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ABSTRACT

In this research, we conducted a questionnaire using the existing developed digital literacy checklist for analyzing the digital literacy level of
Reserve Officers’ Training Corps in K-University. In order to verify the validity and reliability of the measurement results collected on the basis of
the response results, factor analysis of the question was carried out using the statistical analysis program SPSS 21.0, for each research group, the
ability level by each factor was analyzed. Based on the results of analysis using frequency analysis, T-test and One-way ANOVA, we suggested
measures to improve digital literacy level of school district officer candidates.
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Table 1. Name and content by factor analysis

Ability Factor Ability Name Contents
Tnfor. 1 Basic operation Computer, Internet, H/'W, S/W
technology 2 File operation Mail manag't and utilize Internet
Infor. 3 Search application | Infor. retrieval and evaluation
utilization 4 Infor. recognition Recognizing the necessity of infor.
5 Infor. sharing Infor. sharing and infor. ethics
I;}ﬁ;ﬁng 6 Infor. exchange Infor. exchange ability
7 Respect others Ability to admit others’ opinions
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Table 2. General characteristics of the investigation

Classification Frequency Ratio(%)
3 20 30
Grade 1 20 2
. Male 39 975
Sex Female 1 2%
2 19 475
23 17 425
Age % 2 5
5 2 5
Volunteers Infor. 9 25
olumteers Other 31 5
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