IHMH|ZLA 243 55
ISSN 1229-3350(Print)
ISSN 2288-1867(Online)
J. fash. bus. Vol. 24,
No. 5:1-20, Nov. 2020
https://doi.org/
10.12940/jfb.2020.24.5.1

Corresponding author
Younghee Park

Tel : +82-55-249-2219

E-mail : phykk@kyungnam.ac.kr

o= ZHESO CHE AN Y AFYOlE AlE 2

- 1 =

Perception Related to Recycling Clothing and Analysis
of the Actual Conditions for the Unused Clothing

Younghee Parkt

Dept. of Fashion Industry, Kyungnam University, Korea

Keywords

demographic characteristics,

recycling clothing,
unused clothing
QITLEAEA 4,
olg AEE, Agol

Abstract

This study analyzed the perceptions related to recycling clothing and the actual
conditions of unused clothing based on demographic characteristics to help
reduce environmental pollution. A total of 833 questionnaires were used in
data analysis for this survey study. The subjects consisted of men and women
in their 20s to 50s who resided in Gyeongnam and Ulsan, Korea. The data
were analyzed by x?-test using SPSS. The results obtained were as follows. The
intention to recycle others clothing was significantly different for all the
demographic characteristics. Overall, the response “l have an intention to recycle
others’ clothing” was reported by a relatively high proportion of the
respondents. The analysis of the motivation to others’ clothing showed a
significant difference in all demographic characteristics except gender. The main
motivation for recycling clothing was because “l wanted to recycle the clothing”.
The factors hindering recycling others’ clothing showed significant differences
according to gender, marital status, and occupation. The main hindrance factor
was reported as “feeling uncomfortable’. The causes of occurrence of unused
T-shirts significantly different for all demographic characteristics. The causes of
occurrence of unused trousers and skirts was significantly different for all
demographic characteristics except monthly income. The cause of undisposed,
unused  clothing was related to all demographic characteristics Overall, the
response “reluctant to dispose of” was reported by a relatively high proportion
of the respondents.
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of the Samples

Demographic Characteristics Frequency Percentage(%)
Male 396 475
Gender
Female 437 52.5
) Unmarried 466 55.9
Marital Status -
Married 367 441
20~29 303 36.4
30~39 245 29.4
Age
40~49 196 23.5
50~59 89 10.7
2,000,001~3,000,000 124 149
3,000,001~4,000,000 268 32.2
Monthly Incomes 4,000,001~5,000,000 124 14.9
(KRW) 5,000,001~6,000,000 167 20.0
6,000,001~7,000,000 54 6.5
7,000,001~8,000,000 96 6.5
Office 52 6.2
Specialized 151 18.1
) Sales and service 188 22.6
Occupation
Self-employed 77 9.2
University student 300 36.0
Housework 65 7.8
Total 833(100.0)
Table 2. Analysis of Recycling Intention Differences According to Gender, Marital Status, and Age n(%)
C?\gl::c)'?;:gt?z Gender Marital Status Age
Recycling Male Female | Unmarried | Married 20s 30s 40s 50s
Intention (n=396) (n=437) (n=466) (n=367) | (n=303) | (n=245) | (n=196) | (n=89)
Have 217 273 310 180 188 164 93 44
(54.8) (62.5) (66.5) (49.0) (62.0) (66.9) (47.4) (49.4)
Don't Have 179 164 156 187 115 81 103 45
(45.2) (37.5) (33.5) (51.0) (38.0) (33.1) (52.6) (50.6)
Total 396 437 466 367 303 245 196 89
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
¥=5.050" df=1 ¥=25.891""" df=1 ¥=20.938""" df=3
*p<.05, **xp< 001
gl M2 o] A3} Table 29} o] A4y} o4 nF o] Hlgo| o EA Uehl=t o] § 53] o] gAREY
ERQl o5 dis] &8 oA7F Uy el Hlgo] ‘gltf & 7% o =A JeEbgozH ERIY o Ajg-ge] tig]
Hot o =4 vt 9 25 A8 o217t Uty A Bt ool o o H uRIEE 7T 9l ntet
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Table 3. Analysis of Recycling Intention Differences According to Monthly Income n(%)
Income | 2,000,001 3,000,001 4,000,001 5,000,001 6,000,001 7,000,001
Recycling 3,000,000 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000 7,000,000 8,000,000
Intention (n=124) (n=268) (n=124) (n=167) (n=54) (n=96)
Have 99(79.8) 184(68.7) 63(50.8) 71(42.5) 33(61.1) 40(41.7)
Don’'t Have 25(20.2) 84(31.3) 61(49.2) 96(57.5) 21(38.9) 56(58.3)
Total 124(100.0) 268(100.0) 124(100.0) 167(100.0) 54(100.0) 96(100.0)
Y=66.719""" df=5
*%%p<.001
Table 4. Analysis of Recycling Intention Differences According to Occupation n(%)
ey | Ofe | ezt | N seemloed | UGEC | Housework
Intention (n=188) (n=300)
Have 39(75.0) 82(54.3) 98(52.1) 27(35.1) 191(63.7) 53(81.5)
Don't Have 13(25.0) 69(45.7) 90(47.9) 50(64.9) 109(36.3) 12(18.5)
Total 52(100.0) 151(100.0) 188(100.0) 77(100.0) 300(100.0) 65(100.0)
¥=48.071"" df=6
*xxpd 001
S o ASirh AERTFO et Table 28 Zol {3 5009+ o 6005k mIghe] Hekat 7009+ o) 800%F
Aol Heletl mlEte BRI SES Q&g o7t o weke] ek gk o] Hlge] o &7 IJrE’r‘)fE} A
QF o] Hlgo] B EA UEeH, B Z]1Exte Bkl of wg Aol AT} Table 49t Zo] F5 2folE BEl=H]
SES ALET o7t Gt o HIge] H =4 YErTh GRS ALt BE AY HE2 BRI o5s L8
olg|gt Ait= o] wE AL A BEE AR 2 A7t e o Hlgo] B =A yehd B AEde ol
o AR o] 4o G Ate] thiEt Hlgo] o =A U oF o] Hl&o] B A UEEH:
Ehd 2016W A2l EAIEAFE THChoi, 2017)8F V5ot olde] AT AW el oFe gt AL A7} T
ZAor Atmdry. gubdor FARTH offo] oFe] tfgt F2 A2 o4, wEx}, 2049t 300, € A5 5007H
el B Eon o= R AFgol itk BHoR o] ol 6009 mgtat € AL 7007k o) 8007 UW
o]d 7FsAe] o wobdel mE Az oA < A HE ¥ A5 HD 1YY AIGE A B
Ago] w2 o] A¥} Table 29} Lol {2t AJols B AAPHo R &E HY ol HP FolA Ed] oF 80%
=t 2009t 30t EFQ1Y] ojE-g AR o7F 9l oo g oAE H Hoe 4 A5 2009 o
oF o] vlgo] ‘Yot Hot o =A Uehd ¥ 40the 50th 3009H migte] Hokat FREZ UeRked] olgt At
£ QTP HlEe] o E=A UEiETh 9 A5 mE Ao £ AAIFQ Sdo] BEAMor wYHS AR oAX
A3} Table 37 Zo] |23t AolE Elet € &5 200 ok E3F oE g F719 o] AFR] Table 6ol o5t
SH o] 3005t MR @ A 3009 o 4009H W 9 A5 2009 ol 3009 migre] ere] el 9
ojgh, 9 4% 4009 o]AF 500 P?J nek T2y 9 A5 5 AZE 57 A =89 Hlgo| #A vEeH,
600 J% FREY F7= AdY ZH&UH Hlgo] 71 EA ekt
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A 3009 TR Wehe lele] o AEHg ofxt ofF oz stetun] oWwe] Feizel oF ABEL 9Tt of
A vebged 2 92 AAEI =2 fJ9 Ao, o] utgd=]ojof & Aolrk
F2 PGS AUS AREIIIA T 5712 AR 9A
b A Uepdtha 2 4 glek 2) ATEASA EX] B o TG F719] o]
B @7di 58] DASSel4E Eelo] oEe A ATEASHY EAo] T efel ojEo] tha TS 5719
st sk o7t B ASZo] wls) W HLE}”Hﬂ Aolg BAs7] gla) AHRE 24 gAAE theat ﬂn}
olgfgt ik FHolA TR g 27l Hst £ 2 dAqolA &85 F 83399 At F ERIQ o5 A
N @ TAEE BN Bol o ADE AADL DS oMbl ekeln SHE A 409E FHow
wo] AR lrtal el MPAL(ang & Jeong, 2004) g 5719 zolg EAEGH ATEASHE B w
Aate] v & o IAS5SS A 2 1ol =2 FEO £ ERI o5 A 5719 Zpolg AL A3} Table 5
E2 Ao Hlof ALt} s o= drides w2 of| 5] Table 73} Zo] JHE At /T, 4%, € &
Table 5. Analysis of Recycling Motivation Differences According to Gender, Marital Status, and Age n(%)
Demographic Gender Marital Status Age
Characteristics
) Male Female | Unmarried | Married 20s 30s 40s 50s
Recycling (n=217) (n=273) (n=310) (n=180) | (n=188) | (n=164) | (n=93) | (n=45)
Motivation
Economic Acid 98 101 122 77 63 65 52 19
(45.2) (37.0) (39.4) (42.8) (33.5) (39.6) (55.9) (42.2)
Recvcling of Resources 52 70 54 68 45 30 23 24
yeling u (24.0) (25.6) (17.4) 37.8) | (239 | (183) | (47) | (53.3)
Because | Like to Recycle 67 102 134 35 80 69 18 2
Clothing (30.9) (37.4) (43.2) (19.4) (42.6) 42.1) (19.4) 4.4)
Total 217 273 310 180 188 164 93 45
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)) | (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
¥=3.596 df=2 ¥=37.959""" df=2 ¥=45.014"" df =6
*%x < 001

Table 6. Analysis of Recycling Motivation Differences According to Monthly Income n(%)
2,000,001 3,000,001 4,000,001 5,000,001 6,000,001 7,000,001
Income - - - - - -
::g::g’t‘g . 3,000,000 | 4,000,000 | 5,000,000 | 6,000,000 | 7,000,000 | 8,000,000
(n=99) (n=184) (n=63) (n=71) (n=33) (n=40)
Economic Acid 42(42.4) 65(35.3) 21(33.3) 31(43.7) 21(63.6) 18(45.0)
Recycling of Resources 27(27.3) 37(20.1) 39(61.9) 12(16.9) 5(15.2) 19(50.0)
Because | Like to Recycle
Clothing 30(30.3) 82(44.6) 3(4.8) 28(39.4) 7(21.2) 3(7.5)
Total 99(100.0) 184(100.0) 63(100.0) 71(100.0) 33(100.0) 40(100.0)
¥=79.336""  df=10

#x+p<.001
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Table 7. Analysis of Recycling Motivation Differences According to Occupation n(%)
. LELET Office Specialized Sales :-:md Self-employed Dy Housework
Recycling (n=39) (n=82) Service (n=20) Student (n=53)
Motivation (n=98) (n=191)
Economic Acid 18(46.2) 46(56.1) 34(34.7) 14(51.9) 68(35.6) 19(35.8)
Recycling of Resources 4(10.3) 16(19.5) 25(25.5) 10(37.0) 43(22.5) 24(45.3)
Because | Like to 17(43.6) 2024.4) 39(39.8) 3(11.1) 80(41.9) 10(18.9)
Recycle Clothing ’ ’ ) ’ ’ ’
Total 39(100.0) 82(100.0) 98(100.0) 27(100.0) 191(100.0) 53(100.0)
X=38.725"" df=10

***D<4001
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Table 8. Analysis of the Hindrance Factors to Recycle Others’ Clothing According to Gender, Marital Status, and Age

n(%)
Demographic Gender Marital Status Age
Characteristics
Hindrance Male Female Unmarried Married 20s 30s 40s 50s
Factor (n=179) | (n=164) (n=156) (n=186) (n=115) | (n=81) | (n=103) | (n=43)
Feeling Uncomfortable 122 90 8/ 125 63 >4 /1 24
o (68.2) (54.9) (55.8) (66.8) (54.8) (66.7) (68.9) (54.5)
Decency and Self-respect 1 / 8 16 6 4 8 6
Y P (9.5) (4.2) (5.1) (8.6) (5.2) (4.9) (78) | (136
Unnecessa 40 67 61 46 46 23 24 14
v (22.3) (40.9) (39.1) (24.6) (40.0) (28.4) (23.3) (31.8)
Total 179 164 156 187 115 81 103 44
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
X=15.183""" df=2 Y=8.851" df=2 Y=11444 df=6
*p<.05, ***p< 001
Table 9. Analysis of the Hindrance Factors to Recycle Others’ Clothing According to Monthly Income n(%)
Income| 2,000,001 3,000,001 4,000,001 5,000,001 6,000,001 7,000,001
Hindrance 3,000,000 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000 7,000,000 8,000,000
Factor (n=25) (n=84) (n=61) (n=96) (n=21) (n=56)
Feeling Uncomfortable 19(76.0) 54(64.3) 32(52.5) 59(61.5) 18(85.7) 30(53.6)
Decency and
Self-respect 0(0.0) 10(11.9) 5(8.2) 6(6.3) 0(0.0) 3(5.4)
Unnecessary 6(24.0) 20(23.8) 24(39.3) 31(32.3) 3(14.3) 23(41.1)
Total 25(100.0) 84(100.0) 61(100.0) 96(100.0) 21(100.0) 56(100.0)

XY=17.742

df=10
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Table 10. Analysis of the Hindrance Factors to Recycle Others’ Clothing According to Occupation n(%)
Occupation N
Office Specialized Salseesw?:ed Self-employed Uga’jedr::!t’ Housework
Hindrance (n=13) (n=69) _ (n=50) _ (n=12)
Factors (n=90) (n=109)
Feeling Uncomfortable 5(38.5) 38(55.1) 68(75.6) 31(62.0) 60(55.0) 10(83.3)
Decency and
Self-respect 0(0.0) 12(17.4) 33.3) 2(4.0) 7(6.4) 0(0.0)
Unnecessary 8(61.5) 19(27.5) 19(21.1) 17(34.0) 42(38.5) 2(16.7)
Total 13(100.0) 69(100.0) 90(100.0) 50(100.0) 109(100.0) 12(100.0)
X=30.820""  df=10
***D<4001
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Table 11. Analysis of the Differences in the Causes of Occurrence of Unused T-shirts According to Gender, Marital Status,

and Age n(%)
Demografpr.\ic Gender Marital Status Age
Characteristics
Cause of Male Female | Unmarried | Married 20s 30s 40s 50s
Occurrence (n=182) (n=210) (n=264) (n=128) | (n=199) | (n=71) (n=61) | (n=61)
. . . 35 40 33 15 25 9 10 17
Deterioration of Quality (19.2) (19.0) (12.5) (117) | (126 | (127) | (164) | 7.9
ereaktonns of Supsdiary | % 3 49 35| 3 ] 15 19 |13
Materials (26.9) (15.7) (18.6) (27.3) (16.6) (21.1) (31.1) (21.3)
19 18 29 8 24 5 4 15
Change of Body Type (10.4) 8.6) (11.0) 63) 121) | 7.0 65 | (4.6
Outmoded 27 31 60 25 53 10 7 6
(14.8) (14.8) (22.7) (19.5) (26.6) (14.1) (11.5) (9.8)
Change of Preference 36 65 66 33 43 27 14 6
9 (19.8) (31.0) (25.0) (25.8) (21.6) (38.0) (23.0) (9.8)
16 23 27 12 21 5 7 4
The Others ©8) | (110 | (102 | ©4 | (106 | (0 | (115 | (66)
Total 182 210 264 128 199 71 61 61
(100) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100)
=11.399" df=5 =12.783" df=5 1’=29.352" df=15
*p<.05
Table 12, Analysis of the Differences in the Causes of Occurrence of Unused T-shirts According to Monthly Income n(%)
Income | 2,000,001 3,000,001 4,000,001 5,000,001 6,000,001 7,000,001
Cause of 3,000,000 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000 7,000,000 8,000,000
Occurrence (n=65) (n=100) (n=73) (n=74) (n=37) (n=51)
Deterioration of Quality 15(23.1) 17(18.5) 14(19.2) 8(10.8) 5(13.5) 15(29.4)
Shape Strain and Breakdown
of Subsidiary Materials 9(13.8) 27(29.3) 19(26.0) 15(20.3) 7(18.9) 5(9.8)
Change of Body Type 3(4.5) 8(8.7) 6(8.2) 7(9.5) 5(13.5) 7(13.7)
Outmoded 5(7.7) 15(16.3) 7(9.6) 22(29.7) 6(16.2) 16(31.4)
Change of Preference 22(33.8) 20(21.7) 19(26.0) 16(21.6) 9(24.3) 3(5.9)
The Others 11(16.9) 5(5.4) 8(11.0) 6(8.1) 5(13.5) 5(9.8)
Total 65(100) 92(100) 73(100) 74(100) 37(100) 51(100)
Y=47.155"  df=25

*%p<.01
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Table 13. Analysis of the Differences in the Causes of Occurrence of Unused T-shirts According to Occupation n(%)
ST Office Specialized 2l ?nd Self-employed I Housework
Cause of (n=31) (n=30) Service (n=40) Student (n=43)
Occurrence (n=47) (n=201)
Deterioration of Quality 4(12.9) 5(16.7) 5(10.6) 3(7.5) 34(16.9) 13(30.2)
Shape Strain and Breakdown

of Subsidiary Materials 8(25.8) 3(10.0) 13(27.7) 17(42.5) 25(12.4) 7(16.3)

Change of Body Type 0(0.0) 1(3.3) 4(8.5) 4(10.0) 24(11.9) 4(9.3)

Outmoded 5(16.1) 10(33.3) 6(12.8) 4(10.0) 53(26.4) 4(9.3)

Change of Preference 11(35.5) 9(30.0) 15(31.9) 9(22.5) 44(21.9) 9(20.9)

The Others 3(9.7) 2(6.7) 5(10.6) 3(7.5) 21(10.4) 8(18.6)

Total 31(100.0) 30(100) 47(100) 40(100) 201(100) 43(100)

¥=47.285"  df=25
**p<401
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Table 14. Analysis of the Differences in the Causes of Occurrence of Unused Trousers and Skirts According to Gender,

Marital Status, and Age n(%)
Demographic Gender Marital Status Age
Characteristics
Cause of Male Female | Unmarried | Married 20s 30s 40s 50s
Occurrence (n=155) | (n=240) | (n=237) | (n=158) | (n=145) | (n=127) | (n=66) (n=61)
Deterioration of Quality 12(7.7) 13(5.4) 12(5.1) 13(8.2) 9(6.2) 3(2.4) 9(13.6) 5(8.8)
Shape Strain and Breakdown
of Subsidiary Materials 40(25.8) | 41(17.1) | 40(16.9) | 40(25.3) | 23(15.9) | 29(22.8) | 22(33.3) 5(8.8)
Change of Body Type 24(15.5) | 62(25.8) | 45(19.0) | 23(14.6) | 19(13.1) | 25(19.7) 6(9.1) (32501)
Outmoded 21(13.5) | 48(20.0) | 63(26.6) | 24(15.2) | 46(31.7) | 30(23.6) | 10(15.2) (151)
Change of Preference 38(24.5) 59(24.6) | 57(24.1) | 41(25.9) | 33(22.8) | 32(25.2) | 15(22.7) (11705)
The Others 20(12.9) 17(7.1) 20(8.4) 17(10.8) | 15(10.3) 8(6.3) 4(6.1) (1598)
Total 155(100) | 240(100) | 237(100) | 158(100) | 145(100) | 127(100) | 66(100) (15070)
XY=14.582" df=5 X¥=12.991" df=5 XY=47676"" df=15

*p<.05, **xp< 001

Table 15, Analysis of the Differences in the Causes of Occurrence of Unused Trousers and Skirts According to Monthly Income

n(%)
2,000,001 3,000,001 4,000,001 5,000,001 6,000,001 7,000,001
Income - ~ - - ~ ~
Cause of
Occurrence 3,000,000 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000 7,000,000 8,000,000
(n=64) (n=135) (n=63) (n=64) (n=34) (n=35)
Deterioration of Quality 1(1.8) 9(6.7) 6(9.5) 2(3.1) 4(11.8) 3(8.6)
Shape Strain and Breakdown | 5,5 ) 35(25.9) 15(23.8) 12(18.8) 6(17.6) 6(17.1)
of Subsidiary Materials ’ ’ ) ’ ’ ’
Change of Body Type 17(26.6) 25(18.5) 17(27.0) 17(26.6) 5(14.7) 5(14.3
Outmoded 13(20.3) 28(20.7) 2(3.2) 15(23.4) 7(20.6) 4(11.4)
Change of Preference 14(21.9) 27(20.0) 16(25.4) 12(18.8) 9(26.5) 11(31.4)
The Others 4(6.3) 11(8.1) 7(11.1) 6(9.4) 3(8.8) 6(17.1)
Total 64(100.0) 135(10.00) 63(100.0) 64(100.0) 34(100.0) 35(100.0)

Y=27.740 df=25
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Table 16. Analysis of the Differences in the Causes of Occurrence of Unused Trousers and Skirts According to Occupation n(%)

Catse of | Offee | spsdabzg | SO seemploned | I | Housewok
Occurrence (n=58) (n=201)

Deterioration of Quality 2(6.2) 6(6.5) 4(5.8) 1(3.1) 12(8.7) 12.3)
Shagf Ssjgizgi:rr;d,\gf:rggwn 2(6.2) 26(28.3) 16(27.6) 9(28.1) 20(14.5) 5(11.6)
Change of Body Type 3(9.4) 10(10.9) 10(17.2) 6(18.8) 18(13.0) 12(30.2)
Outmoded 11(34.4) 9(9.8) 19(32.8) 4(12.5) 45(32.6) 8(18.6)

Change of Preference 13(40.6) 28(30.4) 8(13.8) 7(21.9) 31(22.5) 11(25.6)
The Others 1(3.1) 13(14.1) 101.7) 5(15.6) 12(8.7) 5(11.6)

Total 32(100.0) 92(100.0) 58(100.0) 32(100.0) 138(100.0) 43(100.0)

X=66.406""  df=25
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Table 17. Analysis for the Undisposed Reasons of Unused Clothing According to Gender, Marital Status, and Age n(%)
Demographic Gender Marital Status Age
Characteristics
male Female | Unmarried | Married 20s 30s 40s 50s
Undisposed Reason (n=396) | (n=437) (n=466) (n=367) | (n=303) | (h=245) | (h=196) | (n=89)
, . 65 39 41 62 20 59 19 6
Don't Know How to Dispose of | ;o' | (gg) 8.8) (169 | 66 | 241 | ©7) | 67
Being Annoyed to Dispose of /9 104 100 83 26 48 > 24
9 Y P (19.9) (23.8) (21.5) 226) | (185 | 19.6) | ©8.1) | 27.0)
Reluctant to dispose of 152 183 225 110 158 92 62 23
P (38.4) (42.0) (48.2) (30.0) (52,1 (37.6) (31.6) (25.8)
To Donate 25 32 24 33 15 8 16 17
(6.3) (7.3) (5.2) (9.0) (5.0) (3.3) (8.2) (19.1)
Don't Fave a Memor 33 56 43 47 37 21 14 18
y (8.3) (12.8) (9.2) (12.8) (12.2) (8.6) (7.1) (20.2)
, . 42 23 33 32 17 17 30 1
Don't Fave Unused Clothing (10.6) (5.3) (7.1) 8.7) 56 | 69 | (153) | (1.1)
Total 396 437 466 367 303 245 196 89
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) | (100.0) | (100.0) | (100.0)
X=23.021""" df=5 X=35.354""" df=5 XY=125.491"" df=15
*%x < 001
Table 18. Analysis for the Undisposed Reasons of Unused Clothing According to Monthly Income n(%)
Income | 2,000,001 3,000,001 4,000,001 5,000,001 6,000,001 7,000,001
3,000,000 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000 7,000,000 8,000,000
Undisposed Reason (n=124) (n=268) (n=124) (n=167) (n=54) (n=96)
Don’t Know How to Dispose of 9(7.3) 43(16.0) 25(20.2) 19(11.4) 2(3.7) 6(6.3)
Being Annoyed to Dispose of 32(25.8) 47(17.5) 36(29.0) 32(19.2) 12(22.2) 25(26.0)
Reluctant to dispose of 60(48.4) 120(44.8) 35(28.2) 62(37.1) 26(48.1) 31(32.3)
To Donate 6(4.8) 15(5.6) 7(5.6) 5(3.0) 8(14.8) 14(14.6)
Don’'t Fave a Memory 12(9.7) 29(10.8) 12(9.7) 19(11.4) 3(5.6) 16(16.7)
Don’t Fave Unused Clothing 5(4.0) 14(5.2) 9(7.3) 30(18.0) 3(5.6) 4(4.2)
Total 124(100.0) 268(100.0) 124(100.0) 167(100.0) 54(100.0) 96(100.0)
¥=90.019""" df=25
*%x < 001
olof gt zpolE EAGH A} Table 207 Zo] f-olt 2 ShH g Qx7t okt SEet Hdo] o A uE
ol Yk Aol AnE Y AE oAk g W Wk 7 9l AHelsgel ARG, lelskal e, V1o
oAb gl AT BT APEH oE mxE] dloz A 5k2] Zafol diside Agg 27t glota gEe He
517] oAZY 7P 2 HEE B, HES Hw o] vlgo] o = UErdth ot i Bl Bl 9
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Table 19, Analysis for the Undisposed Reasons of Unused Clothing According to Occupation n(%)
Occupation Office Specialized Sales a'md Self-employe |  University Housework
' (n=52) (n=151) Service d Student (n=65)
Undisposed Reason (n=188) (n=77) (n=300)
Don’t Know How to Dispose of 8(15.4) 42(27.8) 32(17.0) 7(9.1) 10(3.3) 5(7.7)
Being Annoyed to Dispose of 18(34.6) 23(15.2) 44(23.4) 16(20.8) 59(19.7) 23(35.4)
Reluctant to dispose of 13(25.0) 63(41.7) 62(33.0) 20(26.0) 158(52.7) 19(29.2)
To Donate 5(9.6) 3(2.0) 11(5.9) 16(20.8) 15(5.0) 7(10.8)
Don’'t Fave a Memory 6(11.5) 9(6.0) 11(5.9) 15(19.5) 37(12.3) 11(16.9)
Don’t Fave Unused Clothing 2(3.8) 11(7.3) 28(14.9) 3(3.9) 21(7.0) 0(0.0)
Total 52(100.0) 151(100.0) 188(100.0) 77(100.0) 300(100.0) 65(100.0)
¥=156.916""" df=25
*%x < 001
Table 20. Analysis for the Undisposed Reasons of Unused Clothing According to Recycling Intention n(%)
Recydling .
Intention Have Don’t Have
Undisposed Reason (n=450) (n=343)
Don't Know How to Dispose of 62(12.7) 42(12.2)
Being Annoyed to Dispose of 104(21.2) 79.(23.0)
Reluctant to dispose of 243(49.6) 92(26.8)
To Donate 24(4.9) 33(9.6)
Don’t Fave a Memory 42(8.6) 47(13.7)
Don’t Fave Unused Clothing 15(3.1) 50(14.6)
Total 490(100.0) 343(100.0)

Y=72.179"" df=5
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