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 The purpose of this study was to determine students' 

perceptions of the physical environment in the classroom. 

The subjects in this study were students of SMPN 23 Solok 

Selatan. The object in this study is the student's perception 

of various indicators. This research method is descriptive 

quantitative. Data collection techniques using 

questionnaires. The results of this study are found in five 

indicators, namely: the first indicator of indoor air quality 

obtained a positive score of 3.12. The level of achievement 

of the respondents was 77.98%, the second indicator of 

lighting obtained a positive score of 3.12. The level of 

achievement of the respondents was 78.17%, the three 

acoustic indicators obtained a positive score of 3.08. The 

level of achievement of the respondents was 77.14%, the 

four indicators of building age and quality obtained a 

positive score of 3.09. The level of achievement of the 

respondents was 77.3%, the five class size indicators 

obtained a positive score of 3.08. The level of achievement 

of respondents is 76.42%. That is, students perceive 

positive perceptions about the state of the physical 

environment in their class. The physical environment of the 

class is very important, to support students in learning and 

teachers in teaching, there must be adequate facilities. 

Especially in English teaching and learning subjects, 

considering that English is a foreign language. 
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INTRODUCTION  

The classroom is where understudies secure knowledge. Furthermore, it could 

be an area where understudies characterize what they need to do or how they see their 

future. In essence, they create and procure knowledge within the classroom. 

Maintaining focus and attention requires pupils to feel at ease in the classroom. 

http://ejournal.unp.ac.id/index.php/jelt
mailto:fitianingaftika@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.24036/jelt.v9i3.109297
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Students require a comfortable setting in the classroom to learn. Therefore, it is 

necessary to manage the classroom.  

In teaching and learning activities, the learning environment is crucial. It aids 

in the delivery of educational activities in particular when teaching English. Students 

who study English must maintain their focus because it is a foreign language to 

Indonesians. That is why students require a proper learning environment. In 

educational settings, the term "environment" refers to the specific setting's mood, 

ambiance, tone, or temperature. There are five categories for the features of learning 

environments (Schubert, 1986). A well-equipped and organized classroom will 

provide a positive learning atmosphere. Looked at a few categories that aid in-class 

learning (Schneider, 2002). He gathered information from several studies and 

eventually summarized it. He concluded that there are six criteria, including (1) Indoor 

air quality, ventilation, and thermal comfort, that have an impact on student's academic 

achievements. It includes the room's air circle.  

Teachers that strategically employ these components enable pupils to engage 

in the learning process with enthusiasm (Faulk, Janet Evanshen, 2013). A well-

equipped and organized classroom will provide a positive learning atmosphere. 

Looked at a few categories that aid in-class learning (Schneider, 2002). He gathered 

information from several studies and eventually summarized it. He concluded that 

there are six criteria, including (1) Indoor air quality, ventilation, and thermal comfort, 

that have an impact on student's academic achievements. It includes the room's air 

circle. Schools today have excellent facilities. Based on the educating practice of the 

researchers there, for educating and learning exercises, classrooms are not prepared 

with various learning devices to encourage understudies in learning. Each classroom 

does not have window curtains and fans. The chairs and tables are comfortable and 

sufficient for understudies to move around and socialize with each other. This affects 

teaching and learning activities in the classroom. Understudies at SMPN 23 Solok 

Selatan may have their perceptions of the physical environment of the classroom. 

E
i

tymologically, pe
i

rce
i

ption or in E
i

nglish pe
i

rce
i

ption come
i

s from the
i

 Latin 

pe
i

rce
i

ptio, from pe
i

rcipe
i

re
i

, which me
i

ans to re
i

ce
i

ive
i

 or take
i

. Pe
i

rce
i

ption is the
i

 e
i

xpe
i

rie
i

nce
i

 

of obje
i

cts, e
i

ve
i

nts or re
i

lationships that are
i

 obtaine
i

d by infe
i

rring information and hiding 

me
i

ssage
i

s. Pe
i

rce
i

ption is giving me
i

aning to se
i

nsory stimuli (Jalaluddin Rakhmat, 

2011). Pe
i

rce
i

ption is the
i

 proce
i

ss of unde
i

rstanding or giving me
i

aning to an information 

on a stimulus. Stimulus is obtaine
i

d from the
i

 proce
i

ss of se
i

nsing obje
i

cts, e
i

ve
i

nts, or 

re
i

lationships be
i

twe
i

e
i

n symptoms which are
i

 the
i

n proce
i

sse
i

d by the
i

 brain (Sumanto, 

2014). The
i

 te
i

rm pe
i

rce
i

ption is usually use
i

d to e
i

xpre
i

ss the
i

 e
i

xpe
i

rie
i

nce
i

 of an obje
i

ct or an 

e
i

ve
i

nt that is e
i

xpe
i

rie
i

nce
i

d.  

From some
i

 of the
i

 de
i

finitions of pe
i

rce
i

ption above
i

, it can be
i

 conclude
i

d that 

pe
i

rce
i

ption is an act of judgme
i

nt in one
i

's mind afte
i

r re
i

ce
i

iving a stimulus from what is 

fe
i

lt by the
i

 five
i

 se
i

nse
i

s. The
i

 stimulus the
i

n de
i

ve
i

lops be
i

come
i

s a thought that ultimate
i

ly 

make
i

s a pe
i

rson have
i

 a vie
i

w re
i

garding a case
i

 or e
i

ve
i

nt that is happe
i

ning. 

The
i

 physical e
i

nvironme
i

nt is de
i

fine
i

d as the
i

 physical characte
i

ristics of the
i

 class. 

The
i

 physical classroom e
i

nvironme
i

nt include
i

s diffe
i

re
i

nt things like
i

 class size
i

, floors, 

walls, de
i

sks, lighting, e
i

tc. Many studie
i

s have
i

 found that the
i

 physical e
i

nvironme
i

nt is 

ve
i

ry important for e
i

ducational succe
i

ss (Sule
i

man e
i

t al., 2014). The
i

 physical 

e
i

nvironme
i

nt of the
i

 class can be
i

 se
i

e
i

n from stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of; brightne
i

ss 
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(classroom brightne
i

ss), furniture
i

 se
i

ttings (furniture
i

 se
i

ttings), place
i

 se
i

ttings se
i

ating 

arrange
i

me
i

nt, inte
i

rior varie
i

ty, stude
i

nt participation in classroom manage
i

me
i

nt (stude
i

nt 

participation in the
i

 classroom), vie
i

w out of class (vie
i

w to outdoors) and ove
i

rall 

pre
i

fe
i

re
i

nce
i

 (Ramli e
i

t al., 2013). The
i

re
i

 are
i

 se
i

ve
i

ral crite
i

ria for a good le
i

arning 

e
i

nvironme
i

nt. Name
i

ly: indoor air quality, ve
i

ntilation, the
i

rmal control/te
i

mpe
i

rature
i

; 

lightning; acoustics/noise
i

; the
i

 age
i

 and quality of the
i

 building; school size
i

; and class 

size
i

 (Schne
i

ide
i

r, 2002). 

It can be
i

 conclude
i

d that the
i

 aspe
i

cts of the
i

 classroom physical e
i

nvironme
i

nt 

use
i

d in this study re
i

fe
i

r to the
i

 one
i

s e
i

xplaine
i

d by Schne
i

ide
i

r, 2002 the
i

y are
i

 1. Indoor air 

quality, 2. Lightning, 3. Acoustic, 4. Building age
i

, 5. Classroom size
i

, and the
i

n, of the
i

 

classroom play a big part in forming unde
i

rstudie
i

s to be
i

 pre
i

pare
i

d for acce
i

pting the
i

 

le
i

sson from an instructor and it too can be
i

 an advantage
i

 for both unde
i

rstudie
i

s and 

instructors In te
i

aching and le
i

arning activitie
i

s, the
i

 le
i

arning e
i

nvironme
i

nt is crucial. It 

aids in the
i

 de
i

live
i

ry of e
i

ducational activitie
i

s in particular whe
i

n te
i

aching E
i

nglish. 

Stude
i

nts who study E
i

nglish must maintain the
i

ir focus be
i

cause
i

 it is a fore
i

ign language
i

 

to Indone
i

sians. That is why stude
i

nts re
i

quire
i

 a prope
i

r le
i

arning e
i

nvironme
i

nt. 
 

RESEARCH METHOD  

This re
i

se
i

arch is de
i

scriptive
i

 re
i

se
i

arch with a quantitative
i

 approach. De
i

scriptive
i

 

quantitative
i

 re
i

se
i

arch, as state
i

d by (Lodico, M., Spaulding, D. Voe
i

gtle
i

, 2013). The
i

 

re
i

se
i

arch was conducte
i

d 5-19 De
i

ce
i

mbe
i

r 2022. Random sampling was use
i

d in this 

re
i

se
i

arch. The
i

 population is a re
i

gional ge
i

ne
i

ralization made
i

 up of things and subje
i

cts 

chose
i

n by the
i

 re
i

se
i

arche
i

r to be
i

 inve
i

stigate
i

d and ultimate
i

ly use
i

d to form conclusions 

(Sugiyono, 2010). In this study, the
i

 population was unde
i

rstudie
i

s of SMPN 23 Solok 

Se
i

latan. From the
i

 information that the
i

 analysts got from the
i

 school, the
i

re
i

 we
i

re
i

 104 

unde
i

rstudie
i

s se
i

parate
i

d into thre
i

e
i

 classe
i

s, to be
i

 spe
i

cific grade
i

s 7,8,9. 

The
i

 sample
i

 is a portion of the
i

 numbe
i

r and characte
i

ristics had by the
i

 population 

(Sugiyono, 2010). The
i

 sample
i

 utilize
i

d in this conside
i

ration may be
i

 a sampling 

me
i

thod, sample
i

 random sampling may be
i

 an e
i

xamining strate
i

gy within the
i

 le
i

ast 

difficult frame
i

 of like
i

lihood inspe
i

cting strate
i

gy. Through this proce
i

dure
i

, e
i

ach part of 

the
i

 population has a bre
i

ak e
i

ve
i

n with a chance
i

 of be
i

ing chose
i

n. The
i

 sample
i

s take
i

n by 

the
i

 re
i

se
i

arche
i

rs in this study we
i

re
i

 stude
i

nts of SMPN 23 Solok Se
i

latan who re
i

pre
i

se
i

nte
i

d 

the
i

ir re
i

spe
i

ctive
i

 classe
i

s. take
i

n randomly, the
i

 numbe
i

r of sample
i

s is 63 stude
i

nts. The
i

 

population was unde
i

rstudie
i

s of SMPN 23 Solok Se
i

latan. From the
i

 information that 

the
i

 analysts got from the
i

 school, the
i

re
i

 we
i

re
i

 104 unde
i

rstudie
i

s se
i

parate
i

d into thre
i

e
i

 

classe
i

s, to be
i

 spe
i

cific grade
i

s 7,8,9. the
i

 numbe
i

r of sample
i

s is 63 stude
i

nts.  
The

i

 instrume
i

nt use
i

d was a que
i

stionnaire
i

. Que
i

stionnaire
i

 containing close
i

d 

que
i

stions, close
i

d que
i

stionnaire
i

s we
i

re
i

 use
i

d to obtain re
i

sponse
i

s from actors that be
i

st 

re
i

fle
i

cte
i

d the
i

ir opinions, (Siniscalco & Auriat, 2005). The
i

 que
i

stionnaire
i

 consists of 20 

state
i

me
i

nts using a Like
i

rt Scale
i

 which has four scale
i

s: 4 (Strongly Agre
i

e
i

), 3 (Agre
i

e
i

), 

2 (Disagre
i

e
i

), and 1 (Strongly Disagre
i

e
i

).  The
i

 instrume
i

nt was validate
i

d by an E
i

nglish 

le
i

cture
i

r at Padang State
i

 Unive
i

rsity. Name
i

ly Carbirie
i

na Solusia, S.Pd, M.Pd. 

Furthe
i

rmore
i

, in me
i

asuring the
i

 re
i

liability, the
i

 re
i

se
i

arche
i

r use
i

d Cronbach’s Alpha with 

SPSS program ve
i

rsion 25. The
i

 re
i

sult shown that the
i

 que
i

stionnaire
i

 of this re
i

se
i

arch 

score
i

 930 which me
i

an the
i

 le
i

ve
i

l of re
i

liability in this que
i

stionnaire
i

 is ve
i

ry high. 
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While
i

 the
i

 analysis te
i

chnique
i

, the
i

 re
i

se
i

arche
i

r pre
i

pare
i

d the
i

 que
i

stionnaire
i

 on a 

printe
i

d pape
i

r. The
i

n the
i

 que
i

stionnaire
i

 was distribute
i

d to the
i

 randomly 63 stude
i

nts. 

Stude
i

nts took 10-15 minute
i

s to fill out the
i

 que
i

stionnaire
i

. Afte
i

r that, the
i

 re
i

se
i

arche
i

r 

colle
i

cte
i

d and analyze
i

d the
i

 que
i

stionnaire
i

. In analyze
i

d the
i

 data, the
i

 re
i

se
i

arche
i

r use
i

d 

de
i

scriptive
i

 analysis by finding the
i

 fre
i

que
i

ncie
i

s, pe
i

rce
i

ntage
i

s, and me
i

an score
i

 of the
i

 

que
i

stionnaire
i

. 
 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

 Research Finding  

The
i

 findings of this study we
i

re
i

 provide
i

d in a table
i

 of pe
i

rce
i

ntage
i

s and 

fre
i

que
i

ncie
i

s. 

Finding 1 

Indoor air quality 

In this first indicator, the
i

re
i

 are
i

 4 state
i

me
i

nts include
i

d in this indicator which 

have
i

 3 sub-indicators. State
i

me
i

nts 1-4 are
i

 for the
i

 sub-indicators (ve
i

ntilation, 

te
i

mpe
i

rature
i

, and air circulation). As shown in the
i

 table
i

 be
i

low, the
i

 four state
i

me
i

nts or 

ite
i

ms in this indicator answe
i

r the
i

 re
i

se
i

arch que
i

stion about how stude
i

nts pe
i

rce
i

ive
i

 indoor 

air quality in the
i

ir classrooms. 

 

Table
i

 1. Que
i

stionnaire
i

 re
i

sults of stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of indoor air quality 

 

No 
 

Statements  

N% Mean Category 

SA (4) A (3) D (2) SD (1) 

1 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

ada kipas angin di dalam ke
i

las 

13 

20,6% 

43 

68,3% 

6 

9,5% 

1 

1,6% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

 

2 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

je
i

nde
i

la bisa dibuka 

11 

17,5% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

1 

1,6 % 

3,03 

75,79% 

 

Positive
i

  

3 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus  jika 

ke
i

las tidak pe
i

ngap 

22 

34,9% 

37 

68,7% 

4 

6,3% 

0 

0,0% 

3,29 

82,14% 

Ve
i

ry 

Positive
i

 

4 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

ke
i

las tidak panas 

 

12 

19,0% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

0 

0,0% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

  

   

Ave
i

rage
i

 

14,5 

23% 

 

42 

69,15

% 

6 

9,5% 

0,5 

0,8% 

3.12 

77,98% 

 

Positive
i

 

  

 

  

 

Base
i

d on table
i

 1 above
i

, the
i

 first indicator of indoor air quality obtaine
i

d a 

positive
i

 score
i

 of 3.12. The
i

 re
i

sponde
i

nt's achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt le
i

ve
i

l of 77.98% is in a positive
i

 

cate
i

gory. That is, stude
i

nts pe
i

rce
i

ive
i

 positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions about the
i

 quality of the
i

ir 

classe
i

s. 

As se
i

e
i

n in the
i

 table
i

, from the
i

 numbe
i

r of re
i

sponde
i

nts (63 stude
i

nts), the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 

score
i

 of stude
i

nts who chose
i

 strongly agre
i

e
i

d was 14.5 (23%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who chose
i

 to agre
i

e
i

 to indoor air quality was 42 (69.15%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 

of stude
i

nts who chose
i

 not to agre
i

e
i

 with indoor air quality was 6 (9.5%). Me
i

anwhile
i

, 
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the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of stude
i

nts who strongly disagre
i

e
i

d with indoor air quality was 0.5 

(0.8%). 

So, it can be
i

 conclude
i

d that stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of indoor air quality are
i

 

cate
i

gorize
i

d as positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions. It also me
i

ans that stude
i

nts fe
i

e
i

l comfortable
i

 with 

the
i

 quality of the
i

ir classe
i

s. 

Lightning 

The
i

 se
i

cond indicator is lighting. The
i

re
i

 are
i

 3 state
i

me
i

nts include
i

d in this 

indicator which has 2 sub-indicators. State
i

me
i

nts 5-7 are
i

 for the
i

 sub-indicators 

(windows and daylight). As shown in the
i

 table
i

 be
i

low. 

Table
i

 2. Que
i

stionnaire
i

 re
i

sults of stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of lightning 

 

No 
 

Statements  

N%  

Mean 

 

Category SA (4) A (3) D (2) SD (1) 

5  Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

ada lampu di dalam ke
i

las 

21 

33,3% 

37 

58,7% 

5 

7,9% 

1 

1,6% 

3,26 

81,74% 

 

Positive
i

 

6 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

je
i

nde
i

la dibuka saat siang hari 

11 

17,5% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

1 

1,6 % 

3,03 

75,79% 

 

Positive
i

  

7 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus  jika 

ada gorde
i

n di je
i

nde
i

la 

12 

19,0% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

0 

0,0% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

  

  

Ave
i

rage
i

 

14,7 

23,26% 

 

41,7 

66,1% 

6,3 

10,3% 

0,7 

1,7% 

3,12 

78,17% 

 

Positive
i

 

    

 

Base
i

d on table
i

 2 above
i

, the
i

 se
i

cond indicator of lighting obtains a positive
i

 score
i

 

of 3.12. The
i

 re
i

sponde
i

nt's achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt le
i

ve
i

l of 78.17% is in a positive
i

 cate
i

gory. That 

is, stude
i

nts, pe
i

rce
i

ive
i

 a positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ption of the
i

ir classroom lighting. 

As se
i

e
i

n in the
i

 table
i

, of the
i

 numbe
i

r of re
i

sponde
i

nts (63 stude
i

nts), the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 

score
i

 of stude
i

nts who vote
i

d strongly agre
i

e
i

d was 14.7 (23.26%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who chose
i

 to agre
i

e
i

 to light was 41.7 (66.1%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of stude
i

nts 

who chose
i

 not to agre
i

e
i

 to light was 6.3 (10.3%). Me
i

anwhile
i

, the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who strongly disagre
i

e
i

d with lighting was 0.7 (1.7%). 

So, it can be
i

 conclude
i

d that stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of lighting are
i

 cate
i

gorize
i

d as 

positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions. It also me
i

ans that stude
i

nts fe
i

e
i

l comfortable
i

 with the
i

ir classroom 

lighting. 
 

Acoustics  

The
i

 third indicator is acoustics. The
i

re
i

 are
i

 3 state
i

me
i

nts include
i

d in this 

indicator which has 2 sub-indicators. State
i

me
i

nts 8-10 are
i

 for the
i

 sub-indicators (noise
i

 

outside
i

 and noise
i

 inside
i

). As shown in the
i

 table
i

 be
i

low 

Table
i

 3. Que
i

stionnaire
i

 re
i

sults of stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of acoustics 
 

 

No 
 

Statements  

N%  

Mean 

 

Category SA (4) A (3) D (2) SD (1) 

8 Saya akan nyaman dalam prose
i

s 

be
i

lajar jika ke
i

las lain tidak 

be
i

risik 

15 

23,8% 

42 

66,7% 

6 

9,5% 

0 

0,0% 

3,14 

78,57% 

 

Positive
i
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9 Saya akan nyaman dalam prose
i

s 

pe
i

mbe
i

lajaran jika se
i

se
i

kali 

be
i

lajar di luar ke
i

las 

13 

20,6% 

40 

63,5% 

10 

15,9

% 

0 

0,0 % 

3,03 

75,79% 

 

Positive
i

  

10 Saya akan nyaman dalam prose
i

s 

pe
i

mbe
i

lajaran jika ke
i

las ini 

dipe
i

rbaharui  

11 

17,5% 

42 

66,7% 

9 

14,3

% 

1 

1,6% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

  

  

Ave
i

rage
i

 

13 

20,6% 

 

42 

65,4% 

8,3 

13,3

% 

0,3 

0,5% 

3,08 

77,14% 

 

Positive
i

  

 

Base
i

d on table
i

 3 above
i

, the
i

 third indicator of acoustics obtaine
i

d a positive
i

 

score
i

 of 3.08. The
i

 re
i

sponde
i

nt's achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt le
i

ve
i

l of 77.14% is in a positive
i

 cate
i

gory. 

That is, stude
i

nts, pe
i

rce
i

ive
i

 a positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ption of the
i

 acoustics of the
i

ir class. 

 As se
i

e
i

n in the
i

 table
i

, of the
i

 numbe
i

r of re
i

sponde
i

nts (63 stude
i

nts), the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 

score
i

 of stude
i

nts who chose
i

 strongly agre
i

e
i

d was 13 (20.6%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who agre
i

e
i

d to acoustics was 42 (65.4%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of stude
i

nts who 

chose
i

 not to agre
i

e
i

 to acoustics was 8.3 (13.3%). Me
i

anwhile
i

, the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who strongly disagre
i

e
i

d with acoustics was 0.3 (0.5%). 

So, it can be
i

 conclude
i

d that stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of acoustics are
i

 cate
i

gorize
i

d 

as positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions. It also me
i

ans that stude
i

nts fe
i

e
i

l the
i

 noise
i

 in the
i

ir class. 

 

Building age and quality 

The
i

 fourth indicator is Building age
i

 and quality. The
i

re
i

 are
i

 5 state
i

me
i

nts 

include
i

d in this indicator which has 3 sub-indicators. State
i

me
i

nts 11-15 are
i

 for sub-

indicators (the
i

 condition of the
i

 building, facilitie
i

s, and e
i

quipme
i

nt). As shown in the
i

 

table
i

 be
i

low. 
Table

i

 4. Que
i

stionnaire
i

 re
i

sults of stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of building age
i

 and quality 

 

No 
 

Statements  

N%  

Mean 

 

Category SA (4) A (3) D (2) SD (1) 

11 Saya me
i

rasa nyaman be
i

lajar di ke
i

las 

ini 

21 

33,3% 

37 

58,7% 

5 

7,9% 

1 

1,6% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

 

12 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus  jika 

ke
i

las rapi dan be
i

rsih 

11 

17,5% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

1 

1,6 % 

3,03 

75,79% 

 

Positive
i

  

13 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

ada tampilan dokume
i

ntasi se
i

pe
i

rti 

poste
i

r, se
i

ni dan lain-lain yang akan 

me
i

motivasi saya dalam be
i

lajar. 

12 

19,0% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

0 

0,0% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

  

14 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

fasilitas ke
i

las diganti de
i

ngan yang 

baru, se
i

pe
i

rti me
i

ja,kursi, dll 

22 

34,9% 

35 

55,6% 

6 

9,5% 

0 

0,0% 

3,25 

81,35% 

 

Positive
i

  

15 Saya akan nyaman dan fokus jika 

ada tanaman di dalam ke
i

las 

9 

14,3% 

46 

73,0% 

8 

12,7% 

0 

0,0% 

3,02 

75,40% 

 

Positive
i

  

  

Ave
i

rage
i

  

 

15 

23,8% 

41,2 

65,38% 

6,6 

10,46

% 

0,4 

0,64% 

3.09 

77,3% 

 

Positive
i
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Base
i

d on table
i

 4 above
i

, the
i

 fourth indicator of building age
i

 and quality 

obtaine
i

d a positive
i

 score
i

 of 3.09. The
i

 re
i

sponde
i

nt's achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt le
i

ve
i

l of 77.3% is in 

the
i

 positive
i

 cate
i

gory. That is, stude
i

nts pe
i

rce
i

ive
i

 positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions about the
i

 building 

age
i

 and quality of the
i

ir class. 

As se
i

e
i

n in the
i

 table
i

, of the
i

 numbe
i

r of re
i

sponde
i

nts (63 stude
i

nts), the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 

score
i

 of stude
i

nts who chose
i

 strongly agre
i

e
i

d was 15 (23.8%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who chose
i

 to agre
i

e
i

 to build age
i

 and quality was 41.2 (65.38%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 

score
i

 of stude
i

nts who chose
i

 not to agre
i

e
i

 to build age
i

 and quality was 6.6 (10.46%). 

Me
i

anwhile
i

, the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of stude
i

nts who strongly disagre
i

e
i

d on building age
i

 and 

quality was 0.4 (0.64%). 

So, it can be
i

 conclude
i

d that stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of building age
i

 and quality 

are
i

 cate
i

gorize
i

d as positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions. It also me
i

ans that stude
i

nts fe
i

e
i

l comfortable
i

 

with the
i

 quality of the
i

ir classe
i

s. 
 

Class size 

The
i

 fifth indicator is Building Class size
i

. The
i

re
i

 are
i

 5 state
i

me
i

nts include
i

d in 

this indicator which has 3 sub-indicators. State
i

me
i

nts 16-20 are
i

 for sub-indicators (size
i

 

of the
i

 class, usage
i

 of facilitie
i

s and e
i

quipme
i

nt, and wall arts). As shown in the
i

 table
i

 

be
i

low. 
Table

i

 5. Que
i

stionnaire
i

 re
i

sults of stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of class size
i

 

 

 

No 
 

Statements  

N%  

Mean 

 

Category SA (4) A (3) D (2) SD (1) 

16 Me
i

nurut saya ruang ke
i

las ini cocok 

untuk se
i

mua siswa 

21 

33,3% 

37 

58,7% 

5 

7,9% 

1 

1,6% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

 

17 Saya me
i

nyukai fasilitas di dalam 

ke
i

las 

11 

17,5% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

1 

1,6 % 

3,03 

75,79% 

 

Positive
i

  

18 Saya nyaman dalam prose
i

s be
i

lajar 

jika pe
i

ngaturan te
i

mpat duduk 

be
i

rbe
i

ntuk le
i

tte
i

r U. 

12 

19,0% 

44 

69,8% 

7 

11,1% 

0 

0,0% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

  

19 Saya akan nyaman dalam prose
i

s 

be
i

lajar jika pe
i

ngaturan te
i

mpat 

duduk be
i

rbe
i

ntuk baris. 

15 

23,8% 

34 

54,0% 

14 

22,2% 

0 

0,0% 

3,02 

75,40% 

 

Positive
i

  

20 Saya dapat  me
i

lihat papan tulis 

de
i

ngan baik dari me
i

ja saya 

 

13 

20,6% 

43 

68,3% 

6 

9,5% 

1 

1,6% 

3,08 

76,98% 

 

Positive
i

  

  

Ave
i

rage
i

 

14,4 

22,84% 

 

40,4 

64,12% 

7,8 

12,36

% 

0,6 

0,9% 

3,08 

76,42% 

 

Positive
i

  

 

Base
i

d on table
i

 5 above
i

, the
i

 fifth indicator of class size
i

 obtaine
i

d a positive
i

 score
i

 

of 3.08. The
i

 re
i

sponde
i

nt's achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt le
i

ve
i

l of 76.42% is in a positive
i

 cate
i

gory. That 

is, stude
i

nts, pe
i

rce
i

ive
i

 positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions about the
i

ir class size
i

. 
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As se
i

e
i

n in the
i

 table
i

, of the
i

 numbe
i

r of re
i

sponde
i

nts (63 stude
i

nts), the
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 

score
i

 of stude
i

nts who chose
i

 strongly agre
i

e
i

d was 14.4 (22.84%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who chose
i

 to agre
i

e
i

 on class size
i

 was 40.4 (64.12%). The
i

 ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of 

stude
i

nts who chose
i

 not to agre
i

e
i

 to the
i

 class size
i

 was 7.8 (12.36%). Me
i

anwhile
i

, the
i

 

ave
i

rage
i

 score
i

 of stude
i

nts who chose
i

 strongly disagre
i

e
i

d with class size
i

 was 0.6 (0.9%). 

So, it can be
i

 conclude
i

d that stude
i

nts' pe
i

rce
i

ptions of class size
i

 and class size
i

 

are
i

 cate
i

gorize
i

d as positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions. It also me
i

ans that stude
i

nts fe
i

e
i

l comfortable
i

 

with the
i

 quality of the
i

ir classe
i

s.  

Base
i

d on the
i

 table
i

 above
i

, me
i

aning that stude
i

nts pe
i

rce
i

ive
i

 positive
i

 pe
i

rce
i

ptions 

about the
i

 state
i

 of the
i

 physical e
i

nvironme
i

nt in the
i

ir class. 
 

Discussion 

Base
i

d on the
i

 data that has be
i

e
i

n shown, almost 100% of stude
i

nts said, the
i

re
i

 is 

a fe
i

e
i

l the
i

 noise
i

, a ne
i

e
i

d for good lighting e
i

ve
i

n though the
i

re
i

 is alre
i

ady a window, and 

the
i

y still ne
i

e
i

d lighting from lamps. Noise
i

 proble
i

ms that occur in the
i

 e
i

nvironme
i

nt 

be
i

come
i

 one
i

 of the
i

 distractions in the
i

 te
i

aching and le
i

arning proce
i

ss. The
i

 condition of 

a noisy te
i

aching and le
i

arning e
i

nvironme
i

nt will disturb conce
i

ntration, which will 

ultimate
i

ly have
i

 an impact on the
i

 final quality of te
i

aching and le
i

arning. E
i

ve
i

n though 

the
i

 quality of te
i

aching and le
i

arning is ne
i

e
i

de
i

d to achie
i

ve
i

 good human re
i

source
i

s in 

te
i

rms of skills and knowle
i

dge
i

 (Zahrany e
i

t al., 2022). In E
i

nglish te
i

aching and le
i

arning 

activitie
i

s, some
i

time
i

s the
i

 te
i

ache
i

r doe
i

s dictation, re
i

ading, and liste
i

ning during the
i

 

le
i

sson. Re
i

quire
i

s conce
i

ntration, and the
i

 abse
i

nce
i

 of noise
i

. 

The
i

 five
i

 angle
i

s we
i

re
i

 portraye
i

d unde
i

rne
i

ath. First, indoor air quality, The
i

 

classroom must have
i

 gre
i

at discussion circulation. Subse
i

que
i

ntly, cooling of this de
i

vice
i

 

is re
i

quire
i

d for schools that don't have
i

 gre
i

at discussion circulation. Agre
i

e
i

ing with 

Schne
i

ide
i

r (2002), all sorts of cooling gadge
i

ts are
i

 re
i

quire
i

d so that unde
i

rstudie
i

s don't 

fe
i

e
i

l awkward whe
i

n conside
i

ring le
i

ssons. Base
i

d on the
i

 discove
i

rie
i

s ove
i

r, SMP Ne
i

ge
i

ri 

23 Solok Se
i

latan was not give
i

n a fan, and stude
i

nts agre
i

e
i

d on the
i

 off chance
i

 that the
i

 

le
i

sson was give
i

n a fan. He
i

nce
i

, stude
i

nts don't fe
i

e
i

l stuffy or hot in the
i

 classroom 

be
i

cause
i

 whe
i

n the
i

 te
i

mpe
i

rature
i

 rise
i

s ove
i

r 24ºC, the
i

y as it we
i

re
i

 ought to turn on the
i

 fan. 

The
i

 classroom more
i

ove
i

r has a fe
i

w ve
i

ntilation. Ve
i

ntilation he
i

lps circulate
i

 air in the
i

 

classroom. Se
i

cond, lightning within the
i

 classroom ought to not me
i

ddle
i

 with te
i

aching 

and Le
i

arning E
i

xe
i

rcise
i

s. Pre
i

se
i

ntation within the
i

 classroom must be
i

 able
i

 to supply 

brightne
i

ss around the
i

 le
i

sson. Schne
i

ide
i

r (2002) e
i

xpre
i

sse
i

d that appropriate
i

 room 

lighting incre
i

me
i

nts te
i

st score
i

s de
i

cre
i

ase
i

 off-task be
i

havior, and plays a critical part in 

unde
i

rstudy accomplishme
i

nt. It doe
i

sn't matte
i

r whe
i

re
i

 the
i

 light come
i

s from. It can be
i

 

from sunshine
i

, lights, or othe
i

r lighting de
i

vice
i

s. The
i

 critical thing is that the
i

 lighting 

source
i

 can light the
i

 room. Base
i

d on the
i

se
i

 discove
i

rie
i

s, the
i

 classrooms at SMP Ne
i

ge
i

ri 

23 Solok Se
i

latan we
i

re
i

 not provide
i

d with lights.  

Re
i

sponde
i

nts produce
i

d 63 unde
i

rstudie
i

s with a normal (3.26) (81.74%) concur, 

on the
i

 off chance
i

 that the
i

re
i

's a light within the
i

 classroom. E
i

ach course
i

 has more
i

 than 

two lights. The
i

re
i

 are
i

 also lots of windows that le
i

t in parts of sunlight in the
i

 morning. 

The
i

 color of the
i

 light is white
i

 and the
i

 color is conside
i

re
i

d typical. Don't me
i

ddle
i

 with 

e
i

ducating and le
i

arning e
i

xe
i

rcise
i

s within the
i

 classroom. Third, Acoustic re
i

fe
i

rs to both 

the
i

 noise
i

 within and outside
i

 the
i

 classroom. According to Schne
i

ide
i

r (2002), schools 

with lowe
i

r le
i

ve
i

ls of outside
i

 disturbance
i

s and an incre
i

ase
i

 in stude
i

nts' dissatisfaction 
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with the
i

ir classrooms had be
i

tte
i

r stude
i

nt achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt. Ove
i

rbe
i

aring noise
i

 may make
i

 

stude
i

nts uncomfortable
i

.  

Base
i

d on the
i

 re
i

sults, the
i

 majority of the
i

 participants claime
i

d that noise
i

s outside
i

 

the
i

 classroom did not bothe
i

r the
i

m. Howe
i

ve
i

r, some
i

 othe
i

rs thought the
i

 commotion 

outside
i

 the
i

 classroom was a little
i

 distracting. Whate
i

ve
i

r the
i

 case
i

, it was still at a 

mode
i

rate
i

 le
i

ve
i

l. The
i

 chaos inside
i

 the
i

 classroom was de
i

scribe
i

d at the
i

 time
i

 as mildly 

irritating. The
i

y claime
i

d that if the
i

re
i

 was no instructor pre
i

se
i

nt to instruct, the
i

 classroom 

would be
i

 noisy. Four, Building age
i

 and quality building age
i

 is also associate
i

d with 

stude
i

nt achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt. With be
i

tte
i

r quality buildings, more
i

 mode
i

rn school buildings, 

much be
i

tte
i

r lighting, much be
i

tte
i

r the
i

rmal comfort, and discuss the
i

 quality of stude
i

nts 

acce
i

pte
i

d to be
i

 able
i

 to have
i

 e
i

xtraordinary acade
i

mic achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nts (Mc Guffe
i

y, 1982 

in Sche
i

ide
i

r, 2002). 

  The
i

 classroom is not ne
i

at and cle
i

an during the
i

 se
i

cond bre
i

ak. Howe
i

ve
i

r, this is not 

a proble
i

m be
i

cause
i

 usually stude
i

nts are
i

 aske
i

d to cle
i

an the
i

 room e
i

ve
i

ry time
i

 the
i

 te
i

ache
i

r 

come
i

s. Stude
i

nts fe
i

e
i

l comfortable
i

 with the
i

 class. That's the
i

 important point. If the
i

y 

don't e
i

njoy le
i

arning in class, the
i

y can't focus on the
i

 le
i

sson. The
i

y voice
i

d some
i

 thoughts 

about the
i

 facilitie
i

s and e
i

quipme
i

nt of the
i

 school. The
i

y love
i

 it although some
i

 ne
i

e
i

d to 

be
i

 re
i

place
i

d. 

  For e
i

xample
i

 chairs and table
i

s. Some
i

 of the
i

m are
i

 worn out be
i

cause
i

 the
i

 forme
i

r 

occupants of the
i

 class didn't take
i

 good care
i

 of the
i

m. Chairs and table
i

s are
i

 use
i

d by 

ge
i

ne
i

rations of stude
i

nts. The
i

y think it's time
i

 to re
i

place
i

 it, so the
i

y can be
i

 comfortable
i

 

le
i

arning in the
i

 classroom. Change
i

s in se
i

ve
i

ral te
i

chnical facilitie
i

s also affe
i

ct the
i

 

te
i

aching and le
i

arning proce
i

ss activity. Five
i

, Class size
i

 is a crucial conside
i

ration whe
i

n 

asse
i

ssing school construction ne
i

e
i

ds in this re
i

gard (Schne
i

ide
i

r, 2002). Additionally, the
i

 

re
i

se
i

arche
i

r talke
i

d about this particular classroom. The
i

 SMP Ne
i

ge
i

ri 23 Solok Se
i

latan 

class size
i

 is large
i

 e
i

nough to hold 30 to 32 stude
i

nts.  

  Stude
i

nts can comfortably se
i

e
i

 the
i

 white
i

board from the
i

ir se
i

ats in a room this size
i

. 

The
i

 table
i

s in the
i

 classroom are
i

 orde
i

rly and we
i

ll-arrange
i

d. E
i

ve
i

n if the
i

y move
i

 around, 

some
i

time
i

s it's not prope
i

rly organize
i

d. Howe
i

ve
i

r, the
i

re
i

 isn't any wall art in the
i

 

classrooms to he
i

lp stude
i

nts with the
i

ir acade
i

mics. A positive
i

 le
i

arning e
i

nvironme
i

nt is 

corre
i

late
i

d with wall art, a compone
i

nt of the
i

 physical e
i

nvironme
i

nt (Faulk and 

E
i

vanshe
i

n, 2013). 

 

CONCLUSION 

The
i

 re
i

se
i

arche
i

r draws se
i

ve
i

ral conclusions from the
i

 findings and discussion in 

this se
i

ction. According to the
i

ir pe
i

rce
i

ptions of the
i

 physical e
i

nvironme
i

nt of the
i

ir class 

at SMP Ne
i

ge
i

ri 23 Solok Se
i

latan, the
i

 childre
i

n fe
i

e
i

l comfortable
i

 in the
i

ir class. In 

addition, the
i

y like
i

 the
i

 facilitie
i

s provide
i

d in the
i

 classroom and the
i

se
i

 facilitie
i

s make
i

 

te
i

aching and le
i

arning activitie
i

s e
i

asie
i

r for stude
i

nts and te
i

ache
i

rs. 

Te
i

aching and le
i

arning activitie
i

s are
i

 also influe
i

nce
i

d by the
i

 physical 

e
i

nvironme
i

nt of the
i

 class. In rooms with te
i

mpe
i

rature
i

s be
i

twe
i

e
i

n 20 and 24°C, stude
i

nts 

pe
i

rforme
i

d be
i

tte
i

r. If it is hot in class, the
i

 kids will focus on using pape
i

r fans to cool 

off. To he
i

lp stude
i

nts focus more
i

 on te
i

aching and le
i

arning activitie
i

s, classroom cooling 

e
i

quipme
i

nt is ne
i

e
i

de
i

d. Fans should be
i

 available
i

 in the
i

 classrooms of schools to ke
i

e
i

p the
i

 

e
i

nvironme
i

nt cool. Stude
i

nts can the
i

n conce
i

ntrate
i

 on the
i

 le
i

arning mate
i

rial. The
i

 use
i

 of 

daylight and coloure
i

d lighting supports incre
i

ase
i

d stude
i

nt pe
i

rformance
i

. 
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Schools with le
i

ss inte
i

rnal and e
i

xte
i

rnal noise
i

 have
i

 highe
i

r stude
i

nt achie
i

ve
i

me
i

nt. 

Noise
i

 le
i

ve
i

ls must be
i

 minimize
i

d in orde
i

r to le
i

arn E
i

nglish more
i

 atte
i

ntive
i

ly. Schools 

with good physical se
i

ttings have
i

 good te
i

aching. As practically all activitie
i

s take
i

 place
i

 

in the
i

 classroom, this be
i

ne
i

fits stude
i

nts' le
i

arning and instruction. Stude
i

nts flourish in 

le
i

arning and attain acade
i

mic succe
i

ss whe
i

n the
i

y are
i

 at e
i

ase
i

 whe
i

n studying. 

Base
i

d on the
i

 conclusion above
i

, the
i

 physical e
i

nvironme
i

nt of the
i

 class is ve
i

ry 

important. To support stude
i

nts in le
i

arning and te
i

ache
i

rs in te
i

aching, the
i

re
i

 must be
i

 

sufficie
i

nt facilitie
i

s. E
i

spe
i

cially in E
i

nglish te
i

aching and le
i

arning subje
i

cts, conside
i

ring 

that E
i

nglish is a fore
i

ign language
i

. 
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