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Abstract

The Present Study has been investigated to find out the Personality Characteristics of teachers at Secondary level in Srinagar
District. The investigator employed R.B Cattell’s 16 P.F for the purpose of collection of data. The sample for the present study
consists of 600 secondary school teachers. The investigators used the most acceptable and widely used statistical techniques viz.
mean, median to analyze and interpret the data. The study revealed that male secondary school teacher’s has better personality
than female teachers. Further it also revealed that urban teachers have better personality than rural teachers.
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Introduction

Modern times are known as the most turbulent times. Social,
economic and technological conditions are fast changing and
these changes will have far reaching impact on future.
Changes will be unprecedented and unparalleled. Uncertainty
about emerging environment and other external and internal
forces pose a serious challenge to humanity. The future shape
of things is too complex to envision with precision. We are
treading on new era that can be called world revolution.
Changes have been occurring which reaches to the very
foundations of human life and society. India is witnessing
unprecedented expansion of higher education and mushroom
growth of schools. There is admittedly a state of near anarchy
even in the administration of existing facilities leading to
social tension and mediocrity of output. Much this confusion
is traceable to ethical, moral and social values being divorced
from the educational process. In fact, there is universal
appreciation of the fact that higher education provides the
competencies that are required in different spheres of human
activity. Education is paramount importance for economic
and social developments, as it equips individuals with the
advanced knowledge and skills required for positions of
responsibility in government, business and professions.
Education continues to contribute to increase in labor
productivity and to higher long term economic growth, which
are essential for poverty alleviation. Education is considered
to be the most effective instrument for developing the best in
man and reducing disparities between human beings. When
we say that education is the birth right of an individual then it
is not considered with any particular class or group, but has to
deal with entire population of a nation. India has laid thrust to
equalize and enlarge the coverage and prove that the quality
of education, so that a person belonging to any class, creed
and social status would have the chance of developing his
potential. It is the teacher who can provide quality education,
develops and mould the students as good citizens. Moreover,
they should create a better learning environment that arouses

student’s curiosity to achieve higher goals. It can simply be
done by producing good, efficient and valuable teachers with
better personality characteristics, attitudes and emotional
intelligence. Hence, we must educate and train teachers with
all the qualities.

Teacher education refers to the total educative process which
contributes to the preparation of a person for a teaching job in
schools. Teacher’s guidance makes the student adjust and
develop. It helps him make the proper educational and
vocational choices and adjust with any situations. The teacher
is focused in the classroom not only to create a special
relationship only with the class as a whole but also with the
individual children. Children obey the command of teacher
because they accept their teacher as a role model under whose
control they need to be taken care of. Teachers are role
models for their students since students are copying their
teachers. Every aspects of teacher’s behavior is being closely
monitored by the students as teacher becomes a cardinal
beacons to them. However, a very few teachers are aware
about their pitfalls in dealing with the tender some students
who are supposed to be path breaker instead they are lurching
towards their personality. The key point in the educational
decorum is undoubtedly the teacher. In comparison to other,
the progress and prosperity of children depend much on
teacher. No one can take place of teachers or influence
children in the manner the way he imparts; it is possible, only
for them all alone to do. A teacher is to be the member of
pious deeds. Education is purposefully designed process
aiming at fostering the harmonious and healthy development
of individuals as protective, successful and well adjusted
person in society. It is the personality which makes
distinction in one man and another. Personality is the
organization of the internal and external activities. An
important and often neglected facet of a teacher is his
personality. There is a great diversity amongst people, most
individuals are remarkably consistent over long periods of
time in the way they think, experience the environment and
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behave towards it. Personality is the stable set of
characteristics and tendencies that determine those
commonalities and differences in the psychological behavior
(thoughts, feelings and actions) of people that have continuity
in time and that may or may not be easily understood in terms
of social and biological pressures of the immediate situation
alone. Thus, personality is not fixed state but a dynamic
totality which is continuously changing due to interaction
with the environment. Personality is known by the conduct,
behavior, activities, movements and everything else
concerning the individual. It is the way of responding to the
environment. In short, personality is the total quality of the
structures, attitudes, interests, capacities, aptitudes and
behavior patterns which are manifested in man’s relation with
the environment.

Importance of the study

As we know that learning is highly emphasized in education
and on the other hand teachers are guides, facilitators,
leaders, and coaches of students. Aspects of teachers role in
students encompass answering queries, clarifying points,
diagnosing misconceptions, providing alternative
explanations, assisting students to relate material to their
individual situations, and helping with the application and
practice of principles. Another important aspect of teacher’s
role is that of assisting students to become independent
learners. With his guidance, students can be encouraged to
dig deeper and to explore the unknown to support their ideas,
thoughts, comments, and feelings. An innovative teacher can
create ways to build mutual successes between themselves
and students. Therefore teachers must be able to tolerate new
ideas and differences of opinion. The teacher should be
emotionally stable because it has to serve the society and
shapes the intellectual behavior of students. If the teacher is
not emotionally stable then it will badly affect the mindset of
students. The gravitational centre in this classroom, despite
all kinds of technological developments, remains to be
teacher who, unlike an ordinary worker, acts as a master
craftsman, an artist, a strategist and a powerful motivator.
The education commission (1964-66) observed, “of all the
different factors which influence its quality of education and
its contribution to national development, the quality,
competence and character of teachers are undoubtedly the
most significant”. Today, education is increasingly being
regarded as the major weapon in the crusade for supremacy
on the economic front. Television, telephone and computers
are reshaping practically every walk of life, including
education. The classrooms of tomorrow could be entirely
different from those of today. The teachers will play a very
significant role. It would not only be complex but also full of
challenges, because dependence on the teacher will gradually
diminish for an individual leaner. Emotional Intelligence
plays a vital role in the process of teaching as well; it has
direct impact on the teacher’s behavior working in an
organization and it is important for the success of their
profession. Teachers are considered as the main pillar in the
educational system. They are the moderators through which
the knowledge can be transferred to the students who
represent the foundation of the society. The teacher becomes
effective and efficient one due to his teaching; teaching
requires special talent and a sense of emotional balance. The
way in which an individual adjusts with the external

environment is personality. It is appropriate to make mention
of some of the studies conducted earlier. The findings of
these studies support the finding of present investigation. S.
S. Dhanraj (2013) found that Male teachers have better
Personality than female teacher working. Jan Adfar (2012)
found that male teachers are group dependent as compared to
female teachers who were found to be self-dependent. Khan
and Yaseen (2009) found that male teachers. Sugirtham
(2009) found that male dominate over the female in
personality dimensions index. Prabhawati (1987) found that
male teachers showed high preference for affiliation need and
female teachers preferred need for maintaining order. K.
Uday (1999) found that male teachers are professionally more
competent than female.

Statement of Problem

“A study of Personality Characteristics of Teachers at

secondary level in relation to Gender and Rural Urban

Dichotomy”

Obijectives

1. To study the Personality Characteristics of Secondary
School Teachers.

2. Compare Male and Female Secondary School teachers
on Personality Factors.

3. Compare Rural and Urban Secondary School teachers on
Personality Factors.

4. Compare Urban Male and Urban Female Secondary
School teachers on Personality Factors.

5. Compare Rural Male and Rural Female Secondary
School teachers on Personality Factors.

6. Compare Urban Male and Rural Female Secondary
School teachers on Personality Factors.

7. Compare Rural Male and Urban Female Secondary
School teachers on Personality Factors.

8. Compare Urban Male and Rural Male Secondary School
teachers on Personality Factors.

9. Compare Urban Female and Rural Female Secondary
School teachers on Personality Factors.

Method

The present study was designed to study of Personality
Characteristics of Teachers at Secondary Level in Srinagar
District. As such, the descriptive method of research was
employed to carry out this research.

Sample

The sample for the present study consists of 600 teachers
teaching at secondary level in various schools in district
Srinagar. The Schools were identified as per the information
given by Chief Education officer of the District Srinagar. The
breakup of the sample is as under:

Table 1
Group Male Female Total
Urban 150 150 300
Rural 150 150 300
Total 300 300 600

Tool
The data was collected with the help of R.B Cattell’s 16
Personality Factor Questionnaire.

42



International Journal of Advanced Education and Research

Statistical Treatment

The following treatment has been applied for the present

study:
1. Mean

2. Standard Deviation
3. T-Test

Analysis of Data

Table 2: Showing the Mean Comparison between Male and Female Secondary School Teachers on
Personality Factors (N=300 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t- Value | Level of Significance
Male SST* 8.50 | 2.23 N
A 12,55 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 6.31 | 2.04
Male SST* 6.94 | 1.67 N
B 13.07 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 528 | 1.43
Male SST* 792 | 1.82 N
C 11.39 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 6.25 | 1.77
Male SST* 8.62 | 1.88 N
E 5.38 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 7.82 | 1.76
Male SST* 7.88 | 1.85 -
F 0.46 Not Significant
Female SST* | 7.96 | 2.33
Male SST* 596 | 2.14 N
G 2.64 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 5.48 | 2.30
Male SST* 8.25 | 2.19 N
H 6.02 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 7.28 | 1.73
Male SST* 259 | 2.78 N
| 2.60 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 3.12 | 2.16
Male SST* 8.44 | 242 N
L 4.58 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 7.65 | 1.75
Male SST* 7.82 | 2.84 N
M 5.55 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 6.60 | 2.53
Male SST* 5.08 | 1.75 A
N 1.07 Not Significant
Female SST* | 526 | 2.31
Male SST* 8.08 | 2.79 N
o 4.43 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 7.12 | 2.50
Male SST* 6.28 | 2.84 N
Q1 5.28 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 5.14 | 2.43
Male SST* 8.24 | 2.22 N
Q2 6.09 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 7.13 | 2.24
Male SST* 570 | 2.22 N
Q3 1.09 Not Significant
Female SST* | 5.48 | 2.70
Male SST* 285 | 2.16 N
Q4 4.78 Significant at 0.01 Level
Female SST* | 3.76 | 2.49

SST*= Secondary School Teachers

Table 1 shows the mean comparison between Male and
Female Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality
Factors. The table indicates that the two groups differ
significantly at 0.01 level on factors A, B, C,E, G, H, I, L, M,
0, Q1, Q2, and Q4 where as they don’t differ significantly on
factors F, N and Q3. The table further indicates that Male
Secondary School Teachers were found to be Outgoing (A+),
More Intelligent (B+), Emotionally Stable (C+), Assertive
(E+), Moralistic (G+), Bold (H+), Tough Minded (I-), Hard
to Fool (L+), Imaginative (M+), Apprehensive (O+),
Experimenting (Q1+), Resourceful (Q2+) and Relaxed (Q4-)

where as Female Secondary School Teachers were found
Reserved (A-), Less Intelligent (B-), Emotionally Less Stable
(C-), Submissive (E-), Expedient (G-), Shy (H-), Tender
Minded (1+), Trusting (L-), Practical (M-), Self-assured (O-),
Conservative (Q1-), Group Oriented (Q2-) and Tense (Q4+).
The two groups show similarity on factors F (Sober vs.
Enthusiastic), N (Forthright vs. Shrewd) and Q3
(Undisciplined vs. Compulsive). Therefore hypothesis no 1 in
chapter 1 which reads as “Male and Female Secondary
School Teachers differ significantly on 16 Personality Factor
“ stands accepted.

43



International Journal of Advanced Education and Research

Table 3: Showing the Mean Comparison between Rural and Urban Secondary School Teachers on
Personality Factors (N=300 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t-Value | Level of Significance

A S;Jbr:rl] SSSS-‘E: gig ;g 6.27 Significant at 0.01 Level
B S;Jbr::] SSSS-l_;_i ;3 ;gg 4,96 Significant at 0.01 Level
C S;Jbr::] SSSS-I‘;: g’f’é g:gg 448 | significant at 0.01 Level
E S:Jbr::] SSSS-l_;: 67;?1; ;gg 3.78 Significant at 0.01 Level
F S;Jbr:rl] SSSS-:; gg? ;gg 4.80 Significant at 0.01 Level
G S;Jbr::] SSSS-I‘;: ?:Zg ;?2 337 | Significant at 0.01 Level
H S;Jbr::] SSSS-l_;_i ?ZS iég 3.90 Significant at 0.01 Level
| S;Jbr::] SSSS-I‘;: g:ij g;g 0.47 Not Significant

L S;Jbr::] SSSS-l.; ;;S ;gg 5.84 Significant at 0.01 Level
M Sr“br:r'] SSSSTTi Zig ;gé 3.70 | Significant at 0.01 Level
N S:Lr::] SSSS-l_; g;g ;2451 0.35 Not Significant

0 Sr“t:::] “?STTZ ;ié ;;i 411 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Q [LualSST L 338 28 440 | significantat0.01 Leve
Q2 Srubr; SSSST; ;32 ;2% 1.10 Not Significant
Q3 Srubr; SSSSTl_i gg? ggi 1.40 Not Significant
Q4 ng::] ZSSTTi 12 ggi 491 | significant at 0.01 Level

Table 2 shows the mean comparison between Rural and (Q4+) where as Rural Secondary School Teachers were found

Urban Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality Factors.
The table indicates that the two groups differ significantly at
0.01 level on factors A, B, C, E, G, H, L, M, O, Q1, and Q4
where as they don’t differ significantly on factors I, N, Q2
and Q3. The table further indicates that Urban Secondary
School Teachers were found to be Outgoing (A+), More
Intelligent (B+), Emotionally Stable (C+), Assertive (E+),
Enthusiastic (F+), Moralistic (G+), Bold (H+), Tough
Minded (I+), Hard to Fool (L+), Imaginative (M+),
Apprehensive (O+), Experimenting (Q1+), and Relaxed

Reserved (A-), Less Intelligent (B-), Emotionally Less Stable
(C-), Submissive (E-), Sober (F-), Expedient (G-), Shy (H-),
Tender Minded (l-), Trusting (L-), Practical (M-), Self-
assured (O-), Conservative (Q1-), and Tense (Q4+). The two
groups show similarity on factors | (Sober vs. Enthusiastic),
N (Forthright vs. Shrewd), Q2 (Group-Oriented vs. Self
Sufficient) and Q3 (Undisciplined vs. Compulsive).
Therefore, hypothesis No. 2 in chapter 1 which reads as
“Rural and Urban Secondary School Teachers differ
significantly on 16 Personality Factor “ stands accepted.

Table 4: Showing the Mean Comparison between Urban Male and Urban Female Secondary School

Teachers on Personality Factors (N=150 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t- Value Level of Significance

A ULrJtZZinF,;An?LeIeSSSg;* g% ;gg 7.96 Significant at 0.01 Level

B Ufggi”;;"g;fgg; 2%‘3 ;:gj 8.00 | Significantat0.01 Level

C ppponMaleSST_ L 88T 1231 461 | significantat0.01 Level

*

¢ [ s T or Tt o0 | s

F Ufggi”;;"g;‘ijgg; ggg gig 259 | Significantat 0.01 Level
ULrthginF,;An?;esssg;* ig; 411;3 2.01 Significant at 0.05 Level

H Urban Male SST* 7.71 | 1.87 6.28 Significant at 0.01 Level
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Urban Female SST* | 6.33 | 1.93
| o MaleSSTT | 289 (LS 260 | ignificantat0.01 Level
L UL:gginF':In?;esssg_:* ggi 1;; 2.64 Significant at 0.01 Level
M panMele ST 859 205 1 792 | significantat 0.01 Level
*
v eSS s | st
) ULrJtZZinF':Irﬁlﬁesssg;* ?g; ;gg 4.44 Significant at 0.01 Level
Qg MaleSST | 1.9 2891 337 | significantat 0.01 Level
Q2 U%gi”;:'ﬂ:;fgg; gg% ggg 6.19 Significant at 0.01 Level
*
Q3 ULrJtZZﬁnF,(\aAr:L?eSSSSTT* g:g igg 106 Not Significant
Q4 Ulitr)gan';An?L?esssg;* igg 13% 2.67 Significant at 0.01 Level

Table 3 shows the mean comparison between Urban Male
and Urban Female Secondary School Teachers on 16
Personality Factors. The table indicates that the two groups
differ significantly at 0.01 level on factors A, B, C, F, G, H, I,
L, M, O, Q1, Q2, Q4 and at 0.05 Level on factor G where as
they don’t differ significantly on factors E, N and Q3. The
table further indicates that Urban Male Secondary School
Teachers were found to be Outgoing (A+), More Intelligent
(B+), Emotionally Stable (C+), Enthusiastic (F-), Moralistic
(G+), Bold (H+), Tough-minded (lI-), Hard to Fool (L+),
Imaginative (M+), Apprehensive (O+), Experimenting (Q1+),
Group Oriented (Q2-) and Relaxed (Q4+) where as urban

Female Secondary School Teachers were found Reserved (A-
), Less Intelligent (B-), Emotionally Less Stable (C-), Sober
(F+), Expedient (G-), Shy (H-), Tender Minded (I+), Trusting
(L-), Practical (M-), Self-assured (O-), Conservative (Q1-),
Resourceful (Q2+) and Tense (Q4-). The two groups show
similarity on factors E (Submissive vs. Dominant), N
(Forthright vs. Shrewd) and Q3 (Undisciplined wvs.
Compulsive). Therefore hypothesis No. 3 in chapter 1 which
reads as “Urban Male and Urban Female Secondary School
Teachers differ significantly on 16 Personality Factor “ stands

accepted.

Table 5: Showing the Mean Comparison between Rural Male and Rural Female School Teachers on Personality Factors (N=150 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t-Value Level of Significance
A Ri?;fllpzﬂniiesss;;* 222 ;ﬁ 1191 Significant at 0.01 Level
B RE?;?IF?SLTGSSS;—; i?g ;gg 6.45 Significant at 0.01 Level
c sz;flpmﬁesg; 2?1 g;g 8.99 Significant at 0.01 Level
E RT:;?IFZA;LTSSS;;* 282 ig; 6.86 Significant at 0.01 Level
F Rzl:;?lpzﬂrs;esssg; ;% igg 2.19 Significant at 0.05 Level
G RE?;?L’;"S;S?;; gg% igg 2.58 Significant at 0.01 Level
H RITJl:;?IFI;Ar:LTeSSS;';* g;g igg 2.58 Significant at 0.01 Level

*
O v W Not sigifcan
L Ril:;f.lFZArzLeleSSS;—:* 283 igg 451 Significant at 0.01 Level
M RFZ‘;’;T'FZ”,ﬁf.eSSST; 2:23 %gi 3.87 Significant at 0.01 Level
N RF:lrJ;?lFZAn?:eSSS;;* iéi igz 2.65 Significant at 0.01 Level
0 Ril:;flpzﬂrz;esgg; é;? 1:2 4.33 Significant at 0.01 Level
Q1 Rifgflpzﬂrﬁﬁesssg; g% ig% 6.78 Significant at 0.01 Level
Q2 RTJLrJ;TIFI‘\E/IrzzeSSS;':* ég; 1:8 7.78 Significant at 0.01 Level
Q3 Rif;flpmzesgg; igg ;g? 2.85 Significant at 0.01 Level
Q4 RE?;?';’;A,{?LTQSSSST; 2421% i;g 6.01 Significant at 0.01 Level
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Table 4 shows the mean comparison between Rural Male and
Rural Female Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality
Factors. The table indicates that the two groups differ
significantly at 0.01 level on factors A, B, C, E, G, H, L, M,
N, O, Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 and at 0.05 Level on factor | where as
they don’t differ significantly on factor I. The table further
indicates that Rural Male Secondary School Teachers were
found to be Outgoing (A+), More Intelligent (B+),
Emotionally Stable (C+), Dominant (E+), Enthusiastic (F+),
Moralistic (G+), Bold (H+), Hard to Fool (L+), Imaginative
(M+), Genuine (N+), Apprehensive (O+), Experimenting

(Q1+), Resourceful (Q2+), Lax (Q3+), Relaxed (Q4+) where
as Rural Female Secondary School Teachers were found
Reserved (A-), Less Intelligent (B-), Emotionally Less Stable
(C-), Submissive (E-), Sober (F-), Expedient (G-), Shy (H-),
Trusting (L-), Practical (M-), Shrewd (N-), Self-assured (O-),
Conservative (Q1-), Group Oriented (Q2-), Compulsive (Q3-
), and Tense (Q4-). The two groups show similarity on factor
I (Tough Minded vs. Tender Minded). Therefore hypothesis
No. 4 in chapter 1 which reads as “Rural Male and Rural
Female Secondary School Teachers differ significantly on 16
Personality Factor “ stands accepted.

Table 6: Showing the Mean Comparison between Urban Male and Rural Female Secondary School Teachers
on Personality Factors (N=150 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t- Value Level of Significance
A R?Jii?lx;fessss-:* EZ; 22613 12.33 Significant at 0.01 Level
B RL:J';ZT”FQ::";ESSS;* jﬁ ;?: 12.92 | Significant at 0.01 Level
c (oo MaeSST | 881 213 1208 | significantat0.01 Leve
E thrrt;?régﬂn?;esssg* 2;11 ;82 7.78 Significant at 0.01 Level

-
S AT p—
G |onMaleSST” | SH 200 580 | significantat 001 Level
H thit;?r;x;fesssg* ;;g ;8; 2.20 | Significant at 0.05 Level
| thrrt;?régﬂn?;esssg* ;22 123 2.74 Significant at 0.01 Level
L R%:ZT"me‘;’eSSS;* ggg 122 828 | Significant at 0.01 Level
M R‘f;g?’;g"r:;fesssg* gi? 38; 1022 | Significant at 0.01 Level
m
T aRnaE e
0 R%:Z?lﬁ;fesssg* 22; 2:38 10.17 | Significant at 0.01 Level
01 Rﬂi‘i‘lmf‘;fesssg* ;32 ;:‘5‘8 1251 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Q2 R%';i?';gfj;fesssg* 22; 3:8: 9.40 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Q3 Rﬁgﬂgfj{:fesssg* 451;; 133 367 | Significant at 0.01 Level
-
% Ry Fong 557 [ 345 [1eo] 0% | NotSinifcan

Table 5 shows the mean comparison between Urban Male
and Rural Female Secondary School Teachers on 16
Personality Factors. The table indicates that the two groups
differ significantly at 0.01 level on factors A, B, C, E, G, H, I,
L, M, O, Q1, Q2, Q3 and at 0.05 Level on factor H where as
they don’t differ significantly on factors F, N, Q4. The table
further indicates that Urban Male Secondary School Teachers
were found to be Outgoing (A+), More Intelligent (B+),
Emotionally Stable (C+), Dominant (E+), Moralistic (G+),
Bold (H-), Tough Minded (I+), Hard to Fool (L+),
Imaginative (M+), Apprehensive (O+), Experimenting (Q1+),
Resourceful (Q2+) and Lax (Q3+) where as Rural Female

Secondary School Teachers were found Reserved (A-), Less
Intelligent (B-), Emotionally Less Stable (C-), Submissive
(E-), Expedient (G-), Shy (H+), Tender Minded (1-), Trusting
(L-), Practical (M-), Self-assured (O-), Conservative (Q1-),
Group Oriented (Q2-) and Compulsive (Q3-). The two groups
show similarity on factor F (Sober vs. Enthusiastic), N
(Forthright vs. Shrewd) and Q4 (Relaxed vs. Tense).
Therefore hypothesis No. 5 in chapter 1 which reads as
“Urban Male and Rural Female Secondary School Teachers
differ significantly on 16 Personality Factor “ stands
accepted.
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Table 7: Showing the Mean Comparison between Rural Male and Urban Female Secondary School
Teachers on Personality Factors (N=150 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t-Value | Level of Significance
A U'fﬁ;ﬂ:;f,jgg* ?(1)3 12; 3.86 Significant at 0.01 Level
B UI;;J;?] I,:'\eﬂriﬁf gg* Zgg igg 3.35 Significant at 0.01 Level
c U'?ﬁ;ﬁ'::;f,jgg* ?% igg 3.81 Significant at 0.01 Level

*
E U?gjz:r? IF,\e/Ir?Els ggT* §j§§ 12% 1.05 Not Significant
F U?ﬁ;f, I,:'ZI;ES g-g—* ;3; ig; 4.84 Significant at 0.01 Level
G U'?ﬁ;ﬁ'::;f,jgg* igé ggg 9.73 Significant at 0.01 Level
H U?ﬁ;f, I,:'\e/lriﬁes gg* 2;2 gi% 9.72 Significant at 0.01 Level
*
' ot IF'\:;EIeS ggT* g:gg res| 015 Not Significant
L U?gﬁ IFIZI;I&(?IeS 2;* ggi igg 1.96 Significant at 0.05 Level
*
M [ OrbonFama 557 | T3 [ 1sg] 000 | MotSignfan
N it Femele 57+ | 591 [ 1o5] 2| Sinifieantat00L Lovel
o UF:QJ;,I I,:'\:r?]lae|§ g;-?* ;;3 igz 3.57 Significant at 0.01 Level
Q1 Ulfgg?,:'\:;flesgsr:—* 22; igg 556 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Q@ IF'Z';':,: ST L2001 49 | sigificantat 0.01 Level
% | o Pl 557 | s01 170 197 | Snifiantat005 Lewe
Q4 (o Male STt 228 12001 g01 | significantat 0.01 Level

Table 6 shows the mean comparison between Rural Male and
Urban Female Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality
Factors. The table indicates that the two groups differ
significantly at 0.01 level on factors A, B, C, F, G, H, N, O,
Q1, Q2 and Q4 and at 0.05 Level on factors L and Q3 where
as they don’t differ significantly on factors E, I, M. The table
further indicates that Urban Female Secondary School
Teachers were found to be Reserved (A-), More Intelligent
(B+), Emotionally Stable (C+), Expedient (G-), Hesitant (H-),
Hard to Fool (L+), Forthright (N+), Apprehensive (O+),
Experimenting (Q1+), Resourceful (Q2+), Lax (Q3+) and

Tense (Q4+) where as Rural Male Secondary School
Teachers were found Outgoing (A+), Less Intelligent (B-),
Emotionally Less Stable (C-), Conscientious (G+), Bold
(H+), Trusting (L-), Shrewd (N-), Self-assured (O-),
Conservative (Q1-), Group Oriented (Q2-), Compulsive (Q3-)
and Relaxed (Q4-). The two groups show similarity on factor
E (Submissive vs. Dominant), | (Tough Minded vs. Tender
Minded) and M (Practical vs. Imaginative). Therefore
hypothesis No. 6 in chapter 1 which reads as “Rural Male and
Urban Female Secondary School Teachers differ significantly
on 16 Personality Factor “ stands accepted.

Table 8: Showing the Mean Comparison between Urban Male and Rural Male Secondary School Teachers
on Personality Factors (N=150 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t- Value Level of Significance
A Léﬁi? ,\'\//II:II: SSSS_-I_I—: gg; igé 4.13 Significant at 0.01 Level
B téruerT m;': SSSSTT: ggg ;ﬁ 10.24 | Significant at 0.01 Level
c LéLerT ,\'\/’I':I's :SSTT: 22; 283 791 | Significant at 0.01 Level
- Pt ST SIT LI o | e sintean
F LFJQLerT :AA:II: SSSS_-I_I-: ?gg 132 1.96 Significant at 0.05 Level
LéLerT ,\'\/’I':I's gSSTT: 281 123 839 | Significant at 0.01 Level
H Urban Male SST* | 7.71 | 1.97 4.88 Significant at 0.05 Level
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Rural Male SST* | 8.79 | 1.86

| papanMeleSSTE 289 | LB 272 | significantat0.05 Leve
L LFJ{LerT 'I\\/I/I;I: SSSS_-I_I—: ggg ;gz 3.56 Significant at 0.01 Level
M LFJaLerT ,\'\/’I':I'f ggTT: ?gg gg; 6.43 | Significant at 0.01 Level
v e TS T 1o | e inean
) LFJQLerT I\I\:aallee SSSS;I—: ?% gg; 7.51 Significant at 0.01 Level
Q1 LFJaLerT ,\'\/’I':I'f gSSTT: ;g? ggg 851 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Q2 LFJ{LerT '\I\A/I;I: SSSS_-I_I—: gg% ggi’ 2.35 Significant at 0.05 Level
o3 [Ubantle SIS TS 052 | nrsimtom
Q4 LFJ{ruerrI] I{\/I/I:II: SSSS'I: gg? ;gg 5.52 Significant at 0.01 Level

Table 7 shows the mean comparison between Urban Male
and Rural Male Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality
Factors. The table indicates that the two groups differ
significantly at 0.01 level on factors A, B, C, G, L, M, O, Q1
and Q4 and at 0.05 Level on factors F, H, I and Q2 where as
they don’t differ significantly on factors E, N, Q3. The table
further indicates that Urban Male Secondary School Teachers
were found to be Outgoing (A+), More Intelligent (B+),
Emotionally Stable (C+), Enthusiastic (F+), Conscientious
(G-), Hesitant (H-), Hard to Fool (L+), Practical (M+),
Apprehensive (O+), Experimenting (Q1+), Resourceful

(Q2+) and Relaxed (Q4+) where as Rural Male Secondary
School Teachers were found Reserved (A-), Less Intelligent
(B-), Emotionally Less Stable (C-), Restrained (F-).
Expedient (G+), Bold (H+), Trusting (L-), Imaginative (M-),
Self-assured (O-), Conservative (Q1-), Group Oriented (Q2-)
and Relaxed (Q4-). The two groups show similarity on factor
E (Submissive vs. Dominant), N (Forthright vs. Shrewd) and
Q3 (Undisciplined vs. Following-Self-image). Therefore
hypothesis No. 7 in chapter 1 which reads as “Urban Male
and Rural Male Secondary School Teachers differ
significantly on 16 Personality Factor “ stands accepted.

Table 9: Showing the Mean Comparison between Rural Female and Urban Female Secondary School
Teachers on Personality Factors (N=150 in each Group)

Factor Group Mean | S.D | t-Value | Level of Significance
A S:Jbr::] 'I::irxxlli Ssg_l:c 3‘113 11%61 8.08 Significant at 0.01 Level
B Srubr::] ii?;?lee SSSSTI': g;; ggg 9.35 Significant at 0.01 Level
c S;‘br:r'] FFZTT‘]?E SS?TZ ‘7‘:;3 gg 12.28 | Significant at 0.01 Level
E 5;‘;::] FF‘;”rli'l“; SéSSTri g% g:gz 7.72 | Significant at 0.01 Level
F Srubr:rI1 ';ernnézlee SSSS?; ;%g ggg 6.50 Significant at 0.01 Level
G S;‘br:r'] FF‘ZT%'E?STTt i:g; g:gg 7.48 | Significant at 0.01 Level
H Srubr::] T:err:]é;llee SSSS-_I:; 223 ;g; 8.26 Significant at 0.01 Level
I Sft::r'] FFZ”r:]"’:I‘; SéséTTi ggg ;:gg 4.45 | Significantat 0.01 Level
L S:Jt:::] i‘;ﬁ; %SSTT: gg? 13% 6.04 | Significantat0.01 Level
M Srubr:rI1 llziirrzixllz SSSSTI'i gég ;82 3.67 Significant at 0.01 Level
N Sr”br:r'] FFZ’:T‘]”:I‘Z S;STTi g:gi g:g; 545 | Significantat 0.01 Level
0 Sr“l)’:r'] FFeer:qZ'IZ SSSSTTZ %; ;:gg 756 | Significant at 0.01 Level

Q1 Sr“b’:r'] FFZTnz'IZ séSéTTi 2;2 ;:gg 1165 | Significantat 0.01 Level
Q2 Sfbr:r'] FF‘Z’;?E zSSTTt 353 5:8‘11 7.18 | Significantat 0.01 Level
Q3 Sr“l)’:r'] FFZT%E SéSSTTi 2:851) ;:gs 448 | Significant at 0.01 Level
Q4 Sfbr:r'] FFZ’:T‘]’::E SSSSTTZ i:g‘;’ ggg 254 | Significant at 0.05 Level
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Table 8 shows the mean comparison between Rural Female
and Urban Female Secondary School Teachers on 16
Personality Factors. The table indicates that the two groups
differ significantly at 0.01 level on factors A, B, C, E, F, G,
H, I, L, M, N, O, Ql, Q2 and Q3 and at 0.05 Level on factors
Q4. The table further indicates that Urban Female Secondary
School Teachers were found to be Outgoing (A+), More
Intelligent (B+), Emotionally Stable (C+), Assertive (E+),
Enthusiastic (F+), Expedient (G-), Hesitant (H-), Tough
Minded (I+), Hard to Fool (L+), Practical (M+), Shrewd
(N+), Apprehensive (O+), Experimenting (Q1+), Resourceful
(Q2+), Compulsive (Q3+), and Relaxed (Q4+) where as
Rural Male Secondary School Teachers were found Reserved
(A-), Less Intelligent (B-), Emotionally Less Stable (C-),
Submissive (E-), Restrained (F-), Conscientious (G+), Bold
(H+), Tender Minded (I-), Trusting (L-), Imaginative (M-),
Forthright (N-), Self-assured (O-), Conservative (Q1-), Group
Oriented (Q2-), Lax (Q3-) and Tense (Q4-). Therefore
hypothesis no. 8 in chapter 1 which reads as “Rural Female
and Urban Female Secondary School Teachers differ
significantly on 16 Personality Factor “ stands accepted.

Major Findings

On the basis of analysis of data, the following conclusions

have been drawn.

1. The data on attitude of secondary school teachers was
analyzed by applying t-test. It was found that male in
comparison to female Secondary School Teachers were
found to be Outgoing, More Intelligent, Emotionally
Stable, Assertive, Moralistic, Bold, Tough Minded, Hard
to Fool, tended to be interested in Intellectual matters,
preferring own decisions, tended to have strong control
of their emotions, Imaginative, Apprehensive,
Experimenting, Resourceful and Relaxed. They were
confident in what they had been taught to believe,
preferred to work and make decisions with other people.
On the other hand, Female Secondary School Teachers
were found Reserved, Less Intelligent, Emotionally Less
Stable, Submissive, Expedient, Shy, Tender Minded,
Trusting, Practical, Self-assured, Conservative, Group
Oriented and Tense.

2. The Urban as compared to Rural Secondary School
Teachers were found to be Good Natured, realistic about
life, authoritarian and carefree. They were often chosen
as elected leaders usually conscientious and moralistic,
ready to face wear and tear in dealing with people,
Outgoing, More Intelligent, Emotionally Expressive,
Quick to grasp ideas, Fast learners, maintain solid group
morale, Emotionally Stable, Assertive, Enthusiastic,
Moralistic, Bold, Tough Minded, Hard to Fool,
Imaginative, Apprehensive, Experimenting and Relaxed
where as Rural Secondary School Teachers were found
Reserved, Less Intelligent, Emotionally Less Stable,
Submissive, Sober, Expedient, Shy, Tender Minded,
Trusting, Practical, Self-assured, Conservative, and
Tense. Further, the results were also verified by drawing
the profile similarity comparison between Rural and
Urban Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality
Factors.

3. Urban Male as compared to Urban Female Secondary
School Teachers were found to be adaptable, bright,
Outgoing, More Intelligent, mature, Emotionally Stable,

Enthusiastic, Moralistic, Bold, Tough-minded, Hard to
Fool, Imaginative, Apprehensive, Experimenting, Group
Oriented and Relaxed where as urban Female Secondary
School Teachers were found Reserved, Less Intelligent,
Emotionally Less Stable, Sober, Expedient, Shy, Tender
Minded, Trusting, Practical, Self-assured, Conservative,
Resourceful and Tense. Further, the results were also
verified by drawing the profile similarity comparison
between Urban Male and Urban Female Secondary
School Teachers on 16 Personality Factors.

Rural Male in comparison to Rural Female Secondary
School Teachers were found to be Outgoing, More
Intelligent, Emotionally Stable, Dominant, Enthusiastic,
Moralistic, Bold, Hard to Fool, Imaginative, Genuine,
Apprehensive,  Experimenting, Resourceful, Lax,
Relaxed where as Rural Female Secondary School
Teachers were found Reserved, Less Intelligent,
Emotionally Less Stable, Submissive, Sober, Expedient,
Shy, Trusting, Practical, Shrewd, Self-assured,
Conservative, Group Oriented, Compulsive, and Tense.
Further, the results were also verified by drawing the
profile similarity comparison between Rural Male and
Rural Female Secondary School Teachers on 16
Personality Factors.

Urban Male as compared to Rural Female Secondary
School Teachers were found to be Outgoing, More
Intelligent, Emotionally Stable, Dominant, Moralistic,
Bold, Tough Minded, Hard to Fool, Imaginative,
Apprehensive, Experimenting, Resourceful and Lax. On
the other hand, Rural Female Secondary School Teachers
were found Reserved, Less Intelligent, Emotionally Less
Stable, Submissive, Expedient, Shy, Tender Minded,
Trusting, Practical, Self-assured, Conservative, Group
Oriented and Compulsive. Further, the results were also
verified by drawing the profile similarity comparison
between Urban Male and Rural Female Secondary
School Teachers on 16 Personality Factors.

Urban Female in comparison to Rural male Secondary
School Teachers were found to be Reserved, More
Intelligent, Emotionally Stable, Expedient, Hesitant,
Hard to Fool, Forthright, Apprehensive, Experimenting,
Resourceful, Lax and Tense. On the other hand, Rural
Male Secondary School Teachers were found Outgoing,
Less Intelligent, Emotionally Less Stable, Conscientious,
Bold, Trusting, Shrewd, Self-assured, Conservative,
Group Oriented, Compulsive and Relaxed. Further, the
results were also verified by drawing the profile
similarity comparison between Rural Male and Rural
Female Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality
Factors. The result indicates that there is slight similarity
in the Personality Profile of Rural Male and Urban
Female Secondary School Teachers.

Urban Male as compared to Rural Male Secondary
School Teachers were found to be Outgoing, More
Intelligent, Emotionally Stable, Enthusiastic,
Conscientious, Hesitant, Hard to Fool, Practical,
Apprehensive, Experimenting, Resourceful and Relaxed.
As against these, Rural Male Secondary School Teachers
were found Reserved, Less Intelligent, Emotionally Less
Stable, Restrained, Expedient, Bold, Trusting,
Imaginative, Self-assured, Conservative, Group Oriented
and Relaxed. Further, the results were also verified by
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drawing the profile similarity comparison between Urban
Male and Rural Male Secondary School Teachers on 16
Personality Factors.

Rural Female as compared to Urban Female Secondary
School Teachers were found to be Outgoing, More
Intelligent, Emotionally Stable, Assertive, Enthusiastic,
Expedient, Hesitant, Tough Minded, Hard to Fool,
Practical, Shrewd, Apprehensive, Experimenting,
Resourceful, Compulsive and Relaxed where as Rural
Male Secondary School Teachers were found Reserved,
Less Intelligent, Emotionally Less Stable, Submissive,
Restrained, Conscientious, Bold, Tender Minded,
Trusting,  Imaginative,  Forthright,  Self-assured,
Conservative, Group Oriented, Lax and Tense. Further,
the results were also verified by drawing the profile
similarity comparison between Rural Female and Urban
Female Secondary School Teachers on 16 Personality
Factors.
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