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The present study aimed to investigate the effects of using animated movies on English listening
according to university students’ language proficiency. Sixty-four Korean university students par-
ticipated in this study and were asked to watch animated movies and practiced English listening as
assignments every week. The effects of animated movies were examined in terms of the partici-

pants’ pre- and post- listening tests and perceptions. The data from the survey was included to sup-
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plement the findings of quantitative data. First, the findings of listening performance obtained from
the pre- and the post-tests showed that there was a significant difference after the treatment only to
the lower-level group. Second, with regard to the students' proficiency levels, there was significant
difference between the two levels in Part 1 of the mock TOEIC test while there were no statistically
significant differences in Part 2 and Part 3. Third, both groups reported more positive than negative
feedbacks to English listening practice through animated films. Pedagogical implications and lim-
itations for further studies are presented.
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TABLE 1
Two Proficiency Levels of Participants
Official
Participants Gender Major Study abroad English test Pll‘.e -TO.EIC
istening
score

1) High- 1) Male: 1) College of Humanities: 1) None: 20(65%) 1) None: 22.06
proficiency 19(61%) 5(16%) 2) Less than two weeks: 31(100%) (SD=1.71)
group 2) Female: 2) College of Social Sciences: 5(16%) 126
(n=31) 12(39%) 8(26%) 3) Less than six months:

3) College of Natural Sciences: 3(10%)

12(39%) 4) More than six months:
4) College of Technology Industries: 3(10%)

6(19%)

2) Low- 1) Male: 1) College of Humanities: 1) None: 28(85%) 1) None: 13.51
proficiency 22(66%) 5(15%) 2) Less than two weeks: 33(100%) (SD=2.28)
group 2) Female: 2) College of Social Sciences: 5(15%) 26
(n=33) 11(33%) 11(33%)

3) College of Technology Industries:

17(51%)
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Animation Movie List

Weeks Titles

4 Frozen (Y. Nam, 2016; J. H. Jung, 2014)

5 Zootopia (H. S. Kim, 2018; J. H. Lee, 2018)
6 Ratatouille (S. M. Yoon, 2013)
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TABLE 3
Results of Paired Sample 7-Tests: High-Proficiency Group

Part Test M SD t df )4
Pre-test 4.13 .67

Part 1 -1.24 30 23
Post-test 4.32 .70
Pre-test 12.84 1.42

Part 2 -1.86 30 .07
Post-test 13.35 1.62
Pre-test 5.09 79

Part 3 0.33 30 75
Post-test 5.16 .82

TABLE 4
Results of Paired Sample 7-Tests: Low-Proficiency Group

Part Test M SD t df )4
Pre-test 2.94 1.12

Part 1 -2.18 32 04"
Post-test 3.36 .96
Pre-test 7.55 1.70

Part 2 -4.94 32 .00™
Post-test 9.36 2.21
Pre-test 3.03 1.38

Part 3 -4.40 32 .00™
Post-test 430 1.21

*p<.05,*p<.01
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TABLE 5
Result of ANCOVA: Part 1

Group Adjusted mean  SE F Sig

Low-proficient

a *
group (n=33) 3.55 15 575 .02
H1gh-pr0fic1ent 4120 16
group (n=231)
a. Covariates appearing in the model are evaluated at the following values:
pre-test=3.52.
*p<.05

I 62 F ko] Z2AH part 20] AL B H4=o]t} 5}
91 A Part 2 7 Bt 10.82(SE= 47)°] 1, 9]
o] Y2 11.81(SE = .50)°|t}. ¥ 604 HojF5E0] Part
2/ E7] BA S FHQI0 R FRAN] B Aat = o
2Bt o] - FoJ It Zol7F rehA] QR dTh(F
=132, p=.26). & MY 0] TE E°] £7] Part 22] 7]
A FF2 FouIg 2pol & HolA] ekt

TABLE 6
Result of ANCOVA: Part 2

Group Adjusted mean  SE F Sig
Low-proficient 10.82¢ 47 132 26
group (n =33)

High-proficient 11812 50

group (n=131)

a. Covariates appearing in the model are evaluated at the following values:
pre-test=10.11.

TABLE 7
Result of ANCOVA: Part 3

Group Adjusted mean  SE F Sig
Low-proficient 4.440 2 258 1
group (n =33)

High-proficient 5010 2

group (n=131)

a. Covariates appearing in the model are evaluated at the following values:
pre-test=4.03.
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TABLE 8
Benefits of Using Animated Movies on English Listening
Group
Classify Response
High Low
1. About methods 1) Easy and convenient to practice English listening 11(13%) 8(9%)
of English listening 2) Possible to practice English listening anywhere and anytime 9(10%) 2(2%)
1) Increase in the amount of time to practice English listening 0(0%) 6(7%)
2) Possible to learn English pronunciation, intonation, & expressions 1(1%) 5(6%)
S, 3) Improve my English listening skill 4(5%) 4(5%)
2 ﬁst:i?t English listening 4) Possible to listen to the movies for novice learner due to easy words 2(3%) 1(1%)
& expressions
5) Watch a variety of animated movies 1(1%) 2(2%)
6) Understand the context through movies 0(0%) 1(1%)
1) Interesting to listen to English 5(6%) 5(5%)
2) Fun to listen to English 3(4%) 5(5%)
3. Affective aspects 3) Familiar to listen to English 4(5%) 4(5%)
4) Decrease in burden to listen to English 3(4%) 2(2%)
5) Increase in English confidence 0(0%) 1(1%)
4. Etc. 1) No-response 1(1%) 0(%)
Total - 90(100%) 44(50%) 46(50%)

* The number of responses to the open-ended questions was varied if some of them provided more than one response.

(3191 2 s Oﬂ .
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slo g x A]—_QJ—_L} uwheto]] whZ o] 5| FFAK(S. W. Lee, 2005)
3} 0]3] 50l T8(S. Lee, 2015)S Zrhal 3 o H g9
AT o] A AA|Hetal H o7l

ATH 02 Ho|xel ZHe BT sHsRe] Q142 7]
Z AJ9-5(1. S. Ahn, 2005; B. B. Im & H. S. Ahn, 2002; J. H.
Jung, 2014; Y. Nam, 2016; S. M. Yang & Y. H. Kwon, 2012)
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TABLE 9
Drawbacks of Using Animated Movies on English Listening
Group
Classify Response
High Low
1) Want to use different movies 5(24%) 6(33%)
2) Want to use authentic materials beyond movies 2(10%) 2(11%)
1. About methods 3) Focus on only the story of the movies not languages 2(10%) 2(11%)
of English listening 4) Need a Wifi-free zone 2(10%) 0(0%)
5) Better to do it as in-class activities 0(0%) 1(6%)
6) Need to do extra learning activities 0(0%) 1(6%)
e 1) Lack to practice English conversation or real English interactions 2(10%) 0(0%)
2 li?sbe(i?t English listening 2) Unable to understand some parts in spite of repeated listening 1(5%) 1(6%)
3) Hardly learn advanced English vocabulary 1(5%) 1(6%)
1) Annoying to do when busy 3(14%) 3(17%)
3. Affective aspects 2) Forget to practice listening 2(10%) 2(11%)
3) Feel easy to listen 1(10%) 0(0%)
Total - 39(100%) 21(50%) 18(50%)

* The number of responses to the open-ended questions varied as some of them provided more than one response.
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