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Abstract 

 

The present study is an attempt to investigate the gender and locale difference ofschool students.For this purpose sample of the current 

study comprised of 200 students studying in 9th class of government school from Sangrur and Patiala district of Punjab four schools 

from this district were selected on random by making up list of urban and rural school students and further dived into two categories 

boys and girls. The first group had 100 urban school students having 50 boys and 50 girls. The other group consisted of 100 rural 

school students having 50 boys and girls and the standardized toof for Social Intelligence were employed to them. significant gender 

difference found on the basis of social intelligence of male and female school students and significant difference between scores of 

social intelligence of urban and rural school students. 
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Introduction 

 

Social intelligence refers to a person's ability to understand and manage interpersonal relationships. It is distinct from a person's 

Intelligence quotient or “book smarts.” It includes an individual's ability to understand, and act on, the feelings, thoughts, and 

behaviors of other people. Social intelligence is not a unitary attribute, while it may be universal trait. Social intelligence appears to be 

overloaded with environment factors and learning with genetics. It is capability to adjust oneself to the social environment and to act 

for its enhancement it is the individual’s capability to deal well with social relationship and with novel social situation. It is the ability 

to accomplish interpersonal task. It is a useful, creative and adaptive capacity. Social intelligence is not an inborn capacity it develops 

at a certain point of an individual life and that it is possible to train and increase social intelligence in children. It is the prosperity of 

our qualitative life, rather than our quantitative intelligence. Vyrost and kyselova (2006) described interconnections between social 

intelligence, insight, values and interpersonal personality qualities. Although everyone wants intelligence in general and social 

intelligence in particular. Particularly it is necessary for the teachers to interrelate with the students successfully and for better 

understanding the student’s in the school environment. Social intelligence describes the completely human capacity to effectively 

navigate and negotiate complex social relationships and environments. Graham (2008) stated that social intelligence can be 

developed. Although heredity plays role in determining social intelligence because of clear relations to personality characteristics such 

as extraversion, governance, social presence, attachment and self acceptance. People who successfully use this type of intelligence 

can be masterful conversationalists. This can be due to a combination of outstanding listening skills and the ability to evocatively 

engage others. People who are social intelligent can usually make the people around them feel comfortable and included. They also 

tend to enjoy interacting with a variety of people. It is the capacity to contain so as to appreciate and direct the people and connect in 

adaptive social situations. It is a form of facial and emotional terms, gestures and communication and language abilities is the real 

meaning of modified and successful communication. Goleman and Tongsuebsai (2009) viewed social intelligence as to the student’s 

ability to live with others in a society. A socially intelligent student understands the requirements of the society. He/she can 
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adapt his/her behavior or character in accordance with the condition of social competence. Social awareness and social facility that is 

we sense about others and how we use it respectively. Social intelligence describes the completely human capacity to effectively 

navigate and negotiate complex social relationship and people who successfully use this type of intelligence can be masterful 

conversationalist. This can be due to a combination of outstanding listening skill and the ability to evocatively engage others. People 

who are social intelligent can usually make the people around them feel comfortable and include. 

Wies and Sub (2009) defined that social understanding and social knowledge were take apart constructs of social intelligence. 

They also tend to enjoy interacting with a variety. Social intelligence is the skill of structure, supporting and managing that through 

attentive belief. It is the capacity to contain so as to appreciate and direct the people and connect in adaptive. It is necessary for the 

teachers to interrelate with the students successfully and for better understanding the students in the school environment. 

Purpose of the Study 

The purpose of the investigation to study gender and locale difference in social intelligence among school students. 

Objective of the Study 

 To study the Social intelligence of school students in relation to their gender. 

 To study the Social intelligence of school students in relation to their locale. 

Hypotheses of the Study 

 

 There will be no significant difference in social intelligence of male and female school students. 

 There will be no significant difference in social intelligence of rural and urban school students. 

Sample of the Study 

 

The sample of the current study comprised of 200 students studying in 9th class of government school from Sangrur and Patiala 

district of Punjab four schools from this district were selected on random by making up list of urban and rural school students and 

further dived into two categories boys and girls. The first group had 100 urban school students having 50 boys and 50 girls. The other 

group consisted of 100 rural school students having 50 boys and girls. 

Tool Used for the Study 
 

Social Intelligence scale by Chadda, N.K and Ganesan, U (2015) 

 

 
Method of investigation 

 

Selection of the method depended upon the nature of a selected problem. Descriptive survey method was used in the present study. 

Descriptive method of research describes record, analyses and interprets condition that exit. Descriptive research study design to 

obtain pertinent and whenever possible, to draw valid conclusion method was used for the facts discovered. 

 
Analysis and Interpretation 

 
Frequency distribution of social intelligence score among school student 
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Frequency distribution of social intelligence score among school students is given table 1. 

Table 1 

Frequency distribution of social intelligence score among school students 

 

Class Interval Frequency Cumulative frequency Percentage 

    

121-130 2 200 1 

111-120 13 198 6.5 

101-110 18 185 9 

91-100 70 167 35 

81-90 65 97 32.5 

71-80 21 32 10.5 

60-70 11 11 5.5 

Total N= 200   

Mean = 

91.2 

Mode = 91 Median =91 SD = 12.55 Range = 70 

 

The table 1 showed that mean score of self- confidence among school students found to be 91.2. Range is 70(60-130). The values of 

median, mode and standard deviation are 91, 91 and 12.55 respectively. The table indicated 31(15.5%) School students lie above the 

class intervals in which mean lies while 70(35%) students lie in the class interval in which mean lies. The score of 99 (49.5%) 

students lies below the class interval in which mean lies. description of scores is also depicted in figure.1. 
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Fig.1: Frequency distribution of Social intelligence scores among school Students 

Figure 1 presented that maximum frequency 70(35%) lies in the class interval 91-100 and 3(1.5%) minimum frequency lies in class 

interval 121-130. It is clear from data that majority of students are in class interval in which mean lie. 

Social intelligence of school students in relation to their gender 
 

The mean scores and SD of Social intelligence of boys and girls school students along with t-value testing significance of mean 

difference is depicted in table 1.1. 

Table 1.1 

Social intelligence of school students in relation to their gender 

 

GROUP N MEAN S.D. t-value 

 100 91.0 12.15 2.1* 

Girls 100 87.2 13.37 

*Significant at 0.05 level. 

 
The table 4.4 Shows that mean scores of school students among boys and girls are 91 and 87.2 respectively. The SD values of social 
intelligence of boys and girls are 12.15 and 13.37 respectively. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig.1.1: Social intelligence score among school students in relation to their gender 

 
The t-values testing significant difference in social intelligence score of boys and girls out to be 2.1. The t-values are significant 0.05 

levels. This means that there is significant difference between boys and girls in their social intelligence. 

 

 

1.2 Social intelligence of school students in relation to their locale 
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Table 1.2 

Comparison of social intelligence score among in relation to their locale 

 

LOCALE N MEAN S.D. t- VALUE 

Urban 100 91.12 9.83 2.20 

Rural 100 87.15 15.19 

*Significant at 0.05 level 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig.1.2: Social intelligence score among school students in relation to their locale Conclussion 

Hypothesis-I 

The Hypothesis “There will be no significant difference in social intelligence of male and female school students is” rejected. This 

means that there was significant difference between scores of social intelligence of male and female school students 

Hypothesis-II 
 

The Hypothesis “There will be no significant difference social intelligence of urban and rural school students” is rejected. This means 

that there is a significant difference between scores of social intelligence of urban and rural school studen 
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