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<Abstract>

The purpose of this research is to gather basic data to make nursery teachers’ role clear and to suggest a way to improve
their expertise by investigating their sensitivity and expertise. To fulfill this aim, this research was performed by targeting
180 nursery teachers responsible for infant classes in national, public, and private nursery schools. To measure the nursery
teachers’ sensitivity, Gerber’s (2003) teacher sensitivity indicator is used. And to measure the efficacy of teaching play, the
indicator, which was developed by E. Shin, Y. Yu and H. Park (2004), was used through modification and complement. Also
for measuring the teacher’s expertise, research data were collected by the generalized and modified questionnaire which was
used in H. Yoon’s (2010) research. The results of the analysis of collected data show that the teacher group with higher
sensitivity in the infant class shows meaningfully higher professional ethics, higher performance, and higher recognition of
expertise than the teacher group with lower sensitivity. And the teacher group with higher awareness of the efficacy of play
shows higher professional ethics, higher performance, and higher recognition of expertise than the teacher group with lower
sensitivity. too. Also, the results of the analysis of the correlation between the infant teacher’s sensitivity, efficacy of teaching
play, and recognition of expertise show that the teacher’s sensitivity has a static correlation with the total points of social
necessity, professional ethics, fairness, teacher’s performance, and recognition of expertise. When we generalize the research
results, we find that positive sensitivity and higher efficacy of teaching play make the infant class teacher’s expertise

recognition higher.

ATA| O (Key Words) : 2LAF W71/ (teacher sensitiveness), & ©] 1485 7 (efficacy of teaching play), 73 <12 (recognition
of expertise)
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Table 1. Correlation between Sensitivity of Infant Teacher, Play Teaching Efficacy and Inception of Speciality =~ (N=180)

Sub factor 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 11 12 1B
1 Sensitivity ~ 1.00
2 Play efficacy belief .56*** 1.00
3 Playoutcome i g 100
expectation
g Play teaching e g g 10
efficacy
5  Social claim  37¢ 18  52%  42% 100
6 Social service 23 .30 .09 25 57+ 1.00
7 Autonomy 2B 30 09 25 57 g6 100
8 Vocational ethics 52 43 60" 6% 55 43w 43% 100
9 Fairness 32 40 A7 53w 0 12 12 4% 100
1o ~ Professional 3 39 10 31 20 023 23 4% 3¢ 100
knowledge
11 Teaching A5vA7ee gam 73w apw 47 17 5% 4% 18 100
performance
p Satsfactionof oo 00 290 sse s 31 07 4 2 100
vocation
3 Total speciality i Sge gge gzes e0ew sgew sgee goee S 7pee g3 w100

score

F) *p < .05, **p < 01, *p < .001
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Table 2. Variation of Speciality Inception among Sensitivity Difference of Infant Teacher (N=180)
Social claim Social service Autonomy Vocational ehics Fairness
Division
N M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
Low 37 410, 22 3.62 45 373 15 3.55, 57 3.40, 43
Sensiti Medium 78 448, 50 377 55 3.82 41 418, 41 3.77, 38
vity  High 65 4.82, 20 3.77 93 3.89 34 471, 29 4.28;, 49
F 9474 127 23 4.06* 6.73**
Expert knowledge Teaching Satlsfact%on of Total speciality
Division performance vocation score
N M SD M SD M SD M SD
Low 37 3.74 33 3.87 45 327 74 3.53, 26
Sensiti Medium 78 3.81 35 3.93 40 333 79 3.8% 26
vity  High 65 3.83 57 397 34 3.35 1.04 4.07, 27
F 45 273 257 6.37**
F) *p < .05, M*p < .01, *p < .001
High>M+1/25D, M-1/25D<Medium<M+1/2SD, Low<M-1/25D
Table 3. Difference of Speciality Inception among Infant Teachers’s Play Efficacy Belief (N=180)
Social claim Social service Autonomy Vocational ehics Fairness
Division
N M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
Low 38 451 39 371 48 357 25 3.71° 62 3.38° 45
PlY Medium 86 454 49 376 62 361° 34 423 41 3.86" Y]
efficacy ) b b b
belief  High 56 4.60 52 3.80 63 3.93 44 4.50 50 4.00 42
F 1.68 191 4.27% 5.14* 4.32*
Expert knowledge Teaching Satlsfact%on of Total score
Division performance vocation
N M SD M SD M SD M SD
Low 38 371 23 3.50, 29 314 94 3.55, 23
Play  \edium 86 3.86 39 3.95 40 3.09 83 3.92 26
efficacy )
belief  High 56 380 33 421, 29 320 95 4.0 23
F 250 6.36"* 56 7.64%¢
) *p < 05, ®p < 01
High>M#+1/2SD, M-1/2SD<Medium<M+1/25D, Low <M-1/2SD
7P e ol wAF Fko] ALEA F oA, HYEe,  ANOVA £4< AT =olasild e H+l/2
5784, A A S oM Aol w2 Got FEHAE VIR A, T, 5 HdoE RS
g A AR FolEkA 24 JESS & 5 Atk <Table 3>0l AAIEo] QlRo), AEA <129 3h9H

Goht mALe] Bolmsatt F ol ABAY(EE
3k Fehol e dEA U4E Eotrr] 93] One-way

T AEA(F=427, p<01), AHH2(F=5.14, p<.01), 34
d(F=4.32, p<.01), A28 A4 FH(F=7.64, p<.01)°lA
SAA SR Folg fo|7h YETh JERE 2ol E Lot
17] 913l Duncan AFFAFS AT A A-&4, A4
SElot 384, AEA AA A Qo] FFHOE =
ol&5Ad e AR THM=3.93/ 450/ 4.00/ 4.04)Z T
THM=3.61/ 4.23/ 3.86/ 3.92)°] SHHM=357/ 3.71/
3.38/ 355)HTt = Z o2 YehgTh
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SD
47
.65

(N=180)
41

Fairness
242

3.67
370
3.72

SD
69
45
29
SD
31
29
24

5.76*
1.95

Vocational ehics
Total score

3.56,
4.20
4.60,
3.88
3.90
3.93

gloll A 7}

SD
32
39
28
SD
87
78
125

[e]

T

118
116
4

vocation

e

Autonomy
Al

Satisfaction of

=
5

3.75
3.86
3.80
3.25
327
3.30

Al
ol

SD
48
57
94
SD
52
41
47

Social service
1.02
Teaching
performance
14

3.68
3.77
3.79
3.88
3.89
391

SD
41
47
45
SD
16
38

283
91

Social claim

Expert knowledge

441
444
4.50
3.80
3.83
3.88

&l One-way ANOVA

3]

42
60
42
60

Expectation pMedium 78

High
Low
High
ol®7] ¢

Expectation Medium 78

Low

o}
=

Division
Division

2) obil sARe] Eo|Asbrlr) £E($F M@)ol
Q142

tle, =ol 23

of play

outcome
of play
outcome

Al

Table 4. Difference of Speciality Inception among Infant Teacher’s Play Outcome Expectation

High>M+1/2SD, M-1/2SD<Medium<M+1/25D, Low <M-1/25D

) Fp < .01
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