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of =& AH|Re] A EAMY M4 (psychographic variables)E 2 FA® LOV(ist of values)S
ZAWS}AL, o] LOVE o438 2859 ZAXAA(value system)S AEFSE AL 2Hoz 3
Y. A=Y 0.2 Rokeach®] RVS, Kahle®] LOV, -128]3 Razzaqued Asian ValuesZ 213}
AL, FH TS UM R3S g, 2 2059 sAAREE Agsign

ATAL LOVE ol§3 St 285 ZAAAA(value system)Es DFFE B3 S,
QHlEAe BT 7HH, @A B3 71K, @RI B 71X, GOFLl BE JHA, GAEA
of #3 7HA, @714 B8 71X, @94 el B JHX, QrFNY BER 74K £A2

Tol HAT. ol fElve} AuAEY JANFAY AFAES Y] AT}t F Ao W=

°[8e ¥53 HXNGGH ATFAY Weste] BAS PaE B A3 QY AEBA, =
T, AY, 7EEEFY, S, 99 5 And AFEAF Wsg 129 DAY A= 3
22 Yy}

Az Agstozn AFAES} weEz

2A 3490 o 58 HHE Az

1. 7o 24
BATES F 202 479 ot @R AR AN v1E0) H

2 FAY A7EAR 54, AP 54 Az AL, P AN Fge o)

ht
[

T ABAES 71E2 B ARA £ ZaEdY A5 - AEY AP g 2
TY AR 71ES H8=2 &1 ok 2 9% A2 ZFeIg g kg A
vzt PEEAI ABALY ErMo) 1 FZRE Hoddu FEL olss=d Qo)
I g 2d A 542 Q7kg g XY A7 P JEFom EAHQ
F HE, ASRE, 2¥9" Fo 297 Ao & £ U EadaE awa

# o] AT 20009 ZLOIsE 7R DIBEAA A7 3o} o] Folzl A9,
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M
=

AgPea WbyEz A" LOV(list
values)E ZAFSFAL, ©o] LOVE ©] &%
HAE9] 7} A Al(value system)S AlE3}
e AE FHoE g

]iz% 7]13]—°
’31’433312—1 HEER T
ZAbskal LoV o
/“_?45 T4 & ARESH

A7 Ao AnAe] A
(Value dimensions)# 7%

, & T2 ATEAA
21999 Azt &L o
71 st FrbHeg Fat

N
)
o re
_IR

I. O|EX HiF: JIX| TRX|HE

1. 72l 7l

HZ A sEIA 7 3 e 4
FRoF 2] = owﬂ 78} 7EA Al

2®(value systems)S> =

t} (Inglehart 1985: Rokeach 1974; Rokeach
and Ball-Rokeach 1989). w&hr %513t
A5 AHA dF(Henry 1976, Vinson
and Munson 1976), 28 (Clare and
Sanford 1979; Munson and Posner 1980),
AAGA 78S (Manzer and Miller 1978),
nj2u]t)o] A} (Becker and Connor 1981),
FE-Z=(Toler 1975), A4 73 ¥(Feather
1973, Rokeach 1973; tetlock 1986), 1¥]x
Hl #3124 2}be)d (Munson and Mclntyre
1979; Schwartz and Bilsky 1987) 52 ol
Z31=d 7} (values)$t 7FXA|2="2 T
Lé'% wo) Asta gk
tH Schwartz & Bilsky(1987)=, 7A@ <!
7] A8 L7 (biological needs), AF1A
A% A8(social  interactional requirements),
ag)a 79l diE AR =A 8 F(social
institurtional demands on individual) 55 %
= Qdzksdd dig A4 FHe=
g3 gk JHQIZEXY] 7 A (conceptual)
183 A2 (operational) Ao Wi
12 AFE9] 7)uto] HAA Rokeach(1973,
1979 MAZMAE “BEAZ AF¢H &2
2 ZZE A4 el (end-state of existence)?} A
vire] okAm AEnRd AdHezs E&
Ao AFHE ol&n & Ay F
Adrez A3

o2

&ﬂ

M (values)= A7FAES AAHA Ay Aol HAAFE AHHA
A AARE T Qo ke sp B B3 w3 E gase JAE <
Ae ARYE ¥E T 7)E0) B2 gl
N 1) Wagner A. Kamakura & Jose Afonso

o R 3]

2= (Williams 1968), 18} 1 7Hx)= 4 Mazzon, "Value segmentation: a model
Hell  Yojx=  AFE B opyg} for the measurement of values and value
(Rokeach 1979), @A&HAl obAASl 23}A) systems” Journal of Consumer Research,
' N - vol. 18, Sept 1991, p. 208.
ZHover time) & EAII £l 2) Milton Rokeach, The Nature of Human
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LOVE ol&

ot RigA A maot

el Wuy Azoz Bad oue @ 7
o) ¥H P 9% AHa 31, ©eld)
gE AN FAPRS fEsllz po
ohiz), Yot AN A, HE, 727
AAE APANATE 2Rl A

P

3

B U WA QAAHANN 2
EAF AF T g FIYE gz
98 e 94 o S Holn gk
49 A8 317 HEd) o gag
2o AYS AN A7 PET BUL
ARY B opz} UNH BES 299
o g TIHA A o2

Adez Faa ggd

A okl YxF sHxo)2 Aol
Rokeach®] 7}x|e] W13 A+ZAdxE 2y
oo 2o

8%

2 Ady
A e Fun 24pg o Fojal

=" —E’-X"&"

+ BE QI JEXE JHR 1 Qo 7R}
g2geE A M) zjo)o)t),
g I ST - B

Values, New York : Free Press, 1973, p.5.

7™ P99 BE - MEAE

Ho] 7bEdAT HE &7 A3

T, 54, #4 Td= FARA

o

» THRIAAE HREC] HAF SA=
AEd shte] Ao, 74X YA
AT G5 FHol glt). whekA
g AOA o) 7ExeE BE7he)
Zol AVY PFL /A JT¢FL
Wol AAA YA Wzt

5 2o

2. 7tx|ef M
1) Rokeach’s Value Survey (RVS)
A7 ZHIAAAE FAT] Yo

W3S A AHEEHE A X Rokeach's Value
Survey(RVS)2A, o] Hke 18744 +¢
A JHAFE(EE A PFgA) 4 18
N HERA(EE ugAH F
T4E QIttd 7 A FELSE T
18709} FEL RFM 9] F2A UJrE} 5
BA7F 1 £HE 2 I HRokeach 1973).9
aHlZbE AFEESATF o] £E0 k-G
& UoH 1 HYJog2RY FFd= JHA

4) 393, R uSE, sty AL
1994, pp. 23~24.(Milton Rokeach®] AA
“The Nature of Human Value”, 1973.94]
A FEE 89

5) 71¥ FUdToA RVSY ‘terminal values’
& BIVMA e FHIVMA'R HGdY
g3, 971 dBUA HEMAE A

3) Wagner A Kamakwa & Thomas P. g . o839 o) ‘terminale] ‘HEF o=
Novak,  “Value-system  segmentation: HAHAS o), T4 njugx] ¢ AL
exploring the meaning of LOV” Journal of ‘Bgetus dhgch
Consumer Research, vol. 19, June 1992, p. 6) Wagner A. Kamakura & Jose Afonso
119, Mazzon, A A.
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Al
(=]

O

g 98NA A" 722 zAzam,
RVSIHE 99 AZH 7 72a0A
sl FT5E Mg HEASG 5

@3 7R BRI JEkRE 99
Qo= AFEANHRE 577 7pA) o)y,
T3 7MA = 283 HEFEANY) =g
o17] AF FEoR AMEHE sbxlolg. B
313 JHAS] AL <FE DoIAM A"
RVSZIAZEEC di&sl F9s=
ne O AR TAEYE
HI2LE 9] TR FZE
Eid= )

94 7} (instrumental values)= %
FA Ao} Jom BE g3 Fo A

As1H o2 T3 ALFA o R M3 9y
AFE wFsa i o)) ke HAE7)1H)
(terminal values)= S FFNHEA

Ader = Agdon 7% W

A7 i e ula, sl o,
s7tel M4, EAE A4 52 A2 B 4

%K Vinson and Munson 1976).8)

259 18709 RVSZFAIGE(Sda =
F)oll g 722 HAE FHs] ek
FHAT A7 A2, HE Schwartz
& Bilsky(1987, 1990)= 187} RVS3E&-
AZ7A o) A3 AeA Fzxo) wet 779
7% d9UEAR, A, A3, AB
2, A &8, JAEY, 4%)es BF

) 3 - ZEE - R, A e"E, Al
43& Br3AY, 1999, pp. 55~56.

8) AF%, “2¥l2} QAN Eqo] B A%
4 97 L0V S vlnasg i
2’ A98AT, A3, FTBLAGI,

1991. 12, p. 18

39S BAEok) w
A5, A - A T3, Tgln
EFH gdoz AEFIA 0471011/‘1
RVSE 7ML F44Q 7HX9yg B9
ofe} AH|AR o= A A J&?ﬂa*éf’l
fle J9A, AElA 998 T A
S & £ v 3 Gutman(1982)2) X3
of W2, RVSY 9% HEZX7 T
-EHe SRo)FPE ZFUME 941
ZEa QAT HAFIIR= o) dF g
430 ol AujAe AXNE Ak Q)

£3] LT glo] $9F X
Hoh A A Aulate] FA4E WEA
AZ FE3) 2832 Howard1977)E 4
B2k AFo] glo) A JIXEL AR
(brand)®] €A 3= = wdHY F
FH)e AFE E2 AFEFY AdA
2Hzbe] AFle] drha A Ao Pits,
Wong, & Whalen(1911)& 93 7[X&
Ao wEl §FEHoR AMEHE Aol
Aes T3 gtk o8 B3 & o), &
2ol F4A WHAAE F3t9 A7 3
a2ja kA B d&sked 7ERd
o] 84 9lem RVSAA HF7HA7}
2HAEEY] AT 98 s &
ATHY

v RVSHEY BHHS FE=
Bystn a3 Az did =3e
SAFY AL $o} w3 fodt &
T NEAR AR Q% A9 AT

ol g 7

LR

o wju

) %3], “LOV(List of Values)3 %] A3
Ao @3 wuFgy 97, vARER,
A24, T - BEvlelAR 3] 1993, p. &9.
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LOVE ol 8% REAIAY @t

(T8 1) 2K SE-2F A

A EAS} AHEFES ARt BAHA
5 502 Q8 482 AFA Egd
© AHE JdH(Miethe 1985 Ng 1982
Munson and Mclntyre 1979; Rankin and
Grube 1980; Reynolds and Jolly 1980;
Vinson and Nakanishi 1976).10)

2) Values and Life Style (VALS)
71 A% AP e=r VALS
(Values and Life Style)7} 2"H¥= %A}
A4 (Stanford Research Institute; SRI) )
Mitchell(1983)0 <3} 7NE=]o] AH|A3F
I AATA Atolg] #AE olsldt= dloll

ZA 0
‘-‘v"zga

(B 1) 2E7Ix|9t ¢ 71x]

HEIHA

S 71

A AY(ERE A

ks AFAZH) D SEA AD)
AARSH AT 2O ZHE ) 5
BE(@AN, ZE Al F59 713)
AFH(EY, ARe Add)

RETRES

F7hohu(s1 4 0 2 3Eo) 1 3)
2ARED 4 U= A
TAFRLE 34

AR AR(ER, A4)

A% $3(FHADF 2A)

B hE 45 olal)
FETHE AR AN} o) 2)
QAR AEe B2)
At ARIA - ANA D)
A7)

BARASY 39
PEES R R

ORI SR=(LA) 3] L3h)

B gekeo] A2
FeR(sasie, anaq)
ARl 7P, 279)
ARHART, TEY
L7 g2
SHIE(EIEY IR $45H)
4 FeEe g8 98
FYYNAG, AW

ApFeo) FRIA@AD, FEA)
=212, A1FEH)
A (el ke, Az e)

= LTk, o4
ARBE(Ig] D, )
2ER (RN, EAHE)
FEHAYHE, U7t F2)
AYYEETT DY, AHT 5 YD)
AANFASARAAR, A1)

* Milton Rokeach, The Nature of Human Values, New York: Free Press, 1973, p. 28.

10) Wagner A. Kamakura & Jose Afonso

Mazzon, AAA.
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Al
(=]

Of
=

588 FUY%. A H Maslows] &34
=3 AEEARMNEY o) 2aA
VALSE UFE4, go)Zxelyd ¥ o
ZHA O 2AF g FARY S Az
i e

Mitchell2 3470¢] Th¥st =9} AFE
Aty o2 PP VALSE 0|43},

=
.
3 e

N=AES 9719 olzxed A, =
@Survivors(4%), @Sustainers(7%), ©®
Belongers(35%), @Emulators(9%), ®
Achievers(22%),  @l-am-me(5%), @
Experiential(7%), ®Socially conscious

(9%), @ntegrated(2%) S22 FE3IH T},
VALSE w59 7|98 93 gits] A
57 AFRo SHEAAS s
QA 5 EAPEY delz Q9 »d
3 A ZAZE Ao, W= g
T2 FEE WS FEozg <y =
ARA AL o#go] AE F VALSY
ErgAol tig Hlge] giFHY. gxy
BES 53 VALSY §oE0 thato

I ou)e) HYxA2 QF o)AE3H o
g F7FEA e JEEe] g AdE 7}

do] AQ syl g1y wEolchin
2HEE ZAFATFA(SRDE 1988 Sl
Al AA3 VALS 19 @& 7iAs7] sl
‘VALS 2& /N2t ‘VALS 2= 27 4&n)
2] ADEFAZS AARAEE BE &
Aok F LS 71E22 MAES O
A  tulfilleds), @AE) AHbelievers), @4 @
ZHactualizers), @A AH achievers), ®x&
7Hstrivers), ®--F7Hstrugglers), @78
ZHexperiencers), @A+FAHmakers) & 871
9 Aoz REFYY

<T”2>¢F o] AHRe AYRF{AS

= A5, 1&g, AR 52 Uy,
A@ A actudlizers)= 71 BL AL &

frat ey FF7Kstrugglers)= Aol
7P At a3 ANl ARde BEe
HH2 43R A (principle-oriented), A1)
A} &2 (status-oriented), 3% %) 32 (action-
oriented) 02 FEI}Y, X FH 2n)z}

(I8 1) VALS 2°0il 273t 8712 MIRAIE

228 Qe aux
=% ST CER
RED w2} SR
29 Tl =25}
SRV e HENEH

* SRI International, Menlo Park, CA.

* o]

A .d% R Y, A HE, A2, YEA} 1997, p. 347.

1) AFE, AAA, pp. 19~20.
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LOVE o[ 2t fRIEAIAY ML

£ Aol omsiel A Al As)
Heh BE5a, AGARE LA el
o <)) et BEHW, BEAFH 2
A dA7lgBo} dele 390 2
T Qo Asn g

3) List of Values (LOV)
LOV= RVSe ws 94%9 4y
A 974e] HEER FEDE ¥ A1)
Hxolt} o) LOVYEE D42 7Hsense of

belonging), Q@A&9  ZAL(funand
enjoyment in life)) Q@Ya3 Q17+A

(warm relationships with others), @=}7)
/4 # (self-fulfillment), G312 = o (being
well-respected),  ©®F Y& (sense  of
accomplishment), @A FT(security),
A7) &S (self-respect), O@ORAFZ A=
(excitement) 22 FAH o] glow o] dg
e 9 FEE T3, RVSHE AR A
18709 e FEE] I £YdA o)
o] FHEO] Folol & oFes A
g3lstelz 3 Aotk LOVAERS] 27) 3
Z(ol A A7|EF)E RVSY =U3)
W, UYmz 77) FEEL RVSFREL ¥
old FIHAY EAFEE 7
Ao, duta T2 BHAo) Ad” A
RVS#&EL A=A}, I8 Schwartz &
Bilsky(1990)& 971¢] LOV/IA&EE2 7)
A+ T TFA B Fokd oupx)3}
= 509 B8RS d(EAL, oA, A4,
A7NHE, Aoz g w e,

12) oty - Q43 - 3td 9, A E, A2,
HEAY, 1997, pp. 347~349.

o
e
(L
oty
>
oY

e

Homer & Kahle(1983)9} Kahle(1983)= 9
N LOVZHAIRES a3e] 71271 S+ 3
e} alez EHFIEH, 7S Ao
o T2 YRAHE 25t AAHE A
o8 AZstE ARgel AYe 9R7LR
(external values)$} ‘A71AHY QA R E
S 77 SR 2 e Al
W2 7}A] (internal values) & ¥-F3}3, THA|
°of UFIIXNE  AUAH
values)$t  AZHHAA
values)2 Al
LOVAXE Feather(1975), Maslow(1954),
718)31 Rokeach(1973)9] 7}x]o) 24 J3F&-
wewt AR 1 o)EF J)ZxE Khale
(1983)9] A} A-3-o] E(social adaptation
theory)oll Fi gtk Aps|AGo)2o) <93}

7} (personal
7}A)(interpersonal

p

W 7% zke] S0 g A4e A
M AFE 432 g At 249

F43

AAZEo2 Rod
t}.(Kahle 1983). & 7}X)&k Q17ko] A7)
Tgo) Hie 333y

&3, 78 24, FgE gRAA X
£A0% A A8 F4H Adeld
(Homer & Kahle 1988). WA 71 3=
A Fee Al E QAAE 0B A J1R]
#3483 AT Mg 71EAQ
WES ] of2# o)2RH

=4
A7 HE
Bt =E2doh Qe A4FL S =3}
o 77 iR YE A3E AHEs)

Adg JHH e N dFs A3 )
A7 S E 3t FHEA AHg-H ol
< Rokeach(1973)¢] RVS¢} 28], Kahled]

lo

E2FEHE M4 20019 7€
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Al
=

oM

4

A3 A& 2oNME 7t E FF7HA](terminal
values)$t ~©& 7}X|(instrumental values)
2 FEA E3 ok A" & A1
YoM = HF el (end-states) 2 A ZH
2wk Qizke] AR HLE Y3 =
T AYi g7} wEolchid)

qI=

(% 2) Kahle9| LOV

. A} 715 (self respect)

. 2471 (self fulfillment)

A 2let=(sense of accomplishment)
2:4:7}sense of belonging)

. Ak8] A W (being well-respected)

. QPS5 (security)

. ek AzkAA|(warm relationship with
others)

8. g2 A% (fun and enjoyment)

9. A&e] x}=(excitement)

N oG A N

3

AB)AG olBeME ARtwithel the
ZHAAAE Q7] AT} o$ dH3
HAZ 7HNE Aoz B = 7Hx19
= ABxzAY Wsld) sl MmEE
Aolct. w3 AT A3 Aol wAY
dadzA 7R JEH 1A, A7, £

(R

A7 @ A)Hes Wl ok,
olsh o) ABBAL WYt AN
Az ge AT e 28A Hold B

# AARAT, 58 FUAAG Ags
o 2rize) wnERA AT S S
$3hch10

al
=

TAL &9

Agstel 7142

=
A
o
o
H
o
it
o
oo
-
£
i)
2
o
N
N
> o

Rokeach®] RVSQ‘r A 7HAFrHE RS o
FAQ Wi o= LOVE RVSY 187 &
o ZpXFES} 187) HEMAE 1Y F
I/ FEo R Wsislal, FEL MY
& AHEE &9 WE
Zolth. LOVS} RVSE 27 #ay
U 2H)zbe] 7R A 28 (value system)
AL—E: Y E LOVY ol&o] B} £ol3}

=z

i ol

fe T LOVE BF UE A diel o
49, 282 B3 S el DB ull waeu me ojasel 9o
wol W == s A7 S gun gza AgRe AT
B9dH. s 58 QA WM gag wze) wann, e )
W3 B gE2AL AQN Aol BE 4 gun o g emse 47 24
o M S TSR N EH g gazed 2ede) 4 b @3
ASH AFS A2 Qo MF7% T gnes guoz @ 409 a2 9
13) €93, “gJAlElE 221z d-g o[&3 LOV

o] AZEA AGTFAT AAUA 13, 1995 14) £93F, “LOV(List of Values)H = 413

2, p. 324. Aol B3 v wE3d A7, AAM, p. XN.
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LOVE o|&

B RIEA 2 L

(& 3) Razzaque2| 137§ LOVE=

1. A71EF(self respect)

2 #7143 F(self fulfillment)

3. A J(sense of accomplishment)
4. &47}(sense of belonging)

5. A15] A o (being well-respected)
6. g5 (security)
7.

AW AHAI(warm relationship with others)

8. W&o ZAF(fun and enjoyment)
9. &) A= (excitement)

10. %92 3K spirituality)

11. ax4l(filial piety)

12. F{)(salvation)

13. 743 A3Ha simple life)

X I =
ATRYS 2L Fast Yok

o|9} T3, A7IE o] Mohammed
Abdur Razzaque(19%)= o}Alo}A 7)1
< B3] s, 1€ 99 LovEE
o 4709 FEE Frlst W 13719
LOVZ#ES 743 9723 S /pdstgo
Razzaque®] HE4 olrlo} AnaEe 7}
AW AFEYL AT 5 opxo} FIHEY]
2HA ZEAA A AT Bol F84E 4 9
2 AL2 BAY

4 g2 2L FES $9E
ok Tt A= ‘B FFARL
3= AR HEEA g YY)
¥-5°]tF(Connor and Becker 1975, p. 551).

oMok HRBe we

% N
ok 03: 4

HE FEHeR od 5X3 A A
Zoll g A AFE =HE (Rokeach
1968, p. 160). ©)¥ °]fFZ Kahleo] LOV)
AN 9 AR BE E3EY &
HlAbEo] 7 AdA 7RSS 2
AR BAYE Aoz Hridd
°]9} Zo) Rokeach®] RVS7} UF B2 7}
AFEERZ FAH e ¥, LOVE Y
T AL TREEER FA5 glde &
He 7K o 7RE ZE ARIEY
atel glo) AFe Med) gEgE T gE
of AARehet ArEH AeE o)s)sh=n)
TRY 9EE 3ok (Beatty et al. 1983). 1
Ay 2 AbR)e} Faid FdsA A&
7Fed 7HAS] 7R EAd] AHY

Razzaque®| #3d LOV Psychographic
Value Value
—> LV —lFator Anaysis—¥ —>
Dimensions Segmentation
pass
1)
I , ?
Korean Values Demographic '
Variables
(a8 2) A7 23
ESEBHEE 147 20014 79 137



Al
=

O
Ix

2 2t F7bag ZEAd Y oig 9F
ML Dt Qo (Geertz 1983), 7HA
T AR IG4% FRAIE A HE
ATHHolt 1994). 3 AHg]e] 7pxT-L 21
HoRw PAHAW e E319 7HAEH
= 29 7HA8 & B 1 Ug 1 A Y
WA 7HA'E FAsta ok Eo
2 =794 Rokeach® RVS, Kahled]
LOV, Z18]3 Razzaque®d] Asian ValuesZ
Fusta, d=4 7HxE F7MG 29SS
wake], = MRS AR E
3. & Kahleo] 713t 9709 LOVE
552 384 ‘943 'R Fd, 47)
o] oprlopde 37 JtAE "R
Razzaque®! 58S EUZ o AFZ &
9&‘3}15) F7+d O A4 3K spirituality), @
TANfilial piety), @7 (salvation), 7
if& X&(a simple life)> T=5317F A%
Hog fFuEEE o i Yo
A, 1953 AR A7 = A &
I Fu A7t 507%S AANS Bk o}
Yt F7tEAe dohe A Fo2 Rno}
ool AL glo} o] shEsia
g,

15) Mohammed Abdur Razzaque, “Demographics,
Psychographics and Consumer Value
Dimmensions: A Study of Consumers in a
Traditional Asian Society” European
Advances in Consumer Research, Vol. 2,
1995,

6) AT, 1997, 2. 27.

delgz gt dE2Ae
1939 49E ez M2dA A3
HZALE STk o8 BELS AZIE O
39, BALES st glx, HlaA 74
o] FY¥HATGR A= 4 3
o7 Ut AR 1997
BARIAY, A3kl e HHEE
stal 16489 B82S AU THAY
¥ 3k e I7F AAE ddeE,
AR BEFSE wlEo=2 Ao}
3, & At E EUR dEAE dE
X AegAgoz FAEE FAAZS
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ot
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=
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trEL o kU
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= =

L
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L
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3. 4&X|9 74

L
e
jir2)
9‘[_14
)
&
s
3
L
_L4

3’&?&% 742 ¢ "233 7}
olgzo] itk B °q:[L°ﬂ Me
Yo 4 A3 2 Rokeach, Kahle, Razzaque
a8 FAEY 72 99 9@ FJEE
bn 2 3la, e AEZH 2317 7}
Z715td Y2 A2 99 2 3§
e

pt Jf

.

wo
=

1 20 g ol ho b
ok

e
o

Al
=

=

1z
"9

My
=

o]
HI

1. t

B
L

>
ofA
ix
0[[

13

=
s

N

2

To AZEAL "Microsoft Excel
2000, % TSPSS for Windows 9.0,% AM&
9. e F7 AE dolge 3y
BRAA AR dig &5 29 dge 27
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LOVE o| 88 fEfEAI A AL

(B 4) SEXe| 2FEA

2 e HE REus S N g FANE
T (3164%) (100%)  (100%) - (F164)  (100%  (100%)
3> <QHFINEF5Y>
g2} 101 61.6 61.6 1005+9)0) 5} 10 6.1 6.1
oz} 63 384 1000 101-2005+1 58 354 415
<ifo]> 201-300%+$1 47 287 70.1
1940]3} 1 6 6 3014005+ 2 14.0 84.1
20-294) 82 50.0 50.6 401-500%+41 14 85 2.7
30-394] 55 335 84.1 5015+glo)A¢ 12 7.3 100.0
40494 19 116 95.7 <=7 >
5040} 7 43 100.0 = 13 7.9 7.9
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The Segmentation of Value System Used by LOV

Jong-seop Shim

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to survey the LOV(List Of Values) composed with the
consumer’s psychographic variables and is to segment consumer’s value system
through the LLOV. Referring to the previous studies such as Rokeach’s RVS, Kahke's
LOV, Razzaque's Asian values, and author's Korean values, this study conducted

researches of consumer’s value segmentation.

The result of this study finds that the Korean consumer’s value system is
categorized into O value of influence, @ value of mammonism, @ value of latest, @
value of venture, & value of salvation, ® value of sociality, @ value of curiosity,
spirituality, and @ value of conservativeness in order. This results will help contribute

toward segmentation of Korean consumer’s value.

Another result of this study shows by way of ANOVA(analysis of variance) that the
Korean consumer’s value dimensions are closely related to demographic variables: Sex,
marital status, education, occupation, total families income by monthly, family structure,

and age.
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