Issue-17, Vol-07, Jan. to Mar.2017 ®

idvawarta

(o

EYIR s
S Editor

- o - SN 3 . “— -




MAH MULA3051/2012 Jan,To Mar. 2017

ISSN: 2319 9318 U'Idyawarta Issue-17, Vol-07 05\
E || Index ||

.................................................................................................
-------

YT IT IR SN LT RN LU LA LA L LTI YY) .

© 1) Role of Medltatlon and Prayer in Reducing Depressmn

Q. pr. Kanchan, Sri Muktsar Sahib |l 09
“U OO TEY Y esnsee LTI T T LT TTTT YT T T T T LT R L e e e T T T TR TR OT TN EL LT AL LTS L LA LAt bbb b bbb b L L P, -
2) Serlal Killers and the Lure of Memorabma

Nalinl Chandar-Dr. Yeshoda Nanjappa, Mysuru Il 12

llllllllllllll CANEI RN IR NI NROT I NI aO I RNetiorteeteentesneidtacseststissnrrsrsorsRIRaIRRRRORERRRRRS sesece T

3) PRACTICES OF SANSKRIT THEATRE IN THE CONTEXT OF NATYASHASTRIC TRADITION
P. B. DABHADE, Baroda [l 17

-

dyawarta.bnlogs

-
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
-
-
H
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
H
-
-
-
-
-
-
H
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
H
H
-
H
-
-
.
.
-
-
.
-
-
-
H
-
.
.
.
.
.
.
H
.
.
.
®
-
.
.
.
-
-
.
.
:
-
.
.
.
.
H
.
.
.
.
.
b
.
.
.
H
.
.

-= 4) Information Explosion and Role of College Librarian
~ Mr. S. B. Deshmukh, Cidco Nanded Il 20

Ut

) IMPLEMENTATION OF PUBLIC POLICY IN INDIA
Dr. SUDHIR PRAKASHRAO DINDE, Badnapur. Dist- Jalna Il 22

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

6) ROLE OF INCLUSIVE EDUCATION IN UPGRADATION OF CHILDREN WITH SPECIAL NEEDS
Deepti Gupta, Lucknow (U.P) Il 25

http://www.v

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- Sescsstentactssestectrtestraresnen

— 7) DIGITAL MARKETING AND ITS IMPACT ON CONSUMER BEHAVIOUR....
__ Prof. Sagar F Jadhav-Dr. Devendra N. Vyas-Dr. S D. Manekar, M.S. 1l 29

-------- Y T T T e T T T T T L T T T T T T T T L L T LR L LT RRLLY

» 8) Astudy to of awareness about Online Shopping among Housewives & Working women..
O Beena Kaushik-Dr. Rajendra Singh-Dr. Shailendra Mishra, Indore 1] 33

T 9) SEASONAL MIGRATION AMONG BANJARA WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO .....
g Dr. Ganapati. K .Lamani, Kampli, (Tq) Hosapete (Dist) Ballari || 40

>" 10) A SURFACE WATER SCENARIO IN DHULE DISTRICT
> Mr. Bhausaheb P.Patil, Nagaon Tal./Dist.-Dhule (MS) || 47

------------------------------------------- L L T T T T P T TR L

*4 11) Over view oflnd AS
*é.Dr Rajesh. M. V, Chikkaballapur, Karanataka || 52

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

u 12) Lean Tools-A need of education

@ Prof. P. B. Rayate, Nashik, || 55
o 13) Are Traditional & Professional Courses Students differs on Thinking styles?

%0 p, p. Salunkhe, Murgud, Tal- Kagal Dist. Kolhapur 1159

= 14) Importance of Interdisciplinary Research Approach in Teacher Education
\Dr Y. H. Saner, Dhule |l 63

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

D— 15) An Analysis & Comparision of Psychologyical Skills Among Athletes of Jawahar Navodaya...

'+ Subhash Chandra, Kottayam, Kerala || 65
A1kl Interdisciplinary Multilingual Refereed Journal ImpactFactor4.014("J|F)

-

Scanned by CamScanner



MAH MULR3US 172012
ISSN: 2319 9318

| %i(?a-wawfa«m

Jan.To Mar. 2017 059
Issue-17, Vol-07

Are Traditional &
Professional Courses Students
differs on Thinking styles?
D. P. Salunkhe

Sadashivrao Mandlik Mahavidyalaya,
Murgud, Tal- Kagal Dist. Kolhapur

Ackclckcickelcicicick

Abstract

This study aims at analysing
thedifference between thinking styles of
Professional and Traditional courses students’.
"The sample of the study consisted of 437
students studying in six institutions affiliated
to Shivaji University.Thinking Styles Inventory
(TSI-R2) developed by Sternberg, Wagner&
Zhang, L. F was used to assess participants
thinking styles. After analysing the data, it is
found that students from traditional and
professional courses seem to differ significantly
on four thinking styles namely Legislative,
Global,Liberal and Monarchic. Students from
professional courses show more preference for
the use of Legislative, Liberal and Monarchic
thinking styles and students from traditional
courses show more preference for the use of
Global thinking style. In case of Executive,
Judicial,Local, Conservative, Hierarchic,
Oligarchic, Anarchic, Internal, and External
thinking stylesprofessional and traditional
courses student do not differ significantly.
Key words: Thinking Styles, Traditional Courses,
Professional Courses, Student.
Intorduction

The basic aim of education is to impart
knowledge and to enable students to face
challenges in his life. In the field of education

psychology the greatimportance has been given
to analysing the individual differences. The
analysis of individual differences helps
educators, teachers and school administrators
to have better understanding of the various
forces that provoke better academic
achievement and learning outcomes.According
to Strnberg (1997) “we need to take in account
students thinking and learning style, students’
success and failure depends on these thinking
and learning style.” The knowledge gaining
process will affect if the teacher fails to
recognize the thinking and learning style which
students bring with them in the classroom. So
there is a need to discover its various relations
with other variables such as personality, culture,
intelligence, creativity, sex etc. in the Indian
context. It is hoped that this research can help
educators to gain intuition and to be more aware
of the importance of thinking style and therefore assist
students’ learning in order to enhance
educational outcome and progress of students.

STYLES refer to our preferred ways of
using the abilities that we have (Sternberg,
1997). Styles refers “how well” we can perform
a particular task, it refers to habitual patterns
or preferred ways of doing something that are
consistent over long period of time and across
many areas activity remain almost the same. In
the past decade there has been renewed interest
in the study of styles Evans and Waring (2012)
identified 486 articles on cognitive styles; Evans
(2013) subsequently updated this review to
include a further analysis of an additional 221
articles from 2010 through 2013. Most of this
research was conducted in the United States
(29%), the United Kingdom (16%), Australia and
China (11%,; Evans & Waring, 2012). Evans (2013)
noted an increasing representation of research
reports from countries such as Australia and
China (11%), Turkey (9%), Taiwan (7%), and the
Netherlands, Greece, and Belgium (7%), which implies
anincreased interest in the concept of cognitive style
around the world.” (Kozhevnikov et al 2014).
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Sternberg’s (1988) Theory of M

Government

In 1988, Sternberg proposed a theory of
thinking styles which is called as the Theory of
Mental Self-Government. This theory
styles can be understood in terms of ¢
from human notions of government. According
to Sternberg as there are many Ways of
governing a society, there are many ways of
governing or managing peoples own abilities.
According to this theory, people can be
understood in terms of the functions, forms,
levels, scopes, and leanings of government. In
this theory Sternberg proposed thirteen thinking
styles that falls in to five category or dimensions.
The functions dimension has legislative,
executive and judicial styles. The forms
dimension includes the hierarchic, oligarchic,
monarchic and anarchic styles. The scope
dimension included the internal and external
styles. And the last dimension contains the
internal and external styles.
THE PRINCIPLES OF THINKING STYLES

According to Sternberg (1997) there are
15 general points we need to understand about
thinking styles. These are given below:
1. Styles are preferences in the use of
abilities, not abilities themselves. :
2. A match between styles and abilities creates a
synergy thatis more than the sum of its parts.
3. Life choices need to fit styles as well as

abilities.
4. people have profiles (or patterns) of

styles, not just a single style.
Styles are variable across tasks and

holds that
onstructs

5.

situations.

6. people differ in the strength of their
preferences.

7. people differ in their stylistic flexibility.
8. Styles are socialized.

9. Styles can vary across the life span.

10. Styles are measurable,

11. Styles are teachable,

12, styles valued at one time may not be

7. ™
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ental self- valued at another.
13.

4
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Styles valued in one place m
valued in another. ay noy be
14. Styles are not an average
it’s a question of fit.

15.  We confuse stylistic fit witp, le
abilities. ve|
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

“To Study the difference between Thip,;
styles of Professional and Traditional COurlsL

rn

students’.
HYPOTHESES

In fulfilment of the above problem of th,
study the following non-directional hypothese
were formulated for testing: -
1. There will be significant differences in
thinking styles of Professional and Traditional
courses’ students.
2. There will be significant differencesin
thinking styles based on function dimension of
Professional and Traditional courses’ students.
3. There will be significant differencesin
thinking styles based on forms dimension of
Professional and Traditional courses’ students.
4. "There will be significant differencesin
thinking styles based on Level dimension of
Professional and Traditional courses’ students
5. There will be significant differences in
thinking styles based on Scope dimension ©
Professional and Traditional courses’ St”de“t,s'
6. There will be significant differences 1"
thinking styles based on leaning dimensio” ®
Professional and Traditional courses’ studen®
SAMPLE 37

The sample of the study consisted o.fJ-:
students studying in six institutions amlmtfr:
to Shivaji University. These student® \\",r‘
selected through random cluste’ Smﬂphqz
technique. However prior to it, selectio” OhO‘ '
institutions was done by simple random metTht’Y
It included 274 males and 163 fema®* N A
belonged to both Tradition?" y B/‘
M.Com.,M.Sc.) and Professional cours®® |

’ BOOd or bad\
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TOOLS USED
THINKING STYLE INVENTORY (2007)

Revised Il (TSI-R2) by Sternberg, R. J.,
Wagner, R. K., & Zhang, L. F. Thinking Styles
Inventory (TSI-R2) developed by Sternberg,
Wagner& Zhang, L. Fwas used to assess
participants thinking styles. This is a short form,
consisting 65 items. The inventory has 13 scales,
with 5 items on each scale. On original TSI, the
respondents are asked to rate themselves on a
7 point anchored by 1 - which indicates the
statements does not characterize them at all,
7-which indicates that the statements
characterize them extremely well. These 13
scales correspond to the 13 thinking styles
described in Sternberg’s theory of mental self-
government.

Sternberg and Wagner (1992) collected
norms for various age groups on the long version
of the TSI (which contains 104 items, 8 for each
of the 13 scales) for their college sample, scale
reliabilities ranged from .42 (monarchic) to .88
(External), with median of .78.

The thinking styles inventory has proved
to reasonably reliable and valid for identifying
thinking styles of university students in Hong
Kong. For example, while the alpha coefficients
in Sternberg’s (1994) study ranged .44 to .38,
those in Zhang and Sachs’s (1997) study ranged
from .53 to .87 and in another study of Zhang
between .46 and .89. This inventory has
construct validly also. Validity data for TSI also
have been obtained by investigating relationship
between constructs underlying the thinking style
inventory and those underlying instruments
based on other theories of styles inventory and
those underlying instruments based on other
theories of styles (e.g. Myers-Briggs Type
Indicator, Gregore Measure of Mind Styles, and
Bigg’s Learning Approaches).

ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA
Table : Showing Mean, SD., and ‘t’ value of
professionaland traditional courses studentson
Thinking Style Inventory Revised Il (TSI-R2).

~ 1 K o v~

Traditional Course

-

N
en
o
42
13-
a5 3
e 3

o

Thinking Styles
Legislative
Conservative

NS = Non-Significant at 0.05 level

* * = Significant at 0.01 level

* = Significant at 0.05 level

Thetable 4.20 shows that students from
traditional and professional courses seems to
differ significantly on four thinking styles namely
Legislative, Global,Liberal and Monarchic.The ‘t’
ratios of Legislative and Global thinking style
were found significant at 0.01 level and the ‘t’
ratios of Liberal and Monarchic thinking style
were found significant at 0.05 level of
confidence respectively.

In case of Legislative Thinking Style,
Professional courses student had higher mean
scores than traditional courses students
(25.94>24.00) and in case of Global Thinking
Style, traditional courses students had higher
mean scores than professional courses student
(20.74>19.53). It means professional courses
student had-stronger tendency towards
Legislative Thinking Style and traditional
courses students had stronger preference
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towards the use of Global Thinking Style.

Itis also found in case of Liberal thinking
style Professional courses student had higher
mean scores than traditional courses students
(25.78>24.06) and in case of Monarchic Thinking
Style, traditional courses students had higher
Mmean scores than professional courses student
(23.60>22.23). It means professional courses
student had stronger leaning towards Liberal
Thinking Style and traditional courses students
had stronger inclination towards the use of
Monarchic Thinking Style. On other nine thinking
styles, although there were slight differences
in means but concerned't’ values were not
found to be significant. Hence it may be said that
apparent differences in mean scores of these nine
thinking styles were due to chance factor.

From this it may beinferred that research
hypothesis relating to differences in thinking
styles of professional and traditional courses
students was accepted in case of four thinking
styles namely (Legislative,Global, Liberal and
Monarchic thinking styles) and in case of other
09 thinking styles namely Executive, Judicial,
Local, Conservative, Hierarchic, Oligarchic,
Anarchic, Internal, and External thinking
stylesthe research hypothesis relating to
differences in thinking styles was not accepted.
Figure:lllustrates the significant differences
inLegislative,Global,Liberal and Monarchic
thinking styles.

Legislative Glebal Liberal Monarchie

w Professioral w2 Tragirienal

— |
CONCLUSIONS

It is found that students from traditional
and professional courses seem to differ
significantly on four thinking styles namely
Legislative, Global,Liberal and Monarchic.
Students from professional courses show more

preference for the use of Legis atve T -
Monarchic thinking styles and Studeng, fan
traditional courses show more preferenc, A, fon,
use of Global thinking style. Ithe

In case of Executive, Judicial, Loca|, Conseryyg
Hierarchic, Oligarchic, Anarchic, Internal, g Y
thinking styles professional and traditiop,,
student do not differ significantly.
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