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After taking several different learning style and personality tests for AGSC 325, I learned a lot about myself as a learner and as a person. Each one of the tests I completed revealed something that I had not really thought about in terms of how I learn best. Some of the results were expected while others were a total surprise, or reminded me more of how I used to learn rather than how I teach myself information and study now.
The first test I completed was the Multiple Intelligence Test. The goal of this test is to help the test taker understand that there are a variety of different ways that students learn and that each individual learns in their own personal style. We were asked to take this test in order to understand what our own strengths and weaknesses are as future teachers, because teachers tend to teach in the manor that would help them learn the material best, which is not always the best method to ensure the success of our students. The Multiple Intelligence Test breaks down the test-taker’s strengths and weaknesses into eight categories. My results are as follows:

	Linguistic 
	30

	Mathematics
	31

	Visual/Spatial
	41

	Body/Kinesthetic
	37

	Naturalistic
	28

	Music
	41

	Interpersonal
	32

	Intrapersonal
	32


My lowest scoring area was Naturalistic this came as a bit of a surprise to me as I love being outside and animals in particular. However, I am not good at categorizing, organizing my living area or surroundings and am not much of a planner, which are all things that people with naturalistic tendencies thrive at. My second and third lowest scoring areas were mathematics and linguistics. I found these results interesting as well because through out high school, I excelled in English and math. Math was always one of my favorite subjects in school as I loved problem solving and logic questions. I also loved writing – especially stories, songs and poetry. Throughout college however, I have lost all passion for math and writing. I have no desire to memorize names, places, or trivia, or to take the time to solve a brain teaser or math logic problem.
The middle range of my scores tied between interpersonal and intrapersonal, which I think fits my personality perfectly. Depending on my mood and the goal I am trying to accomplish depends on whether or not I am feeling social or would rather be alone to complete my tasks. In my studies, I always find it best to try to get an understanding of the material then work with a group to compare ideas and make sure I have a correct understanding, as well as to try and solves problems a different way and teach others my thoughts on the topic being discussed. I feel that I cannot effectively be a leader and share information until I have first spent time alone to learn the information to the best of my ability myself. Once I have taken my understanding to a sufficient level, in order to complete the learning cycle, I must then meet with others and discuss the information and learn of other people’s methods and understandings of that information.
My highest scoring areas on the Multiple Intelligence Test were kinesthetic and musical learner. I feel that both of these are very accurate about the way I learn, but were items I had never really thought about until I completed this test. I learn best by doing and love to participate in dissections, lab work, and experiments that require me thinking of an idea then actually trying it out to discover how exactly it works. As far as a musical learner goes, I am not very musically inclined although I played flute and trumpet throughout elementary school as well as sang. However, I almost constantly listen to music while I study or do work and in a Latin class I took during high school, I learned all my declensions by song – that is, I sang or hummed the song to remember them, as each declension had its own song as created by my instructor. I still to this day can sing the declension songs.

The second test I completed was the North Carolina State University Learning Styles Test. This test broke learning styles down into the following categories: active v. reflective learners; sensing v. intuitive learners; visual v. verbal learners; and sequential v. global learners. My results were balanced for active v. reflective, sensing v. intuitive, and sequential v. global. This simply means that as a teacher I should be able to understand and balance my teaching skills for different extremes of learners. However, for visual v. verbal, I scored on the high end of visual learning. In understand these results as I would much rather see a diagram or drawing them listen to a lecture. I do not completely agree with the results on this test and think that the results from the multiple intelligence test was much more realistic and appropriate to my learning and personality.
After taking both these tests I learned a bit more about what type of teacher I will naturally tend to be and what kind of teacher I will have to work to be. I will naturally be a teacher who likes to get their students involved with hands on activities and different creative ways of learning the material, the same way my Latin teacher taught me through humming tunes in high school. I will have to work on my organization, logic, and problem solving, and make sure that I incorporate my weaker areas in my lessons to ensure that my students are given a variety of different ways to learn the material in the hope that each student will be able to find their niche and learn the material in the way that suits them best.
Taking one or several different learning style tests is a good way to understand how you learn best and therefore, the method of teaching you will naturally gravitate towards. It is also important, as future educators that we understand not only our preferences and strengths, but also our deficiencies and weaknesses in learning and teaching styles as to make a conscious effort to include and work on adding our less confident areas into our teaching. By incorporating as many different teaching styles as possible into our classrooms we are not only providing variety as to keep our student engaged and not bored, but also providing our students with ways that are suitable and match their different styles of learning. It may also be beneficial to administer a test like this to our students as to see their strengths and weaknesses to better engage them in learning and help them work on their deficiencies and become more balanced learners.
