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B A7E ZEZAHpublic audit) 7t AREFHIEIE At 88 T4 olFE dAEEIE
Holof gl URIOEE HIlE L )18 2P e Frf F 79 ES0ZHE ZEHA
AAEE 9 FEe ISWVITE7ELIAVIF | ARZAZTT) 71 ARG SRS
of et ATHE FARIIL, ZZAAIE st 58801 ANEDE o]2A o, Z34
9| g EZE Aiclkd TS 2024 3FH2E ¢ Uzl ZEEINE MsHA
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i, TeeE IR JoM H3EE B 1 AA vist REY d7ES B
oh IEa AA F8 =719 FHAAAPITESAL) (5, IS GAO, = NAO, it
0AG) & EE o= ZRINY ZZZESZAAE 24 Hlusld 2271 HASEA Aol
Wt FAREES TESINTE olZiF o1BH =09 HAH ALEY WRlOERE 4= R
g F1ZIZAY1T7t ATsleket] 71Rio] 8 4 Qe HIRERH ZRKEAEEAAY FHE
Z¥E FEoith 1 282 () SSZAAY, () 33 ¥ §EE S oldl@ARE o
g ZBAAY XY, (i) =9 E¥E ZZZAMENTY £d -3l -88, (v) 3284l
9| &g HG -/t -E80lgke VIR FQ Q40 27| TEFHE 4KE (output) 3 &
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S =YY gH, (i) ME ST oile dA B4, (v) S 8358
e A FHZETYY AZ S0l vl Bis Holol & RS Akt Ea, vt
AWOZ sh= ZAIAY 83 58 ¥ Y EAEE HF0, sk ZRIRKINE diEe
E WEHHA B AAE 7L JE SZEAPITEY FRols KUHCE ZAVITY 1
B0 It SSTKIEEY HEH E, HEEH F3Y I AEEY 380
sk Q4] &, Zi}(outcome) 71HH] ZMAMET FHETY A, S3EAK EZA L
€ 8 ARt AEE (S, ZAET B 27 kg ot ZE, Ao, dEEM, AIEZAL
A8y gaiky B4 §)9 75 %W Xuo| 42X 0F wHsor & A AEIACE

= =, S x \m=,
Z3LAML HEST, SEREAETM, AIEZAL ITETTZAIZ[FI(SAD, MIAZA
7I7(INTOSAI), 0= GAO, d= NAO, HLICt OAG, &= ZAIA(BAI)

FAO: ZTUMC HUETAZ, ZUNE, TIUDY, LAY, TTUAEY Y 2T
ru |

At AH= T3 A MAS S8l FA 2 373y 3T 5
A3t FFAFe] E&ZA AFES o1y H7HE w82 a1 9tk 53, o]
23k 5ol o7t Ao uke] el o] 242 v=e] A5 1970 d o of] A& R
ool & =, GA BIHE A% AR AR A Lol §43% ST A A&
Z P77 A JEALG o] A4 247} H 9 0.1 (Johnson & Lewin, 1984; Palumbo, 1988),
v= e® 5 H1H FFAYUSTY FE= A ALHA =(PPBS), 323 A
(MBO), F7|=AAA=(ZBB) 5 F2 A 37vke] A A =7} A ZHE S thRadin,
2006). o] & 1980 d | FHk gl 1990 d ] Zof vl F= HHF S tist 7=

Bol AmA ke $YH71o] ol=Zsith B3], 19934 6] GPRAGovernment
Performance and Results Act)@] | A 0 2 A Eo] I A](accountability)) SHE= &
E AFHEA g ARAAE iAol AN HA RS 583 A, 2002

ol &= 34 =7 2 A] PART(Program Assessment Rating Tool) S $+433}e] &) of Ak

1) INTOSAL(2004) ] ZFAF7]F(auditing standard)ol] w2 A5 g o] eh F-5-2) 3 (public accountability)
L= AR AEA (governmental accountability) Zh= 8] 2% ALEEHEH), o]l FFAY S A=
5 ke 7jQlelu 7o) 1A-E HUe A S 2 & Fdshof Sh= <2 U (responsibility)’ -
143k Al Al F i A} A 3o tisted sl B us]of = 2] Fduty) & X1 2] wjo]ch



AOMB)E sl AR Aol 4318 AAHCE Brhslel ol 23tk
(GAO, 2004).

olel g FFAA Yol ol A Apele] AL F A4 FRANA F7h 34
NG, AP T BAAT 2 FE B AABAN D )T BF

Ah(public audit? o] € 2 27 DA Belo] Bk St TR FRA
H B3] A A3 B0 2 Welah 2 E A o310 o)

PH WUH 2AE FEat DEREER SR
(accountable) WA 28 BAsHE 4Ee 50 D BT AGHHE Zlolth &,
FEUAE AR A8 B ST Fsks s ERA FeHA 7)Ao

o
T}H(West & Berman, 2003). ©] 2k W0 A A 7FAF7] -2 INTOSAI(International
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Organization of Supreme Audit Institutions)(2004)+= A3 I}7+ A (performance audit) ] 5
247 BeA e Bradsd, AR B0l LE AREe) BA4, FE
8 B ZEIA S AL HUH o 2 U Rk R4t A H T2 3y

3

Aulz, H 2 374 3O a3 AR e #eE olun=t 7o E

=

% 912 HolekT A1 13k Tk

E O HEE A TR T BAUT G BELAITE o3 BB
Ape) 314 2 @9 AR ol A S 2 A ARE] B Wopok B A
o2 o] FTHE Folth. B3] 20004 ) & oleh 2 FEUAE e Fa
g9 o stuh= 71| oAk A Q1Y Fo] BAF L o] AuF FAHAH F
&g B EA 9 thdo] Hojof = ?_]—'IOPEH H=, I, MU 5 FE =
7He 2 FAREL 159 A F(SAL Supreme Audit Institution) 2 =4 B
A2 AR O td AHE S8k Al 2E"S BastA st
of AAH O Fejs) il YTk

a2y B E ol BT A Y2 AR - FF Ao I HE UetEe] & 5d
EFO T =] A= Ayt Eok el oA A AT S, AR

2) 37 Hpublic audit) = 80 = A F-7HAHgovernment audit) F= Y H 7 Alegislative audit) &
|ol2E 2o A&, B AToA = IR AHE-SkaLAL sk 4133 5(2008) 9] A E &
|3, “FFRA T Hatel o) AghE 2o ‘?:"% AAFA(F, ZAH R 4 S8
o AAZAN T )7t TYAT L APAAGA 55 E3ete AT SE 7182 A A A,
AR G A, 7B BF Foll it & " AR % HHE O 2 Aehsh= P97 E A o] gtk
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(BAL: Board of Audit and Inspection of Korea) 7} 2+ A5 21 27| 7hu o] 2h=] 714}
7175 73 250] $AFNT A& TBUA] A ZHe2 Belal] 9
A g FA 2 A =517 A Y FAFE Ao] Aotk

ololl & ATE & Lhehe) HuPAA T S FRUADE AAH
2 ZA37] Y3 78 3A 2 70 A 23 (normative/conceptual model) S E &3}

A Q1 FF A Bokel QoA 4T R 1

RSP QATES PASLA B0} 2212 A T8 B9l AR TEE
NAO, bt OAG)] BERAEAAAEL BE ¥ % mw

1. SSVAAHKERD) ) HaASgo] T
o2 By L JIE AT

AulRshe AR QAN T S R

SHok aisiel FEIEE & AFYoLIA Wi Flsh 224 W)

ko 2 $45T Ak oled AT B

el AR EE]- 7 3} R §F A o] 2l (results-oriented) 2 54 Q)+ (accountable) %

N2 ALY S4e T 9w, FEH 02 PRo| dlqulin) 2 T

711517 1 THBass & Lemmon 1988, Buttery 1993, Glynn 1985, Pollit et al. 1999,
Mascarenhas & Turley 1990, Normanton 1996, 4132 2008, West & Berman 2003).
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olg 3t Ko Ao A NI gl Fo| =3} A A, w575 FB A A,
=A% 5ol g e BA Hulo] A, WiFFoe] gy T BE AN EYRlo]
At A 22 Ao A Aol 2 Avhar At webA o] g A
=9 si2S 98l ok AAd ATk Ao BE A B ARl A
5 Gk A2 =& LT AAE S5 Hrkske 9= AAA FA o
I AT AR, Yot 4 w2 AN BREVFAT a4 EHd

UnE PG o) o ZHR FEHAY FEE ATA A7 M= ot HT T F
Arbe A Fxd 52 sidste] Ao Ay gl él% aFshe ARl
ol 7)ol FFZEAF ZHA| o] AwE F L7} A= 7S sHA ZETE 12d =
7o AL FAdsHA Ha 11 A3 g Ko 43 gl @. < 7|hetA] et At
o] g E Bre 7He Aol At o]l A FT} olAl= T ALY AIE S
sk Befsh= AAE Pt 7HEE ol w7k ok

- o7 &

2L ATEAAA O B ATE Akl 3 Hopol

o] A EA A A e Aol wls) AT o2 B ol w

Wb FEEAS AHSHAAR FEA oS JYshed Baw

A 7 L AT Aut FFROkNA = AAS A A th o 2
T A
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—

o

dl,
mlq%aq%@ﬂ%TAgii:wdﬁﬁﬂ@@mm@ﬂ@ﬂaﬂ%
g 7oz Aot AR te A A7 2 oA % Al

FEEORIN 454 BYL PHoT ATHT i@ FASEE de

Lancer Julnes & Holzer(2001)9]] ©] & McDavid & Hawthorn(2006)¢] tHE A A H], 1%
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& HZH AEge) WA N Be) S AL RPOE FoH Y /14H 2
(rational and technical model) 3} A XA @ 3} & (political and cultural model) 5

b FHskT gk

4
A Gno] FHE TERYOR A, AN YR, BE AWE 47 58 Fa
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< M= 2 FEFE VA= WA olsid, 94 olsi R, IE3te] BA
oA A= fdea T2 AHE MR olHT BAAH HIol sl
Morgan(1997)2 B3 274 < okal =Hl, AA A A (ens) 2 354 2
HYAA Aroll A AR, Aot @3, s 5o 245 BA 2 Aol g

o). ols} ohge] AEA AHEA B BAAA 57 QAN 571, BE B
of e¥(eapacin) & AT DA AFEo] B H 1 1) H = T meojojof 3
& 7P

o2 o) 5L ASHAA ] A, HA D B Foll golH Tl
9 71eH 223 ZAA R BahA aas v o8] §ere Witk Fxs)
NEol Zldishe el 53 3N H 2 B3 8A5S ek

2) dztef dof A 71E J|ate| dntEAAlof et ZHE A o

TR AASAAA L I AA ] Lo oF st A4 2l ik
= AIE Foo® st Ao gl 7EA HZ ATEolA B E
715 @k B S-S o) o)) 18 ¥ 3 9l A PH(performance)ol] T 3 U E 2] A
T332 4 (public accountability),

= 533
Z I (results or outcomes), & I}AJ (effectiveness), 274l Th3F A] Y (customer service),



E A (efficiency), A} ¥ & (resource allocation) S 0.2 FA| 471X AE=E A2

AR, BIE T EA (efficiency) O & H = A|Z}O0 & o] AHSA W I SHA
Ho) kel ek 71 eoff HaL s FxEa e B ] S8 FEE
o] tH(Tomskins 1987, Hood & Jackson 1991, Rosen 1993, Popovich 1998 %). o] £2] =
A BEedEe Agzdd v 159 432 BT + e A4

(bottom-line) o] F-A|3}a1 o] = sl Hef 2 A th(ever)7} 2 A H =] 1AL <
£ £9] Hood & Jackson(1991)0] =25 B A A = A 1) 7)1 S (administrative control
mechanism)ol] FAFHY] 1R A BH L FREA SEAL ASHE
ol Atk= Aolth 11 o] A% FAEE $EAS X-5EA Xeefficiency) 2 &
¥ (input)& AFE(outpu) Z A SHsl= 22 Y2 sEL S el A= A 2 A

o] 3E A (target) S A I} (outcome) 7} o} e} ArS(output)ol] EH S| A F o) KTk

S, A7HE BEARA 9 T4, Arhoucomey W EFH T i
n 2001, Molen et al. 2001, Flinders 2001 %5). ©] &2]

| o] T3l <] (input) 2 74 (process

b x2lo] GAIE 7| 2 o] =3 A ¥ (outcomes) =
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AR, A S ZZ7R) 9] A (creating public value) 9} A} o] &1 2 3-8 (retain
and utility of resources) © & W= Ag-F0]t} Moore(1995)0]] W2 W, F-FAIH] ==
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Sk o abd Ao B2 98-S T A Foh= Aotk
A, A& 7 o)) t)$F A B] 2 (customer service) 2 HiE ATER o] 59 3
x4 l

o] Al2] - A (timeliness), 4 T-A (accessibility), B =2 (quality) 5

2 gL AAT} o) 2ot FEo2 o] FO A AL Y=ol th’t B

ol A =23 ARt g Eokol| A o] AASAHAA A thek 24 A<l ATl A
=&5 813 9 714 2§ (rational and technical model) 3} A 2] 2] 9l 23512 51
& (political and cultural model)-& AJ 7}2] A o] 8l 7|&S - o & 31 /|E A A A
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o} ZE7A) A TS A

TEUAY] AAA RS dte] o2 A (Burnaby & Fountain
1994; Davies & Warman 1998; Streib & Poister 1999; Tucker 2002; Propper & Wilson
2003; McDavid & Hawthorn 2006 S)0l] 23l & ZHA FAA 755 12
AR FFAHOE FAEL = IASE Lot v 2o
AR, S AAH dHS4e Fol AA2A ] 3 HE ZA 8
H FEAA T ARl s AR Sl 7 71
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FEARD 5 A FHa Aol He R AR B AN FolAM 9
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3 ABEE0S 1)) BEw ] 4D A Bk 718 planning B Ate] 223
(otganizing)-7FAFS] F 7] 8Hmotivating)-ZHAFA I} 2] A A ZX] (controlling) E}= 4t IHS AXl
ot olw) 7182 87| AAH A G S 7Nt e 2 A Ee vidE A8, N Ak A
A E 93 A BA 8 2 HAA A E S Bt 223 7] 8 sl A ZARE 913 2AE
(-3 9, 7 v, FRR)E TSk 3ol B715het A=A, oUIALE A A



7198 Aoz Bt A g oz gre] 7]53 =0l AfE o &AL A3
S N2 w5249 s, =07 B, Fuf 2, 155l 8y T
oz i o e G| Ao kel 71odsiAl E Aot

A 27] 27 A Q) o8 ATgo] w o) ¥l
U Qrell A =01 3 Ak BB Roke] AT HAA Y o £HQ A o)l A
£ 9l Ao nejun

A A, Normanton(1996) 3} Pollitt et al.(1999)-2 &l v}&}o) ] FF A F+(&H
BAANT D ARNBAAN T BFHRA public accountabilit) & W 1 585
RE f30) FELARTANA $AUH 02 AEoupuy FHE A4 1L

b Ao AHoutcome) ZH-E WAks] Y=d t< @) of svta =4

s
f2orr o R
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% (outcome measure) 7} = Q 3}

g o, 53] FBRAITE
FHEE Aza)A B0 BT AR WA, HEHEE TEIAT L 1
270 FAFHE AABE L HYL T ANEE DAY S AFHE 2

E 2 -
58 245 M 2 /)2 S s, ARHEE A AR A BEe)
Bro] 2HT AEE SR A% U /)2 S Jv)she A0 FRIAGT

AZAE AAse A wataL, AR zA T AP ol met A2 8T4(F, A Az
ol A 359} Sl AR A o] A, A e EF 5o 27 A 5o &7 A
TH, 1 EE A ) E ARSI T W8-S v Ao BEgsiA "k
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FEA T B ST ARstel Bashn g AEH A
(audit experts) ¥} T1E50] AFESHE ZHAFH S (methods) 2 7] ¥ S (techniques)

E7 S mens 7} DS B 0 Eo] ZERAIITE F8 AR
B ARl T A BA A E s S A%
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Davies & Warman(1998) 3} McDavid & Hawthorn(2006) = g U2}o] &3 7AH7]
she Aol el oA FsoF & 7R 2 83 (usefulness),
(accuracy) 1 21 2]/ (credibility) © 2, Tkof FFZALZ| 7L HIHE 2 0] 1L &5
FAF " audit capacity) 7} ol 4HR-S g8l 2Aehd 129k A A o 7t
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I. £ A7HV AP0 33 TAHAILEETR)
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ZHAke] BEA td 22 199038 2 o] 2 v FA O of
n WAEA ALDete P TEAZ] TS GAOGovernment  Accountability
Office) = st 5 v id = 71 A4 & ZIAM IS Sk T 8 AAH TR
A (Petformance and Accountability Report) S E-3]] ©] 3] o} =1l of| 4] B 118} 3] =
= WA Fo=A ARkl T3 dAe] AaE defal ar lal, 2000 o] &



4 =2] NAO(National Audit Office)2} 7 t}e] OAG(Office of Auditor General of
Canada) 7t HEH A28 TE510] ATe] ZRUABES] 47he 274 3 4
7hsl 2o ot

ololl 1]39] GAO, G-9] NAO, ALITH] OAG 5 M= 2715¢] 2 317
A1 TEAe] ]3] s o] S5 gl %@4ﬂ@ﬂi LLCELEE
AES LotRa, T F3FH A Aol & =2

T 7FA

jﬂ
>

(

1. 0= GAOY| S3ZAL HatEdAAe| 7ot &

1] = 2] GAO(Government Accountability Office)+= TFS- <3 1>9} Z+o] 1990d oj
Z o) & 47FA] 99 =, Z-AE T (results), 2] 3] 127 (clients), Z 2] 2 (people), U F-
g (internal operations) -0l Al 167]&] AlFA F3 A9l A3 £EX = 74
A 79 Y AAE AL oA v A H 02 FZUADEFY 4T 27
Far g 7hs) &5 it

O[l

<H 1> 0= GAOY ST &t SUETHIH

x;igﬁ;% AR E Sl

NEH 0|9 2ei(THe: 109)
ZAMz T H|IXEA 0|2 Z=(number)
(Results) T HDARSHO| RigH H|=(%)

NZe AR HIE(%)
o3| olz|o| AF 2~(number)
(Clients) Ao EE M (timeliness) H|2(%)

NZ22 188 H|&(ratio)

£825 H|&(ratio)

x*-ﬁ‘oﬂ':”o Moot Hps H|Z(ratio)
=0l CEEN FA2EE Moot HRE H|Z(ratio)
(People) 75!% i H|Z(ratio)
xl9 =g H|&(ratio)

ZEIHO|7| H|&(ratio)

a|CiAl H| 2(ratio)
HE2Y TAIRR 2P 2B XA H|Z(ratio)

(Internal operations) | x|xtAisto| Z Xl H|-2(ratio)
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AR, A YFE stal It o]fg F=H 7B AQ a4 A
I} (results BT=+= outcomes)2] & ZA317] Y3 GAOE= AA A o] 9 (financial
benefits), WA A A ©] 2] (nonfinancial benefits), ZFAFNA7] B A F3idE Hx
(recommendations) 2] B]-&, ZIAMA 3} =5 = A 28 Ao v &S =A 3
GAOS| ZApdsle] ATES vFARE AT 24 b5a AP o)L A
Fo) Feu, ol2la AR olo| S FREALY sqol o3 YL AT AR
A S0l A o) WS} Abd o] A4, Aanlake] e, Alg 2 AgHIE 5o WA
A At ol 23k A F o) SAH] fls GAOS] FAtdd e 54 7
7] e

J

g 2
AFA I D A9 Y] DA S 7 B3 RaAE AT At GAOE 28
7 E ZAE g e v H ol oL vAIFA Q] o]e)S 7| F3t=t], o] H & H]
AARA o] &L HH ] & FAE HEA 7], IHlol| O U2 FFA N 2=E A
35tH, A4Ag ] P E ST GAOS] A g3 T2 RE | AL
arol] Tk ZrAMT 7] 2] WS-l Al A sttt 4 2-0] GAOE 474 43 ol A
713k ZAAFA LS 0] ZRAF AR AR oA ARl JBE v &S FEHTOEHN
AR AT, &G ® AH 2o tidE FEFARY] A3 AT B3 GAOE=

b

D
>

i
£
N

[2b= = 22 dae] BlEg 528kt A28 A O2E
o] &3] gl ZAh A AR dNA HBEAe wl HIAZE ol & AHEA

0)2) & 7ol A FahH= 2 & THTHGAO, 2011).

4, GAOE A2le] BELA} &8l nAo)Al Ak & AUk w YeAS
AA3l7] g8 o|go] Aesle TILAATE] Ao B A meliness) & BE
o5 2H37t AL fa) BAR ¢ 27 158 ZHT GAOE
ol )5 918 A= Al Huo] Bas Aues A7) 98 s WY
o) dlole YH(l. ZF ol R Ao AU A, nA 0z A o5 o] o7
524 5ol 9| ZFTHGAO, 2009).

AR, GAOE w—r—mm Q72 ATk $ia) TED] FAHAS drpy

B FA5D BASHD QA 283 25 vkt B Y, A9, B8, fEd

il

lo
ﬂHNv

ol
[o

fo

-

rok

12 —l>

EAE W) 93T 2esked GAOE 18 JEERS
o) 2H N2 e TEES ZAe T, AUAY vl FAAL e vl gaH 5
SH S 2, 100%e] N FE T2 FFOHE 2AEE 0§ Asho
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2+l B RB2), A 7
ZAE A2 37871 Sesket A4S shm A o] BRI E BEA

o] A2 Z=A3}a QTHGAO, 2009).

oL GAOL MU E 4744 Jel A 16709 HEE Bg3te] FFAAE A4
8 243 Q. ol F 98] A=A MUE BEAE A T, FIEA
o) 43E FHske] BEAE DS B o] o} 1A B o] ol ek B4
& AESa Utk AT} GAOE AntEEA o] SAEE Bl ARl Al Fs
o IE 2ag NS ASstel X B4L 98 8 AU gt
(GAO, 2009).

2. &= NAOQ| SIZAL duEHAAQ T+t S2

o
2=
o], NAO+= A &< (tesource inputs), 4AFZ(outputs), A I}(outcomes) 5 37 9
A & ARAEE TS 239 T IA L3 A sIE vid =
FBUA) AHEEA T $5A717] 918 ek ok

FEZ FAH = Adn &3 AAA LS A% dyn &<
2H02 FTUAE VAL 298 A4 EYGapune] 554
2R o5 93] ZALD s} O3 BT A Ak 2%, 27
B(E, R, A AR, ZITAIA, ARV FE, S 9 g )l
Z 4 3%, A 373 A (value-for-money audit: VEM audit) ol A & & 2%, 18] 31 A F-7
Aol A 2 4= 1%9] A AE vid AAEFA 2 AT §, A% Dol ZF Zofd

2l

u) g3} 1) $8 7he] =8 2 IATHNAO, 2011),

~



94 TEEsAT M18d H15(2012)

<H 2> B= NAO2 ST LA SUET M

ZEARA T}
x4D50 |Oo 5 YAFYIE = EXCLQ|
NI LA ABElE AHHIE2| SEF(efficency) 7HH | HIE(%)
(resource inputs) | ZUAIRIS 93t B2HIZOl S 4 =)
ZAFEE0| ZIARE R |Z0| Bski=X|o]| Cst S&Ixo|
ﬂ'g(outputs): ;-szao | (=] |'EE | 0“ T EH A |01| H =k 7|‘(Y€S EEE _?_(no)
= O
LAl 22 % o
opustgol ag | ZE ¥ AHY Hoj| eYE HRaAEIA H12(%)
OflH|Z=AF = 970E Lo 2HEEl= GaZAVM) 21A | HIE(%)
Al WYY 21t IR E(CHY] BT
47 ZEACHARZ |2bo| AT 7HA H|S(©
il Satel binpEE |2 toi 7|20 gt 74 |2(%)
(outcomes) a1} ZEAICH AL 7| 2HO| 2B M (accountability) HI2®%)
It £ M =

A, NAOE 4 (ouput) ZH 9] TBLALTE 74 §2) TR T} 3
_]
O

ANATAEZ] Al
& Ax T4aMg A ] A HE B Q] Hl&S FA3la, HWW(VFI\MW”
S H|ZALS] SIS ZHE] 7E Hol| 3= AARR A H &S FASHH,

% FFUAEF x,j—:%az BAEA7 2o FHAYEAE BIFHHNAO,
2011).

AR, NAOE A ourcome) 9] FEHAATE ZAbe] AR Exhs} ul
AR Gz TR 24T YTk WA, 7 A7 R FFAM
Ajake] W) §-a 92 s 7]
M 2AE F DA A

__&

S)ol driIAIE Alrteet. 3 20093 RE = 384 g
A7) Yl M2 AL E ARG AL =, IS F3HA] R
2 Qs A7 d M A E 224433 Bl 33 AR A SEHlE I A

Z12holl M 718 A T4 8 Frd 4 of 10| CHNAO, 2009)

NI} e FFAAEHALEL Bate] NAOE 201046 A 20113744 4
AR ATEA A QS B AN Y A7 AT BARTA Y WL T5%o)
7R Zol &3Th ER 2L 713} B AL AAL(F HELTE A

o2 WgshA owH HRAA o) AR 1L of 8ol 3
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ol s st T Aol Atk ATkl A AAHVEM) o] 971 f eHdolgt= &%
£ 2A45t7] AAste] Al g 378 H E(process review) & A A Sko] B Q7F A 7H] oF
S Fol= S A &Hom FHata ¢tk EF NAOE 2011 d ol A 2012\ 7}
A o] A AE7]Z ol AHALES T o) FUSHA Bl ALY FF3HAA T

Mt T & A M EkS 2|42 0 2 R Skal 9L THNAO, 2011).
3. FHLICH OAGS| ZZZAF MUEMF A Q| A1} EX

Fh U the] OAG(Canada’s Office of the Auditor General)+= vj\d 37}4] ZHAMF-8 =,
ARREA ) ' AL T, AR 5 T RRe] ] ol iR A -zt
AL 28]3 F71 ol tigk S Ao A A A o= vk 1507114 IS
Aot AR AR ES o8] AZT3} FAo] 371 8ol 1) A0S
AT YTk OAGE o] &) & FFUALY] AN A}E =
st < 3t 2], SN AR, SASA 5 YAV Dk
(audit impact) @} Z 2 #-2] (organizational management)Th= 2714 &

9 3B A S ] AP THE 28T

WA, A T2 A AL E I audit impact) B S 371 18] OAGE 479
Aol HEUR HAAREE o] 4452 ATk AL ERA AR
A o] Fa AHEAR] 2|3 Y3 S0l A o]l FAste AEE 27HA] A=
# ZA313 g1, 3 OAGol Al A el ML E 245t fl U8 el 7
43 9 24879 +8 2Asks BA, 23] 91930 o5 AED = AL
& itk o8/ BATLAE B UATIA DA 28 24 4 2k
7} %2 ALgAE A #7171 B
119] AEE SAst=t, AZLEAE 93 9¥9E0°] OAG
PRIAE 53 5ol A 49 2] B w95 EE Fo sk 2
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e}
3ol 9% 0] OAGE] ZAATE “o] S5 =

o

e s
™~

D

ki

HU

>

lj\l

>

iy,

>
=
ox
N
rd
ol
1
4
2
ek



9% "EFT M18d H15(2012)

<H 3> LTI OAGS] BT &AL SU=STHI

FAFAL FAFAL
AN o AN E
Hzo| g (BHES =8
ZAMETMO| =0 ARRXPF 2| 2%lel 383 9 219 5
AP0l 2Hofsts H=(extent) | o|3|of ofsff HEL|= ZHALC| HI-S(%)
TAHELS| o ABXIOA 7t ZAIEMO| THX/F8dE 2Hste 2= ¢
JAbE T XE 205t= H AO| H|&(%)
(audit impact) | BAEIZE  ZAMTHEZ O | ZAHEDMO| TH)/788S AIEdle BFFM
7HE Ro5ts He % 3718 neez|E HE(%)
UAHADe| FQ ARBA W &
AMTHa7[20] ZALEEO| B | ZARALNZE FBAE[ALL n2qE H|S(%)
Cly=s)-
- A== AZDIHK| s 9E Ot To)| 2A4E
A=E AlZh SOOI B O a0 big ()
M ZATE 2HeElE EE
Ol AHAQLHOIN b E ZARC| HIE(%)
LALEOMOl  HFRE sk URZEE
(internal review)Q| H|&(%)
ZAel MElY FHE
EE 2 gAE H2H 71EE Eias BEske 9
=T B HE(external review)2| H|-E(%
(organizational = mI10|AtO| QIEt Ot AIRtOoZ TS
management) EAGEO HA0|Ao| st Okt XZoz s}
= Aof HIE((%)
OAG Z=XXH7} =Z=Zetorst| 2Rt AoeEE ERSta AUs #2FQ| H
(respectful) ZIMS Hlasts AU| E(%)
EXlo| Y= xel 5 oy TOjR, UFD, 240150 g
(%)
DA EQI=0| HIE(%)

LB 20 5
o] F8 AR g ZhAk
39 %

4>
oo
i,
2
N
ot
i
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o
o
_,>L

£ 3THOAG, 2010).
T3 OAGE %2 32 (organizational management) 78 9] ZHAMAL 35 =A 517

3l 3709 A =ot 2=l *éTJer E%% ZEaste] ARESkaL Utk A1H =2 A
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SIth B0l AL AHE 11917 $1she] OAGE U|H-EA] Al s o] 3}
U2 AR #E] A 2~ Bl (quality management system: QMS)S 24511
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<H 4> 3= STEHAL SUSTHA Hlu

D AZEALA T
% =4 I rérg%t 0j29| GAO g=o| NAO 7HLITte] OAG
N Z4 J—_||.
2aps) (outcome) © © ©
CE }
A =
A =
HAILHS) (output) © © ©
A3t
A
ol & A Xt (outcome) © ©
(Z2/AFHE Tt X|3) ME
(output) © . ©
A J—_||.
ZAIHEYA (ou’iome) v Y !
GHU-3H ZAREMA
of Z4y/ER/ES) -= v v v
(output)
21t
ZEAt 2k (outcome) © “ ©
(HZArRIZEar ZEAHEH
2o| mes/pa /gy ME
(output) © A ©

O SIHER o) 1of, A HIHEZ DefsiLt ATHRORE o, V: Aoz g

o] A A Bl Aol mA|= Aol tigh S o] Al =2 o2 7 83] A7

Ao Z 71thsf £t

2= H=9] GAO, 9=2] NAO, 7iuthe] OAG -5 37)= 3 a4A|

TELAL) FEE AR, 03] B PR 5 ol BAAS T A

A 824 Z4zho) 9ol A] A A o] 2 AT E vl =435}

2 SR Utk 1 F i A o 2 AUtk OAGH E37

HEFAE B FAF R At e T = 2 I

I8t AASE ZAIA 2L THEsa 9o
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A7 s Al the Al A A =se AREStaL T o & S0, Wt
TAE GA ol ZHALE SR oF ok AAE A A AP & AFH o=
A8tk e, ol AR A ol BAAY 23] g ARANA F&8AS AE3t
A sl Bad 2XE AW Ve e wolv e e e st £E 4
A AtE= o] AFH == ARS8l

=4, Bt O T8¢ e Al AT E 25T AECAM Yot B &
Aol HF FHANA ZALe] AF(outcome) ZH-E Z3FaL JYTH= Zlo|th oA
< HuAr]TEol 93], A 9 FHlelAl ZARH-E H A el tisiA A
A &4l AHE ?71 ~?4‘<‘SH ZW—‘%O] T AL A w4

0

B il
= dE(mternal review) = B2 9 E A E 710 93 91
sk} ZhALY] A 2HeE A H A S

Il Aol REZAA & TE st Autstal )l ol & 0, 52 NAO= A
AR LA 0] ZQF GA | A HE 27 S o HEE AL e B EolH,
"o D8 29 920 1A T DF o] FEH 7 Hpeer review) = 9] 5)
sla ot

AR, 1 A DG AN TS TR HE) A% S0 B AnE &
Ast7] sl FL OHBAAEE, AFE D 23)) 3l w5 ZA(satisfaction
urvey) & B4 0 2 a3 AT A E Sol, v]E GAOL AAH ] TADE

A ] o] (client feedback sutvey), G= NAO+= ZH A ¢l ALHE 7| o] 93 S F=

L

=

7] E (external review

AL ZAUTE OAGE 2] 3] 5l o] 3] 9l Soll that Aulo] & A A skaL ot

vhA|sto 2, kel FEHALe] ATHE mYs] §iste] AT A TR
& BE A S0] £ 2Ake) IS, AR TARE FH3te] A4
o) W8-¢ FH5kn RUESY A, 7 A weF BAA T £45A e
AS7h BARE 1 o) 7k A BANA AT T BAAA oh®
OE oA E B4ste I UlE= 8714 0.2 wRloA Balshy] 9] A&
A4 1.3 4] (status report) & 24 BT ATh ool T Lholrk ZhAkTl 7] BE o] ZhA}
ge! ol A}

115 A5 02 83l Qs =X & FHshA S 35h7] flstd G714
Z¥ Ak (follow-up audit) & ) A A 0. &2 2 A 3}a1 9t
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V. = gAY SS3A U458 o) oigt 1Y

St 9] H A = AR (Boatd of Audit and Inspection of Korea: BAT) © &
AW 1963 d 9] ZAFIRBAL Acpoll oJs) dYH o] WM omes o I3
(National Assembly of Korea)o] EA|E W& EH 7| Fro|th AN PA A o2 =

5ol S3te] Y] B AN ol whek g7 ol FUW Y B Fht

¢

2 7FsH I Ak 53], vl=9] 1921 = o 4F3] A o] GAOA] Fjka F-{ 3k
AT, 196313 o] AR 2 AR ol o] Fg 2ol lo] e A 2 Ao
ek 2=AL AL AFAE 52 T3 st 22F Q] de Fofska 9l
Tk o] 213k | A 7okl AA Z4=r2] AL FEAE, S A E 2
AR, B3, 7|1 A AR S 7S T A stE A S Sl A
FAANES A, A3 AE SR AL S 3 AARIF-E vid =35t
a9k el AL B i) A Bl A 3 Tl Sl AR A
< BASL A S R TIE B BEr g AASE ARLTE B2
AAA AR IA S st A o2 (e 23 M) =39} thFH oA Hars)

olel ¥ B ZAe] Fo ATL SN AY D TFHE| U 4iwee
& % Utk 2% 80 AU E BRI 53], 497 Ah(performance audit) 9}
A 7k 7)ol WAL Y AARTAY HA 7SS THT L AT )
EAQ) FREolth 5, 1990dt) Fukel £ AHLAE B3 33 AH D Aol
AR, 584, Eao) w18 2 el QA O TE 24 Y B
3haL 9).om, 2009 R E = AR 5 FF7 ol oJ3) A FH AR et
R NS B AR EAE DA LA F T YA D YA gl
2904 2 AL AFFE 5 FERL) AHE Ao Relsa Yok
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d IFE At of 3tk o714 JAARE = 7h AAR DA, RFAT 52
£ AAkste] 3ol AA S 718 sk Aol AR EE AT 5o Aok
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Sol 1sha i AFH FFAA AASFAA ] T3 AR o] s
© EFE pzolth ATh ol @ B ZAA Y AL YR o 7]
#eld Fpow 54 2 AYHWA 1SS BeA 33 2 thEHe 27}
& A9E Astas DNFReIA FAHD YA 2= 5 F3) A2 olx
55 Q) - W ek S

kel HiAA Aol oL B E 2] S0l 7IUshs A2 g AR 2 A

off thdk A 71 8¢ RE-g-& AA A 2 -

3L 2 o7k oyl A7 A=A ol tid &

=) ot} webA 18 d 8-S TS AR A B 7 A (status report) S

A srom, w3 ALH o) AT AL

Alfollow-up audit) &= A7) H O &2 4=
AFRA A ARF7Ve] AAA Pl A 5] FERAe] 43

9 Pelekn et b B B B0l shvolt tzthl, 23]

o e te 2 FEIARE thate] el 24 A
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At A =9] 37 F A (feedback survey) = A A 312 b= Al A o] Th
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=
O
O
u\l

PHASER) o) PSP SY FUR ¥

¥ (normative/conceptual model)

=
al
i)
l-n

oAl & BHFH S AR HA RS Aol kA 123 Y
A &2 A"ste A4 801l “TeAAte] AASA ol d S T e At
o] AR (F, AA18-24 8573 A G 2A4) & AR = AR A AT 1
o} Bt Az o] Hste Aol =EH = A= (outpuy 3 A3}
(outcome) ©] 27}A] ol thste] P A= gl A5 At IASS 7|EL

=2 it =, =53] 8l AT T ol dAIAREC] 7Sk A ] ¢

94 AEE 248} T (measuring) 3 7}SHE @ssessing) 3 9)7 % A 2] 8} 1A} ?m ol
23t A o= ThA] T, Z27IALe] A F=A o) shute] FH o Z A 2
kel o] oj@A WWE T YEA, o= el A 2

2 Rol 1 QlEA, 18T o ol A FELA 5ol A o
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