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Figure 1. Visual representation of four emotions across
tangible and abstract depiction categories
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TABLE 1: COMPARISON OF QUESTIONS FOR ORIGINAL USE AND MODIFIED
FOR PARTNERS' IMAGES

Original questions for
masterpieces in the Museum
(Yenawine, 2013)

1. What's going on in the image?

2. What do you see that makes you
say that?

3. What more can we find?

Modified questions for
partner's images

1. What's going on in your
partner'simage?

2. What do you see that makes
you say that?

3. What more can you find?

TABLE 2 DESIGNS OF INTERVENTION ACTIVITIES AND DATA COLLECTION
Abilityto be trained

Week |Research Stage| Course Contents
1-2 |Pretest

Data Collection

Introduction [Survey

El (self emation appraisal}
Emotion recognition El (other emotion appraisal)
lby drawings El {use of emotion)
Cognitive empathy

El (self emotion appraisal)

Drawingimages

. nwritten reflections
3-4 |intervention

Drawingimages
El {other emotion appraisal) ritten reflections
El (use of emotion)
ICognitive empathy
IAffective empathy

Filling the Blank with

‘ .
5-6 [intervention Blessings

6 Post test Post Test

Survey

=R
n
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TABLE 3 COMPARISON OF PRE AND POST.TEST SCORES IN EMOTIONAL
INTELLIGENCE AND EMPATHY FOLLOWING INTERVENTION

Pretest Posttest P
Variables average SD average SD
Emotional intelligence (EI) 10.5 1.79 11.07 1.32 0.04
EL Self emotion appraisal 5.26 0.97 5.57 0.98 0.02
EIL Other emotion appraisal 5.16 1.14 5.55 1.04 <.001
EI Use of emotion 5.3 1.08 5.47 AT 0.05
EI. Emotion management 5.06 1.23 52 1.12 0.36
Empathy 5.73 0.61 5.96 0.55 <.001

TABLE 4 PRE-POST TEST OF EMPATHY RANK IN REFLECTIVE WRITING (N=55)

R Level 1 Level 2 Level 3

Pre té§ £ (Developing) (Proficient) (Exemplary)
Rank n % n % n %
Level 1 4 (19.05) 13 (61.90) 4 (19.05)
Level 2 7 (24.14) 15 (51.72) 7 (24.14)
Level 3 0 (0.00) 2 (22.22) 7 (77.78)
Total 11 (20.00) 30 (54.55) 18 (32.73)

22 =11.990, p = 0.02
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