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  Research Summary  

This study aimed at the following: 

-Determining the differences between criminals and non criminals from both 
genders in cognitive rigidity, and in inplusive versus reflective cognitife style with 
their both dimensions time of reaction and the number of mistakes, and in the 
criminal behavior. 

   -Studying the differences between both genders in term of research s variables. 

   -Discovering the correlation between the previons variables. 

   -The evaluating level (range) of the intervention between the gender and the 

criminal on thise variables.  

The researcher used the following tools:  

   -Matching familiar figures test (MFFT 20) by Hamdi Ali El pharmawi for 

measuring both dimensions of style impulsion / Reflection (time of reaction and the 

number of mistakes). 

  -Rigidity test of Iznik for measuring the degree of cognitive rigidity. 

  -Carlson s test psychology for measuring the degree of criminal behavior  

This study was under taken its tools were applied on a sample of 91 persons, 

which was devided into four parts: male criminals (25) from re-educated company of 

tazoult, female criminals (17) from re-educated company of batna, male non criminals 

(24) and female non criminals (25) from professional formation center, and dweeling 

cities in Batna.  

The research procedures were the following: 

-applying the study s test on the research sample and correcting it. 

-measuring the psychometric characteristics of tests on the stydy sample, by 

reliabilitity and validity coefficients: 

-use of SPSS 0,9 system (Statistical package for social sciences) for processing 

stydy s data by: 

a- T test for calculating the difference reference between the samples in research 

variables. 

b-pirson s linear correlation coefficient for counting the correlation between previons 

research variables. 

c-two way analysis of variance for determining the difference between criminals and 

non criminals from both genders in study s variables and determining the intervention 

affect between the gender and the criminal or research variables.   



  
The results of study were:   

         -There is a significant statistical difference between the two genders in 

criminal behavior which is high in the male side. 

         -There is no significant difference between the two genders concerning 

cognitive rigidity. 

          -There is a significant statistical difference in term of the number of mistakes 

impulsion / reflection style for females,but the difference didn t arrive to a significant 

level in the time reaction dimension. 

          -There is a fundamental difference between criminal and non criminal from 

both genders in criminal behavior for the male and female criminal. 

        -There is fundamental difference between criminals and non criminals from both 

genders in impulsion / reflection style for male criminals and female non criminals in 

term of mistakes dimension, but it was for female criminal in term of reaction time 

dimention. 

         -There is no statististical signicant difference between criminals and 

noncriminals from both genders concerning cognitive rigidity. 

       -There is no statistical difference in impulsion and reflection style in both 

dimensions (reaction time and number of mistakes) and in the criminal behavior 

between high cognitife rigidity degrees persons and lawer one from both genders. 

      -There is a fondamental difference between impultions / reflections from both 

genders in term of criminal behavior for the impultions males and for reflections 

females. 

      -There in no difference between impultions / reflections from both genders 

concerning cognitive rigidity. 

     -The intervention between the genders and the criminal have an effect on the 

impultion / reflection style in both dimensions. 

     -There is a real difference in criminal behavior between males and females, how 

ever the intervention between the genders and the criminal has  no effect on criminal 

behavior. 

     -There is a significant negative correlation between criminal behavior and 

cognitive rigidity for female criminals. 

           -There is a significant negative correlation between number of mistakes and 

reaction time for both males criminals and females non criminals. 



  
            -There is a significant positive correlation between the number of mistakes 

and criminal behavior for criminals. 

           -There is no statistical significant correlation between the rest of variables for 

the criminals and non criminals from both genders. 
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