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Summary

The current research aims to identify the level of risk-taking
behavior among university students and to identify the significance of the
significant differences in risk-taking behavior among university students
according to the gender variable (males - females) and the specialization
variable (scientific - humanities). The research also aimed to identify the
level of susceptibility to luring among university students and to identify
the significance of the significant differences in susceptibility to luring
according to the gender variable (males - females) and the specialization
variable (scientific - humanistic), and to identify the nature of the
relationship between risk-taking behavior and susceptibility to luring
among members of the research sample. The research sample reached
(700) male and female students from the second and fourth grades in the
colleges of the University of Mosul from both scientific and humanities
specializations (males and females). The researcher prepared a scale of
risk-taking behavior after reviewing the literature, theories and previous
studies, and the scale consisted of (33) Paragraph: Each paragraph has
five alternatives: (strongly agree, agree, somewhat agree, disagree,
strongly disagree). While the researcher adopted the luringability scale
prepared by (Abdulhamid and Tijani, 2017), the psychometric properties
of the two scales were extracted from validity and reliability, as the
reliability of the risk behavior scale reached (0.80), while the reliability of
the luringability scale reached (0.81), in addition to extracting ability.

Distinctiveness and internal consistency of the items of the two
scales, and the data were treated statistically using the Statistical Portfolio
for Social and Educational Sciences (SPSS) The results of the research
showed that the students of the University of Mosul possess a high level

of risk-taking behavior, and no significant differences appeared in the



average risk-taking behavior among members of the research sample

according to the gender variable (males - females). Likewise, no

significant differences appeared between the average scores of risk-taking
behavior according to the variable Specialization (scientific -
humanitarian). Also, the students of the University of Mosul had a low
level of susceptibility to seduction, and no significant differences
appeared between the average scores of susceptibility to seduction among
the sample members according to the variables of gender (males -
females) and specialization (scientific - humanities). There is also a direct
positive correlation between risk-taking behavior and susceptibility to
temptation.

In light of the findings, the researcher came up with some
recommendations:

e Benefiting from students’ risk-taking behavior in positive areas and
using it for decisions of personal and public benefit.

e Educating the university student community about the dangers of
seduction that excite students in general, and reducing its negative
consequences.

The researcher suggests some studies, including:

e Conduct a similar study of the variable risk-taking behavior among
secondary school students and adolescence.

e Conduct a similar study of susceptibility to seduction and its
relationship to the following variables: (emotional maturity, social

intelligence, personality traits).
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