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A Comparative Study on The Views of Livestock Majors and Other
Majors on Dog Meat Food Culture in Korea
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Abstract The population of companion animals is 15 million, and the issue of eating dog meat is
constantly raised not only at home but also abroad. This study gives the results of analyzing the sincere
survey responses of 378 students at K University and H College in Chungnam. The dissenting opinion
on the dog meat food culture showed very significant results to the extent of 63/85 (74.1%) with the
highest being companion animal majors, 107/193 (55.4%) of other majors, and 41/100 (41.0%) of
livestock majors (p<0.001). Among the respondents, 43 (11.4%) were in favor of dog meat consumption.
A comparison of the view on the dog meat food culture with that of livestock majors, companion animal
majors, and other majors is believed to be of great significance, as it is a very timely topic. Dogs were
used as food in the absence of other adequate food sources. However, dogs are now companion animals
that live with us. Hence, we believe that the dog meat food culture is about to disappear into history.

Thus, food culture can vary depending on the times and circumstances.
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Table 1. Comparison of views of livestock majors
and other majors on dog meat

Table 3. Comparison of opinions by household
income on dog meat

Classification| O X A No Total Chi-
response quare test
Livestock 14 41 39 6 100
major (14.0) | (41.0) | 39.0) | (6.0) |(100.0)
Pet care 2 63 20 0 85
major 2.4) | (74.1) | 23.5) ©0) (100.0)| 33.261
df=6
. 27 107 58 1 193 <0.001
Other major| (1) | 55.4) [Go.1)| ©.5) |100.0)| *
All 43 211 117 7 378
(11.4) | (55.8) | 31.0) | (1.9) |(100.0)
3.2 JH11710f cHet -HE ZHah
Nar71e) izt /g8 AshE Blagt A= Table 29
2 Uy, B vieo] o ke A m
(x)7F 2118(55.8%) & 7P &9k, Ithe2 59

(NOZ 117%(31.0%), (O} 43(11.4%)°13Act
(p€0.001). AA SEA F HAYY L 439
(11.4%)22 IFolA d4do] 31¥(14.6%)°E o4
1278(7.2%) Erot wolch

Table 2. Comparison of gender opinions on dog

meat
Classification| O X A No Total Chi-
response square test
Male 31 96 78 7 212
(14.6)[(45.3)| 36.8) | (3.3) {(100.0)
24.877
12 | 115 | 39 0 166
Female df=6
(7.2) 1(69.3)| (23.5) 0) [(100.0) £0.001
All 43 | 211 | 117 7 378
(11.4)|(55.8)| 31.0) | (1.9) {(100.0)
3.3 HII7|0| CHEH 7tASE Hch
Nazio] gt 7ASE AsiE Hlwd A=
Table 30 & yehdth
HAIO] vitfo]] thet Asl= 7HASEE F R

(x)7} 21198(55.8%) 2.2 7F4 =ka, Itk =9
(N2Z 117%H(31.0%), THI(O)2 4378(11.4%)°1 31Tt
A SEA 5 HAGY AL AA 11.4%=2 £50]
ol E o7t B YERo 542 o= ¢l

TH(p»0.05).
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Classification| O X A No Total Chi-
response square test
> 50 million 12 82 46 1 141
won | (8.5) |(58.2)|(32.6)| (0.7) |(100.0)
50~80 | 21 | 99 | 54 6 180
million wor| (11.7){ (55.0) | (30.0)| (3.3) | (100.0) 7&?—867
(80 millionf 10 | 30 | 17 | 0 57 | Ns?
won |(17.5)|(52.6) [ (29.8)| (0) | (100.0)
Al 43 | 211 | 117 | 7 378
(11.4)|(55.8)|31.0)| (1.9 |(100.0)

Y N.S.=Not Significant(p»0.05)

3.4 JH1710f| cHet HEX[E Zok

Harz]e] gt AFAE HsjE Bluwst A= Table
4o & yepT. BARS vidjo] tigt Asf= A4

Hg2 % di(x)7F 2119(55.8%) 22 7 =94,
IohZ2 SH)LE 1178(31.0%), (032 4378
(11.4%)°190t. A4 SR & AR W= 5&,
FATA, HEA] 208 =9, FAEANA S
o Aol 1 9, e 4 RH(p0.05).
Table 4. Comparison of opinions by residence on
dog meat
Classification| O X A No Total Chi-
response lsquare test
A big city 18 69 36 6 129
(14.00{(53.5)| 27.9) | (4.7) | (100.0)
Small&medium| 16 95 63 1 175
~sized cities | (9.1) |(54.3)| 36.0) | (0.6) | (100.0) 13‘521
9 | 47 | 18 0 74 X
Rural areas | (535 243 | © | aooo | 700
All 43 211 117 7 378
(11.49){(55.8)| 31.0) | (1.9) (100.0)
3.5 JH117]0f| CHot HA&Ol CHO
A17) A gEste] tist Asfe} tEo] M2 Eshs

YRSolof 3 v ARo] SHS ANAQ here FF &
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Table 5. A policy alternative to dog meat

) Chi-
Classification SuppoB-reed New LegahM-zu'ket The Total [square
rt | ing fculturefzation|(time)others test
Male | 87 | 2| 7 [ 56 | 11 | 11 | 174
(50.0)|(1.1)| 4.0) [(32.2)] (6.3) | (6.3) |(100.0)| 7-216
Gender deS
Fernalel 88 [ 5 17 |34 | 6 | 6 | 146 | N
(60.3)|(3.4) | (4.8) |(23.3)| (4.1) | (4.1) |(100.0)
LLivesto| 42 2 3 29 0 1 77
ck |(54.5)((2.6)| (3.9) |37.7)] (0) |(1.3) |(100.0)
28.435
Major | Pt | 53 | 0 4 |18 0 |5 |80 [T
care [(66.3)| (0) | (5.0) |(22.5)] (0) |(6.3) (10040);)«1001
The | 80 | 5 | 7 | 43 | 17 | 11 | 163
others|(49.1)|(3.1) | (4.3) |(26.4)|(10.4)| (6.7) |(100.0)
vso | 64 | 4 [ 9 |28 113 | 4 | 122
House (52.5)[(3.3)| (7.4) |(23.0)/(10.7)| (2.7) |(100.0)
hold . 23.320
) el 78 3| 4 [ 50| 4 | 9 | 148 [
neome P08l 527| 20| 2.7 [6389] @.7) | 6.1 [1000) di=10
million p<0.01
won) | (g0 |33 | 0 | 1 |12 | 0 | 4 |320
(66.0)| (0) | (2.0) [(24.0)| (0) |(8.0) |[(100.0)
Big [ 59| 6| 5 |26| 6 | 3 | 105
city [(56.2)[(5.7)| (4.8) |(24.8)| (5.7) | (2.9) |(100.0)
Reside| oo | 78 [0 [ 4 [51 [ 7 [ o [ 149 ff_z*fg
nce (52.3)| ) | 2.7) |34.2)| (4.7) | (6.0) [(100.0)| <~
p<0.05
Rural | 38 | 1| 5 |13 |4 |5 66
(57.6)|(1.5)| (7.6) [(19.7)] (6.1) | (7.6) |(100.0)
Al 175 7 | 14 | 90 | 17 | 17 | 320
(54.7)|(2.2)| (4.4) [(28.1)| (5.3) | (5.3) |(100.0)
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