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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to compaire the Personality characteristics, and its
relationships with some variables (gender, level of vision, and the kind of residence),
in a sample of (239) adolescents student, witch contain visually impaired student
(n=87, male=42, and female=45) and asighted ones (n=152, male=72, and
female=80).

In order to reach the aim of this study, the Eysenck Personality Questionnair- Short
(EPQR-S) witch design by Eysenck and developed by Michael (2005) was used. And
the four domains of this scale (Extraversion, Psychoticism, Neuroticism, and Social
desirability) were examined.

To analyze these results the researcher used the t-test to study the differences.

The results of the study showed that there was a statistical significant difference
between those adolescents who have a Visual Impairment and the sighted ones. And

that difference was an advantage to the sighted adolescents in Neuroticism domain,



\al

and for the male sighted adolescents in the same domain, but according to the
differences as a function of the level of vision (low vision and blind); no significant
differences was found in the four domains. And no significant differences was found

in the other domains.

according to the differences as a function of gender; a significant differences was
found in the Psychoticism domain between the visually impaired sample for the male,
and in the Neuroticism domain for the female. But no significant differences was

found in the other domains.

According to the differences as a function of the kind of residence (internal and

external residence); no significant differences was found in the four domains.



