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Effects of the Story Sharing Activity on Conflicting Situations by Using Children’s
Story on the Theory of Mind and Peer Competence of Preschoolers

Mi Hee Lee -Soon Bok Lee
Department of Early Childhood Education, Uiduk University, Gyeongju, Korea

Abstract

The aim of this study is to examine the effects of the story sharing activity on-conflicting situations by the
use of children's story on the theory of mind and peer competences of preschoolers so that appropriate
teaching materials can be allocated for the actual preschool education site. The subjects of this study were
46 preschoolers under the age 4 at the attached kindergarten of P University in Pohang City, Gyeongbuk and
in which 23 children among them were assigned to a test group and the other 23 to a control group. The
collected data was analyzed by SPSS ver. 15.0 program and Cronbach's o, coefficient was yielded to verify
the reliability for each scale. The multivariate analysis of covariance (MANCOVA) was conducted. The analysis
results are as follows. First, the story sharing activity on conflict situations by using children's story had a
significant effect on the preschoolers' general appearance and actual task as sub-factors of the theory of
mind, whereas no significant effects were found regarding the content change task and position change
task. Second, the story sharing activity on conflict situations by using children's story had significant effect
on the preschoolers' overall sensitivity, insecurity and pro-sociability as sub-factors of the peer competences,
whereas no significant effects were found regarding the aggression, exclusivity and anti-sociability.
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Table 1. Descriptive Characteristics of Participants

Group Male SexFemaIe Total Average age
Experimental group 9 14 23 4yr1mo
Control group 8 15 23 4yr3mo
Total 17 29 46 4yr2 mo
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Table 2. Procedure of Sharing a Story by Using Children's Stories
Process Activity procedure Content of activity Duration (min)
Perceiving 1. Listening to children's The teacher reads a children's story about a conflict situation. 5
stories
Investigating 2. Presenting and clarifying ~ The teacher asks appropriate questions to see whether children understand the 20-25
a conflict situation content or if they are engaged in verbal interactions with them to clarify the
conflict situation and disputed points.
3.Inducing and facilitating ~ The teacher discusses about "why a character performs such an action” or "what
story sharing he/she should have instead" in an important conflict situation.
4. Maintaining a conflict The teacher brings young children back to the conflict situation topic when they
state drift away from the focus of the conflict situation with a different subject.
Inquiring 5. Keeping balance in the The teacher arranges and clearly repeats the reactions of young children in a story
controversy sharing activity, prevents story sharing from deviating off the disputed point, and
intervenes to guide them to think in various aspects.
The teacher does not enforce his/her answers onto young children's minds when
they voice their opinions or thoughts.
6. Thinking about the Young children imagine how a character would feel according to their thoughts.
emotions of characters
Utilizing 7. Generalization Young children generalize the content of story sharing from the character's point 5
of view and talk about similar experiences they had, if any.
The teacher helps them connect the disputed point to a real-life situation by
sharing his/her experiences with them.
The teacher encourages young children to initiate as problem solvers in daily lives
near the end of the story sharing.
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Figure 1. (A) Theory of mind smarties subject (replace the contents of a challenge). (B) Theory of mind maxi subject (position challenges). (C) Theory of mind (look-
physical separation challenges).
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Table 3. Research Procedure and Experiment Duration of the Experiment Group
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Literature study and basic organization of a theoretical background

Selecting subjects
Experiment group: 23 from P Kindergarten
Control group: 23 from P Kindergarten

Selecting research instruments
Theory of mind test
Peer competence questionnaire

Preliminary test and research (April 21-24)

Training teachers and research assistants (April 27)

Experiment group

Control group

Pre-tests (Theory of mind test, peer competence questionnaire) (April 28-May 1)

Story sharing with children's stories  Experimental treatment (Total 24 sessions, twice per week for 12 weeks from May 4 to July 20) Listening to children’s stories

Post-test (Theory of mind, peer competence) (July 21-23)

Analysis of findings and discussion
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Table 4. Examples of Conflict Factors and Content in Selected Children's Stories

Curriculum area/

Session Date Life topic Title of children's story . Content of conflict
conflict factor
Preliminary ~ 4/21  Our family Who Would Go With Me?  Social studies/ A conflict situation in which the rabbit asks various animals to help it
<XoséBallesteros/ Better ~ Problem solving after having its home taken away by the bad antelope, it gets rejected,
Books> and finally recovers its home with the help of the ant.
1 5/4  Our The Three Pigs <David Language/ A conflict situation in a process where the three pigs opened a door to
neighborhood ~ Wiesner Marubol> Problem solving  the wolf.
2 5/8  Our Takt'ak T'okt'ok Ummae,  Language/ A conflict situation where the cows and hens joined together in
neighborhood  The Cow Is Writing A Communication a demonstration to convey their needs to the master through a
Letter <Dorin K'lironin/ typewriter.
Joongang M&B>
3 5/11  Qur Make way for Ducklings. — Inquiry/ A conflict situation about the nest and the nurturing methods between
neighborhood  <Robert McCloskey/ Communication the duck husband and wife.
Sigong Junior>
4 5/14  Our The Little House Expression/ A heartbreaking conflict situation in which the home country with a
neighborhood  <Virginia Lee Burton/ Problem solving beautiful scenery gradually becomes urbanized and transforms.
Sigong Junior>
5 5/18  Our Carmine the Crow <Heidi  Language/ A conflict situation in which the crow receive star dusts to make a wish
neighborhood  Holder/Marubol> Communication ~ come true after saving the swan and then distributes them to its friends.
6 5/22  Our A Story, A Story <Gail E. Language/ A conflict situation which overcomes hardship to find a story when
neighborhood  Haley/Borim Press> Problem solving there is none in the world.
7 5/25  Shape In the Night Kitchen Inquiry/ A conflict situation to form trust around the kitchen where the desire
<Maurice Sendak/ Communication for food is also fulfilled.
Sigong Junior>
8 5/29  Shape Joseph Had a Little Expression/ A conflict in which the overcoat gradually wears out and a button,
Overcoat <Simms Taback/ ~ Problem solving which is supposed to be hidden with a small piece of cloth, is being
Better Books> searched for.
9 6/1  Color Crow Boy Expression/ A conflict situation describing a little boy, who has been alone since
<Taro Yashima/BIR Anti-prejudice entering the school, transforms himself into a recognized crow.
Publishing>
10 6/5  Color Peter’s Chair Inquiry/ A conflict situation in which Peter loses the attention from his parents
<Ezra Jack Keats/ Problem solving due to his newborn sibling and opens up his mind later and thanking
Sigongsa> his considerate.
11 6/8  Healthy life Where the Wild Things Social studies/ A conflict situation in which Max overcomes conflicts with his mom
Are <Maurice Sendak/ Problem solving and the hardship in the imaginary world of monsters.
Sigong Junior>
12 6/12  Healthy life The Wolf and the Seven ~ Health/ A conflict situation in which the little lambs opened a door to a wolf
Lambs<Brothers Grimm/  Problem solving  disguised as their mom.
Better Books>
13 6/15  Animal One Fine Day Social studies/ A conflict situation in which the fox, whose tail has been cut after
<Nonny Hogrogian/ Problem solving drinking milk from the grandmother, gets what it needs.
Sigong Junior>
14 6/19  Animal Sylvester and the Magic  Inquiry/ A conflict situation in which a little donkey called Sylvester turns into
Pebble <William Steig/ Problem solving  a rock, it endures solitude and hardship for a long time, and turns back
The Dasan> into a donkey.
15 6/22  Animal The Garden of Abaul Language/ A conflict situation in which Allen who didn't believe in magic at first
Gasazi Communication but later experiences the magical world.

<Chris Van Allsburg/

Better Books>

298 | Vol.51, No.3, June 2013: 293-306
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Table 4. Examples of Conflict Factors and Content in Selected Children's Stories (Countinue)

Curriculum area/

Session Date Life topic  Title of children's story . Content of conflict
conflict factor

16 6/26 Animal Guri And Gura Social studies/ A conflict situation where Guri and Gura made breads and shared with
<Rieko Nakagawa/Hollym  Problem solving animals in the forest.
Corp Publishers>

17 6/29 Animal The Story of the Little Expression/ A conflict situation in which the mole hits the road in order to find out
Mole Who Knew it Was ~ Problem solving  whose dung hit him on the head.
None of His Business
<Werner Holzwarth/
Sakyejul Publishing >

18 7/3  Animal Kitten's First Full Moon Language/ A conflict situation in which the kitten tries to eat the moon that was
<Kevin Henkes/ Problem solving reflected on water and ends up drinking milk.
BIR Publishing>

19 7/6  Summer Rainbow Fish Social studies/ A conflict situation in which Rainbow Fish gives out his scales to his
<Marcus Pfister/ Problem solving friends.
Sigongsa>

20 7[10  Summer Play With Me Social studies/ A conflict situation in which the girl, who wants to play with animals in
<Marie Hall Ets/ Sigong ~ Communication the forest starts, getting lonely once they all disappear.
Junior>

21 713 Summer Mr. Gumpy's Outing Language/ A conflict situation between kids and animals whom all want to board
<John Burningham/ Communication  the boat of Mr. Gumpy.
Sigong Junior>

22 7/16  Summer Little Red Riding Hood Health/ A conflict situation between the Wolf and the Little Red Riding Hood.
<Brothers Grimm/ Borim  Problem solving
Press>

23 7/17  Summer Swimmy <Leo Lionnie/ Social studies/ A conflict situation between the main character and friends who
Marubol> Problem solving threatened by a tuna.

24 720 Summer Alexander and the Wind-  Language/ A conflict situation between the mouse who is always chased by

Up Mouse <Leo Lionnie/
Marubol>

Problem solving

someone and the wind-up mouse who is loved by everyone.
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Table 5. Example of a Daily Plan for Educational Activities

Life topic

Animal Subject Four-year-olds Level Il Level

Daily topic

Educational objective

Education-related elements

Preparations

Perceiving (5 min)

Investigating (20-25 min)

Inquiring

Utilizing
(5 min)

Activity photos

Bread making by Guri and Gura Time for the implementation of a  Social studies (30-35 min)
curriculum area

Learning methods on how to cooperate with others according to the main character and its actions to move heavy eggs.

<Social studies >
» Living with neighbors
Understanding the importance of Dure and working together
- Collaborating with others_(Il Level).
- Respecting the opinions of friends and participating in group activities_(Il Level).

Children's books, activity boards, various kinds of bread
Educational content

i Fila 1. Read Guri and Gura to young children and talk about the contents with them.

v

!M. 2. Encourage them to share things and respond them with praises.

1. Talk about the contents of the story with them.
- What did Guri and Gura discover in the forest?
- What were they trying to do with the huge egg?
- What did they do after making bread?

2. Ask questions to help them perceive a conflict situation and clarify it.
- How did they try to move the huge egg to their home?
- How did they move the huge egg easily?
- What did they do when they could not move the egg to their home?
3. Help them perceive the conflict situation by talking about topics away from the conflict situation and then focus.
- How did they break the stubborn egg?
- How did they make bread?
- How would other animals feel when they smelled the bread which Guri and Gura did not share with them?
- How would other animals feel when Guri and Gura shared food with them?
4. Discuss ways to move a heavy eqgg together.
- Can one move a heavy egg by him or herself?
- Will'a group of people be able to move a heavy egg easily through cooperation?
- How can a heavy egg be moved?
- What kind of tools will be necessary to move an egg?
5. Make a list of methods on the activity board based on the discussions.

1. Make a presentation on methods of moving a heavy egg they came up with based on the discussions.
2. Make breads with different shapes.
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Table 6. The Pre- and Post-test of Theory of Mind

Family and Environment Research fer

Experimental group (n=23)

Control group (n=23)

catseu: Pre-test Post-test Adjusted Pre-test Post-test Adjusted
gory M SD M SD average M SD M SD average
Content 1.21 .79 1.69 A7 1.69 1.21 .599 1.43 .58 1.42
Position .60 .65 1.30 .87 1.31 1.00 .79 1.04 .87 1.03
Appearance-reality 2.86 1.32 3.47 89 3.50 2.86 1.17 2.86 117 2.84
False-comprehension 2.78 1.31 373 .68 3.75 2.60 1.26 3.00 1.00 298
The adjusted average score.
Table 7. Multivariate analysis of covariance (MANCOVA) results
Hypothesi f
Effect Value F* ypothesis degrees o Error degrees of freedom  Significance
freedom
Theory of mind
Pillai's Trace 259 3.488 4 40 016
Wilks' Lambda J41 3.488 4 40 016
Hotelling's Trace 349 3.488 4 40 016
Roy's Largest Root 349 3.488 4 40 016
Experimental/control
Pillai's Trace 267 3.642 4 40 013
Wilks' Lambda 733 3.642 4 40 013
Hotelling's Trace 364 3.642 4 40 013
Roy's Largest Root 364 3.642 4 40 013
*p<.05.
Table 8. The Result of Analysis of Variance
1] D f
Source The dependent variables type cgrees 0 Mean squared F Significance
sum of squares freedom
Experimental/control Content 820 1 820 2.857 .098
Position 912 1 912 1.160 .288
Appearance-reality 4.887 1 4.887 5.322* 026
False-comprehension 6.874 1 6.884 11.021* .002
*p<.05.
Cronbach’ s o A5 AH=st9Ath, =4, vheoledt Eedli-64d EOE EER AR oo L] EEol ot nhaolE
o) A A5 SRl o sl ARt SARTE S of FEE vA=AE HSEP] f1el AR Avks vt A
9lo @ nhgolEat Eehs o) A s BAHeloR slo] AT BANT 2 nkgolEe] Bte) ol AR - Al
chS] SRRk EA (MANCOVA)S AAIBHAAL 05<zollA 51 ] Baf, EEEAF 9 24 H et UERi It (Table 6).
Moz goS Pzl ole 29t 254 olop|uey] 2ol Aol (U
Ao, FANDE SHHRIOE, ol 29 APIHARE S
O BhT npgo|Ee] AFHSE FEULOR Slof T &
o241} Ale AAIRE 23S e It Table 7)
BB HET L5 oloprlubey] BEo] fole] ulgol
1. SEE 28 ZSYE 0[0p7|LiF7| 30| R0t2| ORS0IE 20| VA= 3ol ¥t MANCOVARA 23}, nhaol29] AR
ol g2 nlxl=71? Axre] el 3K Wilks Lambda, F=3.483, p<.05)7} %4
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Table 9. The Pre & Post-test of Peer Competence

Experimental Group (n=23)

Control group (n=23)

cafeuir Pre-test Post-test Adjusted average Pre-test Post-test Adjusted average
20ry M SD M sp 9 . M SD M SD ! .
[rritability 9.13 3.09 6.13 2.28 5.52 8.04 3.49 6.26 2.1 6.86
Aggression 11.43 4.61 8.13 1.84 7.57 9.82 1.61 8.04 1.39 8.59
Exclusion 1.73 5.61 9.00 2.67 8.13 9.91 2.89 7.60 1.49 8.47
Instability 8.00 3.35 5.26 1.68 487 6.73 237 6.17 1.74 6.55
Non-sociability 9.56 424 6.65 1.58 6.21 8.21 3.35 6.43 .89 6.87
Prosociality 23.17 6.60 29.43 3.04 30.23 22.86 3.04 26.73 2.75 25.93
The adjusted average score.
Table 10. The Result of Multivariate Analysis of Covariance (MANCOVA)
Effect Value E Hypothesis degrees of Error degrees of freedom  Significance
freedom
Peer competence
Pillai's Trace 532 7.1947 6 38 .000
Wilks' Lambda 468 7.1947 6 38 .000
Hotelling's Trace 1.136 7194 6 38 .000
Roy's Largest Root 1.136 7.1947 6 38 .000
Experimental/control
Pillai's Trace 429 4763* 6 38 .001
Wilks' Lambda 571 4.763% 6 38 .001
Hotelling's Trace 752 4763 6 38 .001
Roy's Largest Root 752 4763 6 38 .001
*p<.01, ™p<.001.
Moz fojgt o= Uehton Bote 2hgh 254 olof  SolEe ulma JeS nA o U
7|Uie7] BHgo] i) ik el AVHF=3,642 p<.05)3S
ket WE chgl MR Golet Ao Uehith B4 2, SEE $88t BSAUE 0l0p|Lie| 50| R0l0| EAS
Moz fojgt Ao Lt Fole Bhge 4T oot Aol S nlxk=7f?
7] FEo] fole] ufgolRo| uAi el Al oIS HIE B WA olob|uier] W] foke Eehh
ool 7] QJaf Tl HeEFEAS AAEHITHTable 8). 540l mAl= P AT 8l AR Ak v A
EolS Shgeh 754 olop/|Li] BHgo] fole] ufge]  ARRThn BAIKE 7k Eejgde) ohe) aold Ak - A}
Eol| A= FaNE AET A, WEAATA, Aol AR e, EEEAL U 2% Hehs Ureh i Slck(Table 9).
Ale] 519) olofAt AR fole] Bato] 22 1.69, 131 254 olopr|uiey] 2hge] Aol (U, BAIY
= Yehlon] SATe] o= 27 1,42, 1.035 vehd & SHRcler, fobe] ®efi-s/d e AAAE sHele R
o AR SARE o] frelgh Aok g AR U sk fote] EelfsAe) AFSE F4HRI0R slo] T
ERtTh E9E YAl SR, slleolsls el a9 QslollAl A AAISFITH(Table 10).
L EAoR folgt o]/l g o Uedth 2 oAl FolE a9 2548 olop|Uiey] 2ol fote] Eeh
i) 49, ARHHBE=3,502] Folt BANGBE 50l vl Jaol T MANCOVARY A, fole] wefs
=2.84)2] fotol| vlal FoloHA =2 AE A AR Yl 54 APAAARY] Sl BIHF=7.194, p<.001)7} FAA SR
o}, & flofsliselo] allofAe HAXNT(EA=3.75)2] fForlt  Fogt Ao ® yehkon 53lE S8t IS oo v
SARTCEF=2,98)9] fotel vl FosH =2 HE U8 9 FaIE TRl vkF=4.763, p<.0)%E EFRE K o
o S BEI ST olop|LT] ol foke] np el WRFRA A Rof3t A0 ekt oloh 2 Al §
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Table 11. The Result of Analysis of Variance
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Source Dependent variable Il type sum of squares Dfergeree;e:':f Mean squared F Significance
Experimental/control
Exclusion 995 1 995 365 .549
Non-sociabi 3.630 1 3.630 3.135 084
Prosociality 153.537 1 153.537 22.519"* .000
Instability 23.386 1 23.386 8.959™ .005
Irritability 8.655 1 8.655 4.601* 038
Aggression 15.056 1 15.056 3.834 057

*p<.05, p<.01, *p<.001.
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/4%:5} HH;’GH H|AFDL

o] Wto] 242 8,13, 6.21, 5.52%
UrEHH‘ZiEEti %Xﬂé} o] = 7474 8.47, 6.87, 6.862 Lt}
% folgt Hol7} gl= Aow

Jefsgel, el A1, ek, shlde] sk aalel s
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