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ABSTRACT:-

The main purpose of present study was to deterffihe Comparative Study of
Economics-Status of Inter University Players of Blashtra”. For the present study the
source of data was 1485 inter university playdrdaharashtra from 11 different games -
Basket-Ball, Handball, Football, Volleyball, CriakeSoftball, Hockey, Kho-Kho, Kabaddi,
Badminton, Athletics , all these selected subjecésthe source of data. The age of the
subjects was ranging between 18 to 28 years. Theareher used survey method for
fulfilling his research purpose. The Questioner giéed in the subject by the researcher
from the players. The data was tabulated and amalyequired the Percentage, ‘t'value,
Mean & Standard Deviation Method for the purposeirdérpretation to determine the
significant difference in the mean. The Inter Unsitg Men & Women Players‘t’ value is
7.377, Urban & Ruler Players ‘t’ value is 2.474,ahe & Individual game Players ‘t’ value
Is 33.446. This ‘t'value is more than the tabulatedalue which is 1.96 because it is

significant.Hence the hypothesis is not accepted.
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INTRODUCTION

Researcher is working in the field of physical etion from many years. The effect
of positive performance, participation in sportsl @wonomic Status is being studied by the
researcher. In India some equipment of the gamkescliicket, badminton, tennis, archery,
shooting are costly and due to the absence of thg@spments there is an effect on sports
performance. Indian sportsman is facing the ecooomroblem and also social
encouragement. The economic status is also afeg@nformance of the Inter University
Players of Maharashtra. The economic problems anihlsencouragement also affects the
participation of the players. The Researcher wenssudy on the present economic status of
Maharashtra players. So the purpose of the pretedy was be to find out the Economic
Status effect on the Inter University Players ofhsli@shtra. The objective of the present
study is to find out the Economic Status of thedndniversity Players of Maharashtra. The
researcher has hypothesized that; Economics-Stdtidaharashtra Players will have no
significance difference. Due to this it was necgs$a have a study on Economic Status.

Therefore researcher decided to study on this subje
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RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
Under this chapter the Statement of the Prob{@pective of Study, Purpose of
the Study, Hypothesis, Source of data, selectiortest, and selection of subject and

collection of data is described.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

The problem was stated &6he Comparative Study of Economics-Status of Inter

University Players of Maharashtra”.

OBJECTIVE OF STUDY
The Objective of study is:-
1) Economics-Status of Men & Women players of Maharash
2) Economics-Status of Urban & Ruler players of Mabhtia.

3) Economics-Status of Team Game & Individual Plagdiglaharashtra.

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The purpose of present study was to determine ‘Gbomparative Study of

Economics-Status of Inter University Players of lsia@shtra”.
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HYPOTHESIS
It is hypothesized that,
1) Economics-Status of Maharashtra Men & Women Playdlfave no
significance difference.
2)  Economics-Status of Maharashtra Urban & Ruler Rtayall have no
significance difference.
3) Economics-Status of Maharashtra Team Game &ikhaial Game Players will

have no significance difference.

SOURCE OF DATA

For the present study the source of data was 14&5% university players of
Maharashtra from 11 different games - Basket-Bddindball, Football, Volleyball, Cricket,
Softball, Hockey, Kho-Kho, Kabaddi, Badminton, Agtits , all these selected subjects are

the source of data

SELECTION OF TEST

For the purpose of this study, 1485 inter univgrpiayers of Maharashtra from 11
different games were selected with the help of &#nmnandom sampling method. The age of
the subjects was ranging between 18 to 28 yeaes rd$earchers used the Socio-Economic

Status Scale (SESS), Tested Questioner for resparplose. The researcher used the survey
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method for fulfilling his research purpose. The &iumner got filled in the subject by the

researcher from the players.

SELECTION OF THE SUBJECT

For the purpose of this study, the data was cetean the basis of 1485 inter
university players from different university plageof Maharashtra and were selected with
the help of simple random sampling method. The Quesr got filled in the subject by the

researcher in the presence of the players.

COLLECTION OF DATA

The data was collected with the help of Questioiikle data was collected on the
basis of 1485 inter university players of Maharesfitom 11 different games - Basket-Ball,
Handball, Football, Volleyball, Cricket, Softbalockey, Kho-Kho, Kabaddi, Badminton,
Athletics, different university and were selecteithwthe help of simple random sampling
method. The Questioner got filled in the subjectthy researcher in the presence of the

players.
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ANALYSISAND INTERPRETATION OF DATA
For the purpose of this study the researcher delfedata on the basis of 1485 inter

university players from different universities ofakarashtra. The researcher conducted a
study to determine the Study Attitude & Sports Asteiment of the players of Maharashtra.
The data was tabulated and analysis required theefage, ‘t'value, Mean & Standard

Deviation, Co-relation Method for the purpose dénpretation

Table-1
The Table Shows Faculty wise Classification of
Players and their Percentage

Sr. Faculty Total Per centage
No. Players
1. | Physical Education (B.P.E., B.P.Ed., M.P.Ed.) 342 23.03
2. | Arts Faculty (B.A., M.A)) 340 22.90
3. | Commerce Faculty (B.Com. M.Com. M.B.A)) 359 Z4.1
4. | Science Faculty (B.Sc., M.Sc.) 142 9.56
5. | Technical Education (B.B.A., B.C.A., B.E., M.C_M.E.) 302 20.34
Total 1485 100.00

The above table Shows Faculty wise ClasificatainEconomic Statusof
selected 1485 Players Percentage. In this tablesig#t Education faculty which includes -
B.P.E., B.P.Ed., M.P.Ed., Arts faculty which inahsd-B.A., M.A., Commerce Faculty which

includes-B.Com., M.Com., M.B.A., Science Facultyiethincludes- B.Sc., M.Sc., Technical
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Education which includes- B.B.A., B.C.A., B.E.,, MAC, M.E. is shown with their
corresponding percentage .

The above table obeservation Shows that, the pagemf Commerce Faculty players
IS maximum which is 24.17%, the percentage of iehly&ducation faculty is 23.03%, Arts &
Technical Education have their percentage - 228Q%34%. In the last Science faculty has
their percentage -9.56%.

It is clear from the above discussion that, the&we faculty percentage is very low and

there is not much Significance difference in thecpatage of other faculty players.

The Graph Shows Faculty wise Percentage of Players

Faculty wise Percentage of Playprs = Physical Education

23.03 24.17 H Arts Faculty
20.34 4 Commerce Faculty

M Science Faculty
9 56 ® Technical Education
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Table-2
The Table Shows Economic Status of Mean & Standard Deviation of

Different Game Players

Sr. No. Games Mean Standard Deviation
1. Cricket 394.95 39.9904
2. Badminton 387.05 43.0063
3. Athletics 369.82 62.1249
4. Basketball 322.07 92.5276
5. Volley Ball 275.57 84.8670
6. Handball 219.29 94.6696
1. Softball 214.21 92.0225
8. Kho-Kho 189.49 107.0965
9. Foot ball 137.78 70.7008
10. |Kabaddi 107.19 48.6968
11. Hockey 88.01 54.0662

The above table shows the Mean & Standard Deviatfothe Economic Status of
total players of Maharashtra .The researcher obdeserially that up to fourth number the
games are Cricket, Badminton, Athletics Basketbd@lhey have the mean - 394.95, 387.05,
369.82 & 322.07 respectively. Also fifth, sixthyvsath number games as shown are Volley

Ball, Handball, Softball, having the mean -275.879.29, 214.21.Kho-Kho, Foot ball and
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Kabaddi players have mean- 189.49, 137.78, 107sl8hawn on eighth, ninth & tenth
number in the table and the last Hockey playerg lb® mean 88.01 .

It is clear that, the Cricket, Badminton, Athleti&€s Basketball players Economic
status is better than Volleyball, Handball, Softb&ho-Kho & Football players and

comparatively Kabaddi & Hockey players economidustais very low then other game

players
The Graph Shows Economic Status M ean of
Different Game Players
S
Mean H Cricket
394.95 387.05 369.82 M Badminton
32207 27557 M Athletics
219.29 214.21 M Basketball
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Table-3

The Table Shows the M ean Comparison of Economic status of
Men & Women Players

Players N Mean Standard Degree of Standard t-ratio
Deviation Freedom Error
Men 773 222.48 132.0673
1483 6.63397 7.377*
Women 712 271.42 123.5695

*Significant at 0.05 level Tabulated/alue 1.96

The above table shows the Mean Comparison of Ecmnsiaitus of Men & Women
Players. The researcher observed that, in the Sitidfen & Women Players, ‘t’ value is
7.377, 1483 is the Degree of freedom and 0.05dsSignificance level and this ‘t'value is

more than the tabulated ‘t’ value which is 1.@@dwuse it is found significant.

The mean observation shows the Women Players Edorstatus mean are 271.42 &
Men players have the mean 222.48.The women playeas is more than the Men players.

From this, it is cleared that, as per the analysnomic status of Men & Women
Players found statistical significant differencalanis seen that Women players Economic

status is better than Men players.
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The Graph Shows Economic Status Mean Comparison of

Men & Women Players

271.42

222.48

M Men
M Women
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Table-4
The Table Shows M ean Comparison of Economic status of Urban & Ruler Players

Players N Mean Standard Degree of Standard t-ratio
Deviation Freedom Error
Urban 572 235.41 129.5416
1483 6.92688 2.474*
Ruler 913 252.55 130.4689
*Significant at 0.05 level Tabulated/alue 1.96

The above table shows the Mean Comparison of Econstatus of Urban & Ruler Players.
The researcher observed that, in the Study of U€bRuller Players, ‘t’ value is 2.474, 1483
is the Degree of freedom and 0.05 is the Sigmfiedevel and this ‘t'value is more than the

tabulated ‘t’ value which is 1.96 because it isrfd significant.

The mean observation shows the Urban Players Edonstatus mean is 252.55 &
Ruler players have the mean 235.41.The women @agean is more than the Men players.

From this, it is cleared that, as per the analys@nomic status of Urban & Ruler
Players found significant difference and it is sdeat urban players Economic status is more

better than Ruler players.
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Table-5
The Table Shows M ean Comparison of Economic status of
Team Games & Individual Games Players

Players N Mean Standard Degree of Standard t-ratio
Deviation Freedom Error
Team
Games 1215 | 216.51 123.8845
1483 4.84154 33.446%
Individual
Games 270 378.44 54.0223
*Significant at 0.05 level Tabulated/alue 1.96

The above table shows the Mean Comparison of Ecmnstatus of Team &
Individual game Players. The researcher obsenaddiththe Study of Team & Individual
game Players, ‘t’ value is 33.446, 1483 is the Begif freedom and 0.05 is the Significance
level and this ‘t'value is more than the tabulatédsalue which is 1.96 because itis found
significant.

The mean observation shows the, Team game Playmsokic status mean are

216.51.The Individual game players mean 378.44aerthan the Team game players.
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From this, it is cleared that, as per the analysi®nomic status of Team & Individual
game Players found significant difference and it is sdbat Individual game players

Economic status is more better than Team gameglaye

The Graph Shows Economic Status Mean Comparison of

Team Games & Individual Games Players

216.51
B Team Game
M Individual Games
Team Game Individual

Games

TESTING OF HYPOTHESIS:-
The Researcher hypothesized that,
1)  Economics-Status of Maharashtra Men & Women Playédlfave no
significance difference.
Men & Women Players, ‘t’ value is 7.377, 1483 is tbegree of freedom and
0.05 is the Significance level and this ‘t'valuansre than the tabulated ‘t’ value
which is 1.96 because it is significant. Hence Higpsis is not accepted.
2)  Economics-Status of Maharashtra Urban & Ruler Rtayall have no

significance difference.
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Urban & Ruler Players, ‘t’ value is 2.474, 1483hs Degree of freedom and
0.05 is the Significance level and this ‘t'valsemore than the tabulated ‘t’ value
which is 1.96 because it is significant. Hence Hkgpsis is not accepted.
3) Economics-Status of Maharashtra Team Game & IndaliGame Players will

have no significance difference.

Team & Individual game Players, ‘t’ value is 33.44883 is the Degree of
freedom and 0.05 is the Significance level ansl tualue is more than the tabulated

‘t’ value which is 1.96 because it is significaHence Hypothesis is not accepted.

FINDINGS:-

The findings of this study shows that,

1) The first to fourth number games are Cricketli8aton, Athletics and Basketball.
They have the mean respectively- 394.95, 387.08.826& 322.07. Also fifth, sixth, seventh
number games are Volley Ball, Handball, Softbailihg the mean -275.57, 219.29, 214.21.
Kho-Kho, Foot ball and Kabaddi players have med8.49, 137.78, 107.19 which are on

eighth, nineth & tenth number and the last Hockieygrs mean is 88.01.
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2) Men & Women PlayerlSconomic status‘t’ value is 7.377, 1483 is the [2egof
freedom and 0.05 is the Significance level angdl thialue is more than the tabulated ‘t’
value which is 1.96 because it is found significant

3) Urban & Ruler Players, ‘t’ value is 2.474, 1483he Degree of freedom and 0.05
is the Significance level and this ‘t'value is radhan the tabulated ‘t" value which is 1.96
because it is found significant.

4) Team & Individual game Players Economic st&tuslue is 33.446, 1483 is the
Degree of freedom and 0.05 is the Significancelland this ‘t'value is more than the

tabulated ‘t' value which is 1.96 because it igrfd significant.

CONCLUSIONS:-

Following conclusion are given on the basis of iingd:

1) Cricket, Badminton, Athletics & Basketball playdfsonomic status is better than
Volleyball, Handball, Softball, Kho-Kho & Footbaplayers and comparatively
Kabaddi & Hockey game players economic status g kv than the other game
players.

2) Men & Women game Players Economic status faugaificant difference.

3) Urban & Ruler game Players Economic statusdaignificant difference.
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4) Team Game & Individual Game Players Econonatus found significant

difference.
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