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This thesis investigates adversity quotient levels of primary school
teachers at the Rattanakosin group of schools under the jurisdiction of the
Bangkok Metropolitan Administration. Also compared are the adversity quotient
levels of these teachers by reference to the aspects of gender, age, marital status,
length of employment and monthly income. The sample population was
comprised of 450 teachers. The research population was comprised of 220
primary school teachers at the Rattanakosin group of schools. The research tool
was a questionnaire couched at a reliability level of 0.95. All 220 questionnaires
were returned (100%). Questionnaire data were analyzed, formulated and
tabulated in terms of frequency, percentage, mean, and standard deviation. In

addition, the t-test, and one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) methods were
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used in the analysis of the data. In case of differences determined to be ata
statistically significant level of 0.05, Sheffe’s post hoc comparison or the Least
Significance Difference (LSD) method were techniques used.

The findings are as follows:

1. The overall adversity quotient levels of primary school teachers being
investigated were at a high level. Moreov/er, the aspects of situational control,
establishing reasons for obstacles, acceptance of personal performance,
awareness of the effects of obstacles, and perseverance in the face of difficulty
were also at a high level.

2. Primary school teachers differing in gender did not overall evince
differences in adversity quotient levels. However, concerning adversity quotient
levels, it was found that teachers who differed in gender evince differences at a
statistically significant level of 0.05 in regard to the aspect of the awareness of
the effects of obstacles.

3. Primary school teachers differing in age evince differences in adversity
quotient levels at the statistically significant level of 0.05 in reference to the
aspect of an awareness of the effects of obstacles. Overall, and in regard to the
other four aspects, no statistically significant differences were found.

4, Pﬂmary teachers who differed in martial status evinced no statistically
significant differences in adversity quotient levels overall and in all aspects.

5. Primary school teachers with different lengths of employment evinced
no statistically significant difference in adversity quotient levels overall and in all

aspects.

6. Primary school teachers who differed in monthly income levels evinced
statistically significant difference at the 0.05 level regarding adversity quotient
levels both overall and in regard to the aspect of situational control. Concerning

the other four aspects, no statistically significant differences were evinced.





