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Identification of Students' Prefered Intelligences for Fourth and Eighth Grades
According to Multiple Intelligences Theory

Ahmed F. Al-Alwan *

ABSTRACT

The study aimed at the identification of students' prefered intelligences for fourth and eighth grades
according to multiple intelligences theory. Also, how students' prefered intelligences differ according to
students' grade level and gender. The study sample consisted of (623) male and female students in the
Directorate of Education in the City of Ma'an for the academic year 2006/2007. To collect data, the
researcher used the Jordanian version of Mackenzie' multiple intelligences inventory.

Results of the study revealed that the most preferred multiple intelligences by students' fourth grade
was:The Liguistic, Logical- Mathmatical, Spatial and Bodily-Kinesthetic. Results also revealed that
students' eighth grade preferred the following intelligences:The Bodily-Kinesthtic, Interpersonal, Musical
and Naturalist. The results of this study showed that the least preferred multiple intelligences were: The
Existential and intrapersonal. In addition , the results of the study revealed the male students' preferred

Logical — Mathmatical, Bodily-Kinesthetic, whereas the female students' preferred Musical Intelligence.
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