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ABSTRACT

The Effects of Multicultural Education Utilizing 

Multimedia Pictorial Fairy Tales on 4-year-old Children’s 

Multicultural Perception and Prosocial Behaviors

Jung, Kyung-Sil

Department of Early Childhood Education

The Graduate School of Education

Sungshin Women’s University

  The purpose of this study is to identify the effects of interactive 

multicultural education utilizing multimedia pictorial fairy tales on the 

development of 4-year-old children’s multicultural perception and prosocial 

behaviors. 

The research topics of this study were as follows:

1. How the multicultural education using multimedia pictorial fairy tales 

affect children’s multicultural perception?

2. How the multicultural education using multimedia pictorial fairy tales 

affects children’s proscial behavior?
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  The present study was performed from October 22, 2012 to November 30, 

2012. 40 4-year-old children of S kindergarten and A kindergarten in 

Uijeongbu-si with the similar social and economic condition were selected. 

The experimental group was 20 4-year-old children of S kindergarten, who 

were 10 boys and 10 girls and the control group was 20 4-year-old children 

of S kindergarten, who were 11 boys and 9 girls. The children in the 

experimental group listened to multimedia pictorial fairy tales and performed 

related educational activities. The control group proceeded the standard 

curriculum of kindergarten. The experiment was carried out twice a week 

for 6 weeks for total of 12 times.

  To measure the multicultural perception and proscial behavior of children, 

the multicultural perception scale suggested by Hyo-Soon You (2010) and 

proscial behavior scale for young children (PBSYC) described by Young-Ok 

Kim (2003),  were used.

  The processes of the present study were consisted of the pre-study survey, 

pre-evaluation, multicultural education activities for 6 weeks and 

post-evaluation. The results were examined for the statistical significance 

using t-test of SPSS program after the calculation of mean and standard 

deviation with each pre- and post-evaluation. 

  The results of this study are the following:

  First, the experimental group scored higher than control group in 

multicultural perceptions test performed after the exposure. This result 
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showed that interactive multicultural education utilizing multimedia pictorial 

fairy tales contributed positively to 4-years-old children’s development of 

multicultural perceptions.

  Second, the experimental group scored higher than control group in 

proscial behaviors test performed after the exposure. This study demonstrated 

that interactive multicultural education utilizing multimedia pictorial fairy 

tales positively affected  4-year-old children’s development of multicultural 

perceptions and proscial behaviors.
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