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Abstract

The purposes of- -this study were to study the correla-
‘tion between personality and scholastic aptitudes, and to
find prediction equations and the west predictors to predict
learning achievement of upper secondary school students
which were classified by learning programs, The 605 samples
of this research were Mattayomsuksa 6 students of public
schools in Chiang Mai in 1984, The instruments to collect
data were The California Psychological Inventory (CPI) and
4, Scholastic Aptitude Tests (SAT). The data were analyzed
by multiple regression analysis.

The study by classifying learning programs found that:

1¢ Science - Mathematics Learning Program The best
predictors to predict learning achievement were SAT-Numerical
(X ), Achievement via Independence (Ai), Flexibility (Fx),
N. _

and SAT-Reasoning (XR). The prediction equation in raw 5COres
was ‘ ' '

G, = .0277%, + 059641 - LOB35Fx + 0278, + #2703




2e English = Mathematics Learning Program : The best
predictors to predict learning achievement were SAT-Numerical
(Xy), Responsibility (Re), Good Impression (Gi), and SAT=-
Reasoning (XR). _The prediction equation in raw scores was @

-

82 - .0276X, + .0570Re - .0262GL + .0264Xy = 3087

3, English = French Learning Program : The best pre-
gdictors to predict learning achievement were Responsibility
(Re) and Social Presence (Sp). The prediction equation in
raw sCOres was

A _
G3 = 00621}Re + IOBSOSP = .519?

4. FEnglish - Thai Learning Program : The best pre-
dictors to predict learning achievement were Achievement via
Conformance (Ac), SAT-Numerical (Xy)y Self Acceptance (Sa),

and Self Presence (Sp). The prediction egquation in raw scores
was : : '
A
Gh « ,0237Ac + 20254Xy + «0378S%a ~ ,01668p + 5058

5. English - Social Study Learning Program : The best
predictors to predict learning achievement were SAT-Verbal

(Xv) and Femininity (Fe). The prediction eguation.in.raw
scores was 3

65 - .0328%; + .0309Fe + 4186

6. Agriculture Learning Program : The best predictors
to predlct learnlng achievement were SAT~Numerical (X ) and
Femlnlnlty {(Fe)., The predlction equatlcn in raw scores was ¢

66 = .0351Xy + .0367Fe + 1.5646

7. Home Economics Learnlng Program : The best pre-
dictor to predict learning achievement was Respon51b111ty
(Re), The prediction equation in raw scores was :

8? = J0674Re + .B8LEk




8, Commercial Business Learning Program : The best
predictors to predict learning achievement were Femininity

(Fe) and SAT-Numerical (XN). The prediction equation in raw

scores was @
A

Gy = ,OLBLTFe + .0243Xy + +6690
9, Public Health Learning Program : The best pre-
dictors to predict learning achievement were Achievement via

Conformance (Ac) and SAT-Verbal (XV). The prediction equa-
tion in raw scores was

65 = ,0274AC + .OEBBXV + 1,1265

In conclusion this study found that in order to predict
learning achievement of upper éecondary school students which
were classified by learning programs, the best predictors of
personality which were selected by ranking order from most to
least predictor were Responsibility (Re), Femininity (Fe),
Achievement via Conformance (Ac), Social Presence (Sp),
Achievement via Independence (Ai), Self Acceptance (Sa), Good
Impression (Gi), and Flexibility (Fx). And the best predic-~
tors of scholastic aptitudes which were selected by ranking

order from most to least predictor were SAT-Numerical, SAT~-
Verbal, and SAT-Reasoning. '
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