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[Abstract]

Generation Z has been using cell phones since childhood and is the first generation to use phone cameras daily. This study
examines the perception of cell phones and phone cameras of Generation Z and how these characteristics are related to photo
literacy. The survey was conducted with 120 students taking a liberal arts course at a college in Seoul through a Google survey.
The survey results revealed that Generation Z perceives cell phones as a means of play(M=5.91) and expression(M=4.94) rather
than a means of a telephone(M=2.45). Perception of cell phones as a means of expression demonstrated a significant positive
correlation with photo literacy (r=417**) and general literacy (r=0.29**), however, recognition of means of phone and means of
play did not reveal a significant correlation between photo literacy and general literacy. Photo literacy showed a significant
positive correlation with the perception of means of expression for cell phones(r=.41%**), however, the perception of means of
telephone showed no significant correlation. Furthermore, the photo literacy showed a significant positive correlation with the
phone camera's record-keeping motive(r=0.40**) and communication-sharing motive(r=0.45**). However, general literacy showed

a significant but low positive correlation with the motivation to use the record-keeping motive(r=0.16%).
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Table 1. Comparison of cell-phone perception of
Generation Z
Cellphone | | Vinimum | Maximum | Mean | Standard
perception deviation
Telephone | 120 1.00 7.00 2.45 1.77
Play 120 1.00 7.00 5.91 1.23
Expression | 120 1.00 7.00 4.94 1.75
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Table 2. Mesurement of phone camera preferences and
importance among Generation Z

Phone camera - . Standard
. N | Minimum | Maximum | Mean L
perception deviation
Preferance 120 1.00 7.00 5.32 1.56
Importance 120 1.00 7.00 5.00 1.71
T 3. ZMtiel E 7zt olg 37| &Y

Table 3. Mesurement of motlvatlon for using phone
camera among Generation Z

PrLc;r(;en::gtrir\wzra N Minimum | Maximum | Mean g:/?;?org
Keep memories | 120 1.00 7.00 5.85 1.31
Reality record | 120 1.00 7.00 5.23 1.68
Photo comm. | 120 1.00 7.00 5.09 1.65
Social sharing | 120 1.00 7.00 4.63 1.92

E 4. ZM el =Xt 2Tt AR 26 £
Table 4. Measurement of text literacy and photo literacy
among Generation Z

TeXt.VS' Bl N | Minimum | Maximum | Mean Standgrd
literacy deviation
Text reading 120 1.00 7.00 4.93 1.65
Text writing 120 1.00 7.00 4.79 1.50
Photo 120 1.0 700 |510| 1.28
understand
Photo 120| 1.0 700 |473| 157
expression
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Table 5. Correlation between cell phone perception and
phone camera preference and importance

Perception of .
O Telephone play Expression
Phone Pearson ~026 | 167+ | 415%x
camera corr.
preferance | b ability 389 034 .000
Phone Pearson -.043 092 | 308+
camera corr.
Importance | o hability 392 159 1000
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Table 6. Correlation between cell phone perception and
cell phone camera use motivation
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Table 7. Correlation between photo literacy and
perceptiion of cell phone

Perception of Text Photo
hand phone literacy literacy

Pearson corr. .058 -.040
probability .263 .332

Telephone

Pearson corr. -.014 .072
probability 439 .218
Pearson corr. .295%* AT
probability .001 .000

Play

Expression

E 8. AR ZolHm E Fim2t MSE, ST M

Table 8. Correlation between photo literacy, phone

camera preference, and importance
Perception of )
i Telephone Play Expression Perception Text Photo
hand—-phone : .
of phone camera literacy literacy
Phone Peczi)rrsr(.)n .044 .195% 249 % Phone Pearson corr. 164 .553%*
camera camera
MemoY 1 probability 316 016 .003 preferance probability 073 .000
Phone Pearson —.089 340%% 459 % Phone Pearson corr. .097 549 *
camera corr. camera
comm- | probability 166 .000 .000 importance probability 292 :000
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Table 9. Correlation between photo literacy and
motivation for using phone camera
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Use motive Text Photo
of phone camera literacy literacy
Phone camera Pecirrsr?n 165+ 400
motive_memory
probability .035 .000
Phone camera Piirrsr?n 122 A5Twx
motive_comm
probability .091 .000
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