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The Development o Children’ s Ability to Draw Stories

Li Su Li Wenfu Yang Yufang
(Ingtitute & Psychdogy , the Academy d sdences d Chinese, Bdjing 100101)

Absract: The present sudy explored the developmenta process of semartics agect in children’ s dranings
through draning dories. The children between 3 and 6 years of age participated in the sudy. The results showed
that the development of children’ s ability to drawv dories is a process from separating to integrating, and
disordering to ordering. 4 to 5 years of age is an inportant trangtional period during this process. The dory’ s
dructure dfected children’ s dramings.
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