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ABSTRACT

The sex differences are natural differences whiatiude the visual, biological and physical. Eacimdée and
male member of society behaves with regard to tlogakresponses but the sex is the important hiiffierences which
may give differences exist we assumed there maya lmnsiderable differences in male and female peties.
Our aim is to know the SEX DIFFERECE IN THE PERSQNRY PROFILES OF COLLEGE MALE AND FEMALE
COLLEGE STUDENTS. A sample of 480 college/universitale and female students was selected in anantattcum
random basis. The age of the sample was 17 to 22sykom different colleges situated at Raipur @fulai.
Cattell’'s Sixteen P F test (Hindi from A) by kapoi972) was used to assess the magnitude of sixdégarent

personality factors as these are existing in tise od so selected sample.

The raw scores obtained by each sex group on easbmmlity factor were put to ‘t’ test so as to knihe extent
and level of sex difference on 16 personality $rafthe obtained results are reported. Using fastse raw score/group
mean as the base, the mean, scores were furtheerted into stens score to draw the sex wise palispprofile of the

college students. The obtained profiles are degicte
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INTRODUCTION

The present study was aimed at knowing the segrdifices in personality profiles of the male andaensollege

students.

The sex differences are natural differences whiatiude the visual, biological and physical. Eacimdée and
male member of society behaves with regard to tlogakresponses but the sex is the important bdiffierences which
may give differences exist we assumed there may lmonsiderable differences in male and female peiiies.
Terman and Miller (1936) have investigated charéstie sex differences in personalities and remargmndardization
groups evidenced instinctive interest in exploitd aadventure, in outdoor and physically strenuousupations,
in machinery and tools, in science, physical, phnega and invention, and from rather occupationalesce, in business
and commerce on the other hand, the females ofrmups have evidenced a distinctive interest inekiio affairs and in
aesthetic object and occupations, they have diktipceferred sedentary and indoor occupationdi¢odccupations more
directly administrative. Supporting and supplenmagtihese are the more subjective differences thiosemotional
disposition and direction. The male directly orifedtly manifest grater self assertion and aggvessss; they express

more hardihood, fearlessness and more roughnesarmiers, language and sentiments, The femalesssxremselves as
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more compassionate and sympathetic, more timiderfast tedious and aesthetically more sensitivegnsmotional in
general. Several moralists yet admit in themseleakness in emotional control and in physique. Wapect to aptitude
and personality trait certain sex differences hbeen observed Feshback and Feshback (1969) codcthde girls
demonstrated greater empathy, probably due to #ile aggressive behavior. Moreover, several attefrgpte been made
to study sex in relation to personality, frustraticdominance etc. Lindzey and Goldberg (1953), 1@haf1969),
Goldberg and lewis (1969) and Tulkin et al (1969)rfd that males were stronger than females iregfiect of strength.

The selected empirical studies related to the féreince in personality traits are as under-
Frodi at el (1977) noted that female and male bo¢hinfluenced by aggressive cues in environment.
Ramwani (1989) found that man scored higher thamavoon both assault and verbal aggression.

Marusic, lIris, Brarko et al (1995) noted that sedfiant males were less shy and showed higherl thnidl
adventure seeking and lower dissimulation tharigbe self reliant peers. Self reliant females vedse low in neuroticism

and shyness.
Thus after scanning of the literature we can sayrimale and female are having different personatitys.

PROBLEM

The problem of the present study is to know sefedifhice in the personality profiles of college mahel female

college students
HYPOTHESIS

The personality profiles of male college studemislé personality factor will be different from felaacollege
students in that the male college students wilineee on factors such as A, C, E, F, H, L, M, N, Q2,and Q3 than the
female college students; whereas the female cobtigents will be more on factors such as I, O @Adthan the male

college students, but with respect factor B, battugs will be exhibiting nearly equal magnitude.
SAMPLE

A sample of 480 college/university male and fenstledents was selected in an incidental-cum randasisb

The age of the sample was 17 to 22 years fromrdiftecolleges situated at Raipur and Bhilai.
TOOLS

Cattell’'s Sixteen P F test (Hindi From A) by kapgd®72) was used to assess the magnitude of sidifenent
personality factors as these are existing in tlse @d so selected sample. This Hindi version has lieund to be highly

reliable and valid.
DATA COLLECTION

The Hindi version of 16 PF test was given to eaddjext of the sample in a group of 4 to 5 studahestime.
ANALYSIS OF DATA

The raw scores obtained by each sex group on eaxsbimality factor were put to ‘t’ test so as to wrthe extent

and level of sex difference on 16 personality $raithe obtained results are reported in Table 1

| Index Copernicus Value: 3.0 - Articles can be sernb editor@impactjournals.us |




| A Study of Sex Differences in the Personality Prdéés of Male and Female College Students 165{

Using factor wise raw score/group mean as the liheemean, scores were further converted into steoe to
draw the sex wise personality profile of the collesudents. The obtained profiles are depicte@jinéd 1.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

On the strength of the statistical findings repdria table 1 and personality profiles shown as rigd.
The following can be said with respect factor A ¢Bwed vs outgoing) though in profile male studemdsibited more
magnitude than the female students but statisfichls personality difference is insignificant. @actor B (Intelligence)
girls students exhibited more magnitude than thgststudents and the difference turn out to be sigmt. On factor C
(Emotionally less stable and stable) both the sexdsibited equal magnitude and the difference tuons to be
insignificant. On factor E (Humble vs assertive)lenstudents exhibited more amount of assertivetiems the female
students and difference turn out to be signific&mn. factor F (Sober vs Happy-go-lucky) both theeseyielded equal
amount but statistically male students are more pyao-lucky than the female students. On factor
(Expedient vs conscientious) and factor H (Shy esturesome) both the sexes yielded equal amounthendifference
turn out to be insignificant. However on factor Togh-minded vs tender minded) female studentsbéeki more
magnitude than the male students. On factor L {irrgws suspicious) both sexes did not differ digantly and that was
in factor M (Conventional vs Imaginative) also. @ttor N (Artless vs shrewdness) the profile extsiliio difference
between the two sexes however the raw score mdtaredice is in favor of female college studentsttte statically
significant extent. On factor O (Placid vs appreidneg) both the sexes exhibited no significant défees though in
profile males scored higher position than femalsithough on factor Q1 (Conservative vs experimegitim profile
female students enjoyed superior position to maldents but male students exhibited significantlyrenexperimenting.
However on factor Q2 (Group dependent vs self-cieffit) and factor Q3 (Undisciplined vs controlldmfth the sexes
exhibited no difference either in profile or statly. However on factor Q4 (Relaxed vs tense) iitespf the profile

similarity female students exhibited significanthpre tension than the male students.

Figure 1
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Table 1: Test of Sex Difference in 16 Personalityraits

Factors Male Female | MD 't Levels of Sig
Al S, 23| 013 | o03a NS
B | & S| S| o4 | 20| Fom 05
c| Mo 3 1 D3 | 03 | o NS
E M 14.1 11.23 2.87 5.35 M>F 0.01

SD 3.13 3.31

M 11.03 10.1
F sD 399 346 0.93 287 | M>F 0.01

M 13.22 13.97
G sD 2 96 309 0.75 1.22 NS

M 12.13 11.6
H sD 411 116 0.53 1.48 NS

M 9.53 10.3

A %R ] 208 | o | 282 FoM 0.01
T I I o I R NS
e e ] |
NS SR S0 | oes | 2s1| pm| OO
T E e T e o] | =
Qu| M| WA 24 | o073 | 319| meF 0.01
Q2| M | 99 1 1011 55 | oes NS

SD 3.3 3.02

M 10.5 10.9
Q3 sD 573 26 0.4 1.69 NS

M 10.9 11.9
Q4 sD 136 44 1 2.6 F>M 0.01

Thus on the basis of above findings it can be fidale exhibited more intelligence more tough mirss,
more shrewdness and more ergic tension while nallege students showed more assertiveness, moggygaplucky

and more radicalism and on remaining nine persgnagiits both the sexes stood not in par.

Inspire of the equivalence in the educational emrinent these young boys and girls seem to diffgriitantly
at least on seven personality traits. Such diffémdon seems to be the results of differentiali@azation in the process of

child rearing practices followed by Indian socigtythe case of boys and girls.
CONCLUSIONS

Thus on the basis of above findings it can be fidale exhibited more intelligence more tough miss,
more shrewdness and more ergic tension while nallege students showed more assertiveness, moggygaplucky

and more radicalism and on remaining nine persiynadits both the sexes stood not in par.

Inspire of the equivalence in the educational emrinent these young boys and girls seem to diftgrifitantly
at least on seven personality traits. Such diffémdon seems to be the results of differentiali@azation in the process of

child rearing practices followed by Indian socigtythe case of boys and girls.
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