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An Analysis of the Classroom Environment Perceived by College Students

z 0 &

Choi, Ko-Un

A A

Shin, Won-Sug

Abstract
There are growing concerns about designing classroom or school environments influencing teaching and learning activities.
However, there are little research on how students perceive the physical characteristic of the classroom and whether physical
factors of classroom affects students' learning. The purpose of this study aims to reveal the different perception of college
students on their classroom environments depending on where they take class, traditional classroom or newly constructed
classroom. Also, the study demonstrates how the difference of classroom environment affects students’ learning outcome. The
results of this study suggests that classroom should be designed considering the perceptions of the students and their teaching and

learning activities.
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in schools, Educational Technology, Vol 6, pp.31~38, 199
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