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The Effects of After-school Service Use on Self-care of Children

: Focusing on the Types of Service, the Number of Types, and the Patterns of Service Use

A 4 %9(Jung, Sun Young)*

Department of Social Welfare, Incheon National University

<Abstract>

This study explored the effects of after-school services on whether they reduced the possibility of self-care of children. In
terms of characteristics of the use of after-school services, it focused on the 1) types, 2) diversity, and 3) use patterns of the
after-school services. For the analysis, it used data of the cohort of elementary-school children from the Korean Children and
Youth Panel Survey. The main findings are as follows. First, private mentoring and after-school services provided by welfare
centers reduced the possibility of self-care. Second, when the total amount of educational time was controlled, the diversity
of participating after-school services did not explain the possibility of self-care. Third, when the total amount of educational
time was controlled, the use patterns of after-school services did not explain the possibility of self-care. Based on these findings,

it suggested policy implications and future research.

ATA|(Key words): ¥#F A H]2x(after-school service), A7|E S (self-care), A1H12> % (service types), 82| 7I(the
number of types), E%°l& ¥ (patterns of service use)
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of Gender Equality and Family, 2011, Ministry of
Health and Welfare & SNU R&DB Foundation, 2009).
AZIREE AL FES =olv & AT 719
T 324 A Wi gofd & Stk A WA 892
2y g2 A FEAe] BEAY 84 (availability)
= @13, PReAT, AL B9 e 28
2 ZHrel wlE] AVEEE APT gE0l EUHL.
Casper & K. Smith, 2004; L. M. Lopoo, 2005; J. Sohn,
J. Lee, & S. Kim, 2012). F WA 83%& o5 RS E
Agsts Auls s AR3E 7o A FEL
=z, gyt dFolMe ALS7A okEe A
B3 Hgo] ¥ ZoE YA (Ministry  of
Gender Equality and Family, 2011, Ministry of
Health and Welfare & SNU R&DB Foundation, 2009)
ATAAE ARSI F2 48 AAsle] we
WA 5 AL57HFol Hlsl MY A)n
3 Hgo] Ehe A7ZEAE RiusHd YtiV. S. Cain
& S. L. Hofferth, 1989; S. Vandivere, K. Tout, M.
Zaslow, ]. Calkins & J]. Capizzano, 2003). Al ®Al &
Qe o3t Hme| Q78 EHOR, Hm7} wSlels
g obgel A7z tjsl Bohais]
(K. A. Mack, A. Dellinger, & B. A. West, 2012) 4=t
obgol ALt FAATY 57 B wels A7 nEe] o
# PR geeEe e 40R UETHK Kim &
J. Lim, 2012).
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& FES HUUY. Sohn et al, 2012). EA, o}
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EOI_T’_(B. J. Lee & M. R. Cho, 2011; S. Shulman,
Kedem, K. J. Kaplan, I. Sever, & M. Braja, 1998)
A, =7 vk 55 T Wol AEsAU(]. A. Mott, P.
A. Crowe, ]J. Richardson, & B. Flay, 1999) ¥ %9
TANE FEE =2 AeE HuHEu  QiL
Shumow, T. J. Smith, & M. Smith., 2009; J. Sohn et
al, 2012). AA, obse] AV|ERIZE= ShdollA ofH&

Ae g8 =AY AIEIZE APste okse Stu
AN Eo] =& BT ofYZHA. Aizer, 2004) FBH F
F5 e Zog HuEy JrkB. J. Lee & M. R.

Cho, 2011; L. Shumow et al., 2009).
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F57] 2ol S5 FFolu A3t TVAA 3
ol obge] AVET FRelA yeius FAFH (.
Sohn et al, 2012)< &°ol& AV} Utk WA Au|x
L 2 Amson tEse AH Azg wuE o
T, AdolsAlE, BX3 s wal o ZA AH|A
Z UFo B 4 9t 4 ggs My FYE=E mS
9] oA E EA4HIL O U(S. Byun, Y. Hwang, &
K. Kim, 2011; H. Lee & H. J. Shin, 2008; J. S. Lee,
2013) B39 oA EA=E nie gk A wWgs
Hulze olgnEe] BHe AT,
AR BT ME| s T AL w&o] o 4
AZE obEnEs 15T BRHL ks ol olF
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2 Zoledl Jlag Ao d4T & Yout ol ta
BAE AAAE 299 o S
B Qe BaE Aulsg o gl ofEe] A/ns 7t
ol HAE gL Asnse Qo) 1) A FAE A
¥, 2) o]&ske WA AHlA FHE Tl 3)
AT Ao Ejtold ES A rgith JpE g
T MR8 GE AHEoRN obFd AVRE T4
o 7 & FE S HAE AT AHAE dolEdE
b, o8 B3 A7lnse] £3Y shsAel B obEol
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© HolA AFo]7k QUTHB. J. Lee & M. R.
Cho, 2011). o5 A7|RE= AFoAes ‘d4 obF
(latchkey children) &2, TWoAEs ‘UEE ofs/olgh=
MNdez A A7 T obge] A|HZD gt
Aole #d FAE FHske 718 wet AelE KoY
% gtk 7}, National Child Protection Agency(2010)
7 Ministry of Health and Welfare®} SNU R&DB
Foundation®] 17(2009)el4= HY WaF 3AIZE o]/
A &2 @A - A e obee UEE obsolta
Aeolsta 9o, Ministry of Gender Equality and
Family(2011)= Stulél W35 &5e BUal o =of
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1999) 8k oflgt £ T ZAYTE S7MTIE A
o2 HyHEA JTHL. Shumow et al, 2009). J. Sohn
et al.(2012)& 4d%lo] FAF el A AFAAL AZE o]
60“ ek oA AREE APste obsdTE WY
T FEel =0 ddled, ol AVEE 01'5—0‘ H}
FAHA 42 EHHEe] FEFHS o A ot
+ L. Steinberg(1986)°] A7 &2 gt =
& Aok
AR, A71BE obse Sld oEee AIY FEc]
0 ATelA PE AFES AVRIE A YPske of
T2 Stw AMEC] & BT ofZHA. Aizer, 2004)
SFAH FEE @& Aoz Huskal UL, Shumow

et al, 2009). °|¥g A= FHATAANE Yeht=T,

ot 1shd A7l A7|EREE gol FPde okF
T T A7 SPAH wEo] W2 Ao Y
. J. Lee & M. R. Cho, 2011). 59| A7|R%

i “1‘/} X}7]EE 38 —’F—EO] A= FF¥FEe
Mahoney(ZOOﬂL Aol 4"]?1‘ ol e AnEE
&

(
i

3= o}=So 3471 gt 7454»3].: ol=o] H|a|
e w1 Y4 2L Bom . @, S
A5 obeS "SR g ] Sohn et al.(2012)9]
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FolAN SFwEY AshAYA AP Pl wF
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2. A7|H & FEgS mA= 29l

71E0 ATE HEOR obFo] A|REE AP
S Eolv 2% 8% @ﬂﬁ}% =3 2o A
A 8Qle FRU OE A4 FEAY BIAly ik
(availability)olt}. &7} HustHHEA & 5
oAl Rrel RAE 2 o5l A7IREE ovs H3
ok FHe o] AFE Ag obsd ARl UES
WA Ho] Ar|HZES 7hsAdo] EoleEde A2
D. Brandon, 1999)= &7}&3l7} ofb5e] 7| H 5o
A= wﬁkaﬂa ECEHZ——E ozt & 4 vk =3, dut
71 5 FECE: RE, HAYm)9

ZPL% e OJPrEb} 1HAGEI -] Aol Hla) A7
i h::% Aoz d#A SIiL. Casper

& K. Smith, 2004; L. M. Lopoo, 2005). o]&o]Ae A
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ﬂrl

vl o) obsS £4¢ . Sohn et al.(2012)2] Aol
M= JFEIH 0} I HER obse 1}71 HEZ
e e %—8— o2 Uehdth ory T Fo
Hof i wul oje} ZEANE obe AR

o 9F& Ul Ne Ao Jehgsd, vy &
Fae] Z2A3k0] 1 obgolAA A7REE 7
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oltt. AxS 7?-?«1 3
J S LS alof &t A
5 7] wEel AhdEel A
BE3S A3 13 1;]71] %—‘“O]ﬂ] HHM. Seligson, A.
Genser, E. Ganet, & W. Gray. 1983). AA= $-gue}
ANA ZlPH ZAK): Ministry of Gender Equality &
Family, 2011; Ministry of Health and Welfare & SNU
R&DB Foundation, 2009)& 7}79 AS5E o]
A7|RS G5 BA FaAdAd e ZeFE Rusa
k. Aol a55E ok Avlnzel WAL HA
Al = & 4 =H|, J. Sohn et al.(2012)2
7kl WS ASbrel A7nE ool o B

2 wmsigen 1 ol tsl FErbre 4ddA 2

259o] AU Aol ase] 7] WEe] Al HE
A7r 22E A ¥ 7heAel w7 wEolga dxst
Ak 3, AFelA WPE ZAKV. S. Cain & S. L.
Hofferth, 1989; S. Vandivere et al.,, 2003)< 7}79 &
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HE BelFEd, ol A55EC RE FULE WA
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(L. Casper & K. Smith, 2004).

A WA SAE o) Fedl AFa
RS obse] d¥o] woldsE AJUAFRUE obs9
A7N\RSE AdEste Aol glq(L. Casper & K.
Smith, 2004; L. M. Lopoo, 2005; S. Vandivere et al.,
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ST =5, FAA ] o} obse] YEE obF Siths 53 stof] A= 9l7] wiEel] Ao AtmSH]
A718E 7FsRel 4FS mAE ZoE JehgEd], ¥ A 2gE YA @A Ryt REsis 487}
AL 7 BAY obFo] dold w ¥Ry obF9 A7) W&ol oA HABHE AlnK O R Holol gtk
A71Bgo] dis] @ d#ste 2o YEPRtHK. Kim = A= Aok 1Y VEAgeFAY ANAS T
& J. Lim, 2012). AxS 71 AHE U= Azt 607 U9l w3

3. W Mulne F 8 &9
B ATAAE B3 Fol olFo] Aol s B AE
St WE FHL W & Y AP AU2E 3
T Muag AHostux k. HYme FFE I
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uE St 374
gz ATHL Y

o, ‘H&Zﬂ o2 BHF Aulae obee ARE ks
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=2 < =] 4 = S N Mahoney, H. Lord, and E.

Carryl(2005)% Be obEe =5 FES A 1) W
T 2O, 2) REER 3) FREEY A|RS &3,

4) 7et ARlEwd ARE EFoRE o] TAA
9| Aolg Byed e FERI vlE) s =2
O3 Fo7t obEe] P8R T 38AYd FEFE
n gy Bustygt. . K. Posner and D. L
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7IBHRl &, 4) oFsd AERER URlle W, &4
e EEZ% o Fdste ots2 thE E9 FH £
G obsol HlE] FHFAZE 21wk TVAIAAZN 7
71HE A geH, ol obse FYAF FEH A

FelstA g obsol Hls) 61
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F 53 ATHMinistry of Education, Korean Educational
Development Institute, n.d.). =0}, 58}, ¥oi, A}3], 7}
S 9 wHE o o, v, As T3 2L AT
FUE BAF FuwE Fo IPFHuE Jovh, AA A

MBS 147%, 145%8 A7 Goish 3 FEol 24

Was AU AE Algshs dxdQd X730 A Yo}
SAEHE 2003 129 olsEAH MAES 53 Aoz
AR AYE e ol EAAA] HIloeH, 2012d &
A F 4,0007] 42 Aol EAE A F 109 5HH] 4

PR, AT, BRR - EE - DRI obF Bl
Aul2E olg3hi otk AdolsAlEE 2 1) BE,
2) 1§, 3) &3, 4) AR, 5) AGAE] AA G
A MBl2E Algsted], B Fools 43 gHe, 4
HABBE), ABAAAE o AR Zago] XF
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HZ 5o AFLTH FdTol, AXAY Gl
93 AEAY Sol, AN A GYols AURAD
5, e A, BATA 9d S AlF Z=T30] 9)
H(Headquarters for Community Child Center, 2014).
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A(69.5%) 01t 153HY(49.2%) ol w3 =Stk A= =36.93, p < .001), 7F5T49e] = 2 Hola(F=11.57,

= Aol 5% E HA A Alus Foeo] T =
A FHEAYLS 575%% 7P WkEE, AR Ala
SAE B4 o8 Fol Abug oo 2Hgakal 9l
= & F Atk 39, AuS FAEL THAS o
1 2 zolE Hola Sledl, 7 &A5FFC] 100%7H
Ao &S 31.3% = 7007Hdol Y Hekel
835%F & AolE Ho|al §th(Statistics Korea,
AAFASWE okt TE ATASE SHE A
ool FFL WAL, Fuof o] w5 A
of @o] #ostH(K. K. Kim, & Y. J. Hwang, 2009; H.
Park, T. Shin, Y. Ha, & J. Lee, 2011), E&go] &4y
o Hl(H. Park, 2008) 3t o] g gAo] 1¥
A ke st wla) Almge] o Bol Felaln Y& A
°2 YePtiI. C. Shin & K. H. Kim, 2010). #=9|
ABBAR A9, Ams, FQHA, AU AsEe
SABBAE AT Bk Aol AYRH 52
o A AFEL == AES ©=314 dH¥
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THH. J. Choi, 2008), L5AS tIFoZ Alnls Zo
ofo] ads BAg 71EATE FIudes Aus 3
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e A7l wet ARtEE At A EARTE de
HoJFETY]. S. Lee, 2013).
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= olsALdHEE dUASSENWHES AR
Stuol x1, 24, T1dAY 450104 79)e F23
T A sl 3 AL 059 HeAe] A4S =
2oz st gtk A" ol&s W= HjE 1493t
ARle] AAa w9 RlS et 7H, =Y, AY9A
3], A 5o &4E %@&A}f‘?}% ZA}E #2744

42 A27F FRHEAJATHNYPI You
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o Fdsti A& ok 2,342 % EH’E}'OE 0]'930131
Aol AMEE= W AZX7}F gl 206199 X]—E—
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99.63, p < .001), U7t AEH ke AT} O B
S+t (chi-square=66.82, p < .001).
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Table 1. Descriptive analysis on the after-school service use
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Number Number of users Total hours in

Number of Hours in use

of types = Type users —
Obs. (%) Mean (SD) B (SD)

0 121 (5.87) 0 (0.00)  Private: Group mentoring 1,59 823 (7.34)
1 714 (34.64) 9.03 (9.79)  Private: Individual mentoring or home visit service 1,090 2.82 (443)
2 916 (44.44) 9.71 (6.23)  Public: After-school class 681 333 (4.72)
3 306 (14.85) 1130 (7.86)  Public: Welfare center 113 335 (3.16)
4 4 (0.19) 1350 (4.17)

Table 2. Distribution by the patterns of the service use

Patterns Obs. (%)

Use of both private services 564 (27.37)

Use of both private services & public service(s) 291 (14.12)

Use of one private service only 615 (29.84)

Use of one private service & & public service(s) 361 (17.52)

No use of either private or public service 121 ( 5.87)

Use of public service(s) only 109 ( 5.29)
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Table 3. Self-care by the socio-demographic characteristics

H3E

2. Aulzo #9,
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UrE‘r”D}(<Tab1e 4> Z).
AU (chi-square= 12.95, p < .001) Hx]ﬂgr,] 8] 2
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(n=2,061)

Exposed to self-care

No Yes chi-square or t-test
(n=1,401) (n=660)
Girl (n=1,006) 687 (68.29) 319 (31.71)
Gender 0.09
Boy (n=1,055) 714 (67.68) 341 (32.32)
Number of family members 4,22 (0.76) 418 (0.75) 146
NBLSS (n=158) 103 (65.19) 55 (34.81)
Family income Poor (n=294) 193 (65.65) 101 (34.35) 1.66
Non-poor (n=1,609) 1,105 (68.68) 504 (31.32)
Less than or equal to high school (n=1,112) 771 (69.33) 341 (30.67)
Mother’s educational level 2.05
More than high school (n=949) 630 (66.39) 319 (33.61)
Other than intact (n=246) 202 (82.11) 44 (17.89) "
Family structure 25.65
Intact family (n=1,815) 1,199 (66.06) 616 (33.94)
Not working (n=946) 770 (81.40) 176 (18.60) ™
Maternal employment status 144.64
Working (n=1,115) 631 (56.59) 484 (43.41)

“p < 001

Table 4. Relationships between self-care and each type, the number of types, and the patterns

service

of use of after-school

(n=2,061)

Exposed to self-care

No Yes chi-square or t-test
(n=1,401) (n=6060)
No use (n=465) 312 (67.10) 153 (32.90)
Private: Group mentoring 021
Use (n=1,5%) 1,089 (68.23) 507 (31.77)
No use (n=971) 22 (64.00) 349 (35.92)
Private: Individual mentoring or home visit 12.95
Use (=1,090) 779 (71.47) 311 (28.53)
No use (n=1,380) 932 (67.54) 448 (32.46)
Public: After-school class 0.37
Use (n=681) 469 (68.87) 212 (31.13)
No use (n=1,948) 1,312 (67.35) 636 (32.65) "
Public: Welfare center 6.39
Use (n=113) 89 (78.76) 24 (21.24)
Number of types 1.73 (0.80) 1.60 (0.79) 12777
Total hours of service use 9.55 (8.93) 8.31 (5.80) 10517

Tp<001; T p<0l; p< 05
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Table 5. Relationships between self-care and patterns of use (n=2,061)

B35 Azl

AH| 2 o] &AL,
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Mg
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5E 32 o] g3

Exposed to self-care

N Y chi-
(n=1,40101) (n=220) e
Use of both private services 399 (70.74) 65 (29.26)
Use of both private services & public service(s) 214 (73.54) 77 (26.46)
Use of one private service only 400 (65.04) 215 (34.96) 100"
Use of one private service & & public service(s) 242 (67.04) 9 (32.96)
No use of either private or public service 73 (60.33) 48 (39.67)
Use of public service(s) only 73 (66.97) 36 (33.03)
Tp< .05
Table 6. Types of after-school programs explaining the likelihood of self-care
Model 1: Model 2: Model 3: Model 4:
Types Types + Number of types  Number of types +
Total hours Total hours
Coef. (SE.) Coef. (SE.) Coef. (SE.) Coef. (SE)
Private: Group mentoring 0.07 (0.14) 0.26 (0.15) - -
Private: Individual mentoring or home visit 026 (0.11) 025 (0.11)’ - -
Public: After-school class -0.01 (0.12) 0.03 (0.12) - -
Public: Welfare center 071 (027)" 0.65 (0.27) - -
Number of types - - -0.13 (0.07) -0.08 (0.07)
Total hours of service use -0.03 (0.01)" -0.02 (0.01)°
Boy 0.01 (0.11) 0.02 (0.11) 0.01 (0.11) 0.02 (0.11)
Number of household members -0.04 (0.08) -0.05 (0.08) -0.04 (0.08) -0.05 (0.08)
NBLSS® 049 (0.21)° 049 (0.21)° 0.41 (0.21) 0.40 (0.21)
Poor* 0.23 (0.16) 0.21 (0.16) 0.21 (0.16) 0.18 (0.16)
Less than or equal to high school 04 (0.11) 0.02 (0.11) 0.03 (0.11) 0.01 (0.11)
Intact family 091 (0.20)" 093 (0.20)” 0.89 (0.20)” 0.90 (0.20)™
Working mothers 073 (0.12)” 0.75 (0.12)” 0.73 (0.12)” 0.74 (0.12)”
Self-care at the previous year 88 (0.11)™ 1.88 (0.12)” 1.88 (0.11)” 1.87 (0.11)”
Constant 257 (0.44)™ 245 (045)™ 242 (043)™ 226 (0.44)”
Cases 2,061 2,061 2,061 2,061
LR chi-square 514917 527107 505.017 513.017
Tp<00l; T p<0l; p< 05

a. Reference group: Non-poor
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Table 7. Patterns of program use explaining the likelihood of self-care

F3he gAF A
=3tolg sEol of
& wsiug, o

L 150 94

Model 1 Model 2

Coef. (S.E) Coef. (S.E)
Use of both private services® -017 (0.14) -0.16 (0.15)
Use of both private services & public service(s)® -0.28 (0.18) -0.24 (0.18)
Use of one private service & & public service(s)” -012 (0.16) -012 (0.16)
No use of either private or public service® 0.01 (0.24) -022 (0.25)
Use of public service(s) only” -0.09 (0.26) -0.18 (0.26)
Total hours of service use - 0.03 (0.01)"
Boy 0.01 (0.11) 0.02 (0.11)
Number of household members -0.04 (0.08) -0.05 (0.08)
NBLSS 043 (0.21) 043 (0.21)
Poor” 0.21 (0.16) 019 (0.16)
Less than or equal to high school 0.03 (0.11) 0.02 (0.11)
Intact family 0.89 (0.20) 090 (0.20)”
Working mothers 073 (0.12) 074 (0.12)”
Self-care at the previous year 1.88 (0.11) 188 (0.12)”
Constant 253 (0.42) 226 (043)"
Cases 2,061 2,061
LR chi-square 504.56" 514.21

Tp<001; T p<Ol; p< .05
* Reference group - Use of only one private service
* Reference group - Non poor
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