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Abstract The purpose of this study is to investigate the difference of learners' preference for animation
movies in EFL English classes. In this study, four classes of 124 college students that participated in the
English screen class employed an animation, Alice in Wonderland. This study examined the different
activities of three categories of pre-study, while-study, and post-study. First, on the analysis of studying
activities of 15 items, the results showed meaningful differences depending on the students' gender. That
is, female students were more interested in mostly all of the activities, while male students' interests were
skewed to some post-study activities. Second, comparing the differences of studying interest among the
three groups, the low group is more concerned with the pre-study activities, while the higher group is
generally interested in the while studying and post-study activities. Third, on the analysis of correlation
between the three level groups and activities, the results indicated meaningful differences in some
activities. In summary, based on the results of this research, it is necessary to consider the learners'
variables and focus on the learners in the English screen class. Further, teachers should apply these

results to the management of their screen class and to the development of teaching materials.
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2 A= 771 A9 Adistae] et 233 g
o} Joi3|s} ThEof 735t 12482 tFO= sto] Pt
ofyrol S E-8sto] shEstal A shasAse] A=
5 ARG AT tAE] dWhA HE= Table

13} 2t} o] #oA & o= QURo] SEAEY] A B
= QAR fAs (male 51.6%; female 48.4%), =7
T g Sy A= 2 1, 28d o2 YERYS)
CHfreshman 44.4%, sophomore 47.6%). o] k5]

gt 30| A= Sk oldo] 91.1%EA AFYE o8
‘c'ﬂ- 0301 o]—!—‘—oﬂ ]:Ho]- E7]‘— UHO —'114140 R EO] %T\
Hmiddle 41.9%, high 49.2%).
Table 1. Bio-data of the Participants (M=124)
Factors N (%) Total (%)
male 64 (51.6)
Gender - 124 (100)
female 60 (48.4)
freshman 55 (44.4)
Grade sophomore 59 (47.6) 124 (100)
junior 7 (5.6)
senior 324
low 11 (8.9)
English middle 52 (41.9) 124 (100)
interest
high 61 (49.2)
22 ¢4 =4
o] QollA 2 o] B AMGR B EFE ol
@3} ofddlol A, Alice in Wonderland °]et. ©] °fY
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3.1 MHEo| IE
3.1.1 £ ™ &5(Pre-study Activities)

Table 2014 SksAE9] 4 A 50 digt Az
£ JER Aolo] AIE HolFa %’l‘:}. A 570 2
T oA 3 B AQlgt 1, 2, 4, 5H EFolA] o
SIS ATt A YERUAL 3l o] FolAM 7He]
T FAXCE FoulRt AolE Ho|iL ATHER 1

El=kel

t=-2.88, p<.05, & 2! t=-2.26, p<.01, & 5:
t=-2.49, p<.001). o] 2IE HH FA sk59] = A
A0l

oA oIS hE =Tt & o
o]— ;\ 211—4_ Ea} Lh,:] = C’ol- 3&1 En/\E 317]
(Mean: male=4.25, female=4.07)& 7} Agst= A
o= yehia gich

i R B = =1

Table 2. Pre-study Activities (Items 1-5)

Gender

[tem N Mean SD t

1 male 64 2.64 .804 -2.88*
female 60 3.15 1.15

2 male 64 2.88 1.03 -2.26™*
female 60 3.30 1.06

3 male 64 425 1.05 1.09
female 60 4.07 .78

4 male 64 333 .78 -1.93
female 60 3.62 .88

5 male 64 3.40 866 -2.49%*
female 60 3.88 1.30

*p<.05, **p<.01, **p<.001

312 £ 3 %*E(While—study Activities)

Table 3& K&
A b 1

% 59 571 E39] HHA|o
%MOMUJ o w2 SRS

5|3 Qlont SAHOR ejulat Holi Holx] gh

= O
Shyse

tHmale: 3.62, female: 3.45). ¥FHo] o
E3oA FSHEE Bt 9
g2

BAA Zo|7t f9u|ghe Holx
t=-2.72, p<.05, & 8

ATHES 7
t=-2.52, p<.01, B3

t=-2.19, p<.001). 3t FY BF A5t FF2 ¥zt
[0oF

A27](mean: male=3.72, female=3.77)2} W&

(mean: male=3.62, female=3.45)°4 =& v|&S

o]j_r_

Ak,

Table 3. While-study Activities (Items 6-10)

47
AleE Hol, o] FollA 37H

O

-

L}

ltem Gender N Mean s ¢

6 male 64 3.72 .98 -.26
female 60 3.77 1.05

7 male 64 2.02 1.15 -2.72*
female 60 2.55 1.15

8 male 64 2.05 1.20 -2.52**
female 60 2.58 1.17

9 male 64 2.00 1.08 -2.19%*
female 60 2.45 1.20

10 male 64 3.62 1.15 802
female 60 3.45 1.28

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

3.1.3 & & &F(Post-study Activities)
LI

Table 4= 3}
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AE Holn YOUERY 12, 13, 14, 15), oSS 59 A BEe] Y T8 2 Aol e, £Y 19
DA 1709] EgolA AIE Holx UATHER 11). o] 200A4= §-93t Zo|7F yehA] gkt it J1=u 23
oA BAZoR foulst EF2, 11H(review 3(F=3.13, p<0.05)7} 4(F=4.63, p<0.01), &L 5(F=3.66,
word)elAl ofobgel HBEsh FEeld el pQODCIME 1§ 2 Aol RSt Helw gtk
(t=-2.88, p<.05), ¥& 15%¥(doing homework)ollAl
] Azwrt foulstA yetal Aekt=2.77, 322 st sHY =Y F €5
p{OD. Teble 62 ot Azt 31 3 USef o2 Anke
YEPHIL St} of7|oflA £ 10& A3 &
Table 4. Post-study Activities (Items 11-15) A 5 52 sl 58T fOfs #AE HolA| gk 011—4‘
ltem Gender N Mean sD t 3 10(F=7.39, p<0.001)0llA R2lst ALHAE Holw,
11 _male o4 18 L7 288" high TJ&EMean=4.15)}2 T TIE(basic: Mean=3.38,
femal 60 2.42 1.0 -
emare 5 mid: Mean=3.10)¥} 433t Xjo]& Ho|i QJr}.
12 male 64 3.14 1.00 1.58
female 60 2.88 .78
13 male 64 412 o8 130 Table 6. Proficiency & While-study
female 60 3.82 113 Item Level N Mean SD F Duncan
14 male 64 4.09 97 495 basic 55 3.87 1.03 1.48
female 60 400 114 6 md 50 358 103
high 19 3.94 77
15 male 64 2.33 1.22 277 7 basic 55 3.09 08 93
female 60 1.78 94 mid 50 2.88 .87
- high 19 284 .68
pLO5, Mpell 8  basic_ 55 307 76 37
mid 50 3.00 .80
e L o high 19 28 80
3.2 85 sEHut 5 &5 9 basic 55 289 101 147
= L A0 = mid 50 2.82 .98
321 8% sEHt U ® &S high 19 242 126
= o = = 10 basi 38 . } b
Table 5% ShsAHEe] 3hy ST 59 A ok & e P28 _B_TY e
Y AHE HoF vk E5A4EY o5 5 & high 19 415 834
ol ET HHLS 7|20z st 2F(basic, 55%). *45{0.001 (basic=a, mid=b, high=c)
F7Hmid, 50%), ghigh, 19%8) 31FCE 45}
. 323 8% 52 4% & =
Table 5. Proficiency & Pre-study Table 7. Proficiency & Post-study
Item Level N Mean SD F Duncan Item Level N Mean SD F Duncan
basic 55 2.98 .97 .67 basic 55 2.89 1.01 1.47
1 mid 50 2.78 .88 11 mid 50 2.82 .98
high 19 2.94 .77 high 19 2.42 1.26
basic 55 2.69 .99 91 12 basic 55 3.07 .76 37
2 mid 50 2.44 .90 mid 50 3.00 .80
high 19 2.57 .90 high 19 2.89 .80
basic 55 4.09 77 3.13 a,blc 13 basic 55 3.83 1.21 3.66 a,b{c
3 mid 50 3.82 1.13 * mid 50 3.78 1.20 *
high 19 4.42 .60 high 19 4.57 .69
basic 55 3.92 .89 4.63 a,b{c 14 basic 55 3.87 1.03 1.48
4 mid 50 3.72 .88 - mid 50 3.58 1.03
high 19 4.42 .60 high 19 3.94 77
5 basic 55 3.83 1.21 3.66 a,b{c 15 basic 55 3.09 .98 93
mid 50 3.78 1.20 - mid 50 2.88 .87
high 19 4.57 .69 high 19 2.84 .68

*p<0.05, **p<0.01 (basic=a, mid=b, high=c)
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Table 7€ 8% 587 $9 & 50| A7E Hol
F3 e, 139 EHE=3.66, p<0.05)914 2t 3k
59 A} sk SFolA Gt Zol7} 9SS yE
U1 Qlth & o719 A% high 18 (Mean=4.57)< ¢t

2 J8uT RO o BES ST %8s ¢ 4 Uk

O

S TAME A Al =9 A
A Zol| gt B4 YEhia Qick ZF 27 Aol
oA IF FF AR JALAE Boln Ut £F 2
(To] FB= B 405 d%, p=0.241, sig=0.007)2+
, 2% 3(HAE 972 £ 4080
A<, p=0.595, sig=0.000)2} &3 5(&EE31], p=0.524,
sig=0.000)0l141 F9J3t FJBTAE Holal it

Table 8. Correlation: Pre-study

Item 1 2 3 4 5
1 Pearson 1 155 .033 101 -.084
Correlation
Sig. .085 719 264 356
N 124 124 124 124 124
2 Pearson 155 1 135 241 .089
Correlation o
Sig. 085 135 007 325
N 124 124 124 124 124
3 Pearson .033 135 1 .595 358
Correlation e o
Sig. 719 135 .000 .000
N 124 124 124 124 124
4 Pearson .101 241* 595 1 524
Correlation * o o
Sig. 264 .007 .000 .000
N 124 124 124 124 124
5 Pearson -.084 089 .358 524 1
Correlation - o
Sig. 356 325 .000 .000
N 124 124 124 124 124
* (0,01

332 =8 & M=

Table 9= 4% % sh&AHEC] AM8oh= 49 5 A
ol tigt TAE BEoiFa Qltt. of7]oA tjREe] &
TE Alolol A2 AT daS & 4 Utk £
oI 9712 79(p=0.334, sig=0.003), 9
(p=-0.22, sig=0.012), 109(p=0.371, sig=0.000.)3} 4
AL ok ESF B 7HED A2 gd
(p=0.334, sig=0.000), 9¥(p=0.191, sig=0.033), 10¥
(p=0.341, sig=0.000)2} -2t JHIAE Holal Slrh
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Table 9. Correlation: While-study

Item 6 7 8 9 10
6 Pearson 1 261 .015 -.225% 371
Correlation o e
Sig. 003 868 012 000
N 124 124 124 124 124
7 Pearson 261 1 334 191 341
Correlation e e * o
Sig. .003 .000 .033 .000
N 124 124 124 124 124
8 Pearson .015 334 1 113 118
Correlation -
Sig. .868 000 212 192
N 124 124 124 124 124
9 Pearson -225 191 113 1 -.145
Correlation * *
Sig. 012 033 212 109
N 124 124 124 124 124
10 Pearson 371 341 .118 -.145 1
Correlation e o
Sig. .000 .000 .192 .109
N 124 124 124 124 124

* p<0.05, ** p<0.01

333 29 & M2

Table 102 4 & 2ol it AHAE Bl
Aok 23 118(H0] B2 13¥(p=-0.265, sig=0.003),
149 (p=-0.225, sig=0.012), 15%(p=0.191, sig=0.033)=}
folgt IAE Holx Qlet. 281 £ 12MGFEIARE
7))L 159(p=0.334, sig=0.000), 1|3 &3 139
(FHFolA AR 14WH(p=0.407, sig=0.000)T} 5

o Holw ek

Table 10. Correlation: Post-study

item 11 12 13 14 15
11 Pearson 1 113 -.265 -.225 191
Correlation o * *
Sig. 212 .003 .012 .033
N 124 124 124 124 124
12 Pearson 113 1 -.025 .015 334
Correlation b
Sig. 212 781 .868 .000
N 124 124 124 124 124
13 Pearson -.265 -.025 1 407 175
Correlation e o
Sig. .003 781 .000 .052
N 124 124 124 124 124
14 Pearson -.225 015 407 1 2601
Correlation * e b
Sig. .012 .868 .000 .003
N 124 124 124 124 124
15 Pearson 191 334 175 261 1
Correlation * o o
Sig. 035 000 052 003
N 124 124 124 124 124

* p<0.05, ** p<0.01




QAR &38| =5 2] #2138 A3E, 2020

L
rr
10

e
ue)
gt

o> of

L
N
- <2
30 &,
T o
it %
;

[l
5

4 i o
N

jin
ol
i
(O8N

0
4

b
i
E ok

1o -10]1 mlm

f
%

)3

=2 o

Aol ZAtsteIr
| B=E 7=
o] Aol g EHsHoc,
.

ae] g AEze
e EEshck 3,
HBEE BY, ofshyEe)
Hol3 gk, 5 G4 SgolA of
743 %o ofahar glom,
I3 e RN 349
% BHOIA i sk Wz
B3] tsto] 2 HATES Hol
Qtk. T2} B 22, 29 95, B4 2] 25
2o HEEg Holw ek A, 59
® A7l ARSI waelA AEst]
shelol, wo] Bt SAl5] BYL Hlm
S Hol¥ gtk

0
l

S0

of,
o
o i
(EURFN

N
o

oo o

14
jil)s

nick
i
s
fr 45

AT

o o
2
(o}
B a)
i

i

i)
2

Ol

o
1

=

A4 of
2 1o

jale

Lok
o

15

s

S
Ho]

Mo o pE L

oF o |
fol
N
o>
o

Y
T
)

[

=y

ki d
0,
91%4‘1
i

4
fo 4y

)

S 2

¥

o
<
oo

il

=

flo

kel
T
=
=
S

)

)

Aol vt gt = A &3] o IF
ZHAlE B, 2% 3HEAE ¢7)), 21 SH(EE
S7)elAE 2 ZF ARel7F oA Helal
% Y 5 Dl ot AolM £ 108 (82kst
7DOIA 2t ZI5F Atolofl ot JuaAE Holal k.
Y F &5 A= 139 EEFIA AEshel

o]

Sl
ot k5

ko] AEAelA = A B
Hi, 29 29l(de] #8)2 =%
, 223 29 3(EAE 72
(EZ3P7N)elAM ot A
o Y & dEolA 2 119
AE Holal Sl
S AT 2HorA o] A
Zefo] Agshrlols &
Zt O 3] AelE
2L} o] o] AIE Hige.
oM 2 shaAEel |

2
o} oleigt el 3

1

o
=

Mo

ol ;;9
it
=

gl

ol
)
>4
(]

[¢]
I

2
gt

2

fo

(ST

ol
e
1)
2

lo Lt

2
H
=
olr

i

N
)
byl
roh
)
o,
ack

ro Hu > %0
tlo of
e o2
B
e
i
%
A o
9

o
o
30 of

z2e3d

)

K
st

294

5 AN 95t I +EH I A= A Ty
ofof ghrpal Ert.

5t

References

W. A, Renandya, T. S. Farrell. "Teacher, the Tape is
Too Fast. Extensive Listening" ELT Journal, 65(1),
52-59. 2011.

DOL: https://doi.org/10.1093/elt/ccq015

A. Coskun. "The Effect of Metacognitive Strategy
Training on the Listening Proficiency of Beginner
Students" Research on Youth and Language, 4(1),
35-50. 2010.

G. Ling-hu. "Issues and Options in English Listening
Teaching" US-China Foreign Language, 5(8), 64-66.
2007.

D, B, Kim. "Using Movie to Teach English Phrasal
Verbs: A Case Study of the Movie Grease" STEM
Journal, 10(1), 3-25. 2000.

UCI(KEPA): 1410-ECN-0102-2009-740-019924807

J, Lee, & K, Lee. "A Study on a Teaching Model
through American Soap Opera" STEM Journal, 10(1),
71-191. 2009.
UCI(KEPA):1410-ECN-0102-2009-740-019924741

H. A. Giroux. Breaking into the Movies: Film and the
Culture of Politics. Malden, Massachusetts: Blackwell.
2002.

H. A. Giroux. Breaking into the Movies: Film and the
Culture of Politics. Malden, Massachusetts: Blackwell.
2002.

J. Trier. "Using Popular 'School Films' to Engage
Student Teachers in Critical Reflection” Paper
presented at the Annual Meeting of the American
Educational Research Association. New Orleans,
Louisiana, USA. 2000.

J. Trier. "Challenging the Cinematic Construction of
'Literacy’ with Pre-service Teachers" Teaching
Education, 12(3), 301-314. 2001.

DOI: https://doi/org/10.1080/10476210120096560

[10] R. V. Joseph. "Student Perceptions of the Film in an
Undergraduate Advanced English Reading Course: A
Case Study of the Movie The Matrix" STEM Journal,
19(3), 23-44. 2018.

DOI: https://doi/org/10.16875/stem.2018.19.3.2

[11] S. Stempleski, B. Tomalin. "Video in Action: Recipes
for Using Video in Language Teaching" ELT Journal,
45, 1, 80-81. 1991.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/elt/45.1.80

[12] J.J. Lecercle. Philosophy of Nonsense: The Intuitions
of Victorian Nonsense Literature. London: Routledge.

1994.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203025727




239 Go] 3t Awo] gt e HIE AT

[13] G. Schwab. The Mirror and the Killer-queen:
Otherness in Literary Language. Bloomington,
Indiana: Indiana University Press. 1996.

[14] R. L. Oxford. "Use of Language Learning Strategies: A
Synthesis of Studies with Implications for Strategy
Training" System, 17, 235-247. 1989.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0346-251X(89)90036-5

[15] R. L. Oxford. Language Learning Strategies: What
Every Teacher Should Know. Boston, MA: Heinle &
Heinle. 1990.

[16] H. D. Brown. Teaching by Principles: An Interactive
Approach to Language Pedagogy. NY: Pearson &
Longman. 2001.

[17] J. Shim. "English Self-learning Strategies for Korean
Junior College Learners: During-class and After-class”
Studies in British and American Language and
Literature, 112, 239-257. 2014.

Al XY & (Jaehwang Shim) (519

+ 20059 29 @ Yt Fof

283 (FolghEA

2004 9¥ ~ 201043 8¢ : 5%

istw Qs

20104 9¥ ~ 20164 12¢ : 7}

sty Qw4

+ 20144 8¢¥ ~ @A : AAAtlH
st A8 Fofsh} 2w

of

@AEop
Apgilofs}, g-gelojst, dlojeteal

Z = H(Jooyun Kim) EsEE

+ 20109 8€ : SYgE Folw
S83} (Yol

+ 20069 99 ~ 2010¢ 89 : BA
gt o us

+ 20084 29 ~ 2010¥ 8¢ : &%
sty olus

+ 20144 3¢¥ ~ @A : AAALTH
st A-ggojsta} w

295



