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Abstract
This research was purposed to study multiple intelligent (MT) potential of Rajabhat

Maha Sarakham University’s undergraduate students following with the comparison according to
the faculty, class year and gender of their own. 650 regular undergraduate students were pained
by simple random sampling from 5,845 ones as the population by quota covering over every
class year and every faculty in academic year 2007. They conducted questionnaire comprised 8
aspects of MI which were Verbal-Linguistic Intelligence (V), Logical- Math- Metrical
Intelligence (L), Spatial Intelligence(S), Musical Intelligence(M), Body-Kinesthetic
Intelligence(B), Interpersonal Intelligence(P), Infrapersonal Intelligence(l) and Naturalistic
IntelIigence(N}accompaniedr with opened- end questions. Its reliability was .926. Frequency,
percentage and one-way analysis of variance were applied for data analysis. In addition, content’
analysis was done through opened-end questions. The results were as follows;

1. The total students assessed themselves of having the first 3 serial MI, respectively,
from high to low as I,P and M.

2. The first 3 serial MI of the students, respectively, from high to low, according to
each faculty were shown . I,P and V were for those students from faculty of Education. LP and M
did from faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences. LP and B did from Faculty of Management
as well as from Faculty of Science and Technology while N,P and B did for Faculty of
Agricultural Technology.

3. The first 3 serial MI of the students, respectively, from high to low,” "_laccording to

each class year were shown . LP and B were for those students from the first class yéar as well as



the fourth class year. LP and V were for those students from the second class year, L,P and M
were for those students from the third class year,

4. The first 3 serial MI of the students, respectively, from high to low, according to
each gender were shown. IP and B were for male students while LP and V were for female ones.

3. According to the students from varjous faculties , there is no statistically
significant difference of MI considering as a whole among them at .01 level,

6. According to the students from various class years, there is no statistically
significant difference of MI considering as a whole among them at .01 level.

7. There is no statistically significant difference of MI considering as a whole

between different genders at .01 level.



