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Abstract

The relationship between Eysenck’s personality traits theory and the
aggressive behavior among Al-Quds University students.

The aim of this study is to find out the relationship between Eysenck’s
personality traits theory and the aggressive behavior. And to what extent is't
affected by the demographic variables of (sex, college, level of student study
and place of resident), among Al Qouds university students.The study aim is
to answer the following research question:

Is there a relationship between Eysenck’s personality traits and the
aggressive behavior fields among Al Quds university students?

the study used the codescreptive method , In order to answer the
study questions and examining its hypothesis, two tools were used:
Eysenck list for the personality traits scoring the following reliability
demiation (extraversion — introversion) (0.74) (stability - unstability)
(0.84) Lie (0.72). And the aggressive behavior questions made by the
scholar scoring validity demiation of (0.95).the aggressive behavior
validity percentage has reached (85%).

This study was applied on a random stratified sample
containing (452) second and fourth year male and female students for
the second semester of 2008 at Al Quds University. And this sample
made a (15%) percent of the whole school community, which
contained (3314) after making the appropriate statically analysis, the
study revealed the following results:

1. There is no significant stastical differences between the personality
traits and (sex and college) variables.

2. there are significant statical differences between the personality
traits , level of student study variable for the second year students and
the place of resident variable for the camp residents.



3. There is no significant stastical differences between the aggressive
behavior extent and the school variables (sex, college, level of student
study and place of resident).

4. There is a significant stastical inverse negative relationship between
the introversion and the aggressive behavior, a significant stastical
positive correlation relationship between extroversion and the
aggressive behavior, a significant stastical positive a direct correlation
between stability and the aggressive behavior and a significant
stastical negative inverse relationship between unstability and the
aggressive behavior.

Depending on the study results and discussions a some of

recommendations were suggested, the most important one was: putting
preventing and guiding programs for the university students in order to
decrease the emotion and anger level among them and help them into
developing and adjusting their attitudes, resulting into building their
personalities.
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