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Fodil, Agey, d2HAAY T HAY Y F=R AL JIA
T A€ ¢ F Utk dEdel&L HAY FAHA BARH FHAA W
U AAFAEY Y98 FHHA BHAM EAste olFo] ok AL d
AL diejdol 2 FHAM B o A3 AN Ee 21E FHIskA] %3t
T o HT AT e FeeFEAY didE deR s gle
o ZAAFAES FHHY ojHBAR AT EAHE APt AREM HA
o A dii¥AE ZRA R tE 44 THista Sith

AT aite AR B L Fadteie L UUAT Y B9
AQUE B} Aogslo] I FUSE FF A& Fojst A FEAE Art
A Aol e tElleled] BAHAM & de ARG s gle /Yol
o A e AQEHT B2 BHM YTt R vigiR o
i HolXe ALEF AW RFo|qlTh FH7] AAAYT dAE AGEN S
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A7] deldedel HHz £+ oy AaFoddin mivix e JAe R
Aojeh A& AYo2REE FUE Mol FEAANL FHr ¥
WA dadtelis =82 A iy £+ 3lon A4t dEdd #3 =
£ FEE gy sioe 7M€ 3le Aoy rlazkAe 2delztu £ + 3l
ot FEAANL oA TE dMIHAYE QAEY, e AP FHdM
AdaeAede] HAe fAtozN Bgd AFA XA

FEAPe R vizte] H& 32 T Ue BAY AL 80 dthel] E0iA
8 =3 25, 0E, AuddA Aq2e Eges e FERY
ALPFE GBS L I FeE AAAAY. HIT AT dAAE 2 A4
AdArde & of HA HAgete] 54 Frisha lvke HoA o
AR AT 2] 43AQ dige 248 2530 sin. dEdold
o] AL FeA AAENY EAME FHste 2ol 2o AT 4
ANEol tieidlol e #AA wEAF AYolgde AL vz dibiEe
FE gAlgke vl e Aol A L 4 girh o] AFelXe ikl
29 BHAA 2 A Y 23e Arstn HT A= Y
AlzRY 43349 $AE &4

2. tiejQlol &2l el & o]FHY iy 54

ezl nde 8 damo] 2AY £5 YAT =974 sis ob
2 Anel wgHol A A% £5 ok Frel MY Fetd 4B
AAH 7B Alold] BARcE BAY F Y& Baolr] HEe A
Bdo] Fuo HHPL TP AL S AA2Pdn B 4 Y. AURE
Bue) MUY e Bad] 98 e tainl £9H ARy wgsks vE
&2 22ay] g8l W wEAEY WY RS ST wRd

ARl 2L telglo] dAS YRE s o Be ARE 46
Su Joke AHGA BALE 59 A48 HHshe 2de oed AU
7} AAgse T2ade Adolesd BN £ o 49Uzt 94 A 4
e 2E Y Rl T AdRke 23 dele) BE P98 FeEAE
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get ddae 233 43P a AR 23 a8n AAERe Ro
olfell = FFol #F ZE AMFE tEiRlelA ALk

A4 AFAGT A& Fois d32 Weold g AR ujeiAe
deth. 2ol A olFo FHZHR et FU Rl o8] delle] g B
dol 2R EH digdel] e Bge HAA BT ouisk] gu SR
E EPse FR A9 BRol] g AR A FFoz B
F itk BAGSrE 2 SlA eden datd g AHy e webd g
A71 gzl didelA o= = =8/ FUIt FAH HA HAYL o}
YA Apde] sjddozr HAg 220 dgd ¥ Rdojt. RS
= dEi]lel 7P AAd AAEA S st A =¥E ¥ 5 e QAEHEE
Fojstn) A7t deldelAl Zaste Aol ofda tiaiqle] Foizl QAE R
2 Qlotd ApEAe g (A AR Hoie =¥ g e Aojch

AdAet teiole] BA NN AGAZL Fete ANAL gl B A
A7t 21 3le RE FEE neidte Aot H9zate el FEA A=
weiclel E&dares 28 718 Az BF BAEee] AR rasin
2 Aol 478 FYste F4d W 22 e BE FRE meste Ao
o AGATt Frdte HAg AL Foid S dele mF g

A3 AdFe wiogAM EE deldd e AEE £ de gt 3

Aol | Hrfe S4YeUA 84 A& A Hojrh

AdAH A2 & AYA7t AR5} Bastre] RE A ARshe AY
Ao ARt HdAe delde agdret dellel Xt R
71et AF8HE BF nfstd 2p4le] VA RS Sdgdoss 2o
A AdAe dedoAd AL BT Adx dEd 249 2
A 22 4L 30 EANZ] FAE dale] ohiet fdztolct.
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3. AT dbNse) Ay
1) Mux| el ofdt7i

B B (Performance Measures) & A18-3t Bz HEAFE Hriste Pe
eilel 29 AHA B fdArt AR vdiAn =94 gz A 24
£ sdsEe =¥d Addh. &4 Hote deldd P B FRE
FHEA BT EPisd g P9l ddee Aol gl A
&5 3%t BAES AA AHgste AT Fdsitl A42e BE¥AMes
TAHe gD A =¥o] AF=E o Yehde goinh Ah&d 92
a3t d2lde Hrkste AUzl Pee HA9 WAL ohx|yt ApMe] wao
24 gl vE-E A AAE & g€ vt

A AR AN gl AFA NPT e daAze] £4 Fo
shute dA £AY B A-AFOM AREAD 4F ¢itAze AHE =98
I itke Aol dE B0 ATE Wl o AAGE o AR EE Z
Aate WAl B o3 BEAY FUIHoE YAARE 2Hs|E It A
HARE oAz =Rl3tele =¥ ARFodates BAREIA T 47
Fold o] A o|Fx AR AETHE FaFofdfite] fAatoz A oAb
Az EA3tR ek 1987'A0] FHE o A H #Hg ZAloAM 34.5%¢] 3}
Fahe nFFEFe ATAVL AR R ALRS dibiEog AZsn ot
(Ekstrom, 1989 :76~82). 1982\ #3& vlZe] tiEAle] thgt ZAldME
4% Ak =AZE AFHEFE AHESL Ao AHAFY ALgo] F=z
s FAlol AU} (Botner, 1989 : 37~42).

AAY AHA R} F2 AEE (output) A5t FE H 29 oA A
g F e ARNEEe FE2 ZH(outcome) A Folw ANH FA M 24
AR5 L WX uiA e MdsteA ol &Erls dted M S8 23 43
7 AR AMRET FFEE AFSH M Axsle WA Uy
i €8 dA4HE ZARIA 43 oldHolgtn HzEe A9 FQ 7]Fo)
AN doh. A EF & A A d2AT Y933 FF3 23
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< A Flax FAEER A3 dr9 sde] ohih(Ammons).

AR FO AHREE HIEEAQ FFZAE AR EIN PHYYL Fstn
Adhe x¥olglnk £ £ k. AAXNEEe 240 T PPEA ] BHLe B
& Z2AURAA 23749 Hrketa FALAA /B E Rode FHe
2 ARSI Ptk APARE dEE 2AXEEN ARAYE 2 | A}
EEAN AN RE XFel BT EEAHE BAld EHIE @) &
48T B Wbl AR ogy] Wi A9 Hip) oox 4L A
T Odd WwHoz AAgHte] BAME Hebdlen e H Tt (Lewis, 1988 : 4
~19). AHARe] AAE FEIe e T Y kHeBE Hed 49 A
Bo] ¥3& & 4 sled ABANEE Basle AHr Uk (Wholey & Harry,
1992 : 604~610).

ARAREGe A AFE BAstn RAGFS A W dxHd o
o F& FE7 AUk QRS TR Fo] HFHololo} Fe B
Bl 239 3 At B 7R Fdsol otk RSl o3y
BAZA J3) AHEEA S W A& L Ay ol ARE FRE
AFde FAMd digt AA7E glod dop2ge] ¢ #Fo FHE YatslA
npEolh(Lauth, 1985:67~82). AAAEE AFde A 2 ¢A A7 &
A& AAR R Zoolt FUAY 27E T AR R dZHE 9o
t} (Wholey & Harry, 1992 : 604~610).

A EE FEHFY AR o] e 7B AL FE F
dog AR At 937t B EA e AN AYEHE Frisly o3
o it PAEHE A% dAEY FEEE AN did A3 2R
aA1gk 2del g AN sle ASE o HAF AFAHI) e Ao 2
Ao o) Mulloj7} AMRE 7| = e} (Broom, 1995 :3~17). AT ES Ay
AA 22 229 YR EX 12m FFo] X3 $AL B o & o3
He FRE AR HAFRY S TN AT FEHAT 239 AYE v}
DA% oz WalslA g

ABHQ FHet & e AFPE AFe] AF-EIL (financial reporting) o) 4
gu3ld HAFFRE olfdele koM AHAFe PANHE Y &
ct. u|=e] AHRIA 79U 3] (Governmental Accounting Standards Board :
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GASB) ol M & AH) 2 =23} A3 B 10 (Service Efforts and Accomplishments Reporting :
SEA Reporting) ol &3+ 712& A3t AHE Y o HAFHRE ALE
oz AFHI HAE e AT F/HE F e old ¥
HI2 o}z Had #F SFAEE HAHD AAe AT e 4HEH
A shte] wWEkE Jbsdl B & e F2 ARdojgtn Az, AFE 1
AZo] a3lo} 882 2Hshe d o] &Fe FEY AFoR WdHd wAF
HARE o83 AB2H L2 gdAon A H< (accountability) o] THAE Egol
g Aot HARAHRE o] &d &A= vt o AEH: sle 7t
Z 2 olfe MATHED MulA =¥I} JFH (SEA) B RS A& g &
HEAFY ¥4 a8la 7ZAke o3 Folth(Harris, 1995 : 18~37).

HATAEE o] gty AREF L AT FEA PR F Aot A48
Mol gRo FrlEng Q% vlgo] EAlV} €l ARl & B} AHAR
 F03 fEAe BE AAd 8 2A=He #59 AGAREY] Y
nggch, AEgolobtz P AMQe] WRBEIAG gio|th A4t oA
Eel A &o] B AP HRE oite] LAEH AeujEed #F A2
AL PPN F A Aotk FAYL AT AP EE AFERY FE2
golgojx AHoln FHU FEE BF FHsfdof s A AE&S FHY
o2 #Ele FYFF A= 7|3l Tt (Ammons).

AR BT BFeta o] E AR A 229 B 23
o) $AEH o it #Fo] AFAEHY, 23 o] FPste AT A daj 2
o B2 #AE 7oA ke olol Utk FAe AYxe AR R o)
29 FAMY AFE A3 ¥y old =¥ AgAiete] FAA - v F
AAQl izt &) B2 2k (Polivka & Osterholt, 1985 :91~104). ATA)
HE BA9 A2 71302 AL Aoz EA9 HdAte} FEAite
F7149 el AFUACIAL AR R FAHE FEE EAYE B3]
£ A9 ol9dx AH5Ho] AHTAHT AxRE At AL PAFh

AgAo A4 AUAREE HH AP (process-oriented) vl ¥Hste] Az
AAZ dANgel dgto 2 Algdle AR BEE AGdite] ojdoez 73
QAR 8A (outcome-oriented) ©|Th (Polivka & Osterholt, 1985 : 91~104). Y|
AR YA AHAE7}F vFA AT B ol wEtM e FFAFAQ] 4R
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7b fAd A= Utk 53] AEEoly Ade] Wi ABAA AR AR
Erbsstn F84 23 AR EAHC] AA4E At AFAEHL AAA R
T ATY 9gs 798 F 3tk

AR AHES AT agdel AL AT Aoyl WEd duFez
AR e dAEY. v AWRel MY Z2a3) (The Federal
Government Productivity Improvement Program : Status and Agenda) & Z737b53F At
259 HAE AT A9 284S 20% FUHH] @ Algeldh A
< 98t AAET A& BEE 9719 S AT SAFAYAF A~
dol deAd F84E 2o vk NS ZTROYL A& B F
A3} Mul2e At AAGd] B FEE o] &3t oA AREL B AN
Aol ojglo] A&dte dAttell T (Burstein & Fisk, 1987 : 36~47).

folA AFE AAZH FAA o199 EAMLEE TR 22 AE A
B 4 ok 7MY durEQl BARE EEsta A5 F e AR sfdol
ofte Heolth. &3] 47 4Ad wabM e egata AR F e AR
o] AMdY E7Hs® B4E Atk FAEIHsE 8Qle] EAY & e o
AT Atv 23" AFARE MEste Aoz djZ27bs3ity e o78sl
3 529} o] Afte|o] WA Wi ZAE Hrlele AFANEE W=
A wHol dig FHA} ohth. £ 28HE vldo] AT F e
7189 A8 E AHESAY BES FEIAY FAHLY AR djEo] o=
A 7hsdtth. BAEeE 8Us XY YR ade EAR Astd FA9
=Y BARll FAd B AASFATE AR W AYA A 27

g Fosin Adgd 4R Arole FAETHe 849 v ¥ §& F
Ao B & Al Fo2A BREAE o= Ak S8 F vk AR
o AMg-E AMF FFE TS FFIL FHAAU AMsA @ w A
T @lol] AUA] E=th(Wholey & Hatry, 1992 @ 604~610).

AR 43, FR A As, AWririBe] B9 bl § Ar)ge] 2
F 71 W&o A F AGAA eivfole A2 @A Kot BEstn
AT + de ARVt QA e Zrde 4453 FHe oA 2
A€ gEsstn AAANE AT Aolgke A& g5 T AURA AR
&dte A& AGsiol . AVt A4HE AT ARARI Vst
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A AR @& A FRAHQ AH AEY PE GAXEE ALY =
itk AR g MA WY AL Aot Ao] vl s AR EE o
Ababrt © 7} ol AN ZAeln] AFEAY AU HES Feke] ofy
g} dAtzle FAe Feledoz AMgEojof Ftt(Schick, 1990 : 26~34).

2) AMEEMI ARETL

AdAgelRd & AUt telRle] AF-E 7] o|H A, ALz
A, A8 5 RE FEE pEstd Aty HEE Added, A A
8o B RG] AYoln FR wdA S iy AT FEES AR
A Fe] L dejdul 8- Hhdhe 98 vt e At At
Adsl7] oo g FEAY FRE neF ANE o HA HEgs A9
et ARIEA (Program Analysis) & vF2 ol2|3 U#te] P 73 {ARL
o} AdAE Uiy BEeS BAY & Ul Aol izl AdxpAge] HAE
2 aeln HdY x¥8E AFPeA dF 27 glon B A &
A3} 71t ARE JFo 2 BAESE AR Pl A Program Evaluation) &
oA ge] AHE AR Btk AAY daE e Agdat ol Ay
N0 AQIH7E AFH o2 AMEERR] AT Ho] dibiE e Al dif
¥ A5 AREAT ARIHILE AMS-Eta Yt AR EM T AKHE I HE)
o BAA F3E o YAz de ArRdd sgHct.

A & ol AH(PPB) ol 2 ARG &4 (program analysis) & iAo E§r=|ojof 3}
T 7IMeR AAHA sith ARJEMOIE ARIEFAG B (program effectiveness
analysis) 3 AFF YA B2 (program productivity analysis) & &3ty F3E o
o2 FHRY ditAze] #F F Aol ostd 1990del= A BE FAHF
oA AAPENE FPea IR o 2/30 HAFehe FHFIE AAHENE
32 ATk A7 ARIETAY B Aol ARG A mRle ARE B
Mate Aola ALY B A d7le g BAE BA8ke ROl
o} HE ARJENE ditrl AR AHedte Axe A HE olYx T HA
AHgEHE 29 W7 74 e FAolth ARKIEAY AME-E FAJe
714 2 olfre AN EN ] Uid AZe] RFoln FXQUE] AFGEY W&
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o2 3SR de B9 Bthe Aol 199044 A vlE2e 2§
AN AIFENE d4te)al Ao At glom 94%2 SFdA AIGEY
AHEEL 3 A FolA AREN S AHEdte ATt AEFE 3N
AR S Z01Ee} (Senge, 1986 92~104).
AR ARt oFetAIRE AIIEEE BHYEA AMEE T gled
198413 W= FARS A% 68%7F ol Adstn URTHBotner, 1985 : 616~
620). AMIEAMT AIRIE 7] i AT A A= FUd 7| HiETo] ofuz} 9
3oz EAd Uk HFE Y AMEE7IE dl4te] rEAoln ANAQ JFE
o A% A we} oA BREF 3e AFENT ARGHI o3
AEE Hrh f83HA ditejAt AR YA 88 4 A HA
AlgE 7 ABEAe BUEAT g Age] A2 O& JAE A2 ¥
Rom ojm AMFo] ¢ $YUITtL FE = gtk AR AFHA BF
e 39 AR7E EAoln olg #AE 3 7S Mo de Fo]
dFE3 gt Aazite 71eAd 53 T2 F o o & Al
HE wa 7] W el AR BuAAst v Bl A 53 Aot F
AellA AdH7 BaMEc o fElstA AHgEnh v Angile 713
dujelnz A2 WalE 73}7] gch(Davis, 1990 : 35~41).

o o ¥

3) Haplgle) 2z

AdAde A RdolA HdAe el AdA7t A 8748 F48 1 de
A% A 58¥,E nAPH. HHF Z2IR0M AfzA L Rl
AGA7L A BHoz & F slov A dide] Faye 8289 5f
ol o8 28E & gk AdAE oid @213 #HAM A ALs
ALY s JAT B aigHF fAtE A8 71 BN gl
EARSE 2390 ALANAARD L ofd oA dH/ g3 of - FARRE
E£4E st gioh. A8 e 22e BERE @437 st 220 A¥
B3& EMsta 239 AIHS @ U FRAIAE AT HAY A#HS
g, A9 iHE L Ao F37] A g FAE AFAY
o] ANE B UF-E V1A H¥e AYolen AT Akxy, x| A
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e nidte AF|ge FAL EAEA] ¥t H2Y AT AR
APYe B8l A71H BN FHEF L deie AE1Ho] =yEH AY
Al 2do] H|FolE o uigdittn £ 4 ok

daztgd e e AWgRa Fo Haolt oo YHAEE T 3
HAA 7 e, AFFeH By HEESY o] iz FX A olAA
98 majoladloz BAHAQ HAoR HEHol sty v|HE Wolsith 9
39 2YP Y AR AL FAR oite] feEH i dite] AAHEIE
9 712AQ Zlmdl o8l FAAF Ao obd JIAAD APz HHse A
& WAE) Y% A AEdA HAdth vis E2delxe dage] AA
o3 gAsHE AR & FRAeE EFdte AEthe 189 FHE
Ao wtgdate AAAQ 5L 93 B FYAUMTHE HnYYA A&
Aoz 7% P} FUAAENE 7Y Fehe FFEH dite d9et
e 3Rdez 7AgoEA ¥y dite] dAE A=cHPolivka &
Osterholt, 1985 : 91~104).

HZ MAZR9 dAaiEale A8 2HA (strategic planning process) & o4t
#A7 dAGFe 2N FBAA FA (policy-making contro) & B8l =317
= ¥tk (Broom, 1995:3~17). WY oitapo] AABe=H AT|AYH
djate] AAE G Fe=TFBAM 71go| FHedtA HH FFAHoE FAI o
o] dAd} NEAF e} Mg A7) AFALE F2de 9Ue] 7=
A Agr)ge nj=e] dxA] iR FAel7]= &tk (Botner, 1989 : 37
~42). AFNYL AFAGY 13 F8% 7FAdd vty dERZA2
A 73 G A 2 (strategic management system) S 2 9] AAMATE FEH3A} e
MN¥olth, JHRTdiAze FHAoR FAF A2V A|2E policy and
expenditure management system) ©|2}3 Beled A7 o] AXGA AT
Zd ol3] FNErh Az Zite AR T o] FRIAY] Bt A
o o] gslse AHE AETH(McCaffery, 1984 : 316~323).

ol
o
7]

4) X221 Y

AR ARD L il AL Addol AdAE A AFE Y3
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AEA 7 FHP R 85 aElu BAES oled #HaMe BHAT A
&g Foed, ddae dgdel af3ta e AEE g AT B
EAEE Y53 AL Brbedr] wiel 5ol #e¢ A&E A3 o
A ARE VNFe AHE 23 E=F el 293 g A7 v
E&E Eolua g Wt F/MFHEE 537 A =3I AdAE
elelol A FHAT &S P YU ¥a BT Z2Fel 4
#2333 et 7 EE Ao EA AU 3k FAY g 2
FEOE AEHQ ule FAL o A5 7ECE 3 AFoldey HY
Z2z9o ZHdAE ABY vA S idteie ol njEHUTE 2 ADZ
AN AR e g Aen AdE 2T da ded YA
a3 of¢ FARIG R B 5 ok

9=, MYt TF, deim, 244 dibiEe 2 vk FEAQ] EHE
Fastn AT 2gd Aol s} FreAle Holgt & £ Uk A4
Bz Aol & BERE AAsln SRS A2 §ejd g AdE
AFg) GESFY Fo ARE SFsted FAe AHITEE AT Aoz
B £ AT GAE A4S Holde #elFale dslE A #=Ad &
Eolgt B & ok dAatddg FAcAlE dite WA WolA dd ARAEE
Bojgted datg AR & Sl ATRE o JHEAe AnE AY
22 Al 2He ALA GAE =R ZEAE 1T F UESE 3§
E oy 7 JQAEEE A F@H(Schick, 1990 : 26~34).

g3 AP e 2o e old Axe 2 HuAYA AH A
& 9.2 3y AxY AHy} AT ¥ ATte] oy Wi e FAw
A Ao Fel7t "ok aApgo] B ofdo] Ao HAlsjojof Frin F
A3 AFHRE A 94 2SS RAgozH NYE AFH o2 FAY
&S AT A9 YL RE AFETAY ARAFeR AAHA] Rt H
g e x3o ER7 T AYPFHLE FAGte FELE oA
gt Axst FAE grAe FEd7Ige] A3 48 FRHo} e
ATZ2AM BHAY ZHo] ofgr] Wi YA ESFRE WA Algsof 3
E A% g A8 Ade EFoz ate o dabide s & 24
e FARTE HFH o Fo|th(Schick, 1990 : 26~34).
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Ao g BHAE ALS-L PAAYS] ZHE ou|EA|T tial JARY F
HE dqarg Agdle d 438 ARAEE T2t (Broom, 1995 :3~17).
AFE ] FHAY AHEL o Fro] FAHARE FsA T o dejat 2
ol Ao w3 EAALES AR FeT(Botner, 1989 :37~42). HF
Bl BEAT AL tFe AAREE HelT & UA G2 ST+
7b QARE BAe 2E AFAY dg BAE & F e V€A F2ol o2
A Aok 197536l 3/40) ol2& vz FHREC] g9 A% AU E
date] APH e AT F sle JAFEA 2HE FHEA TR/ 19909
de % 80%9 o2& ule FARI 229 AANE oA FEH &4
3 ARldl UE JAFEE FHE £ UAAR2H 69% HFste FPFE A
AU R 279 YA T JAFRE FHE 5 AUk )T AAFE
A 268 ZGd A7) 27} AR 71He Alag AFARAA T FHsee
2 FHAAAA A 7FssA EhLee, 1991 1 254~262).

B) fol=oietel =8| (Incentive Compatible)

ARl &2 AHMEIBE AFste BATFE B Fo)A A%z
Az =94 48 zeln FE A AeselM HAYLE FFE BA
e dede =¥E WP FA87] Hald 2FAT AdAas dheg
Qo] A3 ALY ALFFE el BAAESY MY 2 BHL 4%SH
F71E A o8 dedeA AFHE Bdo] getivte Holn ofd 3] <
AE|BE AFste olf7t Bch. HAY dibiE L o238 FA7F Ay A
P& 5 e JAERE AFEA od3k7] WEd AeRE A7t JRHAT D
E & Uk A AR gL o3d FAHAA AFACl L HEH
daglsyel As gk AdET SE7F H2o wjgor SYHUE § 19
EH RE AZFoIAN /AFVI7F dAHE AYolea € F Sl

FEH APIGE HEstn dMARY JPY & EAAY shie dibe A
3‘:: 5717 A2 sivke AHolth H2 AW diiye &

diA o] HAgozH oite] AEHA P& eI st A
«l DF:I%‘}"] 12431 88 (year-end spending out) Z Gu| ok W LS A
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& ok a2y Aol getde AGE dats A 28AEdA Ad
3 Bulsle] BAsEE Axe FAF X2 o JAHAe EAY dE
AoFS w3 Itk (Broom, 1995:3~17).

o=, Autt, F, deja, 2999 A&T Y& U2 E e A
& A EAA BgHo AFE FYT FUE FA5] Aad AFR
ol B71E HIRE o2 7] §UF7E AFEt dE o] A4t YR E
old¥ 4 UA AU dHAS o] AFE AYEE PRI} ALY F
AEE 3 &ech, JAYPRA7 ASFLS B8 A o)do] HAHB dite
URE FAYA FHSEE 3 &3 ot dvlIdfM e dite] AR
ARG B2 ALEE & J=E fAsL Stk Y ae A=
71€e 5L A8 AL LAFa vy ool FEEE FouN A
Ade Fe 928 £k 933y EAe ikl dRE oo ¢
H A EE Agol AHEE 4 Ut (Schick, 1990 : 26~34).

A

[ % Ho o

R

A2 AR oate AdAdeJAzd ] BN £ o vl EHE T
Bjsta glo] A b Eate dzdch. FAY o] AP FAHY
ARBE mstr] Rt zERdd dAgn FYFT EF FHHoIUEH
graled 2] MY EL AT AYo] frHoR AAH AR &S &
B2 o ok #AY Y e FA7E AFFoln HEH ot
AP FYPIEZ fAshs JAEEE AFstA] £ v st 2o A
Ae QAE B} AFEH diRg FA7E Aoz BEAH A E F
Pt st ok

AR HgA L FadtEe =¥E AAY dWIHANE UAAT AAE
Aol ZAo] o} A& o] RFolA gL AR FAE S8
e =go] nggct EF A71H BHAAM A3 V182 A e =HE
Agoit ool e B F7 e b W3l HIde A7) ge Fo| 9
Ao =YE T lch ARG RN Hrte] BEAT AL FIHEEY ATE
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o] ot #AFH oY FAe B THIE NY2L2MY YAHE FH|g
T Utk HAY A YT FEEE H2 A=Y dWREe AYat
gjglel 2 FH A3 + Ae A= 442 7L ke HAA
gef vl ARGz AAbetE vzt A,
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