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Analysis on the Characteristics of Government-dominant and Non-governmental
Food Bank Programs from the Users’ Perspective

Hye-Seung Kang,' Min-Ah Hong,” Il-Sun Yang,” Mina Jo,? Chul-Jae Kim”

Institute of Food and Nutritional Sciences, Yonsei University, Seoul, Korea
Hyundai Food System,"” Seoul, Korea
Department of Food and Nutrition,” Yonsei University, Seoul, Korea
Department of Food and Nutrition,” Sookmyung University, Seoul, Korea

ABSTRACT

The objectives of this study were to (a) examine the users’ characteristics of both government-dominant and non-
governmental food bank programs, (b) understand the supporting quality of the food bank program, and (c) analyse
the effectiveness of the programs from the users’ perspectives. The random samples of 120 food bank operators were
selected by proportionate stratified random sampling method and from each food bank, 3 users were selected for the
survey. A total of 205 users were participated in this survey. The main results of this study were as follows; Average
profile of food bank users were 58 year old, female, livelihood protectee (56.6%). Food assistance frequency were
mostly once a week (34.1%), and everyday (22.4%). The survey also showed that non-governmental food banks
delivered the food directly to the 42.7% of users, otherwise the users of government-dominant ones went to the food
bank to receive the foods. Most of the donated foods were cooked food (50.0%), and the users also wanted to receive
that kinds of food. Saving food expenses (55.6%) and overcoming hunger (16.6%) were found as the effectiveness to
the users. (Korean J Community Nutrition 10(2) : 224 ~233, 2005)

KEY WORDS : food bank - government-dominant -

1. 979y X 85
#H 30d 33

S| &
ol
2
rr
il
b
e
o2
2
ol
_V-_I,
o
flo
ol
ols
2

49 120043 12€ 28Y

e 120059 1€ 124

2 dve dRdsAg 547|297 (A E 1 2000-2-2200-
006-2) 9] A ¥of i FRHAUS.

TCorresponding author: Hye-Seung Kang, Institute of Food and
Nutritional Sciences, Yonsei University, 134 Shinchon-dong, Seo-
daemun-gu, Seoul PO Box 120-749, Korea

Tel: (02) 2123-4276, Fax: (02) 363-3430

E-mail’ hskang @yonsei.ac.kr

non-governmental - user

159 AL olFgiodt tE dHoRE 250 HA
AAN] vigkel Ao 1 250 60%ol3t el |
FEI Qe A3 92 ZA¢E dvit 234 7t
33 Q1o ol FAF £ %‘ | F=IAEle Ak Q)
25 BT QH(Kim 000) &3], IMF TAIZ%
Ll
A 9

_'11_7:_
\_\_

A|17] o]F ROl nielnl @/ °1 7HEtE T FAE 2
&) UFEHE 5 AHEA ¥53H(social polization) 7} &
o] i @7—‘}1}, =52 5 ARgFHGAIFe] STt
Rk olgl A 13} AKEY] zgjo g H| A BF A

T7F 57Kt MIZEAZE ARSIA Ao A7|Hm glo
o (Kim 2002; #7341 1998; Cheong 2000), §3] Z2]

oleE 19999 Al = - F - LFEA 1.8% WA

— 224 —



1565t B FFolA 2000900 16TMHH o2 Frhs o]
(Ministry of health and welfare 2000) 7] o}52)
AXNEA 7} A AR 224E7)4 o]2 7]}

Sejvehs AARE T 2000 71F 28.5%00 Bt
of Az 1009 2ol HFsHs SAES FYskL e
¥ (Jeong 2001) A7 BAEE S4E2H7]9 FAH
7HaE 14% 7,47699 (Ministry of environment 2001)
o= AL 25t Ju|=E a3k

0|9} - A18|F2A B Ad] Hg uRte® ¢
gluztel ¥=93 (Food Bank) %7t EUEREH, F
THIE QA 5F - Bl AR I CA SR Yo 4
F2 FASIY ol ol xelAl ALsid F-43HA GLE
g 71Egxtg e 42 - 2P AR BXF 7}
et ol AFAHe] Heka) §7 e oolgls
e Adst 7IE Ad FEER1 ARSI EA A zolt).

$Evetel e BAEX A 1998'd 19 F=w=a
AE AR o g B AlABl dA ARdeR &

o AAlEle 1™ (Ministry of health and welfare 2002a),

UAFER HEYWCA, tig YWCAQGES], dstxAF
AL EA A, A F3] FTuT, a5 Ans],
7|5 ARIFIER FOo8 Y THAYYTIE
33, 7} dEEo] dA) &3] Y¥HT Ut

FEPIE T AR e Z1EAeAE 719
9] AbEA olu]z] F3lel mAe] FARE S, YIS E
el vge A, 7199 &97EY 2 AEEE 59 o
3 Ho)2 FM(Teron & Tarasuk 1999), o] &Rl A=
Qg 2F0 FFoR g 9 A7 A A A
HAZE ZHAZ Qe A587 59 HE FrHKang 2001;
Cheong 1999).

FTHiazy Ax @4stERA Foda g vekst
AT7} o)FA)7] AlFEIGIE], FEMAE gekdt B
2 LA F 7)o FEEA] digk AT ] A
g2 (Lee 2000; Hong 2000; Choi 2000) +5& do]
A ALEER Y] BRAME o] Fo|FTHRyu 1999). FE
FElvet oA AR S Aol #% A5l A&EH e
2 AP Y Y 7R 287 s3] 1998;
Park 1998; Jeong 1999; Shin 2000; Kang 2000) A X
7)€% AEYY) 7ikke £ FEa JRIAAH BH S
Aehe A7 AgEHE 5 (Kim 1999) thekst #ofd
A77F FRE T ok T UNFEY FERIE T
o2 Foze] dig 7182 A2EA (Yang et al. 2002)
3} =Rke) BEA F(Kang 5 2003) ohzAel A
o] o]Foix| 1 glt}. ZEHt Park (1998)2] A& A8
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AEAE WA FE8ag gt $394, 78R,
o|&AHFHAD) SHelA AAI Kang (2001) 8 A9}
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HE 3% 59 g0z FYMI
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1. HIARY

Foa AR o]8Ate] dnk AFERE Table 1] AA8}
Aok HA ZAF At 2058 F 949(35.1%) Bt 94
(569.5%)°] Jid oz wekon, 304 olsks 7.3%, 31
A o] 604 ©|8h= 36.1%, 614 olAte] A o]gA}e
46.8%% AX8lo] Ha A 58.34Z AU ole
vj=2] “Hunger in America 2001”7 B1Aje) Fwig
o] g2t Ao B4 (35.4%) B} 914 (64.6%) 2] ol4-&
o] 2 A9} FAKHSItH(America’ s Second Harvest
2001). o] HuAjexE o]g2te] o] 18~294] 16.0%,
30~49A4] 48.9%, 50~64A4] 21.6%, 654 o}*do] 13.5%
2 Uz} olg a3 ug B dF of &, 30~40ulelA
F2 olg3k= AoE ByEon, AYrte] Frus o]
£A1e] BFAYE 4142 (Starkey 5 1999) 2t

BHAF R} o) e Ao g zAl o] Evte} xlo)
g HGEY, $EiveE A9t s o A
opgo] 9louZ w9l Fo FTH Frulgo o]gx}
Mg tekst Aoz g dart Qe AR AR
HAck 82 £3H33.2%) 7} £5E(20.5%)°] iR
£ XA

g Agn) 52 209 ol 399k ©J3F 7} 32.2%
2 7 ggtor, 209k uiwt Q1 F$7t 20.5% 2 JE
doh g e 20z $FBR 56.6%, TE
ZEAEZR)’ 5.9%, EJAY 59%= FAHR Y
o] gl Wz FeHA} & A8t Ik
o] Kang (2001) 2] A7 AR gizkA] F=9=2] 7
Qg zte] Agn] et F2SFAA 34.7%
27 22 FEE AHsgleH, ‘ARz’ 29.3%,
‘FZAR 12.0%=% et Aol FARE Aoz 2ALS
ek =3 $GAE gaez AASKIY dF2AL A3
Foug Q71BN FEuT S AARA QR
A AZE F7)2 FERRES ddoE Fulsks A
°] % F&HQ #E7} 7] WiEel o5 dide
2 ke A48T diF-Eoll] T e E AIREH I

NEFARL EAAY 48.7%), ‘A (LE - B)’
(26.5%), WA (15.9%) #22 vepgrh

A -SgAte] A B AEL BEE (39.9%), ‘2
e (19.7%), ‘D= (14.6%), 232148 (13.5%)
o) £208 Yehton, ARFEY Fruiag) UkeEey
Foyg olgx T AN v S JERIIG
(Table 2). ol ABAT AAZ ol gAE0] EA3ka gl
= Ayow gEdo] 52.0% 1¥Y 36.0%, T&7)1A%
25.3%°] o2 YeRrd Axst FARE o2 Yebgrt
(Yang & 1998; Ministry of health and welfare 2001)
ueby #Ego] F2 WL 5L Y3 o€yl AY
3 AR - Ao Aol wi FE 02 Al Itk

ol gxe] W YHE ‘BEshetl A8 A7 9l 46.3%,
Q&L bsslt B8 MR’ 24.9%9 0% FAME Ak

2. ZCW3 ojg 6y

Touge] st ARE Lo AAE Afs FRSE
53 Fou3e] A9 ‘FE7H 3R’ 7} 325%2 7}
Z ggton, ‘FUWIel TREE (29.3%), HEuA
CAHE - QR (18.2%), HA® T FI/F (12.2%)
o2 vepgot W WAEEY Fewas TR ¥
B (25.6%), FEBAS] TREF (244%), BABS
FH71W (22.0%) £02 Yehdth(Table 3). ARFE



Table 1. Characteristics of the users

Characteristics Government-dominant (n = 123) Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)
N % N % N %
Female 71 57.7 51 62.2 122 59.5
Sex Male 45 36.6 27 329 72 35.1
No answer 7 5.7 4 49 1 54
1 —20 years old 4 3.3 5 6.1 Q9 4.4
21-30 years old 5 4.1 1 1.2 6 29
31— 40 years old 13 10.6 11 134 24 1.7
41 - 50 years old 25 20.3 5 6.1 30 14.6
Age 51— 60 years old 14 114 6 7.3 20 9.8
61— 70 years old 24 19.5 12 14.6 36 17.6
71—80years old 17 13.8 21 25.6 38 18.5
Over 81 years old 10 8.1 12 14.6 22 10.7
No answer 11 8.9 Q 11.0 20 9.8
Mean * sd 56.4 £ 17.69 61.08 = 20.84 58.25 = 19.08
None 35 28.5 33 40.2 68 33.2
Elementary school 27 220 15 18.3 42 20.5
Middle school 13 10.6 9 11.0 22 10.7
Education High school 20 16.3 17 20.7 37 18.0
College 9 73 1 1.2 10 49
Etc. 2 1.6 2 24 4 20
No answer 17 13.8 5 6.1 22 10.7
None 5 4.1 8 9.8 13 6.3
Under 200,000 won/mth 23 18.7 19 23.2 42 205
200,000 — 390,000 won/mth 39 31.7 27 329 66 32.2
Living 400,000 - 590,000 won/mth 17 13.8 7 8.5 24 1.7
600,000 — 790,000 won/mth 11 8.9 7 8.5 18 8.8
800,000 — 990,000 won/mth 9 7.3 3 37 12 59
Over 1,000,000 won/mth 3 24 3 3.7 6 29
No answer 16 13.0 8 2.8 24 1.7
Livelihood protectee 74 60.2 42 51.2 116 56.6
To do public labor 9 7.3 3 3.7 12 59
To set to work 6 4.9 6 7.3 12 5.9
Howto  The support of children 3 24 6 7.3 9 44
make money The support of the aid 3 24 2 24 5 24
To receive a pension 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Etc. 3 2.4 6 73 9 44
No answer 25 20.3 17 20.7 42 20.5
Solitude 53 47.7 39 50.0 92 48.7
Living with married children 31 279 19 24.4 50 26.5
Married couple 16 14.4 14 17.9 30 15.9
Living with grand children 10 9.0 6 77 16 8.5
Living with mother 6 54 6 7.7 12 6.3
Type of  Living with grandparents 3 2.7 7 9.0 10 53
fcmilyl’ Living with father 2 1.8 3 3.8 5 2.6
Living with brothers 3 27 2 26 5 26
Living with relatives ] 0.9 0 0.0 1 05
Living with friends 1 0.9 0 0.0 1 05
Etc 1A 9.9 5 6.4 16 85
Total 137 123.4 121 168.1 238 125.9

" results of multiple reponses
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Table 2. Health conditions of the users

Health conditions

Government-dominant (n = 123) Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)

N % N % N %

Arthritis 43 40.6 28 38.9 71 39.9
None 23 21.7 14 19.4 37 20.8
Hypertension 23 21.7 12 16.7 35 19.7
DM 17 16.0 9 12.5 26 14.6
Digestive disorder 12 1.3 12 16.7 24 13.5
Anemia 4 3.8 12 16.7 16 9.0
Paralysis Q 8.5 6 8.3 15 8.4

Diseases” Laboring breath 7 6.6 7 9.7 14 7.9
Heart disease 7 6.6 6 8.3 13 7.3
Renal disease 4 3.8 5 6.9 9 5.1
Atherosclerosis 3 2.8 0 0.0 3 1.7
Hyperlipidemia 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Etc. 16 15.1 10 13.9 26 14.6
Total 168 158.5 121 168.1 289 1624
x’ 3.785"
No difficulty in daily life 53 43.1 42 51.2 95 46.3
Going out with aid 32 26.0 19 23.2 51 24.9
Difficulty in going out alone - no 13 10.6 6 7.3 19 9.3

Health difficulty in daily life
condition Difficulty in going out alone and 3 24 4 49 7 34
daily life

Etc. 5 4.1 1 1.2 6 29
No answer 17 13.8 10 12.2 27 13.2
x’ 6.496

" results of multiple reponses
™ No Significance: difference between govermment-dominant food bank and non-governmental food bank

Table 3. How to obtain the first information of food bank program

Government-dominant (n = 123) Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)
Methods
N % N % N %

PR of public institution” 40 32,5 21 25.6 61 29.8
PR of food bank” 36 29.3 20 24.4 56 27.3
Belonging welfare facility 15 12.2 18 220 33 16.1
Prints and internet® 18 18.2 8 9.8 26 12.6
Etc. 1 89 9 11.0 20 9.8
No answer 3 24 6 7.3 9 4.4
1’ 5192
" village office

2 leafiet
® newspaper, magazine
" No Significance: difference between government-dominant food bank and non-govemnmental food bank
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o)g¥ (26.0%), ‘6709 B¥ (22.0%) 9] £02 JeRte
o, WIZIFEy Frug= 1d ol 2d uw (36.6%)
o] 713 ke, ‘6714 o) 1\d vivt (28.0%), ‘670
g " (12.2%), 2@ o1 34 mvY (12.2%) Y &2
2 JERtH(Table 4). N7FEY FTuizoe) vls) 32
FEY F5HaY o]8717k] Al UEhd 2 ARFE
3 Fouias 19989 1€ FTwa AHAR] AA] o)F
2000 2HE £Z 07 QY] B Ao AlR
H 2 http://www. foodbank1377.org).

AAL o]l g JA F ‘gtb 55.6%, Ut 42.9%
2 Uehdth A4 o)lf2E o]gx AA F whget ukxt
o] X’ 36.0%, ‘A&o] glolA’ 34.9%, ‘AAF FH
7] AR ‘Ago] EHA AL Fu)7} o YA
26.7%, ‘ZolHE Al gloiAM’ 23.3%, SAAEE T
U =o] gloIA 23.3%9] ¢2.&2 Ve (Table 5).

3. O{8A] Gigt T3 AY EY
A Folimold A e NEe JRFEY Fo

Table 4. Period of using food bank

7l - ERloh UM - Zel} A - 229

A olgAe] B¢ ‘157del 13 (39.8%), 71#elA =]
AAellrl (18.7%), ‘WY’ (13.0%) 9 £olod, gt
FEY FTHia ol§A= TITeA A AR (28.0%),
15390l 13 (25.6%), ‘WY’ (4.6%)9 €22 ARF
53 Foug o)gxlel UFEY Fruia o] &Rzt
FAKSE 78S B HTH(Table 6).

83 diie Fodg (ANl E JRFEY Foua
o]§+e] A4 ‘mlY’ (27.6%), ‘1FUe) 13) (27.6%)
2 Uelon, nztFsd FuE3 ojgxke (1FYe
13 (305%), ‘WY (28.0%), 7} BaA9¥ (18.3%)
9 £o2 UEHtHTable 6). 5 @4 F=A004 A
4 e s 15990 13(34.1%) 7t 7P wekon ¢

o225 olgdt
o o= A%

4

=
HIEE

¢

=}

HIER WIS HYsks HoE nol @A)
£ wEaln Qe Ao etgglen, WA
e A BT Y 1§ (18.79%) 2o BF Y Ad
7) Sjershe A SRAH27.89) 9] ¥&9) Fob ko2 %)
Hs F7hIPlE Beke Teidel @ Rog Al

Govermnment-dominant (n = 123)

Non-governmental (n = 82)

Whole (n = 205)

Period
N % N % N %

Under 6 mths 27 220 10 12.2 37 18.0
6 mths— 1 year 32 26.0 23 28.0 55 26.8
1 year—2 years 35 28.8 30 36.6 65 31.7
2 years— 3 years 15 12.2 10 12.2 25 122
Over 3 years 14 114 5 6.1 19 ?.3
Etc. 0 0.0 3 3.7 3 15
No answer 0 00 1 1.2 1 0.5
X’ 9.695'

™ No Significance: difference between government-dominant food bank and non-governmental food bank

Table 5. Skipping meals and its reasons

N % N % N %

Skipping  No 49 56.1 45 54.9 114 55.6
meals  Yes 52 56.1 36 43.9 88 429
No answer 2 1.6 1 1.2 3 1.5

Reasons”  No side dishes 17 32.7 14 41.2 31 36.0
No appetite 14 26.9 16 471 30 34.9

Tired of preparing meals 13 250 10 29.4 23 26.7

Difficulty in preparing medals 16 30.8 7 20.6 23 26.7

Eating alone 9 17.3 1 324 20 23.3

No money 13 25.0 7 20.6 20 233

A busy life 4 77 1 29 5 58

Etc. 2 3.8 1 29 3 35

Total 88 169.2 67 197.1 185 180.2

7 results of multiple reponses
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EHU Aoz wigdnt’ (42.7%), ‘ZER A& woRity
A AEE A e AL ARFEF FouA o] (134%), ‘ZEHA @ AES oz} 0.8W Y &
A9} NNFESY FENT o] §AMe] FAT Mol U 02 Uehdth F ARFEY FoRaE IFEY F
ERASATHp <.01, Table 7). @Al F=u3 A Fej= 3 =80 nj8] ‘Zeld S4& ol 7} & $do] g
VY Foua o84 A zTY A0 Jo%  d olt VAT A YASh: Ao ARFEY F
g} (30.1%), ‘ZE A4S Pt} (26.8%), THAS £YWdo] AES 7g 2 §F o]&xE0] V]
‘ZEERA] & AFE ORI} (19.5%) 9 €22 el Tl A ol 7k FE7l FE o]F1 Jlon, 9F F
ek NFEY FEPI o4t A zPE S0l oilelAE AW wgsiFE Feql W, ARFEY ¥
Table 6. Food assistant frequency at present and in future
Government-dominant (n = 123)  Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)
Frequency At present In future At present In future At present In future
N % N % N % N % N % N %
Everyday 16 13.0 34 27.6 12 14.6 23 280 28 13.7 57 27.8
Once/week 49 39.8 38 27.6 21 256 25 305 70 341 63 30.7
Twice/mth 8 65 7 57 2 2.4 3 3.7 10 49 10 49
Once/mth 5 4.1 5 4. 6.1 5 6.1 10 49 10 49
When food bank assists 23 18.7 3 2.4 23 28.0 2 24 46 224 5 24
When | need it 4 3.3 6 49 8.5 15 18.3 11 54 2] 10.2
Etc. 4 3.3 3 24 3.7 0 0.0 7 3.4 3 1.5
No answer 14 1.4 27 220 11.0 9 1.0 23 1.2 36 17.6
Table 7. Food assistant type at present and in future
. Government-dominant Non-gov_ernmentcl Whole (n = 205)
Assistant type (n = 123) (n=82)
At present In future At present In future At present In future
Delivery of cooked foods home directly 37 (30.1) 53 (43.1) 35 (42.7) 41 (50.0) 94 (45.9) 72 (35.1)
Taking cooked foods home 33 (26.8) 20 (16.3) 11 (13.4 11 (13.4) 31 (18.1) 44 (21.5)
Taking foods home 24 (19.5) 13 (10.6) 8(98) 9 (.0 22 (10.7) 32 (15.6)
Delivery of foods home directly 9(73 14 (11.4) 3037 4(49) 18 ( 8.8) 12 (59
Dining service 2(1.6) 4(33) 7(85) 6(73) 10( 49 9 (44
no answer 18 (14.6) 19 (15.4) 18 (22.0) 11 (13.4) 30 (14.6) 36 (14.1)
At present x° 15.818*" ]
T agpge T
+* <001
* No Significance
Table 8. Type of assisted food at present and in future”
Government-dominant (n = 123) Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)
Food type
At present in future At present In future At present In future
Cooked food? 56 ( 47.1) 49 ( 45.8) 43 ( 54.4) 41 (69.4) 99 ( 50.0) 90 ( 51.1)
Processed food” 43 ( 36.1) 39 ( 36.4) 41 ( 51.9) 33 (47.8) 84 ( 42.4) 72 ( 40.9)
Instant food - fast food® 53 ( 44.5) 33 ( 30.8) 29 ( 36.7) 20 (29.0) 82 ( 41.4) 73 ( 41.5)
Raw food” 37 ( 31.1) 45 ( 42.1) 24 ( 30.4) 28 (40.6) 61 ( 30.8) 53 ( 30.1)
Etc. 1( 08) 10 09 2( 25 4(58) 3( 1.9 5( 28)
Total 190 (159.7) 167 (186.1) 139 (175.9) 126 (82.6) 329 (166.2) 293 (166.5)

Y results of multiple reponses

2 cooked rice, soup. side dish, noodle

¥ ham, soy sauce, mitk and dairy product, spice
¥ bread, hamburger, lunchbox

¥ grain, vegetable, fruit, meat, fish
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FF Fou3 a7 ¥ ANFEY FEU3 o]
22 A ZR S4o] o vk 43.1%), *
¥ 24& Polzi}t (16.3%), ‘ZIHRA| &2 2Fo]
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FT(36.7%) Y 22 YEPTHTable 8).
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e AFFEY Foua ol Be ‘zd 52
(45.8%), ‘AR (42.1%), 7IHE (36.4%) 2 &L
2 Jehgod, RiztFey Feud o]z ‘ZEd &
A’ (59.4%), THEAE (47.8%), ‘AARE (40.0%) 2
£2 2 YePgtH(Table 9). ©]& Chung 5(2000) 2] 4+
A" wEo] A3k F$A Feede 1H48.6%), =

Table 9. Intention of going on using food bank program

7o - Eo} - FAA - 2t AAA - 231

F - 2F(19.6%), W $7(12.1%) o8, YWCARIE
F(1998) NN E 3 SA)o] 1547} 2(76.3%), 259
+ RRE AN At fARE AEe JEigich

gog Fruigol AU AL e 3kl thal ‘Q
o} 7t 94.6%E diF-EE Ao, o] ‘git} 7
I e 20% NFEY Fuigo) &3 o]gxt
4.9%9 &5F AAst YA Table 9).

Foug Ao AFoZ g Aty Ay s wgd
ZAgo] Uy 7F 90.7%, ‘Ut 7} 5.4%E FEFstTh A}
i Aol e A F& A LR @k 7 72.7%
2 gREe 2RE Jdgles ‘Fruwige 4 7}
9.1%2% YERKTHTable 10). dA7kx) Fouia 24 4
& AFT 2N " R AFE Afre 2" bp
ot AAFoZ wigo] b Aol Qe B9t 5.4%3
T2 UeRd ZoR Hop A X dd Fuuige His
A LR TE I FAlO AEARIAl HE BREE 7ER
oA et ole} o] FA AR ARSH - Z71A AHeA
o] Bgrh e # Aolg Al Itk Edt 7ERES o
Aoz e AFo] ‘W £ glojd FE &4 o] old
‘SR oz okdst AE & V"] AT B -

B5A0]e} AR HYT,

4, FEW3 0|8 &

Fougg olg3ln ¢ F el Jog AE 7
2’ 7F AAY 55.6%% 7P BkeH, ‘vlnE g’
16.6%, A+ U T8 B 4.4%, HL 7= 350y
2.4%9 2% Yeptth(Table 11). ©]%& Kang (2003)
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T2}

Government-dominant (n = 123)

Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)

Intention
N % N % N %
Yes 120 97.6 74 90.2 194 94.6
No 0 00 4 49 4 20
No answer 3 2.4 4 49 7 34

Table 10. Experience and management of assisted food related accident

don?ig\(;i;n(rgejz 23) governm'e\lrgrr;l (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)

N % N % N %

Experience Yes 5 4.1 6 7.3 n 5.4
No 115 93.5 71 86.6 186 90.7

No answer 3 24 5 6.1 8 39

Management Taking no action 4 80.0 4 66.7 8 72.7
Informing to food bank 1 200 0 0.0 1 9.1

Informing to institute 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

No answer 0 0.0 2 333 2 18.2
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Table 11. Effectiveness of using food bank

Government-dominant (n = 123)

Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)

Effectiveness
N % N % N %
Saving food expenses 80 65.0 34 41.5 114 55.6
Reduction of hunger 19 164 15 18.3 34 16.6
Keeping company with colleagues 5 4.1 4 49 9 4.4
Reduced no. of treatrment at hospital 24 2 24 5 24
Etc. 6 49 M 13.4 17 8.3
No answer 10 8.1 16 19.5 26 12.7

Table 12. Food expenses of the users’ home before and after using food bank program

Government-dominant (n = 123)

Non-governmental (n = 82) Whole (n = 205)

Food expenses” Before After Before After Before After
N % N % N % N % N % N %

Under & 28 22.8 66 53.7 21 25.6 37 451 49 239 103 502

5-9 40 325 33 26.8 15 18.3 1 134 55 268 4 215
10-14 28 22.8 7 5.7 16 19.5 12 14.6 4 215 19 9.3
15-19 8 6.5 5 4.1 5 6.1 5 6.1 13 6.3 10 49
Over 20 3 6.5 3 24 12 14.6 3 3.7 20 9.8 6 29
No answer 11 89 9 7.3 13 15.9 14 17.1 24 1.7 23 1.2
" (10,000 won/mth)
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