JFMSE, 25(6), pp. 1429~1439, 2013.

AL EAT HM25H Moz, SH66Z, 2013.

el Bt FEExd vA= B

.
=IL=PNIRIEF
(PATHE D)

www.ksfme.or.kr

http://dx.doi.org/10.13000/JFMSE.2013.25.6.1429

3k

Influence of Middle School Students' Empathic Ability on Receptive
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Abstract

This study is about the influence of middle school students' empathic ability on receptive attitude to
students with disabilities. The questionnaire survey is used to measure cognitive, emotional empathy ability
and the attitude of acceptance for students with disabilities targeting 300 students of middle school 2,3
grades. Empathy ability consists of 20 questions and the attitude of acceptance for students with disabilities
is composed of 31 questions, which are three sub-areas like personal life, school life and learning

activities.

After subjects were divided into top 30%, middle 40% and bottom 30% according to their empathy
ability, the attitude of acceptance for students with disabilities was measured. The results are as follows.
There was a difference between groups in receptive attitude as a whole and the sub-areas. And the top
group with high empathy ability had more acceptable attitude. In particular, there was a significant
difference in the acceptance attitude for students with disabilities depending on the level of cognitive
empathy ability rather than emotional empathy ability.

Key words : Middle school students,

Empathy, Receptive attitude to students with disabilities
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<Table 5> Results of F-testing among three groups according to the overall empathy level

. Top(n=85) Medium(n=121) Bottom(n=94)
Configuration F Scheffe
M SD M SD M SD
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<Table 7> Results of F-testing among three groups according to the emotional empathy

Top Medium Bottom
Configuration (n=91) (n=138) (n=71) F
M SD SD M SD

Personal life 2.73 87 2.85 71 3.07 85 3.68

School life 2.72 89 2.83 72 3.04 93 3.12

Learning activities 2.99 93 2.89 .80 3.13 94 1.87

Total 2.80 83 2.86 68 3.08 81 2.94
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