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ABSTRACT

Personality traits are the traits of human beingsciv make him different from other living being.rBenality
traits are very important in predicting successgdrious domains of life of human beings. In Conterapy Psychology the
Five-Factor Model (FFM) of personality is one o&throminent models which define personality in ®mwh five broad
factors of human personality, namely, Neuroticidaxtraversion, and Openness to Experience, Agreeesde and
Conscientiousness. These traits describe the ondtip between a person's personality type andeatadachievement.
This is so because personality of a person affemtil interaction at school and affects the penforce of education and
performance training. So many research have beeducted to know about how personality traits affebie academic
performance of the students, some findings shotvathaxtroversive have better academic performéme introversive
students. As there are differences in the perdyneliiaracteristics of various students, how pertyneharacteristics of
various Public and Private school students diffeosn each other, a sincere and scientific attengst heen done to
determine that whether the personality characterfsis any impact on students or not. Thus, inrotaddind out such
differences, the investigator has selected theeptestudy i.e. “Personality characteristics of Rulbihd Private school
students: A comparative study”. Hence, to fulfilist purpose and to add more knowledge to existmgtbe investigator

selected the following problem for the study.
KEYWORDS: Student, Personality Characteristics, Public Scheavate School
INTRODUCTION

The term “education” means a process of receivingiving systematic instructions in an educatianatitution.
It is an enlightening experience and a procesadififating learning or acquisition of knowledgé&ijlis, beliefs, habits and
values. It is the teacher in an educational ingtitwho can know this and take appropriate methoddetelop those

powers or possibilities in the desired channel.

Education mainly focuses on achieving the acadgwét needed for the individual for his effectivetmapation
in the society, country and nation at large. Edocatlevelops and increases the mental capacitiésahilities of the
individual and creates balance in the three domainknowledge-cognitive, cognitive and psycho-motBducation
broadens the minds and outset of the individualitepto a good mental health. It creates healtbsrést, sound attitudes
and a balanced hierarchy of values through theldprent of mental process. It also helps in thesttgpment of various

personality traits.

Personality traits are the traits of human beingsciv make him different from other living being.rBenality
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traits are very important in predicting succesgdrious domains of life of human beings. In Conterapy Psychology the
Five-Factor Model (FFM) of personality is one o&throminent models which define personality in ®mwh five broad
factors of human personality, namely, Neuroticidaxtraversion, and Openness to Experience, Agreeatde and
Conscientiousness. These traits describe the owsdtip between a person's personality type andeatadachievement.
This is so because personality of a person affetl interaction at school and affects the penforce of education and
performance training. So many research have beeducted to know about how personality traits affebie academic
performance of the students, some findings showahaxtroversive have better academic performémae introversive
students. As there are differences in the perdgnetiaracteristics of various students, how peryneharacteristics of
various Public and Private school students diffeosn each other, a sincere and scientific attengst heen done to

determine that whether the personality charactefists any impact on students or not.

“Personality trait” are enduring personal chardster that is revealed in a particular pattern ehavior in a
variety of situations. It is “a durable disposititmbehave in a particular way in a variety of aiton”. — There are some
common personality traits which include: Honest, ddy, Impulsive and Friendly. These traits are iafloed by
biological as well as psychosocial factors. Biobagifactors are genetic endowment, body chemigtnysique, physical

disability, and endocrine glands.

The different key terms used in the title of thedstand used in the body of the report are operalip defined as

follows:
Secondary School Students

In the present study Secondary school students tefthe students studying in class"16f Government and

Private schools of East district of Sikkim.
Personality Characteristics

Personality characteristics are “a durable dismsio behave in a particular way in a variety itdiaion”; in the
present study personality characteristic referghi score obtained by “Eysenck Personality Questiva Revised
(EPQR) developed by Eysenck and Barrett in 1985.

OBJECTIVES

e« To compare Government and Private Secondary satodént with respect to their mean scores on thiabla

personality characteristics.

» To compare Government and Private male Second&gosstudent with respect to their mean scoreshen t

variable personality characteristics.

* To compare Government and Private female Secorstdryol student with respect to their mean scorethen

variable personality characteristics.

 To compare Government female and private male Skegrschool student with respect to their meanescon

the variable personality characteristics.

e To compare Government male and private female Skegrschool student with respect to their meanescon
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the variable personality characteristics.
HYPOTHESIS

e There is no significant difference between goveminand the private high school student with respedheir

mean scores on the variable personality charatitsris

» There is no significant difference between goveminmeale and private male high school student wagpect to

their mean scores on the variable personality ciariatics.

» There is no significant difference between goveminfiemale and private female high school studettt vaspect

to their mean scores on the variable personaligyatteristics.

e There is no significant difference between govemtiemale and private male high school student wedpect

to their mean scores on the variable personaligyatteristics.

e There is no significant difference between govemtmeale and private female high school student wedpect

to their mean scores on the variable personaligyattteristics.
RESEARCH METHOD

In order to accomplish the objectives of the présgndy, the descriptive survey method was consitler
appropriate for gathering data about personaligratteristics of government and private high sclstadents in relation

to personality characteristic.
Population

The entire group from which the sample is drawknigwn as population. A population is a well-defirgdup of
individuals or observations. It consists of all esfs of individuals of their attributes that candmscribed as having as
unique type characteristics or qualities. In thespnt study, the student of different class stwehfour schools of East
district of a Sikkim who are studying in Governmemid Private school (2 Government schools and 2atrischools)

constituted the population of the study.
Sample

The representative proportion of the populationalled a sample. A good sample ensures three thiregdom
from bias, representation of population, charasties and adequacy in terms of population qualitiasview of the
objectives of the present study, the investigatmided to collect data from Gangtok, East distfcBikkim. As such, 120
students of 10 class 60 Boys and 60 Girls (30 Boys Governmenbaishand 30 Boys from Private schools, 30 Girlsnfro
Government schools and 30 Girls from Private sd)pabnstituted as the sample of the present stslyhe sample has
been selected purposively hence, it comes und@opive sampling. A detailed structure of the sanmale been provided

in the following table No. 1.
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Table 1
Boys Girls
Sl. No School Name Govt | Pvi | Govt. | PVL Total
1 Biraspati Parsai Sr. Sec. School 15 15 30
2 Middle Camp Sec. school 15 15 30
3 Greendale school 15 15 3(
4 Bhai School 15 15 30
Total 30 30 30 30 120
INSTRUMENTATION

Keeping in view the objectives of the present sttiyinvestigator, in the present study has seleztel used the

following tool:
Eysenck’s Personality Questionnaire- Revised (EPQR)
Statistical Techniques Used

After data collection for the purpose of analysigte obtained data, the investigator has takerh#ip of both

the descriptive as well as inferential statistidere in the present study't’ test is used to find the differences in between
group.
Analysis and Interpretation of Data

Analysis and interpretation is considered as tharthef the research work. It is associated with drewing of
inference from the collected facts after an anedytstudy. Analysis of data means studying the megal material in order
to discover inherent facts. These data are studied various angles in accordance with the objestiof the study either
to explore new facts or to interpret already exidects. The utility of collected information is its proper analysis and

interpretation.

The major objective of the present study is to carapghe personality characteristics of governmedt @ivate
school students. Here the investigator utilizechlt#tscriptive as well as inferential statisticsdoalysis and interpretation

of the obtained data.

Comparison of Government and Private Secondary Sclwb Students, With Respect to their Personality

Characteristics.

The obtained statistics pertaining to the comparisbgovernment and private Secondary School Studéh

respect to their personality characteristics h&nlggven in the table 1.1

Table 2: t-Value For Comparison of Government and Avate Secondary School
Students with Respect to Their Mean Score of Persality Characteristics

Group N M S.D. | SE; | t-value | Remarks
Government| 60 44.59 6.077 NS
Private 60| 44.04 6.248°0%°| 123 NS
NS- Not significant

It is evident from the above table 1.1 that the mesue of the Government and Private Secondaryaatudent

on personality characteristics are found to be 94bd 44.04 respectively. Further, when both thearmealue were
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subjected to the testing of their significance dfetlences the't’ ratio was found 1.23. The tablue of‘t’ with 118
degree of freedom is reported to be 2.62 and 19804 and 0.05 level of significance respectivéig. the calculated

value of‘'t’ is found to be less than at both theels, therefore the calculated value of ‘t’ rasdound to be not significant.

Hence, the hypothesis “Government and Private Skngrschool students do not differ significantlfttwiespect
to their personality characteristics “ is accept®dch data for its better understanding have beesepted in figure- 1 in

the form of histogram.
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Figure 1: Histogram Depicting the Mean Scores for Gvernment and the Private
Secondary School Students on the Variable PersongliCharacteristic.
Comparison of Government and Private Male SecondarySchool Students with Respect to their Personality
Characteristics.

The obtained statistics pertaining to the comparisbgovernment and private Male Secondary Schoadeht

with respect to their personality characteristias heen given in the table 1.2

Table 3: t-Value For Comparison of Government and Avate Male Secondary School
Students with Respect to their Mean Score of Persatity Characteristics

Group N M S.D.| SEp | t-value | Remarks
Male Govt.| 30| 44.57 6.2 S
Male Pvt. | 30| 42.87 6.22 0.643| 264
S- Significant, NS- Not significant

NS

It is evident from the above table 1.2 that the mealues of the males of government and privateoiSeary
school students on variable personality charatiesiss found to be 44.57 and 42.87respectivelytten, when both the
mean values were subjected to the testing of gigmificance of difference the't’ ratio was founadl be 2.64. The table
value of‘t’ with 58 degree of freedom is reportedie 2.66 and 2.00 at 0.01 and 0.05 level of dgmite respectively.
As the calculated value of‘t’ is found to be les®#&5 level and more at 0.01 levels thereforectideulated value of ‘t’ is

found to be significant at 0.05 level and non-digaint at 0.01 level.

Hence the hypothesis “males of government and fgri8acondary school student differ significantlyhwiespect
to their personality characteristics”, is not adedp Such data, for its better understanding haen Ipresented in figure-2,

in the form of histogram.
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Figure 2: Histogram Depicting the Differences On te Mean Scores For
Government and the Private Male Secondary Schook®&lents
On the Variable Personality Characteristic
Comparison of Government and Private Female Seconda School Students With Respect To Their Personalt

Characteristics.

The obtained statistics pertaining to the comparisbGovernment and Private female Secondary scsidlents with

respect to their personality characteristic hasifypeen in the table 1.3

Table 4: t-Value for Government and Private FemaleSecondary School
Students with Regard to Their Personality Characteistics

Group N M S.D | SED | t-value | Remarks
Government female¢ 30 44.14 6.28
Private female 30 44.94 6.03 50'641 -0.31 NS

NS- Not signidiot

It is evident from the above table 1.3 that the meglue of the Government and Private female Semynsthool
student on personality characteristics are fountet@l4.74 and 44.94 respectively. Further, wheh bioé mean values
were subjected to the testing of their significanoé difference the‘t’ ratio was found to be -0.3he table value of't’
with 58 degree of freedom is reported to be 2.66 2:90 at 0.01 and 0.05 level of significance reipely. As the
calculated value of‘t’ is found to be less tharbath the levels, therefore the calculated valu#’ oétio is found to be not

significant.

Hence, the hypothesis “Government and Private ferBatondary school students do not differ signifigawith
respect to their personality characteristics”, égsepted. Such data for its better understanding Hen presented in

figure-3, in the form of histogram.
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Figure 3: Histogram Depicting Mean Score for Goverment and
Private Female Secondary School Students on the
Variable Personality Characteristics.
Comparison of Government Female and Private Male ®®ndary School Students With Respect To Their

Personality Characteristics

The obtained statistics pertaining to the comparisbGovernment female and Private male Secondamga

students with respect to their personality chartie has been given in the table.

Table 5: t-Value for Government Female and PrivatéMale Secondary
School Students With Respect To Their Personality Raracteristics

Group N M S.D.| SE, | t-value | Remarks
Government female 30 44.74 6.2 S
Private male 30 42.87 6.22%)'644 2.90 S

S- Significant

It is evident from the above table 1.4 that the meaues of the Government female and private r8aleondary
school students with respect to their personalitgracteristics are found to be 44.74 and 42.87entiely. Further,
when both the mean values were subjected to thiedesf their significance of difference the't’ ratwas found to be
2.90. The table value of‘t’ with 58 degree of freetis reported to be 2.66 and 2.00 at 0.01 and Ie\@3 of significance
respectively. As the calculated value of't’ is fauto be more, at both the levels, therefore, tHeutated value of ‘t’ is

found to be significant.

Hence, the hypothesis “Government female and Rrivaale of Secondary school students do not differ
significantly with respect to their personality chéteristics” , is not accepted. Such data fobéter understanding have

been presented in figure-4 in the form of histogram
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Figure 4: Histogram Depicting the Mean Scores for @vernment Female and Private Male
Secondary School Students on the Variable PersongliCharacteristics
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Comparison of Government Male and Private Female $®ndary School Students with Respect to their Persality

Characteristics.

The obtained statistics pertaining to the comparisbGovernment female and Private male Secondengas

students with respect to their personality charétte has been given in the table.

Table 6: t-Value for Government Male and Private Fenale Secondary School

Students With Respect To Their Personality Charactestics.

Group N M S.D | SED | t-value | Remarks
Government male 30 44.57 6.2
Private female 30 4494 6.03 50'637 -0.58 NS

NS- Not significant

It is evident from the above table 1.5 that the mealue of the Government male and Private fematoBdary

school student on personality characteristics avad to be 44.74 and 44.94 respectively. Furthéenwboth the mean

values were subjected to the testing of their fiicarices of difference the't’ ratio was found to 48e58. The table value

of't’ with 58 degree of freedom is reported to hé&and 2.00 at 0.01 and 0.05 level of significarespectively. As the

calculated value of ‘t’, is found to be less tharbath the levels, therefore, the calculated vai#’ ratio is found to be

not significant.

Hence, the hypothesis “Government male and Prifeat®le high school students do not differ signifitba with

respect to their personality characteristics”, égsepted. Such data for its better understanding Hen presented in

figure-5, in the form of histogram.
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Figure 5: Histogram Depicting Mean Score for Goverment Male and Private Female High
School Students on the Variable Personality Charaetistics.
FINDINGS

On The Basis Of the Statistical Analysis the Invegjator Has Arrived on the Following Findings

* Government and Private high school students do diiéér significantly with respect to their persoital

characteristic.

 Male of both government and private high schootlstt also do not differ significantly with respeottheir

personality characteristic.

» There exists no significant difference in Governtreamd Private female high school students witheesto their

personality characteristic.

* In the same way Government female and private finate high school students differ significantly witespect

to their personality characteristics.

* In the same way Government male and private fewhalrot differ significantly with respect to theieggonality

characteristics.

CONCLUSIONS

In India due to the British influence the term “fiabschool” implied a non-governmental, historigaklite
educational institution, often modeled on Britishbfic schools. The terms “private” and “governmesthools are
commonly used to denote the type of funding. "Paality is the entire mental organization of a hurbamg at any stage
of his development. It embraces every phase of hurharacter: intellect, temperament, skill, moyal#nd every attitude
that has been built up in the course of one's Afey kind of success and failure depends on theopeilgy characteristic
of students. Therefore, personality characteristione of the important factors for achievements lvery important for
teachers and the parents to build such type odtgitos for students where they can get more anc: rapportunities to
come forward, enhance their knowledge, form goaatratter, become self-confident and develop theisqrality well.
The pupil teacher ratio are much better in privathools (1:31 to1:37 for government schools) andenteachers in
private schools are female. There is some disageemmver which system has better educated teachbrs public
schools are often organised and operated to békeidge model of the civil community whose youtbrer established to

educate.
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