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 The Basic Stage (4-1) Teachers' Attitudes towards the Use of 

Storytelling in Relation to their Use of Technology in Teaching 

Prepared By:  Walaa Mohammed Ahmad Ismail 

Supervised by: Dr. Saud Al-Abed 

Abstract: 

The study aimed to find out (4-1) stage teachers' attitudes towards the use of 

storytelling in relation to their use of technology in teaching. The descriptive 

correlational approach was used in this study. The study was applied to a random 

stratified sample, which included (118) teachers from both genders during the second 

semester of 2022/2023. The researcher used two measuring instruments that had been 

distributed online. the first instrument was to measure teachers' attitudes towards the 

use of storytelling. The second was to measure the degree of use of technology in 

teaching by teachers. The instruments' validity and stability were both verified. The 

stability coefficient of the first instrument is (0.967) and the second instrument is 

(0.948). The results revealed that teachers' perceptions towards the use of storytelling 

in teaching are high; with an average of (4.32). In addition, the research found that the 

degree of using technology in teaching by teachers is high; with an average of (4.10). 

The results revealed that there are no statistically significant differences in teachers' 

attitudes towards the use of storytelling in teaching attributed to the variables of 

gender and years of experience and there are differences attributed to qualification, 

especially (Master's degree or higher) and Humanities Branch. The results also 

revealed that there are no statistically significant differences in the degree of the use 

of technology in teaching attributed to qualification, especially (Master's degree or 

higher) and there are no differences attributed to specialization, especially in the 

Humanities Branch. In addition, it found a positive correlation between teachers' 

attitudes towards the use of storytelling in teaching and the degree of the use of 



 و‌
 

technology in teaching by teachers. In light of these results, the study recommended 

using "storytelling "in teaching as it is so crucial for the educational process to be 

successful, holding constant training courses for teachers to make the "storytelling " 

method more effective, and providing primary schools with modern technology to be 

used in teaching.  

Key words: attitudes, basic stage (1-4), storytelling, educational technology. 
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