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The Effects of Children’s Self-perception and Human Rights Recognition in
Local Children Center - Focusing on moderation effects of right guarantee
and use satisfaction -

Seon-duk Rho*, Mi-young Sim**

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to suggest some implications by empirical testing the relationships
between children’s self-perception and human rights recognition in local children’s center. For this
study, Total 438 children were sampled and surveyed. The analytical results are the followings. First,
personal characteristics was shown to have a significant effect to human right recognition. Second,
self-perception was shown to have a significant effect to human right recognition. Third, right guarantee
of center was shown to moderate the relationship between self-perception and human right recognition.

This study provides some theoretical and polcy implications basing on these analytical results.
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Fig. 1. research model
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3. Data Collection and Analysis Techniques
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IV. Analytical Results

1. Characteristics of Sample
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Table 1. characteristics of sample 3. Correlation among Self-Perception, Human right
charateristics | category N % Recognition, Right Guarantee of Center and Use
gender male 222 | 507 Satisfaction
female 216 49.3 2jolol sl elgel 4], AE e Paug 2 o]lg ulE:
ital 148 33.8
- 7 AINE O <ES>S U AR FHS 0 4
center location | " "ooMng & Gengwon area | 78 | 17.8 AP S AR Aojeld o] AolEFal Q1 el 7k ek
Gyongsang Area 106 24.2 AGE 041002 BES ko] ARAAE 7[A= Aoz e
Cholla & Jeju Area 106|242 S EgE ApoperE gt 1A kAl 0310, K1
Living with parent 275 62.8 zéjﬂﬁ—j’]' ?l'—{ﬂg/]}-\—l Z_]_' }\O]_Td_ﬁ]_/l:__\i_ O ZQOP_E E_‘—_[:__ ci}:?:fl— 001:9/]
i Livi ith only fath 70 16.0 }
gua I'.d i a n ving wi only tather }\O]'Td—‘?d—ﬁ]7]‘ %—ZH%]’% OE]‘ _/I:— Q}]\D]—.
cohabitation Living with only mother 71 16.2 % ey 2R 7L AT A W o)l o] A
=== =5 7 -3 = Ay H 5
type Living with grand parent and o5 50 &t Al 2 e AR [lEe A
relatives - AEAe] ARG 7 ARASE 0.119, A4 A
1-very very poor 65 14.8 WA ISR 7 AEAFE 0.152, SIH AT} A|A/E T vk
2rvery poor | 178 % 2F ARASE 01572 2T vl oFgk o) AaaAE 7t
3-poor 72 16.4 -
famil.y Z]tﬁgi‘/}gr‘ﬁh:}
) 4—average 192 43.8 _
economic level e Tes G gl Aokl Az 2wl Aol A2 Aelu
5-5 .
oo oo F 9 ol gNEE 7 ARIAE SAH0R felahl et
7-very rich 2 0.5 a, B oFsk okl AT EAEkL S & 5 Uk
Mean+SD 3.12+1.26H
total 438 ‘ 100.0 Table 3. Correlation among Self-Perception, Human right

2. Distribution of Self-Perception, Human right
Recognition, Right Guarantee of Center and
Use Satisfaction
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Table 2. Distribution of Self-Perception, Human right
Recognition, Right Guarantee of Center and Use Satisfaction

category Mean+SD Min Max Range
self-pe self-esteem 3.156+0.52 | 1.17 4.00 1~4
rceptio | self-resiliency 2.98+0.49 | 1.50 4.00 1~4
n career identity 2.91+0.60 | 1.00 4.00 1~4
human right recognition 3.19+0.49 | 1.43 4.00 1~4
right guarantee of center 4.19+0.72 | 2.00 5.00 1~5
Us e ;;i:facctri‘oi TS| 4144073 | 1.00 | 500 | 1~5
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0.268+* | 0.325%* | 0.278+* | 0.152%%| 0.582 *

0.239% | 0.258%* | 0.237+ | 0.157%| 0.604 ** | 0.705+*

* p<0.05, *»* p<0.01

4. Moderation Effects of Use Satisfaction in the
relationship between Self-Perception and Human
Right Recognition
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Table 5. moderation effects of teacher’s satisfaction in the
relationship between self—perception and human right recognition

) Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

= B B t B B t B B t
constant 3.065 27.897++ | 3.066 27.868+* | 3.050|0.000 | 27.429%
male 0.126|0.129|2.987*x|0.124|0.128|2.949%x|0.133|0.137|3.127**

center location

CATEGORY  |Model | Model 2 Model 3 capital area 0.002/0.001[0.028 [0.003]0.003]0.051 [0.010[0.010]0.179
1 BB I B B I Chungehung & 14 15610 054|1.067 |0.070(0.055|1.081 |0.069|0.054|1.062

constant 3.065 27.897++|3.065 27.863++| 3.047 [0.000 | 27.692+* Gangwon area

male 0.126/0.129|2.987%+|0.126|0.129 | 2.984x*|0.134|0.138 | 3.184%* Gyongsang Area |-0183|-0.161|-3036+* | -0.184| -0.162| -3.053++ | 0166 | -0.146| 2.687*x

center location

capital area 0.002{0.001{0.028 |0.002|0.002|0.029 |0.005|0.005|0.086

Chungchung &

0.069/0.054|1.067
Gangwon area

0.069(0.054|1.065 |0.064|0.051|1.002

Gyongsang

Area —0.183|-0.161 | -3.036** | -0.183 | -0.161 | -3.032** | -0.156 | -0.138 | -2.556*

cohabitation
type

Living with
parent

0.095(0.095(0.956 |0.095/0.095|0.955 |0.082|0.082|0.823

Living with only

father 0.077]0.0568|0.713

0.077(0.058|0.712 |0.061|0.046|0.565

Living with only

0.131(0.099(1.232 |0.131|0.0991.231
mother

0.124|0.094|1.177

family

. 0.000{0.000|0.008
economic level

0.000{0.000{0.008 |0.002{0.004|0.089

self-esteem(A
1)
self-resiliency(
A2)

career

identity (A3)
right guarantee
of center(B)

0.276(0.297|5.591%|0.275|0.297 | 5.542%%|0.284|0.306 | 5.719**

0.073(0.074|1.350 |0.073|0.074|1.341 |0.073|0.074|1.346

0.096(0.119{2.401+ |0.096|0.119|2.374* {0.086|0.106|2.104*

0.001{0.002{0.036 |0.008(0.011]0.256

(A1) x (B) 0.137(0.111{2.238*
(A2) x (B) 0.020(0.015|0.275
(A3) x (B) -0.003|-0.003|-0.055
F 12.472%x 11.406% 9.716x*

R? 0.244 0.244 0.257

AR? 0.000 0.013
Durbin—-Watson 1.976

* p<0.05, =* p<0.01

1AL HAHB=0.134)7F AR 1 7 vepg e,
AolEFRHB=0.284)0] F7hE4% Q1A% Z71eke Aol
S Ao LERten, of uj AlEjel M o] He]HAHB=0.137)

polEz7ro] ol@ A n)x= JaE S o Jilel= Aow
ekl Q244 7HB=0.086)] ol A5E Q1A 4% oAl

Living with parent |0.095/0.095|0.956 |0.094|0.093|0.936 |0.104|0.103|1.038

Living with only

father 0.077|0.058|0.713

0.074|0.056(0.690 |0.084|0.063|0.775

Living with only

0.131]0.099|1.232
mother

0.130|0.098(1.220 |0.134|0.102|1.265

family economic

0.000|0.000{0.008
level

0.000|0.001(0.014 |-0003|-0.008|-0.157

self-esteem(A1) ]0.276|0.297|5.591#*|0.273|0.294 |5.499+* | 0.266| 0.287 | 5.356+*

self-resiliency(A2) |0.073]0.074|1.350 |0.069|0.070/1.258 |0.067|0.068|1.215

career identity (A3)]0.096|0.119|2.401*|0.094|0.116|2.325% |0.092|0.114|2.256*

right guarantee of

0.013|0.020(0.437 |0.014|0.021|0.458

center(B)

(A1) x (B) 0.131]0.101|2.013*
(A2) x (B) -0094|-0.071|-1.337
(A3) x (B) 0.038/0.032|0.648
F 12,472 11.427 % 9.496* *

R? 0.244 0.244 0.252

AR? 0.000 0.008
Durbin—Watson 1.980

* p<0.05, ** p<0.01
1AL FAHB=0.133)7} AAApETE o] A VERoH,

Apob EHB=0.266)0] T/ QAN L T8
o] gl oz Ve, o] w AlE wAF BEE(B=0.131)
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(3) moderation effects of facility/environment satisfaction
in the relationship self perception and human right recognition
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31, AzAAEe ANl A
2 WAE Aow ehht el 7ol
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Table 6. moderation effects of facility/environment satisfaction
in the relationship self perception and human rioght recognition

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
CATEGORY B 5 ! B 5 ! B 5 !
constant 3.065 27.897x | 3.067 27925+ | 3.052|0.000 | 27.599+*
male 0.126]0.129|2.987+*|0.124|0.127| 2.945+* | 0.126|0.130 | 2.989**
center location
capital area 0.002|0.001{0.028 |0.005|0.004|0.083 |0.014{0.014|0.258

Chungchung &
Gangwon area

Gyongsang Area |-0183|-0.161|-3036+*|-0.187|-0.165|-3.106x* | -0174 | 0154 | 2.852+*

0.069|0.054|1.067 |0.069|0.054|1.069 |0.076{0.060|1.169

Living with parent |0.095/0.095|0.956 |0.089|0.089/0.891 |0.093|0.093|0.933
Living with only
father

0.077]0.058|0.713 |0.071{0.063|0.656 |0.079{0.060|0.732

Living  with only

0.131]0.099(1.232 |0.128|0.097|1.208 [0.127|0.097|1.201
mother

family  economic

level
self-esteem(A1) |0.276|0.297 |5.591+*|0.269|0.290|5.415%* | 0.263| 0.284 | 5.234**
self-resiliency(A2) |0.073|0.074|1.350 |0.067|0.068|1.233 |0.061|0.062|1.117

career identity (A3) |0.096|0.119]2.401+ |0.091|0.112|2.261*|0.093|0.115(2.278*

facility/environmen
t satisfaction(B)

0.000|0.000{0.008 |0.001{0.003|0.067 |0.001{0.001|0.029

0.037|0.051(1.134 |0.039|0.054|1.179

(A1) X (B) 0.088(0.060|1.158
(A2) x (B) -0005|-00%6|-1.238
(A3) X (B) 0.054|0.044 |0.922
F 12.472%% 11.547 %% 9.402%

Re 0.244 0.246 0.250

AR? 0.002 0.005
Durbin—Watson 1.966

* p<0.05, =* p<0.01

V. Conclusion
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