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학 교양 외국어교육에 한 학습자 인식 연구 

- 어･ 국어･일본어 과목 수강자를 상으로 -
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College Students’ Perception of General Foreign Language Education

- An Analysis based on Students of English, Chinese, and Japanese Elective Courses -

Park, Sin-Hyang

This study examined college students’ perception of general foreign language education and the factors that influence college 
students’ selection of elective foreign language courses. This study also examined whether such students’s perception and selection 
factors would differ according to foreign language classes(English, Chinese, and Japanese). To this end, this study surveyed 
189 students at a university in North Gyeongsang Province in Korea. Firstly, this study found that students considered foreign 
language education quite important in college education, and they showed a high satisfaction on the quality, effectiveness, and
diversity of foreign language courses. Secondly, in selecting elective foreign language courses, students were found greatly 
influenced by student, instructor, class and external factors. Lastly, five sub-factors influencing students’ selection of elective 
courses showed a statistical difference according to the three language classes, that is, career and employment, instruction types, 
lesson content, prospective and power of target language using nations. The findings of this study indicated considerations on 
foreign language education which should be reflected in general education in Korea.     




