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24 B4 A%

HA 2§10 3§22 2§33 2F4
zyyy 10 33 35 33 29
M (SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD)  F(p)

FAT 279(63) 27265 2.87(66) 2.64(58) 2.95(57) 1.64(183)
A4 330(79) 3.53(79) 3.51(71) 3.07(68) 3.06(.90) 3.79(.012%)
BAA 324075 3.55(77) 3.38(58) 3.12(72) 2.87(.78) 5.42(.002**%)
234 3.78(76) 3.96(71) 4.04(.66) 3.53(73) 3.56(85) 4.21(007**)

g 2.50(.63) 2.50(.74) 2.46(.55) 2.61(.62) 2.43(.63) 0.47(.702)
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M (SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) F(p)
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-4 3.64(75) 3.79(72) 3.81(65) 3.50(77) 3.43(81) 2.28(083)
FAA  37180) 3.91¢66) 3.9062) 3.7X.76) 3.25(1.0) 4.89(003+%)
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aa A | 343(68) | 3.00075) | 13.34(.000%%)
vee B | 390(64) | 3.51(92) | 8.38(004*%)
A | 400068 | 355(78) [12.570001%%)
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Consistency Between Elementary Teachers’
Teaching Practice in Mathematics and Classroom
Learning Environment

The purpose of this paper is to investigate
the relationship between Korean elementary
students’

teachers’ teaching practice and

perceptions of classroom learning

environment. It is important to examine
whether teachers conceive of mathematics
and their teaching practice are consistent
with their actual teaching mathematics in
classroom. To do so, two reform-oriented
and two traditionally-oriented elementary
teachers in Seoul and a total of 130 students
from these four selected teachers’ classes

participated in the present study.

Young youl Oh (Seoul Keumok Elementary School)

Using classroom environment survey scale
[CES] the differences in students’ perceptions
on classroom learning environment were
examined. The results show that students
taught by

reform-~oriented teachers have

significantly higher score in the area of
participation, relevance, and commitment to
learning than traditionally-oriented group of
students. Thus, we may conclude that the
reform-oriented group of students have more
benefits in learning mathematics than do the

traditionally -oriented group of students.
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