Juarsall daala
Lyl sl Ayl s
Apdillg Ayga 1) aglal) anid

I aoly Asie g (Ldad) —Adjlaall) B jmal) glud)
Jagall drala Atk s

oAl Gl ale [Audilly Aygaall aglal) b

) by
2 Leal) M)

Yo xy AV EE0



i DEDRL, cligiaall el

oadlall

(L)) —Aladl) iyl Cslul) sie o Gl Il Gl Can
Gl (ssinn B sl o Capmilly Joagall daala Gl (sl A ol 4Bl
Capily oGl (Lpuhll Alajall ¢ uinll) il b (Ldal) —Ad)laall) el
Ayl Al ¢ uinll) lpiial ity Juasall drala Llh sal A a5l (ggine e
Sle caplly @il agly (Ll —Adlaal) el Caslul) ARl o panadll
LI A gl ae (LAl —Adlaal) B peall sl G AR 3 (554l

(YYTIA) o danll paine (45555 B! iasl) meiall dialdl ciadicl
Al Lk Aglpde A Lald) clialy (YoYT=YaYY) _uball lell 405 Uil
s Gl Calaal gl il sl Caandind 35 %0 Apasiyg Allag Wil (A+ )
el ve) Gabe Baldl i (L) A el Gl Gibie Y]
g @llyg i (YY) QA agl ubiad ApEl sl LB (YY) Ge gsSall (Yo
Logd AiasSaul) ailiadll = haiuly e hall e oY) e

Sl LAY s Jall Gl 8 leaadind &5 ) ddlasy) Sl W
(S g LR (g Bl Jalae oiliiee Giital G HLEAY) Gaals Ll
Wl Aaleay bl leles gp @il GBI SWEAY) dypaly Ciysy Loy Jelee
S

Cslad 8 Jeasall el Al 5ol legui JSY) QL) o il ekl
ey o(GU) =583 uiall il b Aflas) NS D G5 g Yy o(L3a)
Gl e A (SlaY) — ) pasmdill e o(mbll - Sl Caall
peadl Al ) b Ciaiagly (Jeagal) daala Al s (L3l dbjlaall) el
o LYy S o Ailias) NS 53 5 Qi oy I add e dasigie (g5
bl e ol o Aglas) AN 53 (58 @llling ¢Sl allaly Al gl (g5
paadil) Al ANS g s iy o S0 Caall allaly Cuall i leg
faala Al ool A ol g B (Sla})) paadill mllaly  JlaYly e
QL) Lilaa) 313 Fage bl ADle 35as ) ol s QS (Joa sl
Ailas) AV 55 (55 2am Yy cJeasall Aaals dull ol DI gl (A85laall) dyeall
() = )<Y uind) i b (L)) —A5laal) el ol AD)
(3 —abladll) Apmall slul) (s AR 3 dglias) AN 53 (338 aag Y Gl



o SEISNL cligiaall el

Daiag oy = 8) Ll Aspall jarial b Jeasall daals 4l gl A ol
Gluaglly labinny) Lalll G o) Jagll & Al &l can A
1la yiaall
redalisnay) —Ysl
bl g8 Jeasall Gaala Dl e ol A A1 ool WLEN Lyl ) o) -
A gty ) ) aa Jalnil) (0 shiady Aldal) ()oY €lldg ¢ y3al)
Amanalh as Gl Al e daugie (g Gl A 0 Y
sl gil) — Ll
O LVl Goll el malie piay A el adail) 35 (& Gdsiaad) 2o )
el Gl 8 Al
aally Dbl ool A 06 (ggiase ady Gapal GUIKH 8 sl olal e Juess Y
Al @yl
sl yi8al) — G
AN bl ¢l
Aralal) Dl gl gyl (YL 4Bl s (L3l — d8jlaall) el b))

Jeasal) daala Al 52l Mail) VL 4By ) a5l -



Abstract SEISNL A

Abstract

The aim of the current research aimed at identifying the cognitive
style level (risk-taking - wariness) and its relationship to self-blame for
Mosul University students and also identifying the differences in the
level of cognitive style (risk-taking - wariness) according to the
variables of (sex¢ grade and specialization)¢ identifying the level of
self-blame for Mosul University students based on the variables of
(sex¢ grade¢ specialization)¢« and the relationship between the cognitive
style (risk-taking¢ wariness) and self-blame and identifying the
differences in the relationship between the cognitive style (risk-taking¢
wariness) with self-blame. The researcher adopted the associated
descriptive methodology and the population of the research consisted
of (43936) male and female students for the academic year (2022-
2023). The researcher chose a class random sample with (800) male
and female students with a percentage of 5%. Two tools were used by
the researcher to accomplish the objective of the study; the first is scale
of the cognitive style (risk-taking ¢ wariness) as the researcher adopted
the scale of Abdulmajeed 2011¢ which consists of (32) items. The
second tool is the self-blame tool that has been prepared by the
researcher and presented the two tools to experts and determining their

psychometric properties.

The statistical that were used in this research are: T test of one
sample« T test for two independent samples¢ Pearson's correlation
coefficient¢ Chi square¢ Parserial's correlation coefficient¢ Z test of the
difference between the two correlation coefficients and Alpha

Chronbach equation.

Results showed that the most common style for the Mosul

University students is wariness and there was no significant difference
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according to the variable of sex (male-female) and the variable of
grade (second grade — fourth grade) and the variable of the
specialization (scientific — humanities) in terms of the level of the

cognitive style (risk-taking¢ wariness) for Mosul University students.

Results showed that the students have an average level of self-
blame and that there is a statistically significant difference between
males and females in the level of self-blame in favor of males and there
is a statistically significant difference between the individuals of the
sample according to the grade variable and in favor of the (second)

grade.

There is a significant difference between students of scientific and
humanitarian specializations and in favor of (humanitarian) in the level
of self-blame for the University of Mosul students. Also¢ results
demonstrated a positive statistically significant correlation between the
cognitive style (risk-taking« wariness) and self-blame among students
of the University of Mosul. Moreover¢< there was no significant
difference in the relationship between the cognitive style (risk-takings
wariness) according to the sex variable (males — females) and also no
significant difference in the relationship between the cognitive style
(risk-taking¢ wariness) and self-blame for the Mosul University
students according to the grade (second grade — fourth grade) and the

variable of specialization (scientific — humanitarian).

In lights of the findings of the research« the researcher presented

the following conclusion« recommendations and suggestions:
Conclusions:

1- The effect of the common cognitive style of the individuals of the

sample at Mosul University is the cautious style.
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2- The research samples is characterized with an average level of

self-blame.
Recommendations:

1- The person in charge at the ministry of higher education and
Scientific Research are advised to make curricula that adhere to the
individual differences between the students in terms of the

cognitive styles.

2- The guidance committees at colleges should be activated to
promote the students' self-esteem and negative experiences should

be minimized.
Suggestions:

1- Cognitive style (risk-taking ¢ wariness) and its relation with the

intellectual security for University students.

2- Self-blame and its relation to the emotional balance for Mosul

University students.
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