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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study were; (1) to investigate the relationship between the general
values and 3 aspects of clothing behaviors. (2) to investigate attitudes toward Korean clothing
between students and their mothers.

General values were measured by the Allport-Vernon-Lindzey Study of Values(Part 1 only),
which determines relative prominence of six basic values.

Three aspects of clothing behaviors were assessed by statements dealing with satisfaction,
exhibitionism, and fashion.

Korean clothing measures consisted of statements dealing with positive and negative attitu-
ded toward psychological and practical aspects.

The samples consisted of 200 students(student ;group) and 100 mothers (mother group) in
Daejon.

The data were analyzed by correlation and t-values.

The results obtained through this study were as follows:

1) Positive relationships were found between:

(1) Aesthetic value and the exhibitionism of clothing,

(2) Aesthetic value and the fashion of clothing.
Negative relationships existed between

(1) Theoretical value and the exhibitionism of clothing,

(2) Economic value and the fashion of clothing,

(3) Social value and the fashion of clothing.

2) Significant differences were found between two groups(students and their mothers):
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Economic, aesthetic, and political values as well as exhibitionism and fashion in clothing

behaviors.

3) In general, highly positive attitude toward Korean clothing was found on psychological

aspect, while highly negative attitude was found on practical aspect.
Significant differences were found between two groups;

(1) ‘Graceful’ of psychological aspect and ‘economic’,

‘inexpensive’ of practical aspect in

positive attitudes toward Korean clothing,

(2) ‘Unsuitable to current life style’,

‘not modern’ and ‘not beautiful’ of psychological

aspect in negative attitudes toward Korean clothing.
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<Table 1> Distribution by Values (n=300)
Values Theoretical Economic Aesthetic Social Political Religious
Score Range (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1~ 3 2 0 0 0 0
4~ 6 6 1 6 0 0 0
7~ 9 21 10 21 1 2 2
10~12 34 19 34 8 9 4
13~15 23 37 26 21 31 15
16~18 11 20 9 35 32 32
19~21 3 9 2 26 20 19
22~24 0 4 1 9 5 14
25~27 0 0 0 11
28~30 0 0 0 0 3
Mean 11.48 14.27 11.57 17.39 16. 33 19.01
S.D. 3.76 3.78 3.46 3.53 3.35 4.56
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<Table 2> Distribution by Three aspects:
of Clothing behavior

Clothing

behavior g, i taction [ 2=300__ [Raghion
Scoms (%) Exhlbxtwn— (%)

ism (%)

Range

10~15 | 0 2 1

16~20 | 3 6 4

21~25 12 26 17

26~30 | 29 28 33

31~35 | 34 28 29

36~40 19 8 14

41~45

46~50 | 0

Mean 81.2 28.8 29.7

S.D. 5.4 6.2 6.0
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<Table 38> Distribution by Total Scores of Positive and Negative Attitudes toward Korean

Clothing
Positive Attitude Negative Attitude
Score Range Psychological Practical Psychological Practical
Aspect(%) Aspect (%) Aspect(%) Aspect (%)
10~15 0 3 2 * 0
16~20 0 26 16 i 0
21~25 0 30 22 5
26~30 6 27 37 19
31~35 18 7 16 37
36~40 47 5 6 32
41~45 23 1 1 6
46~50 6 1 0 1
Mean 38.2 24.7 26.6 34
S.D. 4.7 6.1 5.9 4.9

KRS WREN A% A Bkow, cheo)
WifFol T 7H 2 Aol Hinkkel ok

EEEEE KREES T 29 kel
AR de A Qx, chel AT, WRES £
ol t¥.

3) BBERON it KEREE

HiRol % MES ASEEE (Table H3 2

o},

g A4 HWeE 10~50geld, AUt ¥
242 2o HE B ¥L WEW HEE 90
gtel,

MRS ok ol FEAE LEA FHl AY F

of 254 olshik 0%elx, 464 c|AE 6%E A
e =e A4E By =% ®REE 44 22
olf2E HEAY FRuvhE KR FHel A
27} &} 254 o]}t 5% ojm 41 A olAel 7%
o]},

ol oz MY dy FERS LEMY Y
AEole, 9A ¢k 44 BEHL 52 L R
aqe ¢ 4 gich

0. MREEWT KBTHDIC! ABAMER

EERS KRGS ARYE FIBRAI R = A
AZ% Ak (Table 4> 2P
w2, BEL EERA A5 #BRkE p<

05 FFEAA YudE FHRA r=-.146%F
e, BEYIEMER] B2 A2 489 BN
ol FAlo] whokel,

AR, SN EEES 58 WfT, R it
B EEES wT3E p 05T fndE
TR A (r=—.124%, r=—,119%)F 2o R
B 2 AtErRy EEEC H& Algkel o 59 AT
Al o] woret.

AR, FRN BHEBRS &R B E 2w
73 p<. 05 FFA A4 origle EH A (r=
J119%, r=_145%)F R FEEM HES & A
g oo RN 9 T abAle]l E3teh

< Table 4> Correlation between Values and
Clothing Behaviors

Clothing
behavior Satisfaction EXI};E’,]iltion' Fashion
Values

Theoretical .06 —.15% .02
Economic —~.04 —.04 | —.13*
Aesthetic .01 L12% .15*
Social ~.02 —.01 | —.12*
Political ~.03 .07 .08
Religious .0 .0 .02

*Significant at the .05 level
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<Table 5> Comparison of Values and Clothing behaviors of two groups (n=300)

w Student Mother
Mean. S.D. t Value

Variables Mean S.D. Mean S.D.

Values

Theoretical 11.36 3.79 11.71 3.69 ~0.76

Economic 13.61 3.63 15.60 3.76 —4.44%

Aesthetic 12.12 3.44 10.48 3.26 3.96%*

Social 17.23 3.57 17.72 3.49 -~1.15

Political - 16.69 3.41 15.62 3.12 2.62%%

Religious 19,05 4.56 18.94 4.57 0.19

Clothing Behavior

Satisfaction 31.30 5.44 31.03 5.28 0.41

Exhibitionism 29.74 6.02 27.01 6.23 3.65**

Fashion 30.93 5.60 27.16 5.88 5. 40**

*Significant at the .05 level
**Qignificant at the .01 level

< Table 6> Comparison of Positive attitudes toward Korean clothing of two groups

(n=300)
Positive Attitudes Student Mother ¢
toward Korean clothing Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Value

PSYCHOLOGICAL ASPECT

traditional 4.04 0.89 4.19 0.63 —1.56
Pride 3.92 0.98 4.03 0.66 —1.01
Modest 4.04 0.83 4.05 0.79 —0.10
Classic 4.14 0.70 4.13 0.58 0.12
Beautiful 3.90 0.99 3.92 0.80 —0.18
Graceful 4.13 0.79 3.91 0.83 2.22%
‘Conceals figure defects 3.56 1.09 3.53 1.02 0.19
Becoming 2.83 0.88 3.01 1.06 —~1.56
Feminine 3.83 0.87 3.80 0. 85 0.24
Dignified 3.72 0.97 3.87 0.85 —1.35
PRACTICAL ASPECT

Economic 2.26 0.81 2.51 0.90 —2.46%
Warm 2.48 0.89 2.70 1.09 —1.88
Comfortable 1.95 0.82 1.96 0.91 —0.14
LI;tg:rgashlon change over the 3.09 114 3.30 1.15 —1.50
Inexpensive 2.11 0.79 2.44 1.01 — 3. 14%*

*Significant at the , (05 level
**Sjgnificant at the .01 level
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<Table 7> Comparison of negative attitudes toward Korean clothing of two groups

(n=300)
Negative Attitudes Student Mother t

toward Korean Clothing Mean SD. Mean SD. Value
PSYCHOLOGICAL ASPECT
Unsuitable to current life style 3.05 1.08 3.32 1.08 —2.80*
Not modern 2.65 0.98 2.93 1.06 —2.31%
Not Beautiful 1.67 0.63 1.97 0.86 — 3. 44%*
Not individualistic 2.87 1.07 2.70 1.06 1.30
Conceals good figure 2.75 1.04 2.87 1.15 —-0.95
PRACTICAL ASPECT
Restrictive 4.09 0.81 4,24 0.62 —1.58
Cumbersome 3.87 0.93 4.01 0.79 —1.34
Difficult to care for 3.57 1.03 3.59 1.02 —0.16
Unavailability of ready to wear 2.69 1.11 2.60 1.05 0.68
Restrictive of chest 3.26 1.09 3.21 1.18 0.37
No place to wear 3.41 .09 | 3.24 1.08 l.o4
Not versatile 3.39 1.09 : 3.50 1.05 —0.83
Not Practical 3.71 1.060 3.50 1.02 1.66
Too warm 3.39 1.02 3.47 1.07 —0.59
Expensive 2.68 1.05 | 2.56 1.07 0.89

*Significant at the .05 level
*#Significant at the .01 level
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<Table 8>

Correlations between Clothing Variables

P(t):i«tria‘ijl ?{totli.lg:;iles Negative Attitudes
Clothing towari Korean Clothing | g, ;¢¢a- | Exhibi-
. - . . - ; tionism
racual | ol | Rraevel | g ) T
Aspect Aspect
Positive attitudes I
toward Korean Clothing
Psych. aspect 0. 29%*
Negative Attitudes
toward Korean Clothing
practical aspect 0.07 0.13*
psych. aspect | 0. 29%* —-0.03 0.12%
Satisfaction Lo0.13* 0.11* | —o0.04 ~0.05
Exhibitionism ‘ 0.01 0. 14** —0.04 0.06 0.07
Fashion | -0.03 0.08 0.04 0.05 0.06 0. 49%*

*Significant at the .05 level
**Qignificant at the .01 level
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