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Abstract

In nowadays society, the majority of
students in most countries receive education in
the school where a teacher plays the key role to
deliver knowledge. In Taiwan, the spoon-feeding
teaching method, which lecturers deliver
knowledge to students without promoting their
independent  learning, has Dbeen  widely

recognized from primary to higher education. Yet,

for the past decade, instructional technology has
been gradually adopted in traditional classrooms
with the development of the information and
communication technology. This study aims to
the intention of classrooms interactions using IRS
in Taiwanese colleges. The results indicate that,
an IRS-equipped learning environment influences
the goal commitment of learning and perceived
usefulness in a learning environment, and thus
influences learners’ intention to interact and
participate in classroom activities.
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