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ABSTRACT

Present study was aimed to examine the Internebyiseale and female senior secondary school stademtheir
Internet use. The research was conducted with tam murposes; firstly, to investigate that gendéfecence had any
effect on their Internet use and secondly, to ifgraind to find out the differences of any on tidernet use, among male
and female senior secondary school student foag@demic purpose (ii) recreational purpose anyl d@mmunication
purpose. The population of this study consistsGff 4enior secondary school students (50 male aridrbéle) of District
Bandipora (J & k) INDIA and they were selected yaadom sampling technique. The instrument useddta collection
was the Information Blank developed by the investig. The data was subjected to statistical armlggi computing
Mean, S.D. and test of significance. The resukeated that that there is difference between matefamale secondary
school students on Internet use for academic pargdale students have better use of Internet fad@mic purpose as
compared to female students. On the other hane fharo difference between male and female seeicorglary school
students on Internet use for recreational and é-maposes. Both the groups have found similarniterinet use for

recreational and communication purposes.
KEYWORDS: Interne Use, Gender Differences, Senior and Secpr&tznool

INTRODUCTION

Information and communication technology (ICT) i$oace that has changed many aspects of the walyweje
predominantly on the field of education. The waig fiield operates today is vastly different frone tivays it operated in
the past. The impact of ICT across the past twthore decades has been enormous. Information amdhanication
technologies (ICTs) which include digital techndksy mostly the Internet have been touted as patgntpowerful
enabling tools for educational change and reforhe Thternet is one of the greatest recent advanueimehe world of
information technology and has become a usefutunsnt that has fostered the process of makingvird a global
village. The Internet provides several opportusifier the academia. It is a mechanism for infororatlissemination and
a medium for collaborative interaction betweenwdlials and their computers without regard for gapbic limitation of
space. Owston, (1997) stated that the Interned tisily open technology”, allowing users with arardware and software
to derive the necessary information from the nekwamdependently from the location of data and kleolge bases.
Internet has become the biggest global digitalrimation library, which provides the fastest acciesthe right kind of
information in nano-seconds to end user at any &inteat any place in the world. With the advenntdrnet, a significant
transition can be seen in the academic communitiggrnet has become a global source of informatiesources
accessible at anytime by anyone from anywhereanatbrld. It has converted the whole world into abgll information
society. It is an international network of netwottkeit is a collection of hundreds of thousands mfgbe and public

networks all over the world. In the words of Ne@mlall (1996) Internet is "the global network otwerks that are all
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inter communicable. There are rich and varied iegrrexperiences available on the Internet that dicuve been
inconceivable just a short while ago. The Interna@s a range of capabilities that organizationsusirg to exchange
information internally or to communicate externaljth other organizations. The primary infrastruetdor e-commerce,
e-banking, e-business, e-learning and virtual tipia provided by the Internet technology. The in& contains more
information than the world’s largest libraries (Eagevali, 2000).Internet has been widely used foatety of purposes in
several domains. As stated by (Deniz andkn 2004) as an educational tool Internet lets ssée inexpensive, global,
interactive and intensive computer communicatiod &ralso enables the student to improve his/h@miag experience.
Online users can easily access Internet from atbwfdocations including their homes, workplacesuses, school,
Internet cafes etc. Internet usage in home and plade has grown exponentially (McGorry, 2002).pThsearchers also
put forth that (Ceyhan, Ceyhan and Gircan, 200njZ)2001, 2007; Deniz and §lain, 2004; Tutgun, 2009; Tutgun and
Deniz, 2010) most of the students reported to leasy access to computers and Internet. The Intprogides several
opportunities for the academia. It is a mechanisnirfformation dissemination and a medium for dodliative interaction
between individuals and their computers withoutardgfor geographic limitation of space (Leiner &t 2000; Singh,
2002).Internet, have made considerable and dranmagiact on contemporary educational practice (Cl@uget al.2002;
Havick, J. 2000; Tsai, C.2001).

Gender differences in Internet usage has remaimedtter of concern to researches are another tatrazoncern
of the research studies (Hupfer & Detlor, 2006)aBl& Gant (2002) found that no gender differenaesdetected when
participants are involved in various online actestsuch as synchronous and dyadic chat sessexisahet al. (2001),
Nachmiaset al. (2000) Schumachegt al. (2001) & Durndell & Haag (2002) does not provimsistent evidence for the
presence or otherwise of a gender gap in Intersetagross different groups of males and femalasneStudies indicate
male domination in terms of usage and attitude tdsiathe Internet. Weiser (2000) observed thatethersignificant
gender difference in Internet usadesai and Lin (2004) found gender differences incpptions of the Internet among
adolescents, males perceived its use as a soureaj@fment or “toy”. Sherman et al., 2000), exmld that female
adolescents use the Internet to search for infoomand (Chen & Peng, 2008; Griffiths, Davies, &ppell, 2004; Lin&
Yu, 2008; Odell et al., 2000; Shermetral., 2000) found more male adolescents use the Intesrmday games. Similarly,
men surfed the Internet for entertainment or fumentban did women (Dholakia, 2006; Wolin & Korgaank2003), and
male students downloaded music and videos moreditatheir female counterparts. It has been fourad & number of
studies revealed certain types of gender differemgevarious domains of the life. Men and women tee Internet for
different purposes. Odeét al. (2000) the gap in use of the Internet among matkfamale students has nearly closed,
there remain differences in how male and femaldesits use the Internet. Researchers have sholendifterence in the
amount of time men and women spend online, yet tiaexe consistently found that male and female diffeheir reasons
for accessing the Internet. The studies carriednmaitly focus on different groups with differenieas. The investigator
feels that there is a need to conduct a study terrat use by male and female Senior Secondaryadbetith special
reference to Internet use for academics, recreatommunication and social net-working purpose &vedbp our

understanding in this wider area of research.
OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
The following objectives have been formulated fa present investigation:

» To compare the Internet use for Academic purposthéynale and female senior secondary school stsiden
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e To compare the Internet use for recreational pufiiysthe male and female senior secondary schoadésts.
e To compare the Internet use for communication psggay the male and female senior secondary schatgrss.

 To compare the Internet use for social net-workingpose by the male and female senior secondaryokch

students.
HYPOTHESES OF THE STUDY
The following hypotheses were formulated for thesgnt study:

* There will be a significant difference between thean scores of male and female senior secondaoplsstudents

on Internet use for Academic purpose.

« There will be a significant difference between thean scores of male and female senior secondaoplsstudents

on Internet use for recreational purpose.

e There will be a significant difference between thean scores of male and female senior secondaoplkstudents

on Internet use for communication purpose.

* There will be a significant difference between thean scores of male and female senior secondaoplsstudents

on Internet use for social net-working purpose.

METHODOLOGY AND PROCEDURE

Sample

The present study was conducted on a sample 0$dfi0r secondary school students consisting 50 Eiadie50
Female senior secondary school students. The samgdetaken randomly from different senior secondaaiyools of

District Srinagar of (J&K).The list of senior secamy schools was obtained from the CEQO'’s officéhefsaid District.

Collection of Data

Tools

Information Blank: A self constructed information blank was develofmwdthe investigator to appraise the
Internet use by male and female senior seconddmyosstudents of District Srinagar of (J&K). Thisfdrmation blank
have four sections which are related to Internet fog (i) academic purpose (ii) for recreationalrgmse (iii) for

communication purpose and (iv) for social netwogkurpose.
Statistical Analysis

The data was subjected to statistical analysisooyputing Mean, S.D. and test of significance.
ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION

Table 1.1: Significance of Mean Difference betwedvale and Female Senior
Secondary School Students on Internet Use for Acadec Purpose

Group Total Mean Staf_‘d‘?‘fd t-Value [Level of Significance
Number Deviation
Male Senior Sec. School Students 50 17.42 7.21 511 0.05 level
Female Senior Sec. School Student 50 14.25 7.92 ' '
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Internet use for Acedemic Purpose
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Figure 1: Internet Use by Male and Female Senior $endary School Students for Academic Purpose

The perusal of Table 1.1, (Figure 1) reveals thgnificant mean difference between male and fematgos
secondary school students on Internet use for agadaurpose. The differences have been found tesidréficant at 0.05
level of confidence. It is further revealed that thean favors male senior secondary school styden{§1=17.42);which
shows that male senior secondary school studentsssthe better Internet use for academic purposesompared to
female senior secondary school students i.e.(M%&)4@n the basis of above evidence the hypothesdswhich reads
as, “There will be significant difference betweée tmean scores of male and female senior secosdaop! students on
Internet use for Academic purpose” stands accepted.

Table 1.2: Significance of Mean Difference betwedvale and
Female Senior Secondary School Students on Interneise for Recreational Purpose

Total Mean Sta’?d‘i“d t-Value [Level of Significance
Number Deviation
Male Senior Sec. School Studentsf 50 17.21 7.41

Female Senior Sec. School Stude 50 16.24 7.23

Group

0.66 Not Significant

Internet Use for Recreational Purpose

Male Senior Sec.
School
Students, 17.21

Female senior
Sec. School
Students, 16.24

20

15

10

Figure 2: Internet Use by Male and Female Senior $endary School Students for Recreational Purposes

The perusal of Table 1.2, (Figure 2) reveals tlgmiicant mean difference between male and fematgos
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secondary school students on Internet use foragoral purposes. The table depicts that there isignificant difference
between male and female senior secondary schodérstsl on Internet use for recreational purposeghé&uy the table
reveals that both the groups of senior secondahpdicstudents (male and female) have similar lmtemmse for
recreational purposes as compared to the countsrfgam the basis of above evidence, the hypothese® which reads
as, “There will be significant difference betweée immean scores of male and female senior secoadhopl| students on
the Internet use for the recreational purposesidstaejected.

Table 1.3: Significance of Mean difference betweeWale and Female Senior
Secondary School Students on Internet Use for Commication Purpose

Total | pmean | Standard | ¢.vajue | Level of Significance
Group

Number Deviation
Male Senior Sec. School Students 50 14.10 9.40

50 18.2 8.25

2.32 0.05 Level

Female Senior Sec. School Student

Internet Use for communication Purpose

female Senioe

pd Sec, School
e Male Senior ot e:', " ?:-.
20 s Sec, School )
e Students,14.10
15 .J’/
10 .//
. ;

Figure 3: Internet Use by Male and Female Senior $endary School
Students for Communication Purpose
The perusal of Table 1.3, (Figure 3) reveals thymiicant mean difference between male and fematgos
secondary school students on Internet use for corimation purposes. The differences have been foorme significant
at 0.05 level of confidence. It is further revealttht the mean favours female senior secondaryo$cétodents,
i.e.(M=18.2);which shows that female senior secopdahool students shows the better Internet usedmmunication
purposes as compared to male senior secondary Isshamtents i.e.(M=14.10). On the basis of abovelewe the
hypotheses no.3 which reads as, “There will beifogmt difference between the mean scores of raatk female senior
secondary school students on Internet use for canwation purposes” stands accepted.

Table 1.4: Significance of Mean difference BetweeMale and Female
Senior Secondary School Students on Internet Userf8ocial Net-Working Purpose

Total Standard .
Group Number Mean Deviation t-Value | Level of Significance

Male Senior Sec. School Students 50 15.80 8.72
Female Senior Sec. School Student 50 21.25 7.25

3.40 0.01 level
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Utilization of internet for Social net-working purpose
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Figure 4: Internet Use by Male and Female Senior $endary
School Students for Social Net-Working Purpose

The perusal of Table 1.4, (Figure 4) reveals thymiicant mean difference between male and fematgos
secondary school students on Internet use for Isegiworking purpose. The differences have beamdoto be
significant at 0.01 level of confidence. It is tuet revealed that the mean favors female seniamnsiecy school students,
i.e.(M=21.25);which shows that female senior seeoypdschool students shows the better Internet asesdcial net-
working purposes as compared to male senior secpsdhool students i.e.(M=15.80). On the basishaive evidence the
hypotheses no.4 which reads as, “There will beitogmt difference between the mean scores of raate female senior

secondary school students on Internet use for Boefavorking” stands accepted.

DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

The purpose of the study was to examine male amdléesenior secondary school students on theirmetaise.
The sample for the proposed study consists of Edllos secondary school students consisting 50 miate50 female
senior secondary school students. The sample bbahken randomly from different senior secondatyosls District
Srinagar. The data for the proposed study shatidflected with the help of Information Blank devedal by investigator
himself to ascertain the Internet use by the mal# famale secondary school students for the acadewsgreational,
communication and social net-working purposes. l@nhkasis of analysis it was found that there isiicgnt difference
between male and female senior secondary schatgstsion Internet use for academic purpose. Mearufa male group
which shows that male group of students shows #iteb Internet use for academic purpose as comp@ardtieir
counterparts. According to Kay, 1992; Shashaar8i,/1&nd Ono and Zovodny, 2003 that males are mkedylto use the
Internet more often than females. Saenal. (2009) observed that there is a gender differémdaternet useChen and
Yang (2009) male and female students differ noy amkheir patterns of Internet use, but in howstheatterns affect their
academic performance. Numerous studies have dodadh#rat overall, boy’s use the Internet more fegly, for longer
and for a wider variety of uses than girls do (Gr@004; Haythronthwaite & Wellman, 2002; Subrahyaemn, Greenfield,
Kraut, & Gross, 2001). The analysis further revedtet there is no significant difference betweealenand female senior
secondary school students on Internet use for agorel purpose. Both the groups of senior secgndanool students

(male & female) have similar Internet use for rati@al purposes. Analysis also found that thegsificant difference
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between male and female secondary school studentslization of Internet for communication purpos@male group of
subjects enhanced Internet use for communicatiopgses as compared to their counterparts. Hupf@egor (2006)
reported that male and female differences in weltcbéng appear to persist such as females are imiwre-mail, chat,
and search reference materials. Female tendecktthednternet more for communication, comparechades who use the
Internet for entertainment and news informationli¢ives, 2005). According to Yavuz Erdogan (2008) enatiolescents
reported a higher frequency of web surfing andreniames than females. However, females reportéghar frequency
of e-mailing. Shermaet al. (2000) further supported the Internet gender gaprg students by comparing the usage
patterns of male students participated more iniregrfnewsgroups and chat groups, while female stisdesported
significantly higher e-mail use. Girls also repasing text messaging more frequently than boysnjdgs & Wartella,
2004; Lenhart, Madden, & Hitlin, 2005), and are entikely to be involved in other online social irgetions, such as
using e-mail, than are boys (Subrahmanyetral., 2001). Results also revealed that female growgubjects found better
in Internet use for social net-working sites. Thessults supported by McKeneaal. (2002) who found that Internet use
reduces feelings of loneliness by increasing usseogial circles and helping them to become lessakpcanxious.
Garbarino & Strahilevitz's (2004) that the femafgerceived Internet as a tool of maintaining soeeles. So gender
difference influences the utilization of Interneteuamong the senior secondary school students.tBetienders involved
differently in various patterns of Internet use,fap as their academic use, communication purpsseial networking
usage and found parallel in recreational use drihat. Therefore, male and female may differ sigaiftly in their
attitudes towards their technological abilities ¢itiai & Shafer, 2006).
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