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TSRS AR ks |
2% H3° et AHIZA:

o 3% L A 32 BINE FHCE

Z2ZH| 2REHEE Mo oM B2 A7 O|R0N X 22EH HIHXQ|
| (rater motivation)0j| 2t5t A= OFE SHAO|M HO| CHREOIX|X| @42 FH|O|Ch
AN ZREHEIIAEO| O O|RE Feh B2 A=E BHYE M ==
X|ot BHE HIMS7| QS0 HIKE0| QlAsH= B Hedo| ot O|RES
dESHD, O|F ENZE F=% HIMs7| R¥E HESHY ohxol SYIFASD
LIRSS LR 4SZAME HAISIILE FHEez & A7 £
3t=] Murphy and Cleveland(1991)°| HIIXIs7| 2 & (rater motivation model)
Y5 H5l0] 0| ot= SEHUSMA HESh= OfH|ZAKpilot study)E Sl sig 2
ol EfFdE FHSIRACE & A7 A= oY ZYO| oh=o| SLFEL XX
CHA|Ol| A~%E SFASA o= B EFEHE0| n, EF| Hedo
P LAl §=Che AMEE EQls Fn ot & A7 olzfst 4

IS EOZ FHH golot gfe Bt MAH A7 WES MASHUCL

Belgma el TR Fa gy b st st e 2794

o

* Florida State Universityol} 4] 3198} ubAj8kel 2 255}, @A) BAsh 481 Al
31} -2 ok FERE), JARIA, 874797 ot} sipnpm@gmail.com)
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(petformance appraisal)o|t}. 54
B TR-ele] ksl Anrasae Hy)H0 2 Hesh Brlstel o2
2, AT A, BAolE 5o Ao 272 ARSto g a5l <l
He-8= FraloF & o7 JltkBerman et al,, 2006; 2, 2007). o] gk
A A o] A= b g AKratee) Q) 22| ] QAL 2 At
A Aol b= Bl = 7ol g g (accuracy)o] FH T F @3l
gy = B BN A Al AR} AR-E
Wetal, 3 22l Qlotr = SukE At AbEste] Asfjof whe
HEEH QAL E 2HE § o, Aoe ZRAAHHY Pt o] fold &
Aol el #e] o] T8 FA7} Ha et FH+
AR Bd A7Ee 1970 o] 3 E g AlesdelE
(NPM)of|A] sl A2 e (Pay-for-performance) o] & So A=
AFE A3 2FBEAEE /N ek $H& FaL drhPerry et al, 2009).
w)=o] 74, 217k 1978\ =754 7) 8w (Civil Service Reform Act)of]
e AJFFF A = (Pay-for-performance)of] theh A77F F5 o F-
F A7-Eoke 29 344 (fairness) =8 12 (Mihm, 2003; Underhill
and Oman, 2007), ZX-HFAA7}o]| 3+ wkE% (satsfaction)(Tiefer, 2008;
Bowman, 2010), FR ZAx}e} B A 0}e] 37| Perry et al,, 1989), Az HAA =
] 7§’d(Bowman, 2010) 5] Sle}. o]2f3t AFEL TFAA B B,
B7h ot g 2 ste] ol e, U e A Al thEk 7 14
I kg, A Al 75 59 o F2 7|EY AAFAEE AvE o g JEA
o)A Z3l A= 2 7}t Bowman, 2010; Park and Betry, 2013; Perry et al.,
2009).

Fefuetelxs, 190d % o] $30E] T3 8410 dFax AlgEde]
of 7[ukgk g3t A eE Al sk v (317, 2012), FA) a19] -t
B-dolAle AFEHE A deAE, E s doldle 43 A8AE,
4rolsl T-dolrle S8AIE o g A3 dds Al &L

(AR, 2010). o3t a7 Almsl e A

7 7} 2} (petformance rater) ZA] FE|x}=

o,
X
o

Ho

¢

F
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2 (AR - g g, 2007), 2R H A o) 3748 (RS, 2006, 274 %, 2012),

%)
M@z A3 7t Alag -5 g A Al vk (o], 201) 5o Al

FTHEE o] FoA sirt. e Peuetel M v=e] BeAl |, thaEe] A
PATE2 A= e F-le] AubAQl v vl Alee] i 3
ARl 39l 23R B 571 -oe] H2 EAgshA] RahaL Slo= B4 3
7He e AL glek(els= 43, 2011)

ZHEARG A i3] 015 71E AFE F A F8F A Hola rk
A, S84 7pAke] AR g0l tig aLerh RSl V1€ e
o 2EEE B AR TR AR 5 dEAl FE s
A, 2 o) BA S vheteal dh Ag Bl glof B,
=57, BV A BAAE e Q1A% vk S8 T2 2ARFITE

b FridRES AA 7k AR D0l Badt 7 el
9] o) (intention)} Z|5-2.4] o] Hol] )k 7] (motivador)i= s o}
% vRolA|A) b FAlTh 2R AH G0l WAl F4H el rolw
AP IS FER BT 2U5 B A ASS B
= o] age) FEA % sel Be T ul, WAl o g s
71l g A2 B3l B AG=(HE Wk AL A A7l
F9 A4 712 shubela & 4= 9tBerman et al., 2006; Levine et al., 1990).
S, 25740 B4 849 2 ccancy)o] o7} BARNIAE 5
o2 FAHJTE= Holoh T BATHE AL BN Tr-dEAA A
2 QB R Bal £ B 497 e, MR AES thako 2 welo)



= 2R A (o] ofmal o] f2 Joke S =T B
S HeAlok #HE 57] 853 FrRRE] lAshs HAH el Al
gt 2 A7 v 22 wA R welE R A,

HARe] Aego] BAH F1E ATl U £ PRE §
7oA JREkE H71x}s 7] B8 (rater motivation model)S A7)3}FaL
Bz @A) Re s @xgAERel A7EA
(self-evaluated) %8t Sl sl =l gtk AA), 7|& F7hAke7] B8& I
netid 4 294 748 dltez g o)z}

=
o
i
1o
i
ol
o
&
24
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41
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o3
il

-

3L o] & g FRUES
(pilot study) & F3f 1 BFF/3ES Ao 2N &5 B e 2y o 7 7}
LAS gk} npA|eko 2 Tr/x} ] i7gxﬂ T2 VA e TSR A
AR GA| 25 FFA F7EAEE 7ol AR A O gk As Bl A4

o). a7)elis 5 714 24o) Sl

PR A mEoA AL AL shelabe Aok The 3
Ui 7k 712 FaEe] AERel eitel 34 wlste] Jrhow i
HA2 WS o) & A ol (PAE- RS A S, 2004 A, 2003; 7
W 098], 2005 0AF, 2012), 2R el Bt Btste] s A

WETAE <o) F Ao o P02 YehA|] o5 Felste]

F7HARE7] ol theke] =dh7]oll 4 71 SAbee] SF-EA 26l
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Feo 2 shar 911, Landy and Farr(1980)
7F Hx2 H7EAke] AR (cognitive process) of] #7E o] 25 A AJSHHA] -
B wd A7 AXA FAZE BTl BRI (rater cognitive
process) © 2 o| =3} r}(Fertis et al., 1994). Landy and Farr (1980)= Z7}A} 7§
Aol Asshe TFHAEFA oY =77t & A, o]2fd A7t B
THe Folshe ARl 7o) dFE PIAA] 7] vl 7RA} o <l
ARHE AA HAES d=s=A AR Aol ¥ Snt=nial 8kl 3
AAANY ATES FALE FAHS FrEAke] A7t opd AdFe QA5 Y
HZ0 2 Qldl 9 F(rater error) 2 H T Wang et al,, 2010). &l & o], £33}
(halo effect)= “shto] 7} @47 SR# o Hrhd 49, b Wrtess
BT S A R ke @77 (o4, 2013: 382)%1d], 1A Aol &
oM AP ol= Hrate] 5ol ofue} HATA M dojuf= oFd
Aolek. 19805 o % 443 HAFA B3 ATZE ) T 744 79
31 9lek. AR B Ao 347 Gtol thg At A A7k B
4 BuA e ol o DA WFE=A G, BAe He] 7)ol memory)
o] 7o ok L vl A7} ArkBrets et al, 1992). o] gk ATES]
FARE TTH7Y BAAA A Y @FE o] opd e <A T
FEo = 7HEE H(Wang et al, 2010), A Z2jo] opd <192 g
(laboratory setting) o4 e] AZEZA} o]|F o]zl HMurphy and Cleveland,
1995), PAFGAo|A ] A}3]& AF3hsocial context)E F-AJ8F #(Ferris, et al.,
1994) -5-o] A2 = At

BADAAGT Hls27t A7)0l B7pa} Fd(rater training) ATET 79
g o] Hrkake] o Ao} gt e Fetal s lek I WA & o

= B7HARE0l WAGH, FAHET, o] Aol e FHe wow 3

g

b=
tlo o o,
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44 9.57F 428 B 5 9Irkar BgtekDecotis and Petit, 1978). 22-e] 7}
A ZH B 7S (Bernardin and Buckley, 1981; Roch et al., 2011)-& 7}A}9]
F7]5eRe el FRRE A AR AT 153
B2, AR A7 AR B A 2 5 sl B oJes
A 0 2 Th= 7] eFghrh(Bretz et al., 1992).

flot 22 71E AT-EolA Bystaat tiFd d7Ee AT Bt
2] 7HR1H F717F EA S 5 Q7] wheell R e BAS B vy 5
FEHUE i) oed dve Hekrk(Wang, et al, 2010). o]5 A7+ F
2 Al oJal|A] o] Foix o, H7pal A (rater accountability) ¥} 33
475 8499) B7(Mero and Motowidlo, 1995), 7bahe] 2= 714 Hoje
YA o] A (Fried, Levi, Ben-David, and Tiegs, 1999), 3 7}2} & (rater team) 2]
EA} WA HHE7 o 1A= 39 GaHRoch, 2007) 5§ F2 TRl
o]F% Tl ol B0l thE d7Eol &sA| o] Fol MRt 1
AR B3k EAgc Jriapt = Ao 7 o] ARE o= 5 Qe ol
12} 1A, QIVEA A, Feb ] A4 5 T S
|, thebro] J7ia 571 84 72 W7 7Hd 5 3le o2 &

S5 B AFekA AL AR T Fr]ajleRs B A
& A5l sF¢dth Murphy and Cleveland (1991, 1995)9} Hartis (1994) =
2] saprte] vre] kA §71891S 23 S Y (comprehensive
model) E-& AA|5}gT) £3] Murphy and Cleveland o] 3712)1%7| 282 thok
571 880e AAX R Aeet e 2 BY S AXSHL §lo], & A7l
Mz olE F=ATEA Y] FrAEdd A8 o 2N I edAde BRlstaat
gt} Harris (1994)9] 73 714} 57128 S AAeF o o] 571 24
o] A PR 7 Aol o' FFE MAIEAE TAIH LR MEstA
2l T8 F71a]lEo] HA e KE Al 7 S vRvat R

W2 FUTL BeeA ghol 3 Aol 2§ thgol wAls et
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2. 2 719 EME: Murphy and Cleveland 2 BIIXIS7|ZE

THAAEA L A ] Bt s T AR ke shuetal &
ActBerman et al,, 2000). 1222 Friake] FHE7 = AF] AR &
g 93 HAEI|E £7]9 AHE(level of motivation)of] J3FS F= E7| g0l

2} & %= 9it} Vioom(1964) o] 7]t o]
ol W21 24 Yl 7§l =l g BAAS wg 7ol 55 U
72 GAl8] s "naL gt o] =elE HEAIARH, Qi-oll gk
=S ITP7IE Aol &89 FAA A3k 7HAE AR o idErhd il

(factors of motivation)S-2 o] F0] 2] Z o]

<& 1> Murphy and Cleveland (1991)2] BI1Xt T7|2%

oo BE O 2
(Rewards for accurate rating)

Here Z2EHO) (et £
{Motivation to rate accurately)
BAS HEue 3E T
(Probability of receiving

rewards)

daioh BEO jg o
(Rating behavior: level of
willingness to rate accurately)

TES BHoE A &9
{Negative consequences

of accurate rating)
¥

efmE Z2EYo et 57
(Motivation to distort rating)

A =2 ol "[.E

= B= 5
(Probab ity of experiencing
negative consequences)
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Murphy and Cleveland(1991) 2] 7] w2, 4atgt H7}oll thah waka sl
o] dlzi gFgolt $7l0] e 5 AN, AdAo e B A 2
2ol 3k 4 5ol Avko 24 W3k PAe] Atws Takslo] AHe Rol
ahe 220] 79] glo] thrRe] ool A HHo] 12 Fad A%

4¢ 4
oft
ol

50| ohfeh Holck thzH 0 2, el P o &
Agistel B 4 e BHE e nal o] ] A,
< A&k 22Eskete] SEdlA s dAets), el Aot
WAe 22HA S nfelo 7 B3} 2907 AJzu] =M (performance feedback)
S A Fs)oksls BHE nle- So] gltk(Murphy and Cleveland, 1991).

Murphy and Cleveland(1991)= 71245 0] &3k Aol g &2+
A} B 8 Aololn) 2EE vk T4l 24 Aol 4
g ke F9 ol gk iRkl AARZIAE Fr R IAE S
T U G ST S Hag kAol & Aol] ulolct. ke
WM = Aeet g ol thigh i eel Bido] EAskA] e o} Zol (-
3he) 7] A3k Q1744 A ok} D) PoshEAzi Aol Bk Pst
1 AR S F5 9le Ao|tf(Murphy and Cleveland, 1991). AE# 0 2,
Murphy and Cleveland (1991)+=
A& st Wrbeoel 41
(Frel BAAE B8 AARIL ) sk gk T4l 2l

Murphy and Cleveland(1991,1995)¢] ¢t HJ7iAte HA A 3kAF A3k}
e el Ann helel oxlol Wge F o Ade Ak 774
& Agom AN FaT HE A AAT R A BARL % 9]
ok AA, ol& A} dl=d 2 S FEshs o e (@E B
< Aefehs 24 w3k A o8l A 5)2 AASHIAN of ol thek A
ZAF= o} o]2017 Mo ir. o ol Atate] B ATE g T

rpr
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e
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rt rlo
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9ol 22 F7]aclE0] AN B S AUSAE okt
Murphy and Cleveland(1991)= 571217} <17kaA] a2 98] 2w

& e vk Fske, PGriaiel Grid el #A el x Hriate]
o] FAolA] Aol M Edhe AT I F-01IAE H7AE aLEgict

= sty 7l ofd o] {2 e As|E Bkl wkgsh=Al
TAH R ArgstA| eashet. o9} #ddate], Azt et} At
o] kA AAE AARE HF(audience) 0 2 1XE= AAR B
EB:]’S}E%% 7R} A EA(rater accountability)g- 7}RIthH= F4-L
2= AFEo] 9tk(Mero and Motowidlo, 1995). o] Aol tha)] & AT-oA]=
Murphy and Cleveland (1991)¢] 280 o]2]at x|zte A g ol HEAF
e TS AERAE I FTUES WS E Ao EA HrAte
é 7],%712. E‘:]' iﬁlxq _qg_ ;4_01—6].1;].,

A, Murphy and Cleveland(1991)&= A3kl AL B3 Hrix7F 9-&
= Bl tiate] =ofshas] 54, 11 5 U a9Inks AAsHT &
= o|F AL AAIGE B aQlo] o] A|g 2>
8R0S =& Ao ol Ao, = TR AES
£ 53 B} gfsl B e Ee] A=A oF-E 7l
Murphy and Cleveland(1995)= #7}x}o] 7] Q0lo] A3+ H7}3) 9| (rating
behavior)Z A Ao, A AT st 7 A}e] 2}7)H 7} (self-evaluation)

2E ST T s DAE AlEsHA] &L it ofdl| el £ A 25
277 2] geH gl thek H7Eak Q12& Aolelar, 27934 B3 ol A= 57
AEE o g AilEo] FriAtEA] Fodk JA552] Fgws) vk
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orx] ¥lgl % o] Murphy and Cleveland(1991,1995)¢] H7}x} E7| 28-S 214
{7739 o= 3 AFSHARE Foke] 2y o] A o] BFdd(validity) 3L
oluls} 715 A (eeneralizability)o] AZH o] QITh. B olpe] 7]E EAo
Murphy and Cleveland ¢] 28-S QX 135171 0|2 AA] ZATAALEA &
o2 S B Hebd FEo] B clujAbe] FEellx 3
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A7+ At} Murphy and Cleveland(1991)+= n]= skz}E0| 1L o]-g—g] ﬁé
7HA B71mE e iz R JE g o v B4 27l Bz R o
Ao opd Uk A9 (generic approach)o]] 7]H1e F E7]Ho] o] 2S ;q]/\]
i 9lo g B mPL A Helslel A FLASH) A H4E 5 e

Ao 2 Fetdt et F-Abx32o] #e]7])% (management function)Z] Z7H ol
[e]

o S
e §AYE17] wEol] Sl3h 2] 7] (management practice)o] of RE R
of 29 % glths o] v BAEe] FAo|thRainey, 2003; Rainey &
Bozeman, 2000).
2 A7 AFZA ol 9 Murphy and Clevelande] 288 743k 52 &
=0l HA g A gt 212, ZAFE], ZEAAAHA vl HA | st
o

B

=% %8 8
HA}o g o] ugﬂx} 57180158 $41 =93t} Murphy and Cleveland
(1991, 1995)o] ¥ = HoE BHEO 1S T 7lx|o|t}. A, Murphy and
Cleveland(1991)i S7F) A5 0] 213kebA) okske 137 93] e o=
& 4 ek e ANSRT 43102 Bl tlate] dEe a7 1
Aol At 57 At £ 5 Qe A nelekA etk & 7
= Murphy and Cleveland @] 3.8 ¢]] Mero and Motowidlo(1995)¢] 7} 254
ol22 HEste] BrlA WA F7] 21 F714 0 2 AA|GTh S, Murphy
and Cleveland(1995)= A 3kst HAL AAEle= HrlA e QA2 FAAEE 3

718 9] tating behavion) & BE7)¢] AzHE 2 ANYAT FHe] JaHA )e
g7EAke] Ap715 71 (self-evaluation) Q125 7¥4s}int 7Fake] A&k BA
ol thak elAe] At 7} A2lgko] Q) Aleha ek 5 9lv) W] 2 <
T+= Murphy and Cleveland¢] PR =728 o] Ay}E-L ZFE LA o] A o
Ulg B7be] Qlaj ez Sgate] AN 9 el e ksl o)
3 ApAg e okt 2.

A

1) 278Y 240 oigt o4

Murphy and Cleveland(1991)of] wp=2 ¥, tjF2 o] A2A =L ZFAX PSS
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Ao = gfjof k= FAETF AU OB vk TR Er. o] SfEdl 1=
W PSSR AR B AN 2R P8 T
o] HA| e 797t BokMdl, feluete] Aol QHA T FYrg
S AU Y ARS LR} St AR 30
el 57 Pl 240 Tae AT Sr @A 201 e
43, 2013). Webd B Q7 Seljel g3zse] BAASE Muphy and
Cleveland (1991)2] A, JF-2A o] 2EAALDHA ) Fo& QT2 Bojs)
=4 SR B TS 2EN) BE FAEE FolB5E Bt
HALTE GA3] & A2 oA =7] whitoll H7kabe] A GF-oll gt T4
3¢ 1A Aee WriAEe] dAjshe B e g (1) e daaAd 3l
o b

& ARgte] 22 TS0l AE 9 S sk, ol VEE o
Fo Z2Estolr 7§Ql e 5& TAL < = 24 7]-(control mechanism)
o] oJ&w ghch(Martin and Sichl, 1983). Q250 @ 22 Hrlajel|A] st
Ao B s B S VAT, 270l Balol vt Bl B4 %
28}7] % sFc}(Murphy and Cleveland, 1991). o]&= G2 AL vlglo 2 79l
Folurke eFol g Fashe Bel 4T A 2Awatel Akt &
2= gJCH(Yang, 2006). £AF0|H 22%5} sloH WSS 24 FHUS
o] Zs}hanmony) & §A5kA) Beie HAL Sele $718 4HG
Aot} (Yang, 2000). w}z}a] E ¢35+ Murphy and Cleveland(1991) o] F+242] &,
selfel 4Rzd WSl Aale] 24 e B4 Aelshs e}
EAlhe A0 JAEAS Pl 24 el Beldt BAE Helshs ¥
37} A4S WSl Boie BAE Bejorehs ke = Aolne B
et BAwskel Bl e d2 F0) o] #AlE Helvkar 7R



i
o
&
O%
o
rO
2
n -1m
S
:E
IS)
=
2
5
D
*
o,
rlo
N
Y
e
N
P

= &) A HJ‘ETHMFOF* 417}2}«1 «LJ} %u S TN
ThaL B9kt shAIRE TR v =)o) v 7 e whe 7= A2 ofut
Murphy and Cleveland(1991)&= #2|z}7} H7 )3 ol Al 25-HA njewe &=
o, WA o dAte] Bk Folut S Al sl|oksl -9 thdAke] #
7R L= A o) 4 2 A ENS AlEs okt o= 3
Fhabe] ekgksuess) 50 HARE-S Zol7] 9Jste] 2AHS vsulg AT
owg YrHe ddietA shele AdFol rkar Bkt ¥ A= Murphy and
Cleveland(1991) 8] o] 28 n}e o 2, AR 22 o] Pyl So| 7} thd=}ol|Al &

3t g el A ETto 2 AL F 9= o]EL

R HE&A) G 1o o dAtel v dske] FAg ]l v =S Hok
Jold &= Fae 92 g vk o] 7 7R 7Pgska A A
o 2 A A= AlEsl] HsiME AR WPt o) oAl e
szt G7EpE Qldshs BAe] e FOo #AE B Aew
7HgRiet el B Aol A YHE v =S AlEsky] flsiAs AR
& Arsfolsta e R v=wa) o] o2 () o] dAS ek
Ao g 7%

o] 2| 757) 72 o

s

o ¢

ol
ﬂF
o
H

>

=
A, o ol
_\a

I

O

4) "IIXI 2N (rater accountability)

7 A} AMEA(rater accountability)o|&t H7lx7 A28 8 LF-FHA o] B
o2y Wrhs whal o i Y-S AR RETH= A 7lsAdel o
S3}e] 7)2lo] == AFe AztE AEAo)th(Levy and Williams, 2004). 57}

A7} 2R e AN u, WA 1S Aol 27 e] (el Bl
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3y

5L 7)ol 2hrle] Aol el AP (assess) & & = OB HrIAR=
o] Zalol Bds] A7dS 22| ¥ar weba] B7iat 2

S =77 =+=1), Mero and Motowidlo(1995)&= o] A-S d£o] HAZ7| Q0o
2 HSIG & S, Friks B419] Feha o] AdH g o] Eelsitt
AT olol el T TSI, WrhAbe) Araho] 2ol Al A

AJEIA] SFkTtaL 7RIl A g == S ALefehis WA ARt

AJ(rater accountability)

O

| 2%

oEL

Murphy and Cleveland(1991)= F2 217134 o}3} ojdle] oA Hr )
AAlSo] HA ARE ojv A% S&(accept) AL 1ol ] A}t Brke 7}
A=A o] 2HS T BAE b A AToaAE A2Ho e 37
ol tato] el a7she Brael A W7k At 2R 5 e A
& AstA| ggfrt weka] 2 ¢33t Murphy and Cleveland(1991) 2] 5.8 o) A
t}E= 27t £7].8 913 Mero and Motowidlo(1995) 2] 7}a) AFA o] &
< AEle), ARz o] HriSe] 2EPA A Hole] AFate}l Hate] FR)
o tigk s o} oS 0] HA o] Avtel ths] Hol BS 5 9l
Al AABR=AE okt B7Eat A o] 4L LZH ] ARS-E AL Qe A
7hA] A sl o] # (Hochwarter, et al., 2003)2 25
ALgE) 717 A3 tiek A o] o b

o
o

mlo
.

& g3t opulsl A Beke B A )
A7} 7l A o] e ()] BAE B

m}z} a5 o»} B7}
7o = A

b) detet 27 8ol thet 2

Murphy and Cleveland(1991)= H#-A o)1 A Esl FA-& &3] FHrixprt o
2 % gl wadol dhajel 324 W} 538) 75 5 Aol £FVS A
NI, olelah 748 A 241 Al siek 2 Q1 Musphy and
Cleveland(1991)7} AA% 242 55 o) that nge] 2Fsk A=)

A, oW A2 Bk theke ERe] Bgo] EAeAE el 2RaE
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2 3 Lohuct
6) 2LBHe| HHMo| izt BIixtel oA

B A7 AAER= B ] BEdell thek 7kAte] 124 (perceived performance
rating accuracy)o|gh, HF FATH o] HeeF TFABA LS st} sk WAt
o] A2 duh} Bkedalar 9712 ekt Murphy and Cleveland(1995)= 3
ek WS AR W7k oA R FAEE 7}33%’4(raﬁﬂg behavior)
= ﬁﬂ7é57 9] éﬂ%i ANGANRE, 7R} 2bLlo] Fofgh HAGH ] Aol

el 7He < Qs oA 22 BAA Q1Ake areskA] skt WA 4 gl ol
ki3 ﬁﬂﬂ%bl 1AL 5o Bb A (validity)S A1 Mt i A=
o] HAZT O3t Aslz =Ask= 2A o] ArjA @absolute) A= HEks]
T2 7Rdolch 4, 3] S Al A= 2F SAsked 37k

FEFE WA A] F3h= e ollA] o] Fo1z] A H4(true score) & REEA] T
allof sh= WAIR A Hepel] tigk $7o] o] Folxomt FHTHO AeeE ¥

51 2= 9]2= 70|t} (Murphy and Cleveland, 1991).

HhA Ao thigt Fiake] Q12 Hrapt =rlE AR dhe s
g5 = 9l o RriRte] 247197} gk F e st 0 22| HriAf ApAlvte]
i dAbol| Al Fofst FAG o] Eelo] @gstaal Pl Y el Avpht
Fsh=A] e o Q7] whizelvh FriAles AEe 25-88S stalee

S A
V] 0054 U8 5 50 o
2 AR ALYl s 275
Pgoletn A2 S gl Aol vite] B9 WS 5 gk web

5ol e 7] A3 Q1A e thgRtel a5 gol T i gl el

t}. B ¢d9t+= Murphy and Cleveland(1991) 9] B8 oA AFEA| &-& A 9]
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B A7olN FGRA} AAA A SFLES ZANYORE g A2 A

EollA B3] B AFtellx A BriAbEs ] BEyd) i

it
rO
1>
=2
R
OO
i)

o] JriH o B AAAAE AReN7] dsHelct. FAo) )
A5-& 19959 A AL Aol el A3 9] QA o] A

Al QU o] 2R e FHAY TR $AH e vIA
]

Mg >

= Ale) A& Ao s 9l
218:2012: 36) & 7) 2 AR o]

Z1ZAR A o] 77 &

& FAIBkAL 915 W8 A AR S A
A 73 o] ol 2 A ASF AT

ffop 22 Atdle datee] AlAlS] Eu 2 A 2ol ek A
o] FAH Q14 k(71 2003), APGAA A ] QIS S A=
o] x| A (=7 48], 2005), APYApA A o] QIArAe] ol o] A
A HHQAE, 2012) F-of Sl APYARA A QAREele] 57548 2A)
A7 ATEdte 1 S o] dtt o] A3} ddste] AFf(2007) = T
T A= S A o] AR A2 o] 7Rl UA[RE A
T SAAIEE HE SLEFY QAR 718 FH A 9 & ol = FAF
ARk o HollA ATA doll 719hs & QX AR TA ] 1A T

&, A 7HS) Fol oH3] Abe] FaL qlvkar Fskelk 2 e flek 22
= .

o

1
dg

o
>
o

¢
o

oX
M
off wu Jto

oF

jud

ot
-

(mpute) S} §re] B9 B ARe} A o] TRAARAAE A
o Fghm R (BAHR, 2011 PABHR, 2013), 228 Dl F AR

o FR-UBo] of= = AR B2 old WL Hol=AE sfepstag ¢
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ol 8t 7145 (descriptive statistics)$} TAZ A= o4 A 2L
thro] ARt thgsl AR ol ohA AR F7] 2915 e] Murphy and
Cleveland (1991)2] R &8 oM A& 2 A o] A3FA o] that F7}z}e] ol Ao &
ofngh Jape vAEA AEAT FREAT} Fu Wl 270 Fi
BAE B SR 2R Aog A7 DRSS Liker 57 H=(8 194
orct, 7] ek, W, ik, vl TRrh R Sve 23kl

B Qo 2 EAge) Fa40] the 214, 2483, B/ =ue) o
) & ANFLT HA At
25747 7R el tie WA Q14e) el dieliE BEEYEA
S Bh9Ick 2T AR ARnEE B2t 2L shsle] Aleld et 2shol o)
B AgolN YRASE BRG] BT F45 (ung 2013
Sacket and Larson, 1990; Wanous et al., 1997), T} 2 StA} &5 U E}=H o %
A} A AL 5 ore Bud 24 AN ERAEE ok
e R A
Sth ZE Ik (Gardner et al, 1998). 2 AN E Bl 9 RS
& W71 A8 Ao] P stk 4R sl ARA o=

2 ANG 915 4 2GS A %TE AHEBAIL FEEGEHS AN

Eof ol ThFEsF=A](single-item measure)
)=

o

il

(ndex) 2 W2 ARSI 71EE7, test, QoG S4, ThEH AR
B g SPSS2007 STATAI.0Z 519ty ZA Ao TREA
o <; 1>3 2o
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<H 1> §EX1Y

N=122 zez2d A Z2g 58
& SHX 46 76 122
. L 38 (82.6%) 4 (71.1%) 2 (754%)
°= of 8 (17 4%) 2 (28.9%) 0 (24.6%)
m 520|At 3 (93.5%) 9 (51.3%) 2 (67.2%)
e 620|5t 3 (6.5%) 7 (48.7%) 40 (32.8)
30ty 2 (44%) 3 (3.9%) 5 (4.1%)
B 40t} 30 (65.2%) 29 (38.2%) 9 (484%)
50CH0[ A} 14 (304%) 44 (57.9%) 8 (47.5%)
nsstn Y - 5 (6.6%) 14 (11.5%)
Chsixyet =2 =& - 5 (6.6%) 6 (4.9%)
n84E e 15 (32.6%) 51 (67.1%) 10 (8.2%)
CHstel Xyt 3 (6.5%) 4 (53%) 2 (26.2%)
et =9 28 (60.9%) 11 (145%) 60 (49.2%)
1-54 7 (15.2%) 7 (9.2%) 4 (11.5%)
6-1014 4 (8.7%) 2 (26%) 6 (4.9%)
EESEES 11-154 7 (15.2%) 3 (3.9%) 10 (8.2%)
16-20 14 (304%) 18 (23.7%) 32 (26.2%)
20 O|At 14 (304%) 46 (60.5%) 60 (49.2%)

ohr] 713 HrAl B7] 208 A
s

Ay
o,
o

>,
>
)
ko
re,
il

2R v=e, 7k A,
sho] AASTol thal B, B2, S e
= <¥ 2>, <F 3>, <} 4>9} 2t} A

o ths Mgt A E kL 2

HA 2o

AT

o gt TZ Ak <3 5>} <3 6>l LR} 9lc

R Bgaclel Eadel g
4&e Bl gk B B
ANetsien, 14

(Cronbach's Alpha)&= th=5-3}

P} AR 24 Aol
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S Jo =

delaso] Fshs ofe] FY TolH ZFAHBA ] s 2= A
2(29) £ ol sl 60% o] ate] AL STHA ] H9449)7} ozl
St W] 2.9 ST Tk SRkARs 10%n)k o)1) o] o
Fo] & u] Murphy and Cleveland (1991) 9] 3] 9, st=9] HrixlEL 254
48 vhe Q5o e At e FralA stk AZteR: Al e

o& Helh

.

f

il

re

<H 2> BIKIFI| Q01 22HHO| F 0 450)| CHDt 01l
orCck
od
s i o |EE[ T8
=% (1-5 Likert scale) He |mg [ZE| = 25| oo
g % | it :(Lfoiﬂ oty HE | 13} :L-E—g_rq-
ot
L o] of2] 71K 112 &
aoysmgo moye | A |65 73| O | 0 | 3 | 70 | 9
ol ofLc} (122%) 0%) | (7.4%) | 27.9%) | (57.4%) | (7.4%)
T

; 27 ol $ehE BHE Aelehe #at okn 44
SFEAE B BRG] EAIAE 17% slgbel $YH T G 5
&) 12 ¢k} 1 ©3519] 0 M o] = Murphy and Cleveland (1991)7} uta}=
dojE PAe Ak 24T el Sehter 2402 ZA8) (Yang, 2000)
o o o250l el S Sels) i S5 Astela & 4 gl

<E 3> BIIXIGI| 2% 20k X2}

orckH

od
28 (15 Likert scale) | A= | ma | B2 | T8 | qap oo
BRH 3K T | 28| 2T | o
o | e i

[}
L 92| 8O- B 28|

gRIBS S ol= 15;13'4 331073 05130/ 1512<y 3;;/ 42527 227
Z;_x_l_E_;z'Jl_ %I\EI' ( o) ( 0) ( . °) ( . 0) ( . 0) ( 0)




< 4>0] £ o o] SHAIEe] A8E B o 3
-

%
P 2R =g A Felol @ i vhgo] RS L) Ao el
E] 2=

= o
7he $RAE 3 P S AFo] Belo] S3 | (23] At gl 7]o]
S lvkal AZASYaL, 15% 7hake] SAbaRto] 14| edval Hekoitt of
s ggata WEsk el s Algsleui o BR8-S didetar A
[e]

ol BFEH G AHEE S ek T

<H 4> BIXIEI 2P 22! ZFEHET L=

orctH
od
N . o | BEE | HY
o35k (1- ~Ne g| (bl
28} (1-5 Likert scale) NE | HA it | 22 mEd us | qEg o
= S ot S S e
ot | °
L 28 Ko SNl 24EE |
- o7 ST
8 mEss 2 0 30| Sxdp (1221!'4) 36808 (o;v) (812(‘)’/) (2232/) (587;% (9182"/)
AA|E/QiE2tE 0fgo| SHaitt ° SRR i R
2. 251 MYU|A 2RHENEY Zutof
O JEmo|L mrjet meMs) BN || 1 [ 18 | 42 | s | 7
E I Lh7F 3t RE (E)Q MIHE | (122%) |77 | T | (08%) | (14.8%) | (344%) | (44.3%) | (5.7%)
AN 4 9lch

4) Bo1R} MR

i

F7PE Aol ek S FaHA (@7 2D F7kAke] gkl tigt
T 7HA S A o] Foixltt ¢4 Fat HollAl S Aol sy
2 Adrgsforsl=AlE v TG 5o =D ol thel 70% o] Fe] Fr-dEol

[}
s A vy, R, B s AEste] ik o2 7 dAtel| Al

O
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4 2o 0 ool stbEel WAk 7o 2 B
dfste] o itk SEsteleh Aol g AR B9, Brixke] ko]
2 g Astel i AS Aol e AR(E 5] £ 33} Jo] 42}
3716l ol BRHYCHA o]l that A Ho] o] FoIAEAG B BR(ESS]

o]
‘\]é]
I
Z Dol thai M= thf “BE olehs So] WA T34 ot ‘WE, 1
9] %‘%*‘é—ol 90% 01*&% AFA| - °19Jr ﬂ%iﬁﬂi &g Azeh=
A

Jo] & H;q——ol Jf'ﬂl:}i q}do}oﬂv} %%_‘BLOJQEAM H7EE ARde 06
o)’del doAF Fh(=.652)& HolaL glo] Hzeo| AEwrt Fodt Ao et
et

<H 5> BIMIEI| 28 221 BIIK MFY

oct
od
5 ; mo | BT |
93t (1- S=] &} i}
23t (1-5 Likert scale) 32 | E2 B | 22 :(L)%,*ETI us | 120 :THE?E}
gt | * °
L S0 224NEY Zn|
3bs
Of Choto ot KA 2o (1I2_2ﬂ4) 29 | 087 (4?% (283;/) (415;"/) (232§°/) (lé‘y)
of ¥ 397 AF 9T 2 199 | (@87%) | (4L8%) | 238%) | (L6%
2 s =amel Jpe 22
sy mag o gm s | S0 fas o | O] 0| ) S8 )6
Ho|c (1229) 0%) | (74%) | (40.2%) | (47.5%) | (4.9%)
3 Ul H5ame U 9 22
9K
SEmEOl ety Mg x| SN |32 oso| k| B M 1 %6 1 3
sict (122%) (33%) | (20.5%) | (36.1%) | (37.7%) | (2.5%)
JOMMENO| HOiZ 0|20{X
T N I P R R N
ow N N 0, 0 0, 0 0,
0l X[Egt Zo|ch (1229) (0.8%) | (254%) | (40.2%) | (32.8%) | (0.8%)
5 Lol xamo| M%sts 32|
S| my 1| 9 | 3% | & | 8
Mol M7 20o{0|x| 27 ol =
|:o|-J-|'—| HEZE RN 2 3 (1229) 36 | 076 (08%) | (74%) | (29.5%) | (55.7%) | (6.6%)

*Cronbach's Alpha(ZL}A|4~)=.652

99} e AnE B 77} Murphy and Cleveland (1991)9] 71257 23
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THAAHH T 8RES SHHSE, A ] FEAd o vigk HriAte]
A4S FTEHEUFE sto] AAS 3R Ao obY <x 11>3 2 7
59 15 I ZEIFE SANTFE AR EHG o] FTRge] AW
HEAE RAlE)2 120%R2=120)0]n] FEA(=3.304) 0. 24 Rgo] 29 de
FAH SR o] (=.003)3 3t F7] 215 Y th= 2ok AA, B
ToEo} WA AR Q12 T el Ao ol thek W7kl qlel &
AAo g Goln|gt A(+)e] e F= 7 0 2 B &]o] Murphy and Cleveland
o] BAE718]0 & A7} ST 2 AARE AL A 2910 F7E
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