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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out to offer basic research data to increase rural housewife’s
clothing management ability and to guide their behaviors clothing- related reasonably. For
this purpose, the interview-investigation by the questionnaire was conducted as the
samples of 500 housewives under 60 at 8 villages located in Seoul, Gwangju and Daegu
and 8 villages located in some rural communities we randomly extracted. This
questionnairc was made up the standardized measuring scales of clothing management
behaviors and related variables. As a result, in a part of storage and disposal the rural
housewife got 3.68 and 3.16, whereas the urban housewife got 3.59 and 3.03,
respectively, indicating a significant difference, which meant that the rural housewife
managed those of clothing better than the urban housewife. Generally, rural wives were
better in doings in the part of management, storage, disposal, than urban wives. They,
however, knew the knowledge of clothing less than urban wives, evaluated the importance
of clothing lower and applied clothing-related mass media to their life lower. Therefore,
the rural wives need educational guides and materials for improving of the clothing
behaviors because they are older and lower education lever than urban wives and they
have a little information, too.
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Table 1. The region of the investigation

AHE AAlE

(2) ZAAAEe] UubAl B4

ZANAAE EAI9) &) 400 GAe) 7
7} 33.8%¢ 31.3%2 7}g Bken FRo| HiE
AH L TA7 24, F&o] 6HPL TP &
AZRo AL qZFo| 518%, TEo] 17.8%IL
W &L FEo] 346%, FZo] 244%, IEF
21.5%% Vel o] T&FE7t ZAFRED o
§4F0) B Ao UePgthE 2).

T8 AYFRE 56.1%, FE2L 3L1%YS

Seoul Bangbae - Hwagok - Seogyo + Myeonmok,
Urban Daegue Joungri + Namsandong,

Gwangju Jiwol - Joungheung

Mountain Gangwon Jeongseon, Gyeongbuk Yeongyang
Rural Middle Chungbuk Eumseong, Jeonbuk Sunchang

Plain Chungnam Yeongi, Chonnam Gangjin

suburban Gyenggi Icheon, Gyeongnam Yangsan

Table 2. General characteristics of rural and urban wives

N(%)
Variables Total Urban Rural
under 30 51(10.4) 33(13.6) 18(7.3)
3140 139(28.5) 75(30.8) 64(26)
Age 41-50 159(32.5) 82(33.8) 77(31.3)
51-60 133(27.2) 52(21.4) 81(33)
over 60 7(1.4) 1(0..4) 6(2.4)
unschooled 36(7.3) 3(1.2) 33(134)
pimary sch. 99(20.1) 14(5.7) 85(34.6)
Education level mddle sch. 104(21.1) 44(17.8) 60(24.4)
high sch. 181(36.7) 128(51.8) 53(21.5)
college 7(1.4) 4(1.6) 3(1.2)
above university 66(1.7) 54(21.9) 12(4.9)
housewife 214(43.7) 138(56.1) 76(31.1)
office 43(8.7) 36(14.6) 72.9)
Occpation sales 75(9.4) 65(26.5) 104.1)°
industry 9(1.8) 7(2.8) 3(1.2)
farm work 149(30.4) - 148(60.7)
Activity for income yes 294(59.3) 120(48.2) 174(70.4)
no 202(40.7) 129(51.8) 73(29.6)
under 1 million won 112(22.9) 19(7.8) 93(38.1)
100-150 108(22.1) 47(19.2) 61(25.0)
Monthly income 150-200 133(27.2) 75(30.6) 58(23.8)
200-250 5%11.7) 43(17.6) 14(5.7)
250-300 41(8.4) 28(11.4) 13(5.3)

over 300 million won

38(7.8)

33(13.5)

52.0)
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Table 3. The comparison of the level of clothing management behavior and related variables in according to

residential area

Variables Urban(249) Rural(247) T
Clothing planning of purchase 327 297 5.00 ***
Management purchase 3.80 3.76 0.86
wearing 3.69 353 421 *x*
management 3.55 3.56 -0.19
storage 3.59 3.68 -2.11 *
disposal 3.03 3.16 231 *
total level of clothing 3.51 347 1.48
Consumer value ecology 3.78 3.81 -0.62
convenience 3.94 394 -0.15
economy 3.74 3.85 -1.94
Resources time 3.26 3.15 1.9
information 3.05 2.84 3.04 **
knowledge of clothing 6.85 6.35 3.92 *xx
local 3.06 2.54 9.17 ***
The others relation of clothing 329 3.19 2.80 **
satisfaction of clothing 3.62 3.65 -1.16
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Table 4. The comparison of the urban wives age
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. Age

Variables under 30 31-40 41-g50 51.60 over 61 F
Planning of purchase 3.41 3.24 3.24 325 233 1.35
Purchase 375 3.87 378 378 3.10 1.60
Wearing 3.83 371 3.63 372 3.60 1.96
Management 356 351 353 3.58 3.85 0.80
Storage 3.68 3.62 3.58 349 360 0.62
Disposal 2.84 3.13 2.96 3.18 325 2.56 *
Total level of clothing 354 353 3.48 352 333 0.57
Ecology 3.79 3.68 373 393 4.00 430 *
Convenience 3.90 3.88 3.98 3.96 4.00 1.23
Economy 3.82 3.69 374 3.70 433 0.55
Time 3.15 3.20 3.28 3.49 2.67 1.66
Information 2.90 3.12 3.03 3.01 275 0.77
Knowledge of clothing 6.96 6.90 6.72 6.74 7.00 1.04
Local resources 292 3.08 3.06 3.11 3.50 0.87
Relation of clothing 3.51° 3.31® 3.18° 3.30% 3.00° 503 **x
Satisfaction of clothing 3.68 3.60 3.64 3.56 3.67 0.81

Table 5. The comparison of the rural wives age
. Age

Variables under 30 3140 41-50 5160 over 61 F
Planning of purchase 333 297 2.98 284 3.40 1.88
Purchase 381 3.69 378 382 - 403 0.70
Wearing 3.82 352 3.52 353 3.46 121
Management 372 351 358 351 4.05 2.05
Storage 378 3.68 369 3.66 3.67 0.28
Disposal 3.14° 3.05° 329" 3.0 358 3.03 *
Total level of clothing 3.63 3.43 3.50 3.42 3.73 0.10
Ecology 392 376" 375 387 4.67 375 **
Convenience 3.85° 3.89 3.95° 396" 4.61° 4.47 **
Economy 3.64° 368" 3.82° 404° | 433" 3.49 **
Time 323 3.09 3.17 321 3.44 0.49
Information 296" 313 296" 258 2.50° 630 **x
Knowledge of clothing 6.80" 7.09° 6.29% 6.11° 7.00° 4.14 **
Local resources 2.65 2.40 2.52 2.63 3.17 236
Relation of clothing 332 3.19 3.19 321 . 3.42 0.80
Satisfaction of clothing 3.85 3.64 3.62 3.67 3.78 1.74
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Table 6. The comparison of the urban wives educational level

Variables Primary — Middie — High ) o Above F
school school school university

Planning_of purchase 3.09 3.14 322 3.28 3.44 1.52
Purchase 3.74 3.76 3.83 3.73 3.78 2.81
Wearing 3.47 3.52 3.74 3.64 3.82 426

~ Management 3.59 3.50 3.55 3.44 3.49 1.62

 Storage 3.74° 3.47° 3.62° 3.58° 3.48° 294 *
Disposal 3.29 2.99 3.01 291 2.88 1.41
Total level of clothing 3.51 3.42 3.52 345 3.50 225
Ecology 3.80 378 3.80 375 3.70 0.96
Convenience 3.90 3.94 3.94 3.92 3.93 1.13
Economy 3.63 391 37 3.42 3.64 1.51
Time 297° 3.13° 325" 3.25° 323 298 *
Information 2.75 . 281 3.03 3.19 3.06 2.46
Knowledge of clothing 6.40 6.67 6.79 725 7.00 1.32
Local resources 3.38 3.09 3.06 331 3.05 0.30
Relation of clothing 3.16" 3.16" 326" 3.44% 3.52° 6.90 ***
Satisfaction of clothing 3.76 3.57 3.60 3.69 3.63 1.63

Table 7. The comparison of the rural wives educational level
Variables Primary  Middle  High = 4, Above F
school school school university
Planning of purchase 2.84" 2.80° 2.88° 3.18* 3.54" 2.51 *
Purchase 4.10 3.73 3.63 3.81 3.96 1.98
Wearing 3.48 3.43 3.47 3.65 3.90 1.32
Management 3.66 3.50 351 3.53 391 1.07
Storage 372 3.66 3.64 3.68 3.96 0.55
Disposal 3.24 3.17 3.17 3.14 2.81 0.64
Total level of clothing 3.54 341 3.41 3.51 372 1.18
Ecology 405 371 3.70 3.92 3.76 253 *
Convenience 421° 3.89 3.86" 3.94% 4.09" 4.57 ***
Economy 414 3.84° 3.68% 3.70™ 4.06* 321 **
Time 297 3.10 324 3.26 3.15 1.05
Information 223 275" 295 3,02 343 5.89 wrx
Knowledge of clothing 6.16° 5.98° 6.46™ 6.95™ 8.00° 5,11 wex
Local resources 2.60 2.46 2.59 2.55 2.25 0.88
Relation of clothing 3.14 3.11 3.15 3.33 3.19 1.68
Satisfaction of clothing 3.72 3.60 3.59 3.70 3.76 1.30
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Table 8. The comparison in according to receive clothing-related education

Variables Urban Rural

yes(20) no(195) yes(44) no(191)
Planning of purchase 3.08 327 304 295
Purchase 3.84 3.81 3.82 377
Wearing 3.57 an 3.56 3.53
Management 3.59 353 3.69 3.55
Storage : 3.61 3.59 3.78 3.68
Disposal 325 2.99* 347 3.09%*+*
Total level of clothing 3.51 3.51 3.58 3.46
Ecology 375 379 3.98 3.79
Convenience 4.06 393 . 4.01 394
Economy 3.63 375 398 3.81
Time ' 3.30 324 335 3.12
Information 3.46 2.97%%* 3.16 2.78%*
Knowledge of clothing 6.75 6.84 6.43 6.42
Local resources 3.00 3.08 2.73 251
Relation of clothing 321 331 325 . 3.18
Satisfaction of clothing 3.62 3.62 3.67 3.65

Table 9. The comparison in according to wife’s activity for income
Variables Urban Rural
yes(120) 10(129) yes(174) no(73)

Planning of purchase 3.28 325 2.94 3.03
Purchase 381 3719 377 3.76
Wearing 372 3.67 348 3.65
Management 3.59 352 3.57 3.54
Storage 3.63 357 3.66 3.75
Disposal . 31 2.98 3.17 34
Total level of clothing 354 3.49 3.46 3.50
Ecology 3.76 . 381 382 3.81
Convenience 392 3.96 3.94 3.98
Economy 375 3.74 3.87 3.80
Time 2.96 3.54%** 3.05 3.41%%*
Information 3.03 3.07 27 3.04*
Knowledge of clothing 6.94 6.76 6.23 6.63
Local resources 3.10 302 2.56 2.51
Relation of clothing 3.30 329 3.18 322
Satisfaction of clothing 3.63 3.62 3.62 3.73*
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Table 10. The comparison of the urban wives income level

. Under 1 100150 150200 200250 250300 o' 3%
Variables million won 34) ) a7 04) million won F
(15) (29)
Planning of purchase 3.08 3.16 3.28 3.28 332 3.27 0.18
Purchase 3.81 3.79 3.78 3.84 3.87 3.74 0.73
Wearing 3.62 3.62 372 3.69 3.79 3.72 0.51
Management 3.56 3.50 3.56 3.50 3.59 3.49 091
Storage 375 . 3.64 3.56 3.52 3.53 3.53 1.78
Disposal 3.09 3.09 3.05 292 2.85 2.9 1.09
Total level of clothing 351 349 351 348 3.52 3.47 0.74
Ecology 3.76 3.68 3.81 3.82 371 3.82 0.42
Convenience 4.02 4.04 3.87 395 3.87 395 143
Economy 407 3.69"  3.80™ 379 361" 3.43° 2.98 *
Time 3.42 3.10 3.22 3.28 3.18 3.20 1.14
Information 2.92 2.95 3.01 2.92 3.03 3.13 0.17
Knowledge of clothing 6.47 6.66 707 6.89 6.75 6.66 1.87
Local resources 3.17° 3.14° 326% 340 330" 3.40° 264 *
Relation of clothing 3.22 291 3.07 3.06 3.16 3.22 1.70
Satisfaction of clothing 3.64 3.62 3.63 3.56 3.63 3.62 027
Table 11. The comparison of the rural wives income level
. Under 1100150 150200 200250 250300 O'of 2%
Variables million 56) 53) (10) 13 million won F
won(68) .5

Planning of purchase 2.86 2.90 2.92 3.33 331 3.47 1.61
Purchase 3.77 3.76 37 3.73 3.98 3.90 0.84
Wearing 3.44 3.49 3.54 3.68 3.68 3.94 1.15
Management 357 351° 3.42° 379" 3.88° 3.68" 2.84 *
Storage 3.70 3.60 371 3.73 3.82 3.58 1.05.
Disposal 3.22 3.18 3.11 2.83 3.12 3.03 0.98
Total level of clothing 345 3.43 342 3.56 3.66 3.62 1.69
Ecology 3.90 3.80 3.69 3.70 374 3.87 1.92
Convenience 4.00 3.89 3.88 3.97 4.04 3.87 2.14
Economy 3.94 3.76 3.74 3.73 3.64 3.67 2.20
Time 3.17 3.1 3.10 3.37 3.54 2.60 2.12
Information 2.7 2.79° 283 313%™ 348 340" 2.69 *
Knowledge of clothing 6.25 6.63 627 7.30 731 6.40 2.04
Local resources 2.52 253 2.55 2.15 2.71 2.15 0.70
Relation of clothing 3.10 3.18 322 3.41 3.17 348 1.34
Satisfaction of clothing 3.65 3.59 3.63 372 3.72 3.73 1.12




106 ShxX|Ats| 4y ntets| x| A 153 35 2004

V. 8ok g A&

odol N AHHH FEFHE JAE J9F
e, B8, AT ZAFREG 53]
on 48 Aol oEg FAdA Ar)e
Ame BARG @33 TV, A, FBA 59
WAGEE Fe Aoz Yeigton o] &
FE THAY, ZEAFE, UG Fol F
oA w2 Az vehgd

mela Ao mEEo] B, WS - A
o] Yom PuujH el HFo] FL FEF
Aztde THPAY - 7 - AT F
ARAF - 25 - AxTt 2THY F&
287 A #RE JAY #AYYPFo 2
nxzg gulE Anz NHXNE JYAT
Hjke} mAlglojo} & ot
| T&3RY gAY BYF TS
og2x BFEFHA Hlz A FAF
FaAF L, B, gEXNERT M
Aokdoln ARIH AES JAE &
o 2ok ZAle AAV1gde 2 AMS)A) &
ol 7|43 = 918 Aoz HAZA.

tu Ay

(=)

o
rot

¥ of N o Ju
o -z
o lo

A

rir

A
ol
X,

SEAIA] Z

oo‘
o=

e ox
tlo

30 Uy

Q

o

o,

me

2

723 9(1984). 2348 A, AEAL

Z2717H1984). Al AvAt g5 ux= o
ol B A7, ALd HAEY =8

289(1995). AnAke] @A Ae] wE o BTn)
YT AT, TYHIE HAES =E.

BE A(1996). AB|Ae] 2| EF 9 o FUEEo]
BY AT, oA Y HAREE.

F2A9D). YRBAEe] BE oHTuPFol
4 AT, ol Ea Y HAR=E.
HF2-0K1996). 71&EA e BFA8A &4uA HF,

Mgt et AR

-0k(1996). 71EAG ] B LA PF,
MBI AR =E.

W59, Azt AFBeIFF) ©E 9B
o} YEo| B AT, BYH YA £

Be18(1993). BH Y F4e BHR FH9 B
PF, Aeuigtm HAEtY =8

0|74 %(2002). A ¥ &9 ojgAeYF vln
ATAE) - A AT FHAET NTE
FHCE -, o {3 A 26(1), 95-103.

0] Y74 (1986). SEF T wE AFdA] FEH
8 4 ARG4FFo A AT - g AW
AF FRE FA22., dAY HAEY =8

Z4ok1991). AT} AATEHES} o) ETE T
B A7, AEUTE A =&

FA8(1995). FH9] o F5FujA AH|A Foo wp
LB TuE BREE, SRR YA E

2353 (1991). EAF A LuA BE FF
a7 TN nEH AGAl BEE FHLE,
=2 7832 150), 3-14.

8401989, 7] BUEAT S EHE 43 P
A A R FPYA HEGY A AT, Gl
wetm AR EE

Antil JM(1984). Conceptualization of Involvement, in
Kinner TC(ed.), Advanced in Consumer Research
11, 203-209,

Feldman LP, Hornik J(1981). The Use of Time, An
Integrated Conceptual Model, Journal of Consumer
Research 7, 407-419.

Krugman H(1965). The Effect of Television Advertising :
Leaming without Involvement, Public Opinion
quarterly 29, 344-356.

Webster FE Jr.(1975). Determing the Characteristics of
the Socially Conscious Consumer, Journal of
Consumer Research 2(3), 188-196.



