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Abstract: Background: The aim of the present study was to evaluate teachers’ opinions on the use of
Personal Learning Environments (PLE) for the development of students’ intercultural competences.
Methods: This investigation carried out a thematic analysis of semi-structured interviews applied
to a sample of n = 100 Compulsory Secondary Education teachers in Andalusia (Spain) with an
average teaching experience of 13.13 years (SD = 6.63). The interview shows excellent content validity
(Content Validity Index for the interview overall, S-CVI = 0.94). The concordant codes and sub-codes
were established in the analysis with the participation of two researchers and an external expert.
Then, the data was analyzed using NVivo software. Results: The results show the opinions of the
teachers grouped into six separate codes: intercultural learning communities, learning improvement,
intercultural development of the student, disinformation, inapplicability, and inappropriate use.
Conclusions: In general, it is concluded that the teachers consider the benefits of using PLE in
the development of students’ intercultural competences. Despite this, some opinions reveal a lack
of training and motivation, or the lack of ability teachers have on the subject, as well as in their
classrooms, with the result that the PLE is not applicable for intercultural education.

Keywords: personal learning environments; teacher perception; intercultural education; intercultural
competences; thematic analysis

1. Introduction

1.1. Present Learning Environments

Currently, new approaches to the understanding of learning exist, in which new ways of relating
to others appear, and the acquisition of information is not limited to a specific time and space [1,2].
Theories of learning affirm that the relationship of people with their environment is the most important
medium through which the teaching–learning process is created [3–5]. This process requires the use of
both traditional and virtual spaces, and is determined by the tools, sources of information, and links
between information and activities that each student uses for his or her training. These elements have
collectively been defined as Personal Learning Environments (PLE) [2,6,7]. PLE are a set of tools and
services that a person uses to build, manage and share knowledge. In PLE, students take an active role
in the learning process. In this way, they can visualize their objectives more clearly, and the strategies
to achieve them [1,8].

In addition to traditional learning environments, different studies specify the influence of
information and communication technologies on the appearance of new PLE [8,9], among which
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the following stand out: webpages, encyclopedias, and search engines to obtain information and
filter results (keywords, year, language, author, etc.); social networks, such as YouTube or Facebook,
which facilitate social interaction; online collaborative work tools, such as Google Docs, that allow
the continuity of the learning process anywhere; and blogs and other tools, such as emails, chats,
graphics, presentations, or videos. Shoshani and Eldor [10] show that the use of information and
communication technologies complement and help the traditional teaching–learning process to achieve
quality education. For example, virtual learning environments offer the opportunity to create novel
and effective contexts such as simulations, role-plays, and avatars in collaborative works, among
others [11–14]. According to Castañeda and Adell [1], all these virtual and traditional PLE can be
classified into three fundamental categories: (a) tools and reading strategies, including those PLE
that provide access to information, such as newsletters, blogs, video channels, quick readings, book
reviews, and conference attendance; (b) tools and strategies of reflection, integrated by PLE that
serve to transform the information and reflect it, such as blogs, publications, social networking walls,
notebooks, and class diaries; (c) tools and relationship strategies, which include all PLE that enable
interaction and exchange of information, such as social networks, applications or the classroom itself.

Likewise, PLE contribute to socialization [8,15]. This occurs in learning communities created with
the use of PLE where experiences and social interactions are shared in an environment of trust, security
and responsibility [16]. In addition, the use of strategies and virtual tools help to overcome students’
physical and temporal difficulties to interact with one another [17].

In relation to this, research has found positive effects of social interaction for learning [18],
demonstrating that collaborative learning is a useful effect of PLE, as it includes the coming together of
all group members to build knowledge and solve problems, which favors integration [3,13,15]. In this
sense, collaborative learning is the result of the learning resources and content shared in the PLE, that
allow teamwork and collective learning through the participation processes they create [19].

1.2. The Importance of PLE in the Development of the Students’ Intercultural Competences

PLE have been influenced by the phenomenon of migration and globalization. In the last
several decades, there has been a significant increase in the number of foreign students in classrooms,
transforming these classrooms into intercultural learning contexts [20,21]. More specifically, in
Andalusia, located in the south of Spain, the context in which the study was carried out, the high school
education classrooms reflect the intercultural diversity present in the society [22]. As a consequence,
there were 84,879 foreign, non-university students registered in that community during the 2016–2017
school year [23]. This transformation has meant the incorporation of new educational responses,
among which are those that promote learning through cultural diversity [13,21].

The recommendations by experts in light of the effects of globalization suggest the need to find new
teaching–learning methods [8] that would involve the creation of new environments for tending to the
cultural diversity of different classrooms [24,25]. However, the educational policy for the Andalusian
community does not allow intercultural education to be carried out in the official curriculum [26]. This
type of education and the application of its necessary educational environments is left to the free choice
of teachers at all times, which implies limited effects in the development of the students’ intercultural
competences [27].

In this sense, the PLE represent an advance for intercultural education in that they allow teachers
to develop new curricula that favor collaboration among students from different cultures. For example,
strategies and interactive tools such as Skype, Dropbox, or Prezi have enabled exchanges of information
among diverse students [28,29], allowing the exchange of communication and experiences from
an intercultural approach [24,30]. This experience develops what some theorists call intercultural
competences, which facilitates appropriate behavior and communication between cultures [30–32].
Intercultural competences are defined as a multidimensional concept that begins with the acquisition
of attitudes (respect, openness of mind, curiosity, and discovery), followed by the development of
skills (listening, observing, interpreting, and evaluating) to obtain knowledge (cultural awareness, role
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and impact of culture, etc.) [33]. In short, intercultural competences are the ability to communicate
effectively and appropriately in intercultural contexts [34], which will be influenced by the personal
experiences of students [35,36].

1.3. State of the Matter and Objective of the Investigation

Regarding the teachers’ opinions, they consider intercultural education to be important for
students, although according to them, this does not receive sufficient attention [37]. In a recent
investigation, teachers affirm that the necessary resources are not regularly available to carry out
intercultural education effectively, so it is difficult to put the teaching of intercultural competences into
practice [38], and much less carry them out using PLE.

Additionally, some teachers believe that PLE offer effective opportunities in student relationships
as they participate in learning communities focused on communication and the exchange of resources
and tools [39]. Furthermore, other studies show that teachers believe the PLE enhance reciprocal
learning for their students [40,41], and according to the results obtained from another investigation,
they turn into subjects responsible for their own learning, which influences the development of students’
personalities [42].

Despite the development, the studies focused on discovering the teachers’ opinions on the use
of PLE for the development of the students’ intercultural competences are scarce. This is why this
investigation set out to reach this objective. To do so, this investigation mainly focuses on the concept
of intercultural competences which are defined as the set of skills that help develop specific knowledge,
as well as attitudes that lead to proper behavior and communication in the interactions of people from
different cultures [31,32,43].

In short, the investigation aims to discover the teachers’ opinions on whether tools and training
strategies (reading, reflection, and relationship) improve the students’ intercultural competences [1], to
know the teachers’ beliefs on the use of tools and strategies related to information technologies on the
development of this competence, and to discover the current situation of the use and applicability of
PLE in the classrooms of the teachers who were assessed.

For this, a qualitative research design has been carried out in which the data were analyzed
through thematic analysis, which consists of a research approach that presents effective objectivity in
the analysis of issues [44].

2. Methods

2.1. Participants

A random sample of 100 teachers from secondary education institutes from different cities in
Andalusia (Spain) was selected, with an average teaching experience of 13.13 years (SD = 6.63). Of the
total, 8% had teaching experience of less than 5 years, 36% between 5 and 10 years, 23% between 11 and
15 years, 13% between 16 and 20 years, and 20% of the teachers had been working for over 20 years.

In terms of gender, 62% were male (n = 62) and 38% were female (n = 38).
As regards their field of study, 14% of the teachers teach Geography and History; 11% Biology

and Geology; 9% Mathematics and Philosophy; 8% Physics and Chemistry; 7% Spanish Language and
Literature; 6% French and Religion; 5% English and the specialty of Plastic, Audiovisual, and Visual
Education; 4% Ethical Values, Classic Culture, and Music; 3% Physical Education and Information and
Communications Technology; and 2% teach Technology.

The sample was selected at random from a set of 24 centers that wished to participate in the study,
and only teachers were invited to collaborate in the study. Prior to the investigation, permission was
requested from the appropriate educational authorities. Participation was voluntary, and the teachers
were assured that their answers would be confidential.

Furthermore, in the context of this study, it is worth noting that Andalusian schools have a
culturally diverse student body according to the Permanent Migration Observatory of Andalusia
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(OPAM in Spanish) [23]. The student body mainly consists of students from European countries
(35.53%), the African continent (34.85%), South America (12.43%), and Asia (7.44%).

2.2. Instrument

A semi-structured interview was used (see Appendix A). This type of interview is defined as a
qualitative research technique in which information is obtained through questions established as a
guide. In addition, a series of optional questions can be proposed, in case the interviewer believes it is
convenient to ask them, depending on the conversation [45].

In this investigation, an initial ad hoc interview was prepared, adapted from and based on the
one conducted by Agirdag, Merry, and Van Houtte [28] and completed with questions related to
the categorization of PLE proposed by Castañeda and Adell [1]. Content validity was determined
after the instrument was applied to the teachers [46]. This analysis verified whether the interview
measured what was expected. To conduct this analysis, 17 experts were involved whose answers
served to analyze the content validity index (CVI) [47]. First, the CVI was determined for each element
of the interview (I-CVI) by asking the expert panel to rate the importance of each item in evaluating
the teachers’ opinion regarding the use of PLE in the development of intercultural competences of
their students, following a four-point Likert scale (1 = not relevant, 2 = somewhat relevant, 3 = quite
relevant, and 4 = very relevant). With the I-CVI, the percentage of experts that provided a rating of
quite relevant (3) or very relevant (4) for each element of the interview was obtained. Those items that
obtained an index of I-CVI < 0.78 were eliminated, as recommended in the literature [47]. Subsequently,
the CVI for the interview overall (S-CVI) was obtained, assessing the average of the I-CVI of each
element [48]. An index S-CVI = 0.91 was obtained, and thus, according to Polit et al. [47], the interview
initially evidenced excellent content validity.

After conducting the interview with the teachers, the CVI was evaluated again. In this case,
the index for the semi-structured interviews conducted with high school education teachers in the
2017–2018 academic year was S-CVI = 0.94, maintaining excellent evidence of content validity.

2.3. Process

2.3.1. Information Collection

Once permission was obtained from the relevant educational authorities, semi-structured
interviews were given to secondary education teachers in the 2017–2018 academic year. The researcher
maintained the guidelines of the interviews at all times. Interviews were conducted in the teachers’
rooms in the different chosen institutes with a duration between 20 and 30 min and were recorded
or transcribed directly with each participant being assigned a pseudonym. An initial explanation of
the study was given, and the possibility to clarify any doubt about PLE and intercultural competence
was offered. All the established questions, including those not posed initially, were directly related
to the teachers’ opinions regarding the use of PLE in developing the intercultural competences of
the students.

During the whole interview process, ethical guidelines stated in the Helsinki Declaration were
followed, as well as those in the protocol approved by the Ethics Committee in the University
of Granada.

2.3.2. Data Analysis

The interviews were analyzed using thematic analysis [49]. The data obtained was discovered
in an inductive way, and the answers obtained from the data were evaluated, which provide new
perspectives for understanding the reality [50]. This occurred in the way described below.

In the first phase, manual transcription of the interviews was carried out. Then, in the second
phase, initial codes were generated that were applied to the data. These codes emerged from the
analysis of the answers to the 13 questions given by the teachers in the semi-structured interview.
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This way, the intercultural learning communities code was obtained from the analysis of Questions 3,
4, 10, and 11. The code learning improvement was obtained from the analysis of Questions 5, 6, 7, 8,
9, 10, and 11. The intercultural development of the student code was obtained from the analysis of
Questions 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, and 11, and the disinformation code from Questions 1, 2, and 12. Finally, the
inapplicability and inappropriate use codes were obtained from the analysis of Questions 12 and 13.

In the third phase, the answers that belong to each code were grouped by similar content. In the
fourth phase, the sub-codes were identified, and in the last phase, the established sub-codes were
redefined (see Table 1).

Table 1. Themes and sub-themes extracted from the opinions of the teachers who were assessed.

Themes Subthemes

Intercultural learning communities
Social interactions
Intercultural experiences
Exchanges of information

Learning improvement
Access to information
Reciprocal learning
Self-learning

Intercultural development of the student

Integration
Respect
Tolerance
Empathy
Critical attitude

Disinformation
Lack of knowledge
Lack of ability

Inapplicability
Motivation
Classroom resources
Organization

Inappropriate use Misuse
They are not used for intercultural education

The whole process was carried out separately by two researchers and an external expert using the
latest version of NVivo qualitative software. This research software was chosen due to its ease of use
and the good training that researchers and experts have on it.

The reliability of the data analysis was analyzed obtaining the concordance results from the
codes and sub-codes among the researchers, which varied from K ≥ 73 to K ≥ 92. The different
codes and sub-codes were then revised and altered for their inclusion in the analysis. Finally, an
external researcher who was not familiarized with the investigation analyzed 35% of the interviews.
The analysis of their data with the codification of codes and sub-codes was compared to the researchers’
analysis and showed a concordance interval of K ≥ 83.

The interviews were analyzed in Spanish, although, to illustrate these results in this paper, they
were translated into English.

3. Results

3.1. Thematic Analysis of the Answers Given by the Teachers

The thematic analysis of the data was carried out [49], and the interviews revealed six main themes
for classifying the teachers’ opinions on the use of PLE to develop students’ intercultural competences:
(1) intercultural learning communities, (2) learning improvement, (3) intercultural development of the
student, (4) disinformation, (5) inapplicability, and (6) inappropriate use.

The themes were also divided into subthemes. The category system used in the thematic analysis
is shown in Table 1.



Sustainability 2019, 11, 4475 6 of 16

3.1.1. Intercultural Learning Communities

In general, the teachers affirmed that PLE particularly related to the tools and strategies for
interaction and reflection improve the students’ intercultural competences. According to these teachers,
the principal motive is that the use of chats, communal areas, webs, videos, games, educational
platforms, social networks, and apps in the classrooms, favor teamwork, and in turn, encourage
education in intercultural learning communities. In these communities, a network is established in
which the students interact with other students from different cultures; they exchange information and
make the creation of intercultural experiences possible.

– Social interactions. The teachers say that when a student interacts socially with another of different
ethnicity, culture, or religion, an improvement in communication skills and cultural knowledge is
experienced by both. In relation to this, and faced with the question, “What is your opinion on
the link between the personal learning environments that you use and the intercultural education
of your students?”, there are some answers that serve as an example of the above:

“I think they result in significant benefits in the intercultural education of our students and all adolescents
in general, as they allow the exchanging of opinions, and the generation of new knowledge, ideas,” etc.
(Geography and History teacher with 12 years of experience).
“When intercultural education occurs, it happens through personal peer relationships as they exchange
their own cultural reality on a day-to-day basis. This happens when the students socialize in person and
through social networks” (Geography and History teacher with 5 years of experience).
Furthermore, the social PLE are those which the teachers consider as being fundamental for
creating positive interactions in intercultural contexts. The main cause is the teachers use these
strategies and tools to form work teams, encourage collaborative learning, and create online
communities. Interactions between students are created using traditional teaching methods or
the use of technologies, as the answers show.
“Social strategies in the classroom can help to form a positive attitude towards others, and to acquire
values such as respect and to increase affective relationships through social networks” (Information and
Communications Technology teacher with 17 years of experience).
“In my classes, we choose a subject to address and link it to interculturality in some way, as Almería is a
province with a high percentage of foreigners. By playing games, the whole group comes together to take
part, share, and have fun. We also have comprehensive readings of articles, books, work groups, and watch
films” (Ethical Values teacher with 5 years of experience).

– Intercultural experiences. Mostly, the teachers think that the learning communities created
through PLE of interaction and reflection alter the students’ intercultural experiences and their
perception of their surroundings. The reason is that contact with culturally different people helps
them to understand their reality. This is why the question, “Why do teachers think the tools and
strategies for interaction and reflection assist students’ intercultural competences?” obtained
answers such as the following:

“They are very important and necessary, especially for helping students to open their minds” (Physics and
Chemistry teacher with 2 years of experience).
“They change mistaken concepts, help to understand the others and work on developing empathy,” etc.
(Philosophy teacher with 23 years of experience).

– Exchange of information. The teachers believe that information and communication technology
facilitates the exchange of information in intercultural learning communities. Some examples of
the answers that support these opinions are the following:
“I think we have platforms nowadays where intercultural information may be exchanged and expressed,
and this is beneficial” (English teacher with 6 years of experience).
“The internet is the largest source of information nowadays, and the most important environment for
many subjects; it connects many people and facilitates communication” (French teacher with 10 years
of experience).
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Furthermore, the teachers consider the speed at which these exchanges occur with people in
any part of the world a big advantage for the intercultural education of students. The following
opinion is an example of this:
“The growth of new technologies makes personal learning environments for students increasingly more
cybernetic. This is a big advantage, as students are just a click away from accessing a world of information
on their screens. The use of social networks is the norm, and these applications bring people together from
all cultures, and let people meet very easily, regardless of where they may be in the world. That’s why I
think it’s easier to bring cultures together, and to learn from each other” (Religious Studies teacher with
7 years of experience).

3.1.2. Learning Improvement

In general, the teachers’ opinions link the use of PLE for reading and reflection with an improvement
in the students’ learning, which has an effect on the development of their intercultural competences.
The main reason that the teachers expose is that the use of strategies and tools such as documentaries,
series in their original version, blogs, social networks, films, school planners, articles on intercultural
opinions or chats in which experiences are shared, facilitates the access to information, the reciprocal
learning and self-learning of the students:

– Access to information. The teachers consider that the strategies and reading tools demonstrate a
fundamental role in the improvement of access to information for the students. In this regard, the
general opinions link information and communications technology with the speed and access to
a larger quantity of information, even to approach information from other cultures in real time.
The following answer is an example of this thought:
“They give us access to information we find in a quick way. They allow us access to culture and education.
Knowledge changes the world and our world is changing; we must adapt to the new times, hence the
importance that these tools have” (Biology and Geology teacher with 21 years of experience).
Nevertheless, there are also opinions that stress the importance of controlling and mediating the
access to this information.

“They are useful from the beginning due to their mere presence and availability in the classroom or on the
Internet. But their knowledge and use aren’t enough if there isn’t good management of the knowledge on
the teacher’s part, along with their good will and conviction when it comes to giving knowledge, customs,
and multiple realities” (Geography and History teacher with 22 years of experience).

– Reciprocal learning. The teachers’ opinions that PLE for reflection are very important for students
concerning their reciprocal and intercultural learning because through these tools and strategies
they can transform their information and exchange cultural ideas. Some examples of these
opinions are:
“They assist cultural exchanges and knowledge from other cultures” (Plastic, Audiovisual, and Visual
Education teacher with 33 years of experience).
“The most important information is captured, and the students manage to reflect among cultures and
establish common objectives” (Physics and Chemistry teacher with 4 years of experience).

– Self-learning. With regard to the improvement of intercultural learning itself, in general, the
teachers believe that PLE used for reflection contribute to certain benefits in the self-learning
process. The main causes are because the students become an autonomous, critical, and reflective
being of their own learning. The following answers are an example of these opinions:

“They allow students to stop, think, and realize the personal and social enrichment that imposes the union
and interrelation of cultures” (Philosophy teacher with 22 years of experience).
“They encourage the autonomy of the students; allow the integration of skills, present the content in a
contextualized way, and boost interculturality, as students interact with real material” (French teacher
with 10 years of experience).
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3.1.3. Intercultural Development of the Student

The teachers who were assessed agree on considering that the strategies and tools for reading and
reflection are key aspects for the acquisition of attitudes and fundamental values in the development
of the students’ intercultural competences, mainly because they train students to be reflective and to
understand the intercultural information to which they have access.

The values and attitudes that show the teachers’ opinions are integration, respect, tolerance,
empathy, and critical attitude. The reasons for choosing these values of teachers and examples of the
answers given are shown below.

– Integration. The teachers think that if they develop intercultural situations (virtual or traditional)
with the students, they will end up integrating with one another and accept a different culture.
“The interaction tools can help integration when they are used correctly, as they interact with each other
and reflect on specific subjects. I think they improve students’ attitudes and skills regarding the integration
and acceptance of the diversity” (Biology and Geology teacher with 13 years of experience).

– Respect. In general, the teachers’ opinions link the acquisition of the value of respect with the
exercise of communication and knowledge between cultures. In this way, examples of the answers
to the question, “What do you understand by intercultural competence training?” are as follows:
“It’s an education that could be understood or worked in a transversal way based on the communication
and respect between different cultures and would also mean a source of personal enrichment that has
a positive effect in society. It would be useful for preventing or addressing conflicts from another
perspective: knowledge and respect for others” (Spanish Language and Literature teacher with 2 years
of experience).

– Tolerance. Another value that prevails among the teachers’ opinions is that of tolerance. In this
case, it is related to the students’ intercultural education, considering that tolerance is an implicit
part of intercultural interaction.
“Because students improve their knowledge and interaction with other people. The students’ tolerance and
respect are increased” (Biology and Geology teacher with 22 years of experience).

– Empathy. The teachers’ opinions link the acquisition of this value with the use of strategies and
tools for reflection and interaction. Where intercultural interaction will allow knowledge among
students, making them reflective, critical and empathic with the cultural issues of the partner.

“If we use tools for reflection and keep them, this is going to be very useful to form critical, reasonable, and
empathetic people with initiative who are good at solving conflicts. These skills are the basis for achieving
an intercultural education” (Spanish Language and Literature teacher with 7 years of experience).

“The interactions let you understand people with likes, cultures, and interests that are very different to your
own, which brings you closer to others, and lets you see their everyday life. They help to understand them
and to appreciate their culture” (Information and Communication Technology teacher with 6 years
of experience).

– Critical attitude. The teachers’ opinions on the development of their students’ critical attitude
focus on considering that this is a direct effect of PLE for reflection, because in this way they
analyze the information of the environment, being critical of what happens.

“I think these tools are very necessary in the teaching–learning process, as it is the instance when students
manage to reflect and analyze the information given to them. In this way, they can manage to form a
critical opinion and with fundaments on intercultural education” (Ethical Values teacher with 12 years
of experience).
Furthermore, it is worth highlighting that the teachers link PLE to the development of positive
attitudes towards diversity, due to the increase in intercultural information about the other that
will improve the values of respect and tolerance.
“They are very important as the social strategies in the classroom can help to form a positive attitude
towards others, and to acquire values such as respect and increase affective relationships through social
networks” (Information and Communications Technology teacher with 17 years of experience).
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In general the teachers take into account the positive aspects that PLE have in their students’
education regarding intercultural competences. However, different opinions exist, not generalizable
to most, that show the disinformation of the teachers, as well as the lack of motivation, resources, or
good organization as the reasons that prevent the application of PLE in their classrooms or if PLE are
applied, they are not used for intercultural education, or are performed incorrectly.

Below are examples of teacher responses from the above.

3.1.4. Disinformation

Considering the question, “Do you use personal learning environments in your classroom to
develop intercultural competences?” there are teachers’ opinions that emphasize a lack of knowledge
and ability as the main reasons as to why they don’t use PLE. Among the causes of this disinformation
are a lack of time for carrying out lessons related to PLE or with intercultural education, and the use of
an educational curriculum that does not address intercultural competences nor the use of PLE.

– Lack of knowledge. The lack of knowledge on PLE is noted in some of the teachers’ opinions,
either because they claim the concept is new to them, or because they define it inaccurately.
“I didn’t know the concept until I read the introduction” (Plastic, Audiovisual, and Visual Education
teacher with 22 years of experience).

“I’m not sure, but I think it’s the possibility that each student learns and discovers knowledge through the
use of new technology. I wouldn’t know how to describe different types, but I suppose it’s according to the
technology that is used: blog, Wikipedia, apps” etc. (French teacher with 14 years of experience).

– Lack of ability. Those teachers who feel they do not have the ability to apply PLE in the
intercultural education of their students’ attribute their insecurity to a lack of training. This is
why there are several teachers who provide a negative opinion in answer to the question, “Do you
feel qualified to use personal learning environments in training for the intercultural competences
of your students?”.
“No, it’s due to a lack of training. Training is voluntary in our job; it’s carried out in our own time and
practically never within our workday” (Mathematics teacher with 3 years of experience).

3.1.5. Inapplicability

Other reasons why the teachers decide not to use PLE in educating their students in the
development of intercultural competences focus on the lack of motivation on the school’s part, by the
education system or by the teachers themselves, in the lack of necessary resources and in the shortage
of time and appropriate contexts for carrying out intercultural activities.

– Motivation. A demotivated teacher does not link intercultural education content to those of the
ordinary curriculum.
“No, because I currently follow a very traditional education and keep teaching the essentials without
developing the students’ cultural intelligence” (Classic Culture teacher with 8 years of experience).
Furthermore, with regard to the demotivation of the teaching staff, this is in addition to a lack of
interest in intercultural education from the school itself and the current education laws in Spain.
“No, it’s not given much importance in my school” (Geography and History teacher with 6 years of
experience).

“No. The schedules don’t include much about it. There still isn’t much on intercultural education introduced
into the education world. The way to take it into account is not clearly defined in the law, and it’s not
a priority within the present legal educational framework” (Geography and History teacher with 25
years of experience).

– Classroom resources. According to some teachers, the lack of personal resources and materials is
what makes the applicability of the PLE difficult in intercultural education.
“Although we try to use the internet, sometimes it’s impossible because we can’t get online, there are no
computers, or they are broken” etc. (Information and Communications Technology teacher with 10
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years of experience).
“The truth is that, in practice, factors such as the high ratio of students in obligatory lessons and the lack
of human resources for tending to them are what prevent them from being carried out” (Mathematics
teacher with 5 years of experience).

– Organization. Other teachers’ opinions add the bad temporal and spatial organization to the
aforementioned reasons which make the use of the PLE difficult for intercultural education.

“No, it’s due to a lack of time and because the classrooms are quite small. These subjects can’t be addressed
or given a more varied approach because there are too many students per classroom” (Philosophy teacher
with 13 years of experience).

3.1.6. Inappropriate Use

Among the teachers’ opinions on this subject, some opinions reflect a general misuse of PLE in
and out of the intercultural context, and some others highlight they are not used for the students’
intercultural education.

– Misuse. The opinions on the misuse of PLE reflect a lack of teacher training, especially in aspects
related to when and how to use such environments. As a result, the following answers with
regard to the use of environments for intercultural education were given:
“It’s only in class when students with other nationalities appear, so it’s then when I try to implement
activities using the PLE to integrate those students” (English teacher with 6 years of experience).
“No, because they must leave the classroom to do that” (Physical Education teacher with 24 years
of experience).

– They are not used for intercultural education. Lastly, some teachers are of the opinion that there
is no use of PLE to educate students in intercultural competences. Most of these opinions agree
that the main cause is a lack of devotion from teaching staff which could allow for PLE in favor of
cultural integration.
“No, because more attention is usually paid to our culture in most cases. We work with our content and
leave the others out” (Biology and Geology teacher with 19 years of experience).

“No. These are generally carried out in the different subjects of different transversal curricula, and from the
Guidance Department. Among them are education in values, exchanges, charity campaigns” etc. (Spanish
Language and Literature teacher with 15 years of experience).

4. Discussion

The objective of this study was to evaluate teachers’ opinions on the use of PLE in the development
of students’ intercultural competences. Subsequent to the analysis carried out, the results generally
show that the teaching staff consider the benefits of using these tools and strategies for students’
intercultural development, this being in line with the opinions of teachers collected in previous
studies [51–53]. More specifically, they highlight the ability of the PLE to generate intercultural
learning communities in which the students interact by exchanging lessons and experiences. This
situation favors the students’ intercultural competences, as they acquire important intercultural
knowledge [54,55]. In this direction, and just as Hue and Kennedy [56] affirmed, teachers must connect
the minority to the majority, in order to tackle cultural diversity in a positive way in the classroom.
In addition, the teachers believe these communities improve their students’ intercultural education
through active construction of learning [57], and this allows the creation of different work groups,
which is a relevant fact for encouraging students to learn in groups or individually [58–60].

The teachers also believe that another important benefit from the use of these environments is the
acquisition of values such as respect, tolerance, empathy, and integration, which are fundamental in
the intercultural education of the students [61–64]. To put the underlying attitudes into practice for
these values is also a necessary situation for the individuals to be culturally competent in intercultural
meetings [65], since as stated by Sreekumar and Varman [66], the education in values, focused in
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intercultural situations where two or more diverse groups and their individual members have contact,
will lead to changes in their values and in the behaviors related to these values, through the phenomenon
of acculturation.

Nevertheless, some of these teachers admit they do not use PLE, or do so inappropriately in their
classrooms, and, in accordance with previous studies [37,38,67,68], without sufficient training to use
them. In this situation, it is necessary to train the teaching staff for them to integrate the PLE into
the everyday dynamic of their classroom, preparing them for the appropriate use of strategies and
techniques [69,70]. With regard to this, He, Lundgren, and Pynes [36] consider that a good way to train
teaching staff is through intercultural immersion programs. Presently, this is not carried out in the
schools that were assessed, and this is mainly because the current education laws [26] do not reflect
intercultural education in the curriculum, as it is not considered to be a priority for the teachers to be
trained for this in these schools [71].

In addition, it is important to take into account that knowing is not the same as doing [70] in the
application of PLE. This aspect, which also reflects on some of the teachers’ opinions and coincides
with the results of other investigations [68,70], affirms that the theoretical aspects of the PLE are
known, but they do not feel motivated or prepared to apply them in their classrooms, and even
less so to use them in the education of the students’ intercultural competences. Taking into account
what was mentioned earlier, Spanish legislation leaves it up to the interest of the teacher to apply
intercultural education in the everyday dynamic of their classrooms [27]. This fact, plus the lack of
time, resources, or suitable contexts for the use of certain PLE stand out as the main causes for the
lack of interest of teachers’ who thought they were demotivated and incapacitated. For these teachers,
sociocultural diversity is accepted as a positive phenomenon that can contribute to the learning process
in a constructive way. However, these ideological principles are far from being applied consistently,
both in theory and in educational practice [72]. If in educational institutions, teachers are not able
to consider, in a pedagogical and sociological sense, their intercultural practice and build a critical
view of themselves, students in classrooms with cultural, ethnic, and religious diversity can see their
intercultural competence affected [73].

In short, a need is identified in the results obtained for carrying out further investigations along
lines that allow the training, preparation and motivation of teachers through educational interventions
as they claimed to feel uninformed or demotivated for the phase of Compulsory Secondary Education.
These investigations/actions must show the teaching staff the need to significantly integrate cultural
experiences into their classrooms with activities on reflection, analysis, and collaboration, as well as to
promote curricular innovation in a way that the cultural diversity of the enrolled students is taken into
account [74]. In order to do this, suitable PLE have to be used that encourage experiences, feelings, or
values related to the diversity of their students [75,76].

5. Conclusions

After completing the analysis of the teachers’ opinions on the use of PLE for students’ intercultural
competences, the conclusions focus on two important aspects: the teachers’ answers, and what the
researchers discovered.

By analyzing the teachers’ opinions, it is clear that they are generally aware of the benefits that
the use of PLE can provide towards their students’ intercultural education. For example, most of the
interviewees believe that the use of learning tools and strategies improve their students’ education,
the intercultural development of their education, and the establishment of intercultural communities
in their classroom. In this way, the use of PLE for interaction and reflection involves communal
areas, websites, videos, educational platforms, apps, or traditional games which are considered as
mediums by teachers to encourage intercultural social interactions in their classrooms, the exchange of
information in various contexts, and the creation of new cultural experiences for their students.

Furthermore, teachers also believe the tools and strategies used to access information and for
reflection, such as documentaries, social networks, school planners, blogs, series, articles for reflection
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and debates, improve reciprocal learning between different students and student learning itself
regarding intercultural aspects and the training. Consequently, teachers consider that these tools allow
access to information in a quicker way, and in real-time.

The benefits for the students are increased by the teachers’ opinions linking the use of the
aforementioned tools and strategies with the improvement of the intercultural development of the
students, acquiring values such as integration, respect, tolerance, and empathy towards people from
different cultures and developing a critical attitude which, according to the teachers, often transforms
into a positive one after an intercultural connection is established.

On the other hand, even taking into account the positive influence that PLE have on their students’
education regarding intercultural competences, some teachers’ opinions show a lack of their ability
when it comes to applying them in their classrooms, which is most of all due to a lack of appropriate
training on the subject. In relation to this, the teachers’ opinions reflect that they either do not define the
concept of PLE well, or they have no knowledge of them. Furthermore, they attribute a lack of time for
training and the use of a curriculum that does not take intercultural competences into account, nor the
use of the PLE, as the main reasons for their disinformation. On some occasions, this disinformation
results in an inappropriate use of PLE in the classroom, or their use is delegated to other areas of the
educational institution, such as the school’s Psychopedagogical Guidance Department.

The inapplicability of PLE is also reflected in the opinions of some teachers who complain about
the lack of personal resources and materials available, the bad spatial and temporal organization
of their classrooms and the lack of support from the institutions and the education law that makes
the education of intercultural competences difficult for students through the use of specific tools
and strategies.

Lastly, with regard to the teachers’ opinions, it is worth highlighting those that reflect the attitudes
of a certain sector of the teaching staff who, even though they may have sufficient information on the
subject, feel a lack of interest to work with intercultural content in their classroom and do not link it to
the content of the ordinary curriculum.

With regard to what the researchers discovered after carrying out the study, the main conclusion
is that the semi-structured interview used in the study is valid for measuring the teachers’ opinions on
the use of PLE for the development of students’ intercultural competences. The qualitative results
obtained demonstrate the effectiveness of the use of this interview according to the combination of
pre-established questions, and other questions brought up during the conversation with the teachers
that allowed meaningful information to be obtained. In addition, the selection criteria of the system of
categories used for analyzing the teachers’ answers may be considered as valuable and productive,
as the system allowed the diversity of the opinions given to be ordered and grouped easily. As a
consequence, it may be considered that the choice and contrast of the codes generated by the researchers
and the external expert, as well as the modification process of those which turned out to be different,
were carried out in an appropriate way.

Finally, it is worth highlighting that the results of the study must be cautiously considered because
although they were obtained from a representative sample, the generalization of the findings is limited
because they were only gathered in Andalusia. Therefore, the opinions given by teachers should be
understood with caution and cannot be extrapolated to teachers from other contexts. Despite this
limitation, the study has expanded previous investigations regarding the teachers’ opinions on using
PLE for the development of students’ intercultural competences.
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Appendix A

Representative index of the questions asked in the semi-structured interview.

1. What do you understand by intercultural competence training?
2. Do you know what personal learning environments are?
3. What is your opinion on the link between the personal learning environments that you use and

the intercultural education of your students?
4. Do you think that the use of personal learning environments improves the student body’s

acquisition of intercultural attitudes and competence?
5. Do you think that the learning environments related to reading tools and strategies (newsletters,

blogs, video channels, textbook revision, etc.) can favor the intercultural competence of
the students?

6. Why do you think these reading tools and strategies favor the intercultural competences of
your students?

7. Do you think that the use of tools and strategies of reflection (blogs, publications, social networking
walls, notebooks, class diaries, etc.) improves the intercultural competences of students?

8. Why do you think these tools and reflection strategies favor the intercultural competences of
your students?

9. What is your opinion on the use of information and communication technologies for the acquisition
of intercultural competences?

10. Do you think that the tools and relationship strategies (social networks, applications, the classroom,
etc.) improve the students’ intercultural competences?

11. Why do you think the tools and strategies related favor the intercultural competences of
your students?

12. Do you feel qualified to use personal learning environments in training for the intercultural
competences of your students?

13. Do you use personal learning environments in your classroom to develop
intercultural competences?
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3. Damşa, C.I.; Ludvigsen, S. Learning through interaction and co-construction of knowledge objects in teacher
education. Learn. Cult. Soc. Interact. 2016, 11, 1–18. [CrossRef]

4. Geitz, G.; Brinke, D.J.-T.; Kirschner, P.A. Changing learning behaviour: Self-efficacy and goal orientation in
PBL groups in higher education. Int. J. Educ. Res. 2016, 75, 146–158. [CrossRef]

5. Jiang, Y.; Jakcson, S.E.; Colakoglu, S. An empirical examination of personal learning within the context of
teams. J. Organ. Behav. 2016, 37, 654–672. [CrossRef]

6. Attwell, G.; Castañeda, L.; Buchem, I. Preface editorial guest: Special issue from the personal learning
environments 2011 conference. Int. J. Virtual Pers. Learn. Environ. 2013, 4, 4–7.

7. Brown, S. From VLEs to learning webs: The implications of Web 2.0 for learning and teaching. Interact. Learn.
Environ. 2010, 18, 1–10. [CrossRef]

8. Sahin, S.; Uluyol, Ç. Preservice Teachers’ Perception and Use of Personal Learning Environments (PLEs).
Int. Rev. Res. Open Distrib. Learn. 2016, 17, 140–161.

9. Kenesei, Z.; Stier, Z. Managing communication and cultural barriers in intercultural service meetings:
Strategies from both sides of the counter. J. Vacat. Mark. 2017, 23, 307–321. [CrossRef]

10. Shoshani, A.; Eldor, L. The informal learning of teachers: Learning climate, job satisfaction and teachers’ and
students’ motivation and well-being. Int. J. Educ. Res. 2016, 79, 52–63. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11356405.2014.985946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2011.09.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lcsi.2016.03.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijer.2015.11.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/job.2058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10494820802158983
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1356766716676299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijer.2016.06.007


Sustainability 2019, 11, 4475 14 of 16

11. Aman, R. Colonial Differences in Intercultural Education: On Interculturality in the Andes and the
Decolonization of Intercultural Dialogue. Comp. Educ. Rev. 2015, 61, 103–120. [CrossRef]

12. Corder, D.; U-Mackey, A. Encountering and dealing with difference: Second life and intercultural competence.
Intercult. Educ. 2015, 26, 1–16. [CrossRef]

13. Tawagi, A.; Mak, A.S. Cultural inclusiveness Contributing to International Students’ Intercultural Attitudes:
Mediating Role of Intergroup Contact Variables. J. Community Appl. Soc. Psychol. 2015, 25, 340–354.
[CrossRef]

14. Akaria, N. Emergent Patterns of Switching Behaviors and Intercultural Communication Styles of Global
Virtual Teams During Distributed Decision Making. J. Int. Manag. 2016, 23, 350–366. [CrossRef]

15. Vuopala, E.; Hyvönen, P.; Järvelä, S. Interaction forms in successful collaborative learning virtual learning
environments. Act. Learn. High. Educ. 2016, 17, 25–38. [CrossRef]

16. DeJarnette, N.K.; Sudeck, M. Supporting clinical practice candidates in learning community development.
Teach. Dev. 2015, 19, 1–17. [CrossRef]

17. Charteris, J.; Parkes, M.; Gregory, S.; Fletcher, P.; Reyes, V. Student-initiated Facebook sites: Nurturing
personal learning environments or a place for the disenfranchised? Technol. Pedagog. Educ. 2018, 27, 459–472.
[CrossRef]

18. Tobbell, J.; O’Donnell, V.L. The formation of interpersonal and learning relationships in the transition from
primary to secondary school: Students, teachers and school context. Int. J. Educ. Res. 2013, 59, 11–23.
[CrossRef]

19. Noguera, I.; Garcia, Y.; Gros, B. Just4Me: Pedagogical and functional design of a PLE for self-managed
learning in different contexts. Cult. Educ. 2014, 26, 660–695. [CrossRef]

20. Crowther, D.; De Costa, I.P. Developing Mutual Intelligibility and Conviviality in the 21st Century Classroom:
Insights from English as a Lingua Franca and Intercultural Communication. Tesol Q. 2017, 51, 450–460.
[CrossRef]

21. Martín, E.; Jenaro, C.; González, F. Sociolinguistic and Cultural Components in the Educational Process of
Immigrant Students. Teoría Educ. 2017, 29, 127–144. [CrossRef]

22. Datos y Cifras del Curso Escolar 2018/2019 [Data and Figures from the 2018/2019 School Year]. Available
online: http://www.educacionyfp.gob.es/servicios-al-ciudadano-mecd/dms/mecd/servicios-al-ciudadano-
mecd/estadisticas/educacion/indicadores/datos-cifras/Datosycifras1819esp.pdf (accessed on 3 July 2019).

23. Alumnado del Sistema Educativo no universitario en Andalucía [Students from the Non-University
Educational System in Andalusia]. Available online: http://www.juntadeandalucia.es/justiciaeinterior/opam/

es/node/94 (accessed on 3 August 2019).
24. Ko, B.; Boswell, B.; Yoon, S. Developing intercultural competence through global link experiences in physical

education. Phys. Educ. Sport Pedagog. 2015, 20, 366–380. [CrossRef]
25. Uukkivi, A. Personal factors supporting intercultural communication in e-learning of information sciences.

Libr. Rev. 2016, 65, 20–32. [CrossRef]
26. Ley Orgánica 8/2013, de 9 de Diciembre, Para la Mejora de la Calidad Educativa. Available online:

https://www.boe.es/eli/es/lo/2013/12/09/8/con (accessed on 8 March 2019).
27. Hernández-Bravo, J.A.; Moltó, M.C.C.; Hernández-Bravo, J.R. Developing elementary school students’

intercultural competence through teacher-led tutoring action plans on intercultural education. Intercult.
Educ. 2017, 23, 1–19. [CrossRef]

28. Agirdag, O.; Merry, M.S.; Van Houtte, M. Teachers’ Understanding of Multicultural Education and the
Correlates of Multicultural Content Integration in Flanders. Educ. Urban Soc. 2016, 48, 556–582. [CrossRef]

29. Li, J.; Zhang, Z. An intercontinental inquiry on multicultural education: Canadian and Hong Kong university
students connected through to Web 2.0 learning environment. Intercult. Educ. 2016, 26, 562–583. [CrossRef]

30. Wang, Y.; Kulich, S.J. Does context count? Developing and assessing intercultural competence through
an interview- and model-based domestic course design in China. Int. J. Intercult. Relat. 2015, 48, 38–57.
[CrossRef]

31. Hauerwas, L.B.; Skawinski, S.F.; Ryan, L.B. The longitudinal impact of teaching abroad: An analysis of
intercultural development. Teach. Teach. Educ. 2017, 67, 202–213. [CrossRef]

32. Rissanen, I.; Kuusisto, E.; Kuusisto, A. Developing teachers’ intercultural sensitivity: Case study on a pilot
course in Finnish teacher education. Teach. Teach. Educ. 2016, 59, 446–456. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/690459
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14675986.2015.1091213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/casp.2218
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intman.2016.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1469787415616730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13664530.2015.1027000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1475939X.2018.1507924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijer.2013.02.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11356405.2014.985948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/tesq.341
http://dx.doi.org/10.14201/teoredu292127144
http://www.educacionyfp.gob.es/servicios-al-ciudadano-mecd/dms/mecd/servicios-al-ciudadano-mecd/estadisticas/educacion/indicadores/datos-cifras/Datosycifras1819esp.pdf
http://www.educacionyfp.gob.es/servicios-al-ciudadano-mecd/dms/mecd/servicios-al-ciudadano-mecd/estadisticas/educacion/indicadores/datos-cifras/Datosycifras1819esp.pdf
http://www.juntadeandalucia.es/justiciaeinterior/opam/es/node/94
http://www.juntadeandalucia.es/justiciaeinterior/opam/es/node/94
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17408989.2013.837441
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/LR-01-2015-0002
https://www.boe.es/eli/es/lo/2013/12/09/8/con
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14675986.2017.1288985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0013124514536610
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14675986.2015.1109773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2015.03.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.06.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2016.07.018


Sustainability 2019, 11, 4475 15 of 16

33. Álvarez, I.; González, I. Teachers’ intercultural competence: A requirement or an option in a culturally
diverse classroom? Int. J. Incl. Educ. 2017, 22, 510–526. [CrossRef]

34. Gierke, L.; Binder, N.; Heckmann, M.; Odag, Ö.; Leiser, A.; Kedzior, K.K. Definition of intercultural
competence (IC) in undergraduate students at a private university in the USA: A mixed-methods study.
PLoS ONE 2018, 13, e0196531. [CrossRef]

35. Göbel, K.; Helmke, A. Intercultural learning in English as foreign language instruction: The importance of
teachers’ intercultural experience and the usefulness of precise instructional directives. Teach. Teach. Educ.
2010, 26, 1571–1582. [CrossRef]

36. He, Y.; Lundgren, K.; Pynes, P. Impact of short-term study abroad program: Inservice teachers’ development
of intercultural competence and pedagogical beliefs. Teach. Teach. Educ. 2017, 66, 147–157. [CrossRef]

37. Czura, A. Major field of study and student teachers’ views on intercultural communicative competence.
Lang. Intercult. Commun. 2016, 16, 83–98. [CrossRef]

38. Cernadas, F.; Santos, M.A.; Lorenzo, M. Teachers facing intercultural education: The challenge of in situ
training programs. Rev. Investig. Educ. 2013, 31, 555–570. [CrossRef]

39. Rahimi, E.; Berg, J.V.D.; Veen, W. Facilitating student-driven constructing of learning environments using
Web 2.0 personal learning environments. Comput. Educ. 2015, 81, 235–246. [CrossRef]

40. Harris, U.S. Virtual Partnerships: Engaging Students in E-service Learning Using Computer-mediated
Communication. Asia Pac. Media Educ. 2017, 27, 103–117. [CrossRef]

41. Toom, A.; Pietarinen, J.; Soini, T.; Pyhältö, K. How does the learning environment in teacher education
cultivate first year student teachers’ sense of professional agency in the professional community? Teach.
Teach. Educ. 2017, 63, 126–136. [CrossRef]

42. Shahzad, A.; Valcke, M.; Bahoo, R. A Study to Analyze the Teacher’s Perceptions about the Adoption
of Collaborative Learning in Post-graduate Classes of IUB. Procedia-Soc. Behav. Sci. 2012, 46, 3056–3059.
[CrossRef]

43. Spencer-Oatey, H.; Franklin, P. Intercultural Interaction: A Multidisciplinary Approach to Intercultural
Communication; Foreign Language Teaching and Research Press: Beijing, China, 2010.

44. Braun, V.; Clarke, V. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qual. Res. Psychol. 2006, 3, 77–101. [CrossRef]
45. Conzelmann, K.; Keye, D. Which Aspects of a Semistructured Interview, Besides Cognitive Ability Tests,

Contribute Incrementally to Predicting the Training Success of Air Traffic Controller Trainees? Int. J. Sel.
Assess. 2014, 22, 240–252. [CrossRef]

46. Lissitz, R.W.; Samuelsen, K. A suggested change in terminology and emphasis on validity and education.
Educ. Res. 2007, 36, 437–448. [CrossRef]

47. Polit, D.F.; Beck, C.T.; Owen, S.V. Is the CVI an acceptable indicator of content validity? Appraisal and
recommendations. Res. Nurs. Health 2007, 30, 459–467. [CrossRef]

48. Berry, S.L.; Crowe, T.P.; Deane, F.P. Preliminary development and content validity of a measure of Australian
Aboriginal cultural engagement. Ethn. Health 2012, 17, 325–336. [CrossRef]

49. McKillop, A.; McCrindle, B.W.; Dimitropoulos, G.; Kovacs, A.H. Physical activity perceptions and behaviors
among young adults with congenital heart disease: A mixed-methods study. Congenit. Hear Dis. 2017, 13,
232–240. [CrossRef]

50. Armborst, A. Thematic Proximity in Content Analysis. SAGE Open 2017, 7, 1–11. [CrossRef]
51. Bastos, M.; Araújo e Sá, H. Pathways to teacher education for intercultural communicative competence:

teachers’ perceptions. Lang. Learn. J. 2014, 43, 131–147. [CrossRef]
52. Holmes, P.; Bavieri, L.; Ganassin, S. Developing intercultural understanding for study abroad: Students’ and

teachers’ perspectives on pre-departure intercultural learning. Intercult. Educ. 2015, 26, 16–30. [CrossRef]
53. Kiel, E.; Syring, M.; Weiss, S. How can intercultural school development succeed? The perspective of teachers

and teacher educators. Pedagog. Cult. Soc. 2016, 25, 1–19. [CrossRef]
54. Danby, S.; Thompson, C.; Theobald, M.; Thorpe, K. Children’s strategies for making friends when starting

school. Australas. J. Early Child. 2012, 37, 63–71. [CrossRef]
55. Zumbach, J.; Schrangl, G.; Mortensen, C.; Moser, S. Evaluation of Intercultural Instructional Multimedia

Material on Implicit Xenophobic Cognition: Short Time Effects on Implicit Information Processing. Educ.
Technol. Soc. 2016, 19, 190–202.

56. Hue, M.; Kennedy, K. Creating culturally responsive environments: Ethnic minority teachers of cultural
diversity in Hong Kong secondary schools. Asia Pac. J. Educ. 2014, 34, 273–287. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2017.1377298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0196531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2010.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.04.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14708477.2015.1113753
http://dx.doi.org/10.6018/rie.31.2.155391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2014.10.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1326365X17701792
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2016.12.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.06.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ijsa.12073
http://dx.doi.org/10.3102/0013189X07311286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/nur.20199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13557858.2011.645157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/chd.12553
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2158244017707797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09571736.2013.869940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14675986.2015.993250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14681366.2016.1252421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/183693911203700210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02188791.2013.823379


Sustainability 2019, 11, 4475 16 of 16

57. García-Peñalvo, F.; Conde, M.A. The impact of a mobile personal learning environment in different educational
contexts. Univers. Access Inf. Soc. 2015, 14, 375–387. [CrossRef]

58. Quintana, M.G.B.; Sagredo, A.V.; Lytras, M.D. Pre-service teachers’ skills and perceptions about the use of
virtual learning environments to improve teaching and learning. Behav. Inf. Technol. 2017, 40, 1–14.

59. Martinez-Martínez, A.; Olmos-Gómez, M.C.; Tomé-Fernández, M.; Olmedo-Moreno, E.M. Analysis of
Psychometric Properties and Validation of the Personal Learning Environments Questionnaire (PLE) and
Social Integration of Unaccompanied Foreign Minors (MENA). Sustainability 2019, 11, 2903. [CrossRef]

60. Tomberg, V.; Laanpere, M.; Ley, T.; Normak, P. Sustaining teacher control in a blog-based personal learning
environment. Int. Rev. Res. Open Distrib. Learn. 2013, 14, 109. [CrossRef]

61. Tomé-Fernández, M.; Senís-Fernández, J.; Ruiz-Martín, D. Values and Intercultural Experiences Through
Picture Books. Read. Teach. 2019, 1–9. [CrossRef]

62. Arthur, J. Of Good Character: Exploration of Virtues and Values in 3–25-Year-Olds; Imprint Academic: Exeter, UK,
2010.

63. Lovat, T.; Toomey, R.; Clement, N. International Research Handbook on Values Education and Student Wellbeing;
Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2010.

64. Nucci, L. Handbook of Moral and Character Education; Informa: London, UK, 2008.
65. Barrett, M.; Byram, M.; Ipgrave, J.; Seurrat, A. Images of Others: An Autobiography of Intercultural Encounters

through Visual Media for Younger Learners; Council of Europe: Strasbourg, France, 2013.
66. Sreekumar, H.; Varman, R. Vagabonds at the Margins: Acculturation, Subalterns, and Competing Worth.

J. Macromarket. 2018, 39, 37–52. [CrossRef]
67. Gu, X. Assessment of intercultural communicative competence in FL education: A survey on EFL teachers’

perception and practice in China. Lang. Intercult. Commun. 2015, 16, 1–20. [CrossRef]
68. Hao, Y.; Lee, K.S. Inquiry of pre-service teachers’ concern about integrating Web 2.0 into instruction. Eur. J.

Teach. Educ. 2017, 40, 1–19. [CrossRef]
69. Parmaxi, A.; Zaphiris, P. Web 2.0 in Computer-Assisted Language Learning: A research synthesis and

implications for instructional design and educational practice. Interact. Learn. Environ. 2016, 25, 1–13.
[CrossRef]

70. Underwood, J.; Stiller, J. Does knowing lead to doing in the case of learning platforms? Teach. Teach. Theory
Pract. 2014, 20, 229–246. [CrossRef]

71. Buendía, L.; Expósito, J.; Aguadez, E.; Sánchez, C. Analysis of Coexistence in Multicultural Secondary
Education Classrooms. Rev. Investig. Educ. 2015, 33, 303–319. [CrossRef]

72. Aguado-Odina, T.; Mata-Benito, P.; Gil-Jaurena, I. Mobilizing intercultural education for equity and social
justice. Time to react against the intolerable: A proposal from Spain. Intercult. Educ. 2017, 28, 408–423.
[CrossRef]

73. Wyant, J.D.; Killick, L.; Bowen, K. Intercultural Competence: Physical Education Teacher Education
Recommendations. Quest 2018, 1–18. [CrossRef]

74. Paik, S.J.; Ganley, D.E.; Luschei, T.F.; Kula, S.M.; Witenstein, M.A.; Shimogori, Y.; Truong, K.K. Intercultural
exchange among global teachers: The case of the teaching excellence and achievement study abroad program.
Int. J. Intercult. Relat. 2015, 49, 100–113. [CrossRef]

75. Gondwe, M.; Longnecker, N. Scientific and Cultural Knowledge in Intercultural Science Education: Student
Perceptions of Common Ground. Res. Sci. Educ. 2015, 45, 117–147. [CrossRef]

76. Hendrickson, B. Intercultural connectors: Explaining the influence of extra-curricular activities and tutor
programs on international student friendship network development. Int. J. Intercult. Relat. 2018, 63, 1–16.
[CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10209-014-0366-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su11102903
http://dx.doi.org/10.19173/irrodl.v14i3.1397
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/trtr.1813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0276146718815939
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14708477.2015.1083575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02619768.2017.1285278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10494820.2016.1172243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13540602.2013.848569
http://dx.doi.org/10.6018/rie.33.2.211491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14675986.2017.1333874
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00336297.2018.1542320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2015.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11165-014-9416-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2017.11.002
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Present Learning Environments 
	The Importance of PLE in the Development of the Students’ Intercultural Competences 
	State of the Matter and Objective of the Investigation 

	Methods 
	Participants 
	Instrument 
	Process 
	Information Collection 
	Data Analysis 


	Results 
	Thematic Analysis of the Answers Given by the Teachers 
	Intercultural Learning Communities 
	Learning Improvement 
	Intercultural Development of the Student 
	Disinformation 
	Inapplicability 
	Inappropriate Use 


	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	
	References

