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Abstract

School facilities will change in the direction of the times and society. However, since school facilities
are connected to the past and present, it is difficult to revolutionize at once. The reason for this is not
because the development of school facility technology is late, but because of the conservative
characteristics of the school, which is responsible for the function of socialization. Even when designing a
future school facility, it is not realistic to design a new characteristic, completely excluding the
characteristics of the current school facility. Therefore, considering the characteristics of future school space
reflecting gradual change, it is possible to help concrete understanding of future school space while
realistic. In order to analyze the characteristics of future school space, I examined five elements suggested
by Deed and Dwyer (2018). First, the characteristics of 'tradition', a teacher-centered educational space, are
required. Second, the characteristics of 'complexity', a space of learning that students from various
backgrounds are able to get along with each other and open together. Third, the characteristics of
'democracy', a living space where participation, communication and democratic procedures among members
are required. Fourth, the characteristics of ‘'individuality', a space of opportunity to respect and develop
individuality and strengths of students, are required. Fifth, the characteristics of 'technology', a space that
can expand the time and space of education by utilizing technology, are required. This study is expected
to help to understand and plan concretely about the space of future school.
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Factor Questionnaire content
The appropriate class size, convenience
Tradition of desk and sFool a.md. flexibility ‘of
arrangement, optimal lighting and noise,
the latestness of various equipments
Open and active design, desks and
Conplexity chairs of various shapes and sizes, wide
enough size, various amenities
Free and bright design, sofas and tables
Democracy of various shapes and sizes, optimal
lighting and color, wide enough size
Optimal lighting and noise, comfortable
Individuality and calm design, moderately large size,
sofas and tables of various sizes
Advanced technology devices and tools,
Technology active and bright design, various sizes of
desks and chairs, and various amenities
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[Fig. 6] Requirement of future school space.
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[Fig. 10] Requirement of individuality.
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[Fig. 11] Requirement of technology.
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