational Process

Fig. 7: Operational Process Design for Optimal Teacher 
Motivational Systems in Schools

Operational process design defines processes for operations 
of the school. At this the processes are not chronological in 
nature and relationship and do not follow one after another 
as in the pre-ops design but simultaneous and repetitive 
at adequate intervals for each operational entity. At OP 
1 it is necessary to check and ensure that classrooms are 
clean with regular maintenance and with functioning ICT 
modules in classrooms. At OP 2 it is to be ensured that the 
management is respectful to the teachers and their families, 
that a participative form of management is followed and that 
the management is accessible, encouraging and appreciative 
of teachers’ efforts. At OP 3 the management has to conduct 
individual maintenance check of teachers and staff through 
interviews, discussions, workshops or seminars. These 
checks should seek to find out more about the financial status 
of the teachers, their social life, hobbies, ambition to do 
better, the respect they get from society, their status in society, 
trustworthiness and dependability of both management 
and teachers, professional acumen, academic competence 
and opportunities and need for further studies. At OP 4 the 
school management has to assess job satisfaction levels of 
teachers, an appraisal, recognition and rewards model has to 
be developed, supervisors have to assessed and counselled, 
a system of merit based promotions, security of tenure and 
with future prospects have to developed. At OP 5 group 
behaviour checks have to be conducted through workshops, 
retreats, games, personal interactions and other methods. 
These checks will seek to assess group behaviour in terms 
of helpfulness, friendliness, team spirit, political power 
play, conflicts, and informal relationships. Interventions 
when necessary have to be conducted. At OP 6 continuous 
motivation maintenance procedures have to be conducted. 
These motivation maintenance procedures include 
continuous feedback system, individual teacher counseling, 
group teacher counseling, participative decision making 
model, student counseling, student behaviour checklist 
and correction system, continuous training development 
system, fair and transparent reward system, participative 
goal settings and opportunities for self-development through 
further studies and courses.

IMPLICATION FOR PRACTICE

The study presents potent and specific areas of implication 
for school management. Since the motivation of teachers is 
directly connected to the successful outcome of the school 
processes, it is imperative that all school processes are 
designed while keeping in mind the motivation of the school 
teachers. Thus a systemic framework which encompasses all 
factors which affect the motivation of school teachers along 
with a process chart which specific areas, methods and steps 
of designing and putting into place such a system will be of 
primary value to school management which seek to augment 
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teacher motivation and thus lead to more effective outcome 
of the teaching learning process. 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

This paper attempted to use empirical data to design a 
motivational system for school teachers. The study used 
data from previous studies of the researchers on the subject 
and combined them to put forward a systemic framework. 
The school motivational system was posited to consist of six 
subsystems: infrastructure, peers (teachers), students, work 
itself, social and personal factors, and school management. 
This system is an open system which interacts with the 
outside world but consists of specialised sub systems which 
have closed interdependencies with each other. The school 
motivational system influences the individual motivational 
system which is comprised of seven factors as put forth 
by the data from the previous studies of the researchers. 
These seven factors are clash, hindrance, comfort, relation, 
security, esteem, and process. These factors constituted an 
individual motivational system which was also open system 
which was influenced by the school motivational system 
and its sub systems. The study had as it objective a process 
design which could influence teacher motivation and present 
it at an optimal level. The process was designed in two steps; 
step one was preoperational process design which would be 
relevant both for new schools as well as for existing schools 
as intervention modules. The operational process design was 
not chronological in nature and consisted of a continuous 
structure with discrete modules which could be applied at 
specified intervals. The limitations of this study relate to 
a relatively small sample size and a limited geographical 
boundary. A thorough study to test the model on a large 
sample size over an expanded geographical area is thus 
recommended.

REFERENCES 
Alam, T. M., & Farid, S. (2011). Factors affecting teachers’ 

motivation. International Journal of Business and Social 
Sciences, 2(1).

Anthony, G., & Orad, K. (2008). Change-of-career second-
ary teachers: Motivations, expectations and intentions. 
Asia-Pacific Journal of Teacher Educational, 36(4), 
359-376.

Atkinson, J. W. (1957). Motivational determinants of risk-
taking behaviour. Psychological Review, 64, 359-372.

Atkinson, J. W. (1964). An Introduction to Motivation. 
Princeton: Van Nostrand

Alcázar, L., Rogers, H. F, Chaudhury, N., Hammer, J., 
Kremer, M., & Muralidharan, K. (2006). Why are teach-
ers absent? Probing service delivery in Peruvian primary 
schools. International Journal of Educational Research, 
45(3), 117-136.

Alessandro S., Castro, M., Ray, S., & Verreline, C. (2004). 
An examination of leadership styles and teacher motiva-
tion, (Unpublished Master’s Thesis), St John’s University, 
Oakdale.

Bandura, A., & Adams, E. N. (1977). Analysis of self-effi-
cacy theory of behavioral change. Cognitive Therapy and 
Research, 1(4), 287-310.

Bandura, A. (1977). Self-efficacy toward a unifying theo-
ry of behavioral change. Psychological Review, 84(2), 
91-215.

Bandura, A. (1997). Self-efficacy: The exercise of control. 
New York: W.H. Freeman

Barnett, K., & McCormick, J. (2003). Vision, relation-
ships, and teacher motivation: A case study. Journal of 
Educational Administration, 41(1), 55-73. 

Basset-Jones, N., & Lloyd, G. C. (2005). Does Herzberg’s 
motivational theory have staying power? Journal of man-
agement Development, 24(10), 929-943.

Baumeister, R. F., & Leary, M. R. (1995). The need to be-
long: Desire for interpersonal attachments as a funda-
mental human motivation. Psychological Bulletin, 117, 
497-529.

Bennell, P. (2004). Teacher motivation and incentives in 
sub-saharan Africa and Asia: Knowledge and skills for 
development. Brighton.

Biehler, R. F., & Snowman, J. (1993). Psychology applied 
to teaching. Boston Massachusetts: Houghton Mifflin 
Company. 

Billingsley, B. H., & Cross, L. H. (1992). Predictors of com-
mitment, job satisfaction and intent to stay in teaching: A 
comparison of general and special educators. Journal of 
Special Education, 25(4), 453-471.

Blank, L., Baxter, S., Goyder, E., Naylor, P., Guillaume, 
L., Wilkinson, A., Hummel, S., & Chilcott, J. (2010). 
Promoting well-being by changing behaviour: A system-
atic review and narrative synthesis of the effectiveness 
of whole secondary school behavioural interventions. 
Mental Health Review Journal, 15(2), 43-53.

Brumback, C. J. (1986). The relationship between teach-
er job satisfaction & student academic performance. 
(Unpublished Doctoral Thesis). Georgia State University.

Brunetti, G. J. (2001). Why do they teach? A study of job sat-
isfaction among long term high school teachers. Teacher 
Education Quarterly, 28(3), 49-74.

Bryman A., & Cramer, D. (1990). Quantitative Data Analysis 
for Social Scientists. London: Routledge

Buckley, J., Schneider, M., & Shang, Y. (2004). The effects 
of school facility quality on teacher retention in urban 
school districts. Washington, DC: National Clearing 
house for Educational Facilities.



10  Journal of Organisation & Human Behaviour� Volume 5 Issue 4 October 2016

Carifio, J., & Perla, R. (2007). Ten common misunderstand-
ings, misconceptions, persistent myths and urban legends 
about likert scales and likert response formats and their 
Antidotes. Journal of Social Sciences, 2, 106-116.

Coolahan, J. (2003). Attracting, developing and retaining ef-
fective teachers: Country background report for Ireland. 
Ireland: National University of Ireland, Maynooth.

Crone, D. A., & Horner, R. H. (2003). Building posi-
tive behaviour support systems in schools; Functional 
Behavioural assessment. New York: The Guilford Press. 

Gunram, D. (2011). The motivation and job satisfaction of 
secondary school teachers in Kwazulu Natal: An educa-
tion management perspective. (Unpublished Doctoral 
Thesis), University of South Africa.

Denga, D.I( 1996 ). Human engineering for high productiv-
ity in industrial and other work Organization. Calabar: 
Rapid Educational publishers

Dessler, G. (2001). Management: Leading people and orga-
nization in the 21st century. Harlow: Prentice Hall

Diener, E., & Diener, M. (1995). Cross cultural correlates of 
life satisfaction and self esteem. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology, 68(4), 161-163.

Frase, L. E. (1992). Maximizing people power in schools: 
Motivating and managing teachers and staff. Newbury 
Park, CA: Corwin Press, Inc.

Friedlander, F. (1964). Job characteristics as satisfiers and 
dissatisfiers. Journal of Applied Psychology, 48(6), 
388-392.

Gollwitzer, P. M. (1990). Action phases and mind-sets. In E. 
T. Higgins & R. M. Sorrentino (Eds.), The handbook of 
motivation and cognition: Foundations of social behavior 
(Vol. 2, pp. 53-92). New York: Guilford Press.

Gallmeier, K. (1992). The effectiveness of principal leader-
ship style on teacher motivation. Retrieved from ERIC 
database (ED354591).

Gollwitzer, P. M., & Oettingen, G. (2002). Motivation: 
History of the concept. In Smeiser, J.N., Baltes B.P. (Eds.). 
Encyclopedia of Social Sciences (pp.10109-10112). New 
York. Elsevier.

Hackman, J. R., & Oldham G. R. (1975). Development of 
the job diagnostic survey. Journal of Applied Psychology, 
60, 159-170.

Hanushek, E. A., & Rivkin, S. (2007). Pay, working condi-
tions, and teacher quality. The Future of Children, 17(1), 
69-86.

Hersey, P., Blanchard, K. H., & Johnson, D. E. (2000). 
Management of organizational behaviour: Utilizing hu-
man resources. New Delhi: Prentice Hall of India Private 
Ltd 

Herzberg, F., Mausner B., & Synderman, B. B. (1959). The 
Motivation of Works. New York: John Wiley and sons.

Holdaway, E. A. (1978). Satisfaction of teachers in Alberta 
with their Work and Working Conditions. Edmonton: The 
University of Alberta.

Hull, C. L. (1943). Principles of behaviour. New York: 
Appleton-Century.

Morton, I. (1993). Teacher Collaboration In Secondary 
Schools. Center Focus, 2.

Johnson, S. M. (2006). The workplace matters: Teacher 
quality, retention, and effectiveness. Washington, DC: 
National Education Association.

Karsli, M. D., & Hale, I. (2009). To examine the effect of 
the motivation provided by the administration on the Job 
satisfaction of teachers and their institutional commit-
ment. Procedia Social and Behavioural Sciences, 1(1), 
2252-2257.

Kerlinger, F. N. (1973). Foundation of behavioral research. 
New York: Holt Rienehart and Winston N Y.

Kimble, G. A., Garmezy, N., & Zigler, E. (1985). Principles 
of psychology. New Delhi: Wiley Eastern Limited.

Kremer, M., Chaudhury, N., Rogers, H. F., Muralidharan, 
K., & Hammer, J. (2005). Teacher absence in India: A 
snapshot. Journal of the European Economic Association, 
3(2-3), 658-667.

Johnson, S. M. (2006). The workplace matters: Teacher 
quality, retention, and effectiveness. Washington, DC: 
National Education Association.

Johnston, G. S. (1985). Relationship between teacher de-
cisional status and loyalty. The Journal of Educational 
Administration, 23(1), 91-105.

Latt, K. A. ( 2008 ). Motivating people on the way towards or-
ganizational performance. Victoria University (Australia) 
Intern analyst Covalence SA, Geneva.

Lawler, E., & Suttle, J. (1972). A casual correlation test of 
need hierarchy concept. Organizational Behaviour and 
human performance, 7(4), 265-287.

Lawler, E. E. (1973 ). Motivation in work organization. New 
York: Brooks Cole.

Lewin, K. (1943). Defining the field at a given time. 
Psychological Review, 50, 292-310. Republished in 
Resolving Social Conflicts & Field Theory in Social 
Science, Washington, D.C.: American Psychological 
Association, 1997.

Lortie, D. (1975). School teacher. Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press.

Maehr, M. L. (1984). Meaning and motivation: Toward a 
theory of personal investment. In Ames, R. E., & Ames, 
C. ( Eds.), Motivation in Education: Student motivation,1, 
115-144. San Diego: Academic press.

Mansfield, F. C., Woznitsa M., & Beltman, S. (2012). Goals 
for teaching: Towards a framework for examining mo-



Designing a School Behavioural System to Optimize the Workplace Motivation of School Teachers  11

tivation of graduating teachers. Australian Journal of 
Educational and Developmental Psychology, 12, 31-34.

Maslow, A. H. (1943). A theory of human motivation. 
Psychological Review, 50(4), 370-96.

Maslow, A. (1954). Motivation and personality. New York:  
Harper.

Maslow, A. H. (1970). Motivation and Personality. New 
York: Harper and Row.

McIntosh, K., Filter, K. J., Bennet, J. L., Ryan, C., & 
Sugai, G. (2010). Principles of sustainable prevention: 
Designing scale-up of school-wide positive behaviour 
support to promote durable systems. Psychology in the 
Schools Special Issue: The Role of Prevention Science in 
Advancing Research and Practice in the Schools, 47(1), 
5-21.

Michie, S., Stralen V. M. M., & West, R. (2011). The be-
haviour change wheel. A new method for character-
izing and designing behaviour change interventions. 
Implementation Science, 6(1).

Miskel, C. (1979). Organizational structures and processes, 
perceived school effectiveness, loyalty and job satis-
faction. Educational Administration Quarterly, 15(3), 
97-118.

Muller, K., Alliata, R., & Benninghoff, F. S. (2009). 
Attracting and Retaining Teachers: A Question of 
Motivation. Educational Management Administration & 
Leadership, 37S(5), 574-599.

Newstrom, J. W., & Davis, K. (1998). Organizational behav-
ior - Human Behavior at work. New Delhi: Tata Mcgraw 
Hill.

Norman, G. (2010). Likert scales, levels of measurement 
and the “laws” of statistics. Advances in Health Science 
Education, 15(5), 625-632.

Nyam, J., & Willam-West, T. O. (2014). Teachers moti-
vation: A study of the psychological and social factors. 
International Journal of Education and Research, 2(2).

Ololube, N. P. (2005 ). Benchmarking the motivational com-
petencies of academically qualified teachers and profes-
sionally qualified teachers in Nigerian secondary schools. 
The African symposium, 5, 17-37.

Manzoor, Q. A. (2011). Impact of employees motivation 
on organizational effectiveness. European Journal of 
Business and Management, 3(3), 36-44.

Piaget, J. (1964). Part I: Cognitive development in children: 
Piaget development and learning. Journal of Research in 
Science Teaching, 2(3), 176-186.

Reiss, S. (2000). Who Am I? The 16 basic desires that mo-
tivate our actions and define our personalities. New York: 
Tarcher/Putnum.

Reiss, S. (2004). Multifaceted nature of intrinsic motiva-
tion: The theory of 16 basic desires. Review of General 
Psychology, 8, 179-183.

Reis, H., Sheldon, K., Roscoe, J., & Ryan, R. (2000). Daily 
well-being: The role of autonomy, competence and relat-
edness. Personality and Social Psychology, 26, 419-435.

Robbins, S. P. (1986). Organization behavior (7thed.). New 
Delhi: Prentice Hall of India.

Roy, D., & Sengupta, P. R. (2013a). An empirical analysis of 
the various factors that influence the motivation of school 
teachers. Journal of organizational and Human behav-
iour, 2(2),32-39.

Roy, D., & Sengupta, P. R. (2013b). Needs, drives and ac-
tions: A century of research in human motivation. IUJ 
Journal of Management, 1(1), 49-53.

Roy, D., & Sengupta, P. R. (2014a). The influence of school 
management on the motivation of school teachers. OPUS: 
Organization People and Us, 4,1-23.

Roy, D., & Sengupta, P. R. (2014b). An empirical study of 
the influence of school infrastructure on the motivation 
of school teachers. OPUS: Organization People and Us, 
5,1-23.

Roy, D., & Sengupta, P. R. (2015a). An empirical study 
of the influence of school students on the motivation of 
school teachers. OPUS: Organization People and Us, 
6(2), 38-61.

Roy, D., & Sengupta, P. R. (2015b). An empirical study of 
the influence of colleagues on the motivation of school 
teachers in challenges in teacher education. Kolkata.

Roy, D., & Sengupta, P. R. (2016). An empirical study of the 
influence of the work itself on the motivation of school 
teachers. Amity Business Review,17(1).

Ryan, R. M. ( 1995 ). Psychological needs and facilitation of 
integrative processes. Journal of Personality, 63, 397-427.

Seniwoliba, A. J. (2013). Teacher motivation and job satis-
faction in senior high schools in the Tamale metropolis of 
Ghana. Merit Research Journal of Education and Review, 
1(9), 181-196.

Sergiovanni, T. (1967). Factors Which Affect Satisfaction 
and Dissatisfaction of Teachers. Journal of Educational 
Administration, 5(1), 66-82.

Sergiovanni, T. J., & Starratt, R. J. (1979).Supervision-
human perspectives. New York : Mcgraw Hill Book 
company.

Sheldon, K. M., Ryan, R. M., & Reis, H. T. (1996). What 
makes for a good day? Competence and autonomy in the 
day and in the person. Personality and Social Psychology 
Bulletin, 22,1270-1279.

Skinner, B. F. (1938). The behavior of organisms: an experi-
mental analysis. Oxford: Appleton-Century.



12  Journal of Organisation & Human Behaviour� Volume 5 Issue 4 October 2016

Skinner, B. F. ( 1948). ‘Superstition’ in the pigeon. Journal 
of Experimental Psychology, 38, 168-172.

Skinner, E. A., & Belmont, M. J.(1993). Motivation in the 
classroom: Reciprocal effects of teacher behavior and 
student engagement across the school year. Journal of 
Educational Psychology, 85(4), 571-581. 

Sweeney, P. D. (1990). Distributive justice and pay satisfac-
tion: A field test of an equity theory prediction. Journal of 
Business and Psychology, 4(3), 329-341.

Taylor, D. L., & Tashakkori, A. (1995). Decision participa-
tion and school climate as predictors of job satisfaction 
and teacher’s sense of efficacy. Journal of Experimental 
Education, 63(3), 217-227.

Tin, L. G., Hean, L. L., & Leng, Y. L (1996).What motivates 
teachers? New Horizons in Education, 37.

Ubom, I. U., & Joshua, M. T. (2004). Needs satisfaction 
variables as predictors of job satisfaction of employees: 

Implication for guidance and counseling. Education 
Research Journal, 4(3), 1-7.

Ul-Saufie, A. Z., Yahya, A. S., & Ramli, N. A. (2011).
Improving linear regression model using principal com-
ponent analysis for predicting PM10 concentration in 
SebarangPrai, Pulao Pinang. International Journal of 
Environmental Sciences, 2(2), 415-422.

Weiner, B. (1985). An attributional theory of achievement 
motivation and emotion. Psychological Review, 92(4), 
548-573.

Weiner, B. (1992). Human motivation: Metaphors, theories 
and research. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Zerz, E. ( 2008). Behavioural systems theory: A survey.
International Journal of Applied Mathematics and 
Computer Science,18(3), 265-270. 


