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A Study on University Students’ Perception for Liberal Arts Class
Using Padlet During the COVID-19

Ok Hee Park’
Professor, Ju Si Gyeong Liberal Arts College, Pai Chai University

2 9 &7 52 I2u W7o 2291 o5 =t WS (Padle)S 285t iR Ut wF I
gt ehEAke A4l AT At A7 Bfo AlSHY 379 tde g el 28 9ol dith =k, ok,
Sk et 70l disf 4 "/\}9} A ZARE AASISITE E AR A= SPSS 19.0 ZEIHO R FA A2|stgl
I, R AR A0l fFE &Rt HiolH g 24613t A7 adhes thadt 2ok 3A, wesle 83 did
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Abstract This study aims to explore college students’ perception for offline class using the online platform
Padlet as a tool in liberal arts class during the COVID-19 lockdown. Thirty seven students participated in the
study, and quantitative and qualitative methods were used. The statistical results and analysis for open-ended
questions are as follows; Firstly, the participants showed satisfaction as the highest variable followed by
learning effect, then motivation but participation rated the lowest(p{ .001). Secondly, there was statistical
significance except participation depending on gender(p{ .001). Female students felt higher satisfaction,
learning effect, and motivation than male students. Thirdly, there was statistical significance between freshmen
and senior depending on grade(p< .001). Freshmen felt higher satisfaction, participation, learning effect, and
motivation than seniors. Fourthly, qualitative analysis showed participants felt positive about using Padlet as a

education tool in offline class. Finally, the pedagogical implication and suggestions were discussed.
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Table 1. General characteristics of
participants(N=37)

Variables Frequency(%)

Gender Male 18(48.7)

Female 19(51.3)

Humanities/Social Science 20(54.0)

Major Science/Engineering 15(40.5)
Arts/PE 2(5.5)

Freshman 7(18.9)

Sophomore 13(35.2)

Grade Junior 12(32.4)
Senior 5(13.5)
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Fig. 1. Participant’'s homework on padlet
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Table 4. Test of within—subject effect_gender

Source Sl @i df S F Sig
2, 3, J12] 1L Fig. 29} Ztt. Square Square :
factor 11.34 3 3.78 14.1 | €.001
factor*gender 1.89 3 .63 2.35 .077
Table 2. Test of within—subject effect_overall Error 2821 |105| .27
Source |Sum of Square| df  |Mean Square F Sig.
Factor 11.19 3 3.73 13.39 | ¢.001 Table 5. Tests of between—subject effect_gender
Error 30.10 108 .28 Source gum of T Mean E Sig.
quare Square
Intercept 2415.6 1 241564 | 1139.8 | (.001
Table 3. Estimated marginal means_pair wise Gender 12.10 1 12.10 571 | 022
comparison Error 74.18 35 2.12
factor  |Mean|Std.E b‘?;g‘zf” dif'f‘/'e‘fggce Std.E| Sig.
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I participation_ . -
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Effect | 4.23 | 0,14 PericPatoON| g9 1017 | 034
motivation

Motivation | 4.06 | 0.16

Table 6. Parameter estimated by gender

4207

4.007

3804
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3607

Parameter B Std.E t Sig.
Satisfaction Female 457 0.19 24.57 (.001
Estimated Marginal Means of MEASURE_1 Male -0.58 0.26 -2.25 031
Particioation Female 3.70 0.22 16.60 (.001
artiopaton " yale | 025 | 031 | 079 | 432
Effect Female 452 0.19 24.01 (.001
« Male | 057 | 026 | —247 | .037
Motivation Female 4.52 0.21 21.86 (.001
© Male -0.89 0.29 -3.08 .004
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Fig. 2. Means plots for each perception E
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Fig. 3. Means plots for each perception by gender
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Sum of Mean )
Source SaED df SeuE F Sig.
factor 11.34 3 3.85 13.9 | <.001
factor*grade 2.84 9 0.32 1.15 337
Error 27.25 99 .28

Table 8. Tests of between—subject effect_grade

Sum of Mean '
Source SHEE df ST F Sig.
Intercept 2081.64 1 2081.64 | 1229.6 | (.001
Grade 30.14 3 10.14 5.99 .002
Error 55.86 33 1.69
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Table 9. Parameter estimated by grade

Parameter B Std.E t Sig.

Senior 4.0 0.31 12.74 | (.001

Satisfaction Junior 0.63 0.37 1.67 104
Soph. -0.29 0.37 -0.78 441

Freshman 0.89 0.41 2.17 .037

Senior 2.73 0.37 7.39 {.001

Junior 0.93 0.44 212 .042

Participation ¢ 1 | 0.63 | 044 | 144 | 160
Freshman 1.70 0.48 3.50 .001

Senior 3.93 0.34 11.69 (.001
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Soph. -0.16 | 0.40 -0.41 .681

Freshman 0.92 0.44 2.10 .044

Senior 3.6 0.40 9.14 {(.001

Motivation Junior 0.84 0.45 1.80 .081
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Freshman 1.07 0.52 2.10 .046

Fig. 4. Means plots for each perception by grade
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Table 10. Participants’ opinions for padlet activity

Positive

Negative

“can know other students’ opinions” “nice video clips”

Satisfaction ) e w o
learning materials”, “convenient

, “anytime can see the

“‘complicated”, “can’t concentrate”, “annoying”

Participation | “feel responsibilities”,

“did my best because classmates see my materials”

“because of my laziness”

“helpful for understanding with classmates’ materials”,

Eff . . ) o,
ect effective for preparation and review

“helpful for my English”,

“not effective because it's not accustomed”

“can communicate with other classmates”

Motivation »
comments

, “can get participation points by writing| .

don’t know the reasons of writing comments”
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