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ABSTRACT

The puprSe of this résearch was to study whether raters
knowing and raters not'knowing {information about clients would
differ in their empatﬁy ratings. The subjects in this research
were 30 male and:female students of the Facﬁlty of [Education,
Ramkhamhaeng Uhiversity who were enrolled in the cqg@ei"Techniques
in Counseling" for the second. semester of the academic year 1980
and who had never useddhrw empathy scale beforeo fhe instruments 
constructed by [the reasearcher. to be Used in this research were
the Empathy Rating Training Form, Informatlon about cllents and
the Empaﬁhf Rating Form. It was hypothe51zed that raters knowing
and ratefs not ‘knowing 'informaticn about clients would dlffer in

their empathy ratings.

The subjects were trained to use the empathy scale by the

Empathy Rating training Form which was constructed for this



purpose. Then, they were devided a ndom into experimental and

control groups with 15 subjects each. ¢ control group was
presented the Empathy Ra ediately. The

experimental group was “about the clients

to study for 20 minutes. -, were asked to rate

the Empathy Rating

'

> T - test w in the mean

pS. Results

ratings of the Empat
showed that raters, w ‘ ‘ ad id ave any infor-~
mation about clients, di atings on the

Empathy Rating Form.
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