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Multiple Intelligence and with Ego Strength of the students

Dr. samia samir shehata

The research aims to study the multiple intelligences and the Ego Strength of
students in King Saud University. Sample was selected consisting 130
student and a student of university students. (66) males and (64) females.
Average age (25.18) and a standard deviation (1.56). Scale was applied to
the social psychology of ego-strength Invontry of Maxtrom et al. and The
measure of multiple intelligences of McKinsey. The results showed that the
intelligences enjoyed by members of the sample according to their
evaluations of themselves in descending order were as follows: social
intelligence (Inter-personal), linguistic intelligence, musical intelligence,
logical intelligence, natural intelligence, spatial intelligence, existential
intelligence , bodily intelligence profile. The results also showed that the
dimensions of ego strength enjoyed by members of the study sample
according to their evaluations of themselves in descending order were as
follows: care, hope, will, wisdom, cometence, purpose, love ,fidelity. Results
also showed a correlation function between the dimensions of multiple
intelligences and the strength of the ego as follows: the existence of
correlation function between linguistic intelligence and both the wisdom and
care; and logical intelligence, care and will; a correlation between visual
spatial intelligence and both the care and love and will; a correlation
between physically intelligence , both of love and care, hope and the total
degree of the strength of the ego; a correlation between music intelligence ,
both of cometence and , fidelity, love and wisdom, care, and the total degree
of the strength of the ego; a correlation between interpersonal intelligence
and cometence; a correlation between intrapersonal intelligence and both
love and care, competence and hope and the total degree of the strength of
the ego; a correlation between natural intelligence and hope; a correlation
between existential intelligence and both proupse and care; and finally the
existence of correlation between the total score of multiple intelligence and
both of fidelity and care and cometence. The results also showed that there
are no differences between males and females in both the linguistic and
logical , spatial, music, social and natural intelligence and the total score of
multiple intelligence In the hope and care and fidelity and love and the
will dimensions and the total degree of the strength of the ego. While others
have found significant differences between males and females in physical
and personal intelligence and the puropse , wisdom and cometence
dimensions of the strength of the ego.




