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Abstract

The purposes of this study were: (1) to inverstigate the relationship between
the intelligence quotient, emotional quotient, adversity quotient, and creative thinking
(2) to examine those beta weight of intelligence quotient, emotional quotient,
adversity quotient affecting to students’ creative thinking (3) to find out good
predictors for predicting creative thinking and to construct multiple regression
equations.

The subjects consisted of 415 Prathomsuksa six students in Sukhothai
province in academic year 2004, though multi — stage random sampling. The
instruments for collecting data included Thurstone intelligence test, emotional test,
adversity test, and Guilford creative thinking test with reliability of .52,.71, .81 and
.57 respectively. The data were analyzed by correlation coefficient and multiple
regresstion analysis though SPSS for Windows.

The results were as follow :

1. There was a significant relationship at .01 level between intelligence
quotient, emotional quotient, adversity quotient and creative thinking with multiple

correlation coefficient of .429.



2. The beta weight of intelligence quotient of Verbal Meaning was
significantly to students’ creative thinking at .01 level with their percentage of

22.38 and intelligence quotient of Reasoning, intelligence quotient of Spatial
Relations, intelligence quotient of Perceptual Speed were significantly to students’
creative thinking at .05 level with their percentage of 12.10, 11.82 and 10.55
respectively.

3. Four of thirteen predictors: (1) adversity quotient of patient; (2) intelligence
quotient of Verbal Meaning; (3) intelligence quotient of Reasoning; (4) intelligence
quotient of Spatial Relations; affected creative thinking. The power of prediction
was 16.10 percents and the standard error of estimate was 9.985. The prediction

equations were as follow:
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