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PREFERRED CLASSROOM ENVIRONMENT BY
TEACHER EDUCATORS

Ms. Manisha”
ABSTRACT

The present investigation was to find the preferred classroom Environment by Teacher

Educators. Survey method of investigation was employed. The findings of the study showed
that there is a significant difference between male and female teacher educators in relation to
their preferred classroom environment. Significant difference was obtained between rural and
urban teacher educators in relation to their preferred classroom environment. Significant
difference was also found between arts and science stream teacher educators in relation to

their preferred classroom environment.
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Introduction

Classroom environment includes the social climate, the emotional environment and the
physical aspect of the classroom. It is that idea which influences the students’ growth and
behaviour the most. The type of classroom a teacher prefers affects the students’
performance. Preferred classroom environment can be important in predicting student
teachers’ achievement of cognitive and affective domains. An enriched environment
increases the potentialities of the students and the lifeless one, can decrease the abilities of the
students. The assessment of classroom environment can be done in the form of formative and
summative assessment of student teachers. Therefore, the role of teacher to prefer a
classroom environment affects the output of students up to a great level. Practical implication
of preferred classroom environment study is that the class achievement of certain outcomes

can be enhanced by changing the actual classroom environment. Keeping in view, its
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importance, the present study has aimed to study the preferred classroom environment by

teacher educators on the basis of their differences in various aspects.

Anderson (1971) found that high school subjects are affected by favouritism, formality,

disorganization, apathy and goal direction as classroom environment.

Steele et. al. (1974) found that secondary school mathematical students prefer testing and
grading as assessment in classroom environment where as language students prefer

participation and evaluation by peer in their classroom environment.

Welch (1979) found that classroom environment varies with the subjects of the secondary
grade.
Brekelmans (2003) mathematics and science teachers showed less understanding and

leadership than teachers of other subjects.

Rickards (2006) found that environment, in science classes, is less cooperative as compared

to other classes. However, no difference was found in other dimensions of environment.

Dorman (2009) found that science students prefer more task oriented environment in class as

compared to arts students.

METHODOLOGY
The present study is a survey type in nature. Here the data has been collected personally from
the teachers. The method applied is of descriptive type. Purposive sampling method was used

to select the colleges.

SAMPLE
A sample of 100 teacher educators was selected from 10 colleges of Panchkula and Ambala

district of Haryana state.

OBJECTIVES
1. To study the preferred classroom environment among male and female teacher
educators.
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2. To study the preferred classroom environment among rural and urban teacher
educators.

3. To study the preferred classroom environment among science and art stream teacher
educators.

HYPOTHESES

1. There exists a significant difference between male and female teacher educators in

relation to their preferred classroom environment.
2. There exists a significant difference between rural and urban teacher educators in
relation to their preferred classroom environment.
3. There exists a significant difference between science and art stream teacher educators

in relation to their preferred classroom environment.

TOOL USED

Hindi version of Preferred Classroom Environment Inventory (Fraser et. al. 1986) by Dr. B.
P. Verma was used. The inventory has seven dimensions to assess the preference to
classroom environment. These dimensions are: Personalization, Involvement, Student
Cohesiveness, Satisfaction, Task orientation, Innovation and Individualization. The inventory
has 49 items, 7 items of each dimension. It uses four point scale- strongly agree, agree,

disagree and strongly disagree.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
Table 1: showing difference between male and female teacher educators in relation to their

preferred classroom environment.

Sr. Dimensions Male Teacher Educators | Female Teacher Educators | ‘t” value
No. (N =50) (N=50)
Mean S.D. Mean S.D.

1. Personalizatio | 25.64 4.37 27.46 3.89 2.199

n
2 Involvement | 24.60 591 28.30 3.78 3.729
3 Students 24.78 3.24 28.96 3.76 5.955

Cohesiveness
4 Satisfaction 25.62 591 27.87 4.27 2.182
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5 Task 24.99 5.28 27.66 3.33 3.024
Orientation

6 Innovation 24.24 4.42 28.34 5.87 3.945

7 Individualizat | 25.06 3.17 28.16 4.12 4.216
ion

It is observed from the table that all the t- values are significant. Thus it shows that males and
female teacher educators show significant difference in relation to their preferred classroom
environment. Therefore, hypothesis no. 1 i.e. There exists a significant difference between
male and female teacher educators in relation to their preferred classroom environment, is

accepted.

Table 2: showing difference between rural and urban teacher educators in relation to their

preferred classroom environment.

Sr. Dimensions Rural Teacher | Urban Teacher Educators | ‘t” value
No. Educators (N=50)

(N =50)

Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
1. Personalization | 25.31 4.36 27.64 4.80 2.540
2 Involvement 24.54 3.92 28.60 5.71 4.145
3 Students 24.87 3.25 28.17 3.79 4.673

Cohesiveness

4 Satisfaction 25.20 5.92 27.74 4.28 2.458
5 Task Orientation | 24.74 5.29 21.72 3.34 3.368
6 Innovation 24.38 5.41 28.25 3.86 4.11
7 Individualization | 25.01 5.16 28.41 3.19 3.963

It is observed from the table that all the t- values are significant. Thus it shows that rural and
urban teacher educators show significant difference in relation to their preferred classroom
environment. Therefore, hypothesis no. 2 i.e. There exists a significant difference between
rural and urban teacher educators in relation to their preferred classroom environment, is

accepted.
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Table 3: showing difference between science and arts teacher educators in relation to their

preferred classroom environment.

Sr. Dimensions Science Teacher | Arts Teacher Educators ‘t’ value
No. Educators (N=50)

(N =50)

Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
1. Personalization | 25.05 4.21 27.63 3.59 3.297
2 Involvement 24.16 3.62 28.51 4.08 5.639
3 Students 24.93 3.24 28.82 3.67 5.618

Cohesiveness

4 Satisfaction 25.26 4.94 27.94 4.72 2.773
5 Task Orientation | 24.04 5.62 21.77 3.94 3.842
6 Innovation 24.83 4.71 28.54 3.68 4.389
7 Individualization | 25.46 4.68 28.08 4.82 2.757

It is observed from the table that all the t- values are significant. Thus it shows that science
and arts teacher educators show significant difference in relation to their preferred classroom
environment. Therefore, hypothesis no. 3 i.e. There exists a significant difference between
science and arts teacher educators in relation to their preferred classroom environment, is

accepted.

CONCLUSIONS

On the basis of the present study the following conclusions have been drawn:

1. There exists a significant difference between male and female teacher educators in
relation to their preferred classroom environment.

2. There exists a significant difference between rural and urban teacher educators in
relation to their preferred classroom environment.

3. There exists a significant difference between science and art stream teacher educators

in relation to their preferred classroom environment.

REFERENCES:
o Anderson, G. J. (1971). Effects of Course content on the Social Climate of Learning,

American Educational research journal, VVol. 8 (4), 649-663.

732 International Journal of Research in Social Sciences
http://www.ijmra.us, Email: editorijmie@gmail.com




ISSN: 2249-2496 LLImpact Factor: 6.278

o Astin, AW. (1965). Classroom Environment in Different Fields of Study, Journal of
Educational Psychology, Vol. 56, 275-282.

o Bakar, A.R. (2004). Academic Performance and Classroom Environment of Technical
Secondary School Students, Pertanika Journal of Science and Humanity, Vol. 12, 1, 31-43.

o Beena, S. (1995). Determinants of Teaching Effectiveness, The Indian Publications,
Ambala Cantt., Haryana, India.

. Benjamin, L.T.; Hopkins, N. & Jack, R. (1990). Book on Psychology, Macmillan
Publication co., 866 Third Avenue, New York, 495.

. Brekelmans, M. (2003). Students’ Perceptions of Interpersonal Aspects of Learning
Environment, Learning Environment Research Journal, 6 (1), 5-36.

o Cattell, R.B. & Butcher, H. J. (1968). The Prediction of Achievement and Aspiration,
Dobss Merrill, New York.

o Chopra, P. (2015). Academic Stream as Determinant of Preferred Classroom
Environment in Pre-service Teacher Education, Indian Journal of Psychometry and
Education, Vol. 46 (2), 141-144.

J Coleman, A. M. (2001). Dictionary of Psychology. Oxford University Press, New
Delhi.

o Coleman, J.C. (1973). Psychology and Effective Classroom Environment, D.B.
Taraporevala Sons and Co. Pvt. Ltd, New Delhi.

J Dorman, J. P. (2009). Some Determinants of Classroom Psychological Environment
in Australin Catholic High Schools: A Multi level Analysis, Catholic Education: A Journal of
Inquiry and Practice, Vol. 13 (1), 24-28.

o Fisher, D.L. (2006). An Analysis of Classroom Environment and Learning Strategies,
World Scientific Views, vol. 39, 87-93.

o Fraser, B.J. (1982). Assessment of Learning Environment: A Manual for Learning
Environments, Western Australian Institute of Technology, Perth, Australia.

o Goyal, M. & Prakash, J. (2011). Social environment in classroom for high Aspiration
among secondary students, Journal of Multidisciplinary International Research, Vol. 1,5, 42-
47.

o Jerslid, A.T. (1968). Educational Psychology, Prentice Hall of India Pvt. Ltd., New
Delhi.

733 International Journal of Research in Social Sciences
http://www.ijmra.us, Email: editorijmie@gmail.com




ISSN: 2249-2496 LLImpact Factor: 6.278

° Lawrenz, E.P. (1976). Students Perception of Classroom Learning Environment in
Biology, Chemistry and Physics Courses, Journal of Research in science Teaching, Vol. 24
(8), 689-697.

o Nuthana, P.G. (1994). Influence of Classroom Environment on Achievement,
Karnataka Journal of Agriculture Science, Vol. 22 (5), 135-138.

o Patel, M.R. (1996). Achievement of Pupils as related to Classroom Environment, The
Progress of Education, Vol. 31, 74-76.

o Rickards, T. (2006). Factors influencing Students’ Perceptions of their Teachers and
Interpersonal Behaviour: A Multivariate Analysis, Contemporary Research on Learning
Environments, Vol. 46, 74-79.

o Steele Berkeley, C.A. (1974). Subjects Areas and Cognitive Aspect, Journal of
Educational Psychology, 66 (3), 363-366.

o Sudhir, M.A. (1997). Classroom Environment and Personality of Secondary School
Students, Indian Educational Review, 32, 2, 115.

o Thakur, P. (2003). Effect of Classroom Environment on Achievement and Study
Habits of rural and urban Students, Ph.D. (Education), University of Mumbai.

J Welch, W.W. (1979). Curricular and Longitudinal Effects on Learning Environments
and Effects, Evaluation Policy and Productivity, CRC press, London..

J Wikline, J. & Shepherd, D (2003), Aspiring & Achieving Growth: The Moderating
Role of Resources & Opportunities, Journal of Management Studies, Vol. 40, 919-941.

o Wubbles, T. (1993). Do You Know What You Look Like?, Interpersonal

Relationships in Education, Falmer Press, London.

734 International Journal of Research in Social Sciences
http://www.ijmra.us, Email: editorijmie@gmail.com




