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The Comparison of the Impact of |Q and Social
Intelligence on the Compliance with Administrative
Regulatory Policies.
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to compare the impact of intellectual quotient and social
intelligence on compliance with the administrative regulatory policies. This study found two things.
The first one is the correlation between intellectual quotient and social intelligence is not so high.
No matter how high is his or her intellectual quotient may be, it cannot be said that his or her
social intelligence will be high in proportion to IQ. The second one is the influence of social
intelligence on administrative regulatory policies is bigger than that of intellectual quotient. So to
execute a policy efficiently, we cannot succeed without consideration to the factors of social

intelligence. The result of analysis implies that policy authorities and the concerned citizens should

try to get the social intelligence factors involved in all processes of administrative regulatory

policies such as agenda setting, decision, implementation, evaluation and feedback.

» Keyword : &AIS(intellectual quotient), AlBIXIS(social intelligence), Z&=E(policy compliance)
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