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Ug e
2 79 SX2 FEo| ZZ 20N MR(HT 24)91 (ML =87 D)2t F 3
J&2| 7|HQ o0 222 0|20 2ot =2lolll, HEM= M} gute| Het
HAE Soldt AEY AHA0AM DES=H AULE EYEN 35 218HE HiMe=
ot A2 HI0[HE 71X st M0 TMEH, MIGA)D QP2 g 2= 2 &t
017t l= AQE HHECH MPH2 Hutol A2l Fak2 0IX|12, Hut: MIH0i| 2
J&2 0X|= 2ollgdo] LIELEL QICH 2 A0 HAs S0j22 M2 JuE 430t
=0 A THOI-ZE FEd'9 ZRH2 =Y = UL, MPO| HES HHsh= O
Ol= SASMSII7t S22 fF0 2 = UULE. AW, HH FRAL0M M2H
o Hate] =8 0RO CHEH MPQL Huto] FAMSS RIS 4= QUUL, SA0| MP=
RRTEHE NQIH QA LHGHI, dilk= JHQI £X|9] 28 QoI UHSHTH= Hoj
M RIEEE LAY & UCE 0|25t ANE Sot] M2t git= &2 90O 53
Oz OloliE 4 UCk= H SA0| MFet HJute] ZS&H 75 EXY 4= Utk=
TS 4mE = UAACL

THI0f: AT, g, Mgt o] 2|, ke
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A1AA}, vl= Virginia TechollA A8 BAEFIE $5(2013.8)5k2, A gH=}5}7]
=712971d ATHYC R Aot Stk IAlEok= Fady 2 24, 338U, A
718 4 B4 75l7|& A A Solthkwangseonhwang@gmail.com).

* A2AR, vl= opd 2|t st o) A 7} HIALEYE FHSotar, EA AAd st (YFAH
2) A7 22EYPFsh} B2 Aot Qo TRk AARRE, FREA, A4
R e 5ot pankim@yonsei.ac.kr).

o WATARE, QAo A] B3 WAL E ST, A S AL 24 A+
Yoz Aot k. IAEok= FARA, Ay 9 A, FFLe R 5
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.M 2
35 T % 2249 ARt YIS =8 fof], FuRE Fe o@FEHIEE
AR AJte] Apol7t BEoHA LA E HR @A o] thgt AR ke
EFAY o] AR ofsfstaL AREY| = Tk Aol Ak HRE e of
€91, AR e, =8, 7Y, A5 9} o] &Rtk o]z} dojdollA vehgol=
A7t 4& EFEA(good job) Z L& “A(getting done) A THA &
o, et Jis FAlo] A E7]E St o) AR JirE ZAR] ey ol
A HIRECH: Q140 7|25kl 7] Q] AoR Azl & 4 Qlvk &, ATE
ZeHet 3] gt %‘r’“ AR (5 &9, FE v 24 Sl sl FE3}
il il.‘—?—“ﬂ% AaH o7 Azto] LA o|eh= thE A AIE AP 7 2
Mgo= ‘E shd, g dAH o AT s 2AstaAt
OP— A= 74 OJA7F P& R o3t F9IE HFE ofsioHA He deloth
= FE AHUAE 9% $AR oW R B8HETh £ Sk YA B
35t O}E}‘?i T2 AHYEA BA(box) 7F P W R AR go] L, Qo] U
EE A 20 olgfshe AL 2 T /o Bk fARE TH0lA 94
T 22012 208-209)2 B £A0] HH A& sEHLE 8o F
Jstaat sk B2 olF7] fiste] thafRt olsfuARRES] 8] F-35to] I
FE tols A7 0R J7E A oshal Ak

A, ARE HIUE, T YN F2T A FAAEY P9IE B T
of 49) A AMolTt. 5, 33YH L Hul2o] o) S| AL T AE, £
YIS WE, SolA o) B D Al BEL FE Ao] B ol Tyl
of Yl FAel Bk o 7]t 8L 3 ek HolH BRet Yk 3
25172 9% U 95E AT 4 0k Punan1995; 6 $E P48 "4
S0 o A7 S5 ol thef ANHOE I 2202 B, o]
F2 3 0i| o] 82 9 ) 45} 21 Sl EPRCK: AS Aok

T, B3 BE DT BT 4t EAT A 22 ool ek 47

ot @Il A3 Rl el Aols] A 44 9, Az

of Thek M MY TR AT Zue B2l olust st Ao dat
WYY oleh EHNAAY AT FolAl Aof T YT FHOE BB ZUL

LPEM%— <4 SIELD
T A50] Aol e A ek WA Ve Aot ane B

ik
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st FAAEC] Q4 o] &9 #A
At FF-A9| QlAfof] Fgof = ARt A7t Q1A wACA] ofd Te/g2
(reciprocality)& ESU=A] BASIAL, A|39| SAMSE 12D to] Yeht= 2
ok gatel AP 9 Zzte] £4e 1 itk

°lE fistol WA, BUHES T3 AT IS r]H-ol@A oz 285t
ojsisl, 1 WA ALt I theor AR FYRA FHEE ez A
2 ANE 7L, S E o R It ARde AYshe X3 (P—-ARD)T HFAgo]
IS dohs 23 (A—~PRD)S] AolE 1Pt B AR} AT} Ztzto] ofE
Z AT A EAY AAE=R BAg nfxjgo g o]t AW EUlE 249

S AT & A7 3=AeR g, e, A Aae] g2l &
w2 % 2244 0|5 &ol= ol 227} Atk sHlck

A EAL A=zHoZ AWHE o EZo]

1. 22430t date| ojn| 2E

AT A= AT ZAE Eeith o8 MR EAl= AT
o AFE 9HE5] 95 Hﬂé Helohs Alado] ol & 4= AL, 2 IS
W7l ol o1 AE A5 g stty & 4% JtiDubnick & Frederickson,
2011b). BFA(accountability)Z I performance)= T5&2] oA A4 714
olthBehn, 2001). Folz 2 wjo] HFY3} k= g Aoz Apo|7t A
th9 ol <1 D2 BFEFE AT G373 ALY 724 SHolA

1;
r{n
s me
>
)
<t

1) 79, A3 S s, A Beth e g, 4
o) ke 2, sk vind S99 AT g o, 7}X1J£r%°1 A st
1 ]

A A= 7| AY 7lsAo] 311, MEE 7|4 kRl ARt HojA] e} Alxlo)
TTHEH 49 2folE X 74511 % 4 Sich
2) 59 : ‘A2 EEt dEs Fudks QU o] FolAbd)

3) gutdg o=z 919 Y &oll= 4, Y3 YA ELSH= responsibility, 82
BolA9] HAE YERE= accountability, =10 tigt ¥h&-S YEIY = responsiveness
59 Ade] g 2=} Qirt. Sl = At A5 HEA ArdS A S Slch
2 dFolM = et di-gohe /id o R “YE7F A-oirtal wkste] YRk XA A
|3t} ol ARh "Ake YA FEHE] © A 9] =9l FAd RO 19

Y840l 37 gk FAFH ol
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old thofot AAE ] sA] HolFal Qlrt. ARG A, L olzks #A 9jv]
2 A5E T, ks A olghs TolZ o on] Akgo] AAHE SAL A =
W AR SHEFY K, greater accountability) ¢ ‘3 F(better
performance) o Zro] BA|A LAKE 7ld 4 Zpol= EolEth 22 AHEA

o2 FA| F9] giige] At o] F 7HAI(ME) &2 WiHUE(Bovens, 2010)& 7
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4) FFA= I FoIAPA: ool Wl A4St HEA(FoAPd: HE -Z Fof| T2 F]lo]
U A5 Y -TobA] sfjof & AF o) F/ojd of| A= o] 11 Atof] thsto] A= oF
R EE I 292 @E AA)o] AojFoR AR AolotA AR, Foloi=
performance®} accountability7} A3t “FE4 (co-existence)S EQIth A& £,
SEuEtelA= R B4 Yol ZabErlato] AT £4 o]F W #A4 EARA F9] &2
Aolgo] Eoi7t AHI7F EETE 18U v New OrleansAl9] % OPA(Office of
Performance and Accountability)2h= AFRE=+o] Q11, o]@]of Aupta] EAolA AYA
o] BAZA AMEERE= AV @t EgE fEoAlE FAtdolgte 20| HlFdAe
Government Accountability Office(GAO)Z &=t}
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glote =8 7iQl &2 RZo] dS & oA sk= "4 847t "ok AlFT
(New Public Management)®] 8 EA = 3yt ‘Ao digt AL
(accountability for performance) < 73%3M= ZQlH|, o7|dA= ‘QE A}o
gk QI o] & AJIE olsETt. HR FAolA AR FTe] Aol E- o
2 gejdo 2= WY B2 FA|FOo R Aol F9rt W3-E WEeHA "t
g Eol, A7t FZAHIA B7F Z (], At BIA)E AT wfo], = F
AT s Aol Qe E ' ok

FESfok & A2 ARA T} AJ2e] Wkt Yl-go] 4 EAl= Ytk Tl AUk
, A7t ool Aol SHE QI A4S 4= glom HEAo] wral £2 4
A2 AZE= A2 ofch. dHAQ 3t 1§ S| EAL PR HEAGL B
7¥? gY7gste] s WS TSk AEO| =l 33 AH|IAL AE Aarsh=t|
7]ofsk= Zoloh. 213 thd PSR s FALN R RS = ¢
59 A A, AT £ 5 2 77 QAARE S0 =19 AL %
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oL & 4 Q=7 1 S QAN 18R] 2 S Qloh

off 18717 9f MR} JIE E85k0] ARESHHA], o] 1=0] U= AN
A #7F DA ke A S tgleAlol Bt £ thE S ATHelAg
2013)= AHAE o2 A ofsfdt 4= QIS71? BEE SHok= et *33'—]“;% T
£ Yol Zol7t = AQI7F? EE o] Aol= 7Y E4 € 27 4o wt 3
9] ZpolE UEhd Aot d& 501, &% 7Y A7t %’3}_’ Ajgo] wo
W AT A1) Qfu] Apo| 7t A Aot BHA, AF7F TestAY Aol A
O MBI} AJ1k] 7 Fpoli= AZ Zlolth. ShA] dfof| 4] JAJetAte] AR} 4
O] 72 URHE o0& F 1, v WA T ARE o= WY AR Rzt Jat
9] oJu|= AFs] FARE Aoloh MR}t Jite] 12 AP AT A HH
J1F HHY thfstal A4S B4 =9lollA BelA| 1 itk dRkd o g Hut= &
5, A9l FAQL, o] ARRES] =25 AA S7g5t7] Sl @AARI AFE7 A
JE = HollA #EA a7t WA= o] Qs BAA Weta= 72)7} Qlrk= Zlo]
AREARI sHA 9] sfAolrt. ARAGTL A4 1te] 7t o] FEE Sk AT tE A
£ Z & 7] wizol 7h5o] vehdtiar 2o

AEGT} A3}, 9ff o] F 7|A2] o], Hojk /FH o=, SHA oA Wo] o]Fof
A A AU B o] T FaHY 7 AlE vt He 2kt off Esto] o]
dfetE= AlEE 27 ojEe7l? et MEEE AALHA SAl 45k
2]9] JAHA Het flF2 ofd7t? RO MR AHO EA BAME Ao R
O] EAfjo]f== Al¥lo] A Mt 4= Qli= AHIAS th4lstar AHYe] BIpAQl HiE
< &oto] AlR19) 419 AS =ol= Hlofl Sk I3t BEAS ol#gt AHA A
22 g AfduEo R @ﬁﬂ '5}3’—, R dS 4T A7t A4l Aol
L OR2] RG-S Ao 7R a1 ke I RS A= _o2 BHe
Zol}. o]= gt T2 A NPM & Oﬂ’ﬂ HIZ = Qi 2324 o] S 7t
A1l o]& FAAY] H A AERE Fojgo] wh}, F2|A}e] ’31“7} opA] el &
RISk A 2ot == Aot 2 BPd(2016)= 3F-eE0] Aozl
2of| WjEEo], YFESHY AL, IS4, A=, A5/87 2 % HA Flolwt
ol TAE A4 v Qlk. 91 FAE oA Potof & JF=A9] {2 Ao
gk JAFL FolX Y HxHO HEH= FAE KES FEHA(goal
displacement)E ¥o 71t}

2 As AT 4] aAE =
A @Al A HE/o] Adatoll £ ofm|et ‘11@_} | E3k2 4= Q1= @/l sl X A5
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g,

AE3T AgiHe FZ3EE oA e A(aspects) B2 H(dimensions) 2. & ©]
& 4 QItHHalachmi, 2002a, 2002b #11). A3 performance)= A
(resources)o] B, &4, 3442 Sl ARt WO 2 ARE l=A
I3t AolgkdBrewer & Selden, 2000; Halachmi, 2002a: 371), MFA
(accountability)> g S AUF FpA0] 7|djof] F-gslal sk 202 &
4 UtHKearns, 1996; Romzek & Dubnick, 1987).5 Halachmi(2002:90)9] &
Aol digt F 71X Beg B AR Ao A8gs A ootdt 4= Qi
T RS ST ol “Ardo] vFEA] E|li=7Kwas it done right?)" 2= &
ol "astal, A FoA= HHE Abdo]l AP = l="Kwas the right thing
done?)"2h= TS AAISIAT o] T Th2H, dut AL R St o
£ 2Hdo] E 5= &2 & 4 AUrHHalachmi, 2002: 92).

R g BEo)A] tHETHE, 59 IA gt olsfi7t E 8ottt MR/t
Aol TAE 2l olEA olsisior 7P B AR, Y Fhe} At
P2 4T 9 (instrumental) ]2z 270] AtHDubnick, 2005). &, #574
o] JIE A3l 4= 9, A GA] HEAES IS 4= qlrka Bt YR} gt
£ 7A(tension) FAO] Uth= oJAE tHBehn, 2001; Halachmi, 2002a;
Politt, 2011). o]&3t 21 TAI= FFsHA 9] o vl AF A1} 584
o] 1oz HAEZ|E ShHBarberis, 1998; Behn, 2001: Bovens, 1998:
Deleon, 1998). °o] & 33 B o]E¥ o0& 2|1 AHH o & AR} k]
AE olsfisk=tl 7]ofstal Qirh. AR $EH(F2 HEA)d 4= Qla, A= 117884
of] Arh= AL st ohE shu] vR= JFE AT EH 5 Agsizich

5) o® A= A (performance accountability 8- performance-based
accountability) (Moynihan & Ingraham, 2003; Yang, 2011)°|st &S 7| % Sttt
o 7|0 A A= A )HEe] A A (a result-oriented accountability)S 2]u|gtct,
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1. Y= A2YS FYATILY

Ate AP 52 ATSAolge 9l AAAHA AZES. 4nEd
(Performance measurement) (Thomas, 20060)2 FFE7 4L § & & =
£ 3}3(Moynihan et al., 2011), BFAE& 737317] Yol wHEo)FH thAlexander,
Brudney, & Yang, 2010; de Lancer Julnes, 2006). A#&4L Y0l BA6}
= 7K A9 vhHolgty % SAtE QtHZimmermann & Stevens, 2006:
315). BHEA 9 S Boto] AH= AR} SHE HEo] Lo APstA =,
54 0] AT JF oW 9 Hof IS0 R HR ARG TIE6HA
HtHAmirkhanyan, 2011; Yang, 2011; $43%], 2009). Ho(2006)2} Berman &
Wang(2002) 7570l HE/d FH=E olojxitta F4RIt). 53] Alg-3e
(NPM) o7+ 457 9] ARl tigt 3784 faks 543t

of2] 8 9 AHIES A1) ARl tigt anprt 27} 7tiskke] AU 3
Ao|A] S Holth 7MY 583 o= FATA A A9 F840] T
ZEHEAE, HEGY AR AHE olsistA] Zstal 7] wize]il(Greitens,
2012), A1 oE 584d0] AujHo]ql7] wfEeo|th(gF4, 2010). &, 5&8S
Aoz AT 97 ARG 442 oF 2T 4= = §le Aol AESES B
B AAA AFZES slol= Aol o=dl(Yang, 2011), AF/EL FX A A7
Qo] AZA, WEA, ¥A HEAYE tHRomzek & Dubnick, 1987). E ThE 0]
= 5T 41k 7ig olsfoll thet Ztel(gaps)7F 45| wiizolt). Kettering
HuAo gEw, 5 194 RS2 RS AP ol SHE &
I Qe §h, ARES AEAAS gy 9 AJ719] AA6)(responsibility) 2.2 o]

skl AAtHJohnson, Rochkind, & DuPont, 2011).
2. HBH2 HAE FHAIF|LE?
ARG 0] itof| gt f3k= ojd7)? AFEL JHE A3 s FHiAE 5

= QItH(Ossege, 2012). Lerner & Tetlock(1999: 270)-2 A Ao tigt &3
ATE Bofl AFAY2 JAERAY] Aol IF 3HE Y] B0l met e a-gstar

6) ATAo] AL olf F shh o] ThAlE AFAo] Gy, Aule] HHof T
AU 2 4% AR S Eoshid 29 27 AEe X

4=
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AT B, HEAJY] JF2 YERE o]ES 4= vk A=A Sk ofH SR
e HEAGol A e oojd £ Jrfal EtHDubnick &
Frederickson, 2011b). BFA] @34, HY Q= 792 O U2 A7 44E 3=
Sl=t] dxok= A0E 7] & 4= Qirt. kAR P A oA AEAJS] ATtof| o
st @3¥KHalachmi, 2002a, 2002b; Hwang, 2013)2} #& oA+ B2 =9]E50] o]
20jx)R] 55t AAo|ti(Behn, 2001; Dubnick, 2005:379). +=2]7} Qloj& gjR&
ZAo]7] Bt g Aolt}, YA 0 =F Gormley & Balla(2010)= 3-57]HolA
F/39] g57do] ol BA Aol Yk ol KA sk At A¥ A AE
UE Aol FAHA IS B5FL tH(Bouckaert & Halligan, 2008). s}
|5 A 1232 o' HEA AU So] o]t ATE FeAof tieh A4 B
3ItHOssege, 2012).

Mol Bz=o Ao g o]ojd 4= 9 (Romzek & Ingraham, 2000), 254
879 FE FFH Y EAECE A H 7% 5t (Koppell, 2005), H2#3}
£ A517| = St (Schwartz & Sulitzeanu-Kenan, 2004). |23t 2 FA10] 43F
of| thet vlwhd Aso] £ olf= AFFY TRt FHY &4 A7] BeAdd &
A 20 & ZoletiHwang, 2016). Bovens(2005)= Behn(2001)3}+ Dubnick
(2003)9] 9HE Q&3] 8F9] FFAM|AZ ATHAQl TS fI8] YT Tefet
AR ZAE 7L QA 24 A Fstar Qlet. ol E 01, HFAEL2 FFEHNA
&5k e 9A Har o] 2 s 24 UjollA AEZRl AR B e ot
AlZ1A "FHKim & Lee, 2010: 101). Ebrahim(2005: 56) 2t @2 A g
T= AW, UE ot 5 A= 24 U LU0 stojg Bx 242 ¢
o} A3} RO = oJojx|A] gh=rhal A Agtt} 1B R MR 0] Ao tigt I F
A7F Bl 83 olf= AFAY ol2fet 94l A wiEo|tHHarmon,
1995: g4, 2010).

_1

Mo 2 >

N

3. M2 g1} gate] 0|l

Bxo} Aate] WA FE AL AT AFT B WS ELSHA)
SHehs ol 9k ol AojEA F2 ojn|EA 0% 9 A7IsIgRe], 4
ool BThe 7, ABEAS] e Aol WPt AR R 1 YA

7) BT Q3te] A7 Eo] w2 k=2 ool Fuf glolid AE /199 el YUy
AN Ao HaE, ARAERE AU 84719 AolE, AT 3479] AHolE B
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"ot Tl Hel WojA] Frhs F4(Radin, 2011 ZTPo] A 2 o, e
P =S Aol YT AET AFsAo] Fck B ATE ofn] L 44 24
oA B5go] Auhrct W7t Wk A A4 o) ARAY AT Y5t
7} uresta, A Bl AT Aol A GFasle] W ol folv|E sk,
ARAo] g2 2ol A Heh ARk Wk o] juicka ARge] A%

53919 A A2 o]0 7hs/dE =olA Eh

A4S QS SHAIZIEA0 def 97 2 8249 9= Aush=t,
ATY0] Ao HIFER olofRiths 49| ZAE FAU7E? WA HEAo] A
ol g 7A= Bee F2 HI HRgo] EFHer a5-d mjo]tk(Kim,
2005; Kim & Lee, 2010). °|2{et th 2] 5/do] 42 ohefet WAVt Asdfl=

Rt Aol a7 Al RAYA FFE
7AtE A2 AR AT FYFS | E of AR 84E 0] FER
QI AR Bl oF o R ofsfshe Aol H AsttHHwang, 2013 2016).
gkef o2fet Aol duks arefsto] Tl MRS a9t RS A= A
o] HE/ol FHAL APt Ford AW ™A ¥tk o= /A
(redundancy) HZolc}. Thefet g2 HRAYO| T2 25 Aot Bxlslal Y]
EQTstE Aslo| A b BAsHA $cH(Schillemans & Bovens, 2011). 58
A 872 A AYde S A Ade As A ARl AR AR
(information asymmetry)7t #4x31A] HaL, et e 2= 42 Fojz Usf
TR 7HE ZeHA gk A AR 7S vlE AR okt 2771
P FAAL 4 AZS HWHAE, HFAdo] 2= SH AFe £42
g Qlsto] HEAo] Aol FPor olojd 4 kil EtHDubnick &
Frederickson, 2011b).

ol =g+ T/ A3 orientation)(Dubnick & Yang, 2011)°f &gt
TE2 5ol AXH. Aol £42 FFAEC] 354 TR EA e &
g FotaL, ARt A 71HE WEA1717] iAot Romzek & Dubnick,
1998: 11). AFAdol et AlAeE WAe 2A oot 2 35241 si2el 7]ofgttt
(Dubnick & O'Brien, 2011). 35%2] &9 2jof, 33449 Jabdsy & 48 4

ANH EAIE Fofatan ofsekd] A% 29l 4% ek, AFHL At

ox,
e}

ox
Mo ¢
in=)

oF1 et o o] 9 ARg9] BAAL Tofo] F7]E 755 &L
8) g7te] Wi wj-e>- Y1 thefairts A T3t 23ttHBoyne, 2003; Moynihan, 2008; %
242010 Z).
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£ 95t PH(answer for performance)(Romzek & Dubnick, 1998: 6)0]7] wjl&

A, £ Q7 o] e Flo] gate] Welrh ARAe] Wk 1 A
Q1 Blolut FelAl WoA] Frhe ols)E s L, e AT g el
540] ARute A9 Aol Ak S FAT ofo] TalHel (Lol
A o] H31E HHsH: BY(A-PRD)o] J7t ARAS Aok BY(P—AL
)} o @] Aol UEeA] A n T, ARt Aule] S4S 27 WeEo] B
ollA] Sopughet.

x
V. dE

ik
Ol

HFEH
od

A5} guo] T el/dat APEAE oldishs o R A4 F 7HA7H 7}“—% Ao

& Holth shbs 32 AERE B8 A4 A4E Sl onEd 52 At
AolE & & AL, UL st 3AA A2 Bote] Aot s S5k &
AA 794S 5ote] AR AlolE B4 B Zlolth & At FA W e
2 X8 skl

AEE 20139 A7 RARJMA IS ST RS0l AFE s =
Q1 7} B4 35US th o= AASt A2 & 30077t vl E= ], 2F2 o
2 Awol gad 218FE 7KL 24 HolH=E ARttt B4R HS(Common
Source Bias)& 2|4:5Fs17] s, HFd At 3k A2 e EHo] o] R0l
THJakobsen & Jensen, 2015). 2A/JIKP) 82 = 5w HESIL, 82
A4Z 55te] 2530l AlAE (10 37 E7}o] FF Ao ARGE Ut AR 3
‘D) 9 22 thFEEO AdE AAIF o skl Qi 2) W7h &3 £A1 9]
——4 P A2 AAH 0= &t 3) 7 A4 ST ARIES FY

2o HlFo] & 1 TEHORE SYPHI QIth"E A= UAHAR S A,
2003; Ralney & Steinbauer, 1999 &il). TP (A)2 2z 37l 2= HES
1 FF o] o] B4 ARgSIt. AR 32 D) Y= AFE Sy
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r°" om rlo

9) 47| A 5B Sl FPAAY st 4 B2 5YE
IR 20164 FFFFATSANN FHFFAAR LU FHo
9.2 270] K ol AFSHe Arl2o] dhet 1A B

10) AAR F £
Holth 9} “92] 27]o] sk Q150] Ho] Hry o]t
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W 5ol izt A lzdo] vl ZFstet, 2) 215 glof 1o o] ulje- Fa35ict, 3)
W2 AFEY] IS0l Ul A3t Anfoll 9 Qletk."oltkBehn, 2001 ). 7
A Az (W 570HA geth = 1 ~ "¢ 573t = 7)E SA5t9t.
Hae BAlof w2 Y7o} gTte] TAE o] Aol QAT 549
A8 A ", 2ATYE 82191 FFEANEY], AMA-2A AP, AF
5 BA HEE G019t FANMSE Eol €85k olf= 5AW
ol F-Yuet B £ wloll, SFH S50l et F3F WA HIE AA|
| A 4> 9)7] giiolth B4 M4E AL A7 Q2o 4L thea
o] o]FoFh FFEARE7ZI(PSM)E “1) YollAlE 3538APT U A1 EL B 9
0] e}, 2) v 419 Q1] AHETH=E AR Higt 7|7 8351, 3) Y= ThE
AE F71 9l U AH9] &S 7]1740] gt o]EA 37 23 578513
o} 7HQ1-2A AFA(P-0 fi2 57 FFE olFojFl =], “1) W7t 4ollA =+
Sh= 7k 7F U] 20| S5z 7HX| 9} Bl 2) U] SEEC] S5k 7HA
OF ho] ol A Ftok= Ao BlSsit, 3) Wi 249 X9} 3k v 7HQ14 7}
A9t A3t 4) W 5&9 79 E3ke W 4F9] 7Hx] e D7, 5) W7t dollA
Bz} sh= A do] YofA F= Aol YARMFE = UK Wright &
Pandey, 2008 1), AFRHEE 1) W7 2otk 232 U] A7 st
SiEth 2) W7t 7o) | A B U glo] 718, 3) A5 = A=
XA olof] TEEgiTt, 4) $2 ATE WS o 23] WollA] IFRE=T, 5) EE
AL 13T o, Yot okl Q1= Lol thof whE3itt, 6) BE AS e off, @4 W
F 241 9= 2Fof fgiste] W=t 2 & 6% 243tk Mason, 2005
&a0). BAE A A9 24 HEER 78 HE(WS S40HA et = 1 ~ vie
Agt = 7)& £7g513ltt.

AL WA, AR w9} B S H6l7| ol AJrket AR 9 SARSo] gt
AE 2ol diste] = QRIEA(EFAXE AAISHIHHKE 1)). KMO
(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin)®} Bartlett®] 7+84 AL §t 23, KMOZE7F 0.5 o4
Uk, Bartlett®] #8743 A74°] AZLE RootA 1t Q184S AAT
Art. AAEAZ Boto] FHE QRJAMSE 7HA 1L, FRAJo] AT ofEA FIF=
nA=A], 1 99 Aol of'lA I FFS AFE7Y] flste] FAEH
(regression analysis)& AAISIT. 3240l A, SJAEA S AFsH ] SI7t 4
7HA] 24 -dlel"9] F7-A(Normality), S24Hd(Homoscedasticity), A%

A(Linearity), 3414 A (Collinearity)-< A=k, dlog7} v|wa Fogt
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A= Vet 7 B0 BEZHS SPSSe] “REY A2t A9 758 o83}
of Hsisict.

i AE TN MR J=2Htot YTHa)
1
At (P) 2 .895
=g/54 :
2N (A) 2 733
3
1
BEENET| 2 860
3
1
2
HQI-Z%| Haky 3 925
4
EX
=X 5
1
2
3
SRS 4 875
5
6
QOIEZHIH: ZHEBM/ 5T W Kaiser 37} U H2|HA,
A2Ht5t o= 2t S YO “MRIETE LIEKH

M

V. HRAI AT B SF 2

HI

B Aol AEof S 3 FU(EFE 218%)9] AT-EASH EAS (k] AHE
9, AEL G 1819, &7t 3790l 1, 35 AYelAle= 314 ool 341,
26-30¥l0] 309, 21-25¢0] 521, 16-209°] 207, 11-154°] 349, 6-1040]
389, YA 10782 54 ofstolct. oA 17 o] wo] Ueph= vl ARtz
2 Holt}. 5007} 90, 40tH7F 827, 30th7t 468 08 R A3 250]
177, 38°] 6%, 48°] 509, 58°] 799, 65 °lok= 66 2.& o|F0]A lo] &

& A vy Bashn gk
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TR0 W2, HEGT Jihe w2 a9 ATBAIE(413)E ol 3l
ok < & 204 Yehtzol, MR nt Adibe SAskRl= AT ATt siEs 7t
AT Yee B 5 Uk BANSQ AY, A, A0S, AA-2AIPH, FA%
*l-Eﬂ g B AT SAR O Z FOfRt TS Holi itk ol He H2
HRGE e ARA T Ay oko] AN BE 2 4TE Bolchs Rt 4
B AA-2AE I 2L 42 BAS Yehh U ot ARt A o

A 2 e Belt
H 2) 4E=EA
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
EL] 1
Z2atE (06447 1
JHQI-EAHEd[0.328%** | 0.663*** 1
SHEAS7| |0.302%**|0.259%** | 0.473*** 1
3t 0.413***|0.655*** | 0.665*** | 0.261*** 1
il 0.209** | 0.196** | 0.114* | 0.133* |0.250*** 1
29 0.175** | 0.219** | 0.167** | 0.174** |0.265*** | 0.784*** 1
*p{.05, **(p.01, ***(p.001
(A8 2) Yot MR Yo MR
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ABEAS B} AR B3 35 27} 9SS Helgat FAO], Hold
AR e 98 5 9k

2. NI ML AP, P—A, S54?

AT} ko] A2 B EAcke A 0E oA EEl v Qlrh 2 A= 1‘4
/o] Adate] vz BH(A—~P)Z 7 AR JFS F= EE(P—-ANE
EA5te] AR ko] AL BF o st 717 EAE Aw

AAZA 3 PHEA ATE AP ZdF} P—A REE o] (B 3)T (F 4y A
g5ttt 194 B0 M= A A8 BAISHIA, 28A 4= F&EAL 3T
Aol A= 7h1-24 A, A9 4dA A= AENES FAlste] AEAJ9]
ol gt PFAE 9@ B3 HALE AmEYTh ZF HPoA S5 7 oA
A(multi-collinearity) Ax}oA RE HM4=Eo] VIF 10°]3t2 Yel} ¥4E 7k
UEBY BAL g Aos wea

p

o

H 3) HRYA)-ZXLTHP) BY: YA SR

_TOo
DHAP-T LSAP-2 DHAP-3 DHAP-4
D.V.=Mut
B t-value B t-value B |t-value B t-value
|.V AP [.374%**| 5,999 [.339%**| 5.266 |.238%**| 4.096 | .139* | 2.176
=51 44 166 | 1.691 | 144 | 1.467 | .083 | 954 | .065 | .764
© g 040 | 408 | .049 | 496 | .088 | 1.018 | .084 | .996
ZHEN
EX2 =7 130% | 2.043 | -.072 {-1.170| -.049 | -.809
HeI-E%|
SHB | s A97*¥*1 7 991 |.384***| 5 552
EX4 | Rmot= 245%* | 3.412
N=218 Adj. R? 197 .209 .390 420
F-value | 18.728(.000) | 15.237(.000) | 28.505(.000) | 26.813(.000)

F HEo A AR AJAON((E 3)), AT A AR D)l F2Amt FHH+)
o] FFE UL UFE FAT 5 ATk o= A ATEA A U2 ZTE 719
Sh A= B3Rz ofyth. 7 474A] HEgol e SAAE vl & o], £33
gt ApolE LA At $AM7E 71 2 ) yehe S sjAAS 4
4 AT A-P L3} P-A HEoA FARSHA et BRdat Agate] dA1H &
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d& BAH AFIHE 53 & = e "415013} (H 3)9] BF3} HA}F P-P=
HOA /o] IS hioh Qi SEULL o 2 AfolE TS| HA &

AN et g vehd H]l FEH fR2 o] F HdoA= 5
o

(E 4) ZXYIHP)-MIY(A) ZE: A 5|HEN

} DHPA-1 DPA-2 SHHPA-3 SEHPA-4
D.v.=H52y
B |t-value B [t-value B [t-value B |t-value
|.V. A0k [.385***| 5,999 |.341***| 5266 [.311***| 4.096 | .160* | 2.176
=51 45 -.037 | -.366 | -.059 | -.597 | -.066 | -.671 | -.089 | -.981
© k= 146 | 1.465 | 152 [ 1549 | 153 | 1.554 | .136 | 1.502
BHZAT
EH2 570| 189** 1 2,996 | .183** | 2.631 | .191** | 2.994
[=})
THoI-E%|
SHI3 TS hAd .060 737 | =114 |-1.437
o -Ho
EX4 | HPOE A463***] 6.393
N=218 Ad;. R? 172 .202 .205 .332
F-value | 16.023(.000) 14.682(.000) 12.059(.000) 18.751(.000)
(O8 3) 3| BESt £Hxte| Mt P-P EH
B MW Y 2 Haw THAD
1.0 1.0
0.8 054
Ll ]
7 0.6 f,n-ﬂﬁ—
RI "
F ¥
§OJﬁ §04ﬁ
0.2+ 0.2+
D T T T T 0.0 T T T T
0.0 o2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0 0.0 ne 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
A= LR AE =t

2 AL (X 3T (F 42 RA(ZAAD)OILE R EHHS7 FEHSE
Aol A AP, & AP (explanatory power)& Uttt FFAdo] &
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W, At S45ERel BYolae 2 B9 1, 2, 3, 49 Rglo] At 599
Aol FLHHS BYPoX 9] 7 RAgHRTE B AFSIeh 9le-S WiskA |
A& Eol, BPAP-19] BF AP 19.7%0]1L BFPA-19] A 17.2%
ojch. HE BAMSTF 1EE HPAP-49] MYt 42%0]1 BYPPA-49] ATE
€ 33.2%°Ick AFAo] Ay, Ayt v R S W 24 By Mt
Hhf o] R oFzt A UEhaL Qiok £3] FAMS7E goldas A-P, P-A
T 299| R*gH) Aol F7HHES B 4 Aok

g 71 Ao 2lol& £ t B7] 98, A-P, P-A 7F BElo|x EAZHOZ S
OJHA e 2 BAMSTE 7L 3714 SAEAS AYSIATHCE 5)).
/o] EHHa, A7 S5 B ATt it EHHs, Aol &
SWY wo] BYo] A et F o w4 Uehdch

(E5) A-P/P-A 7} B¢ 3|H&2N

DHAP-5 DHPA-5
V. 2N 146* | 2.351 i .140* | 2.080
SH12 SHEASY| N47% | 2.547
SHI3 IHQI-ZRAIH S .364%** | 5827
Ex4 x|ootE 2724 | 3.849 x|ooks 422%+ | 6,264
Nt Adj. R? 409 Adj. R2 317
F-value 51.910(.000) F-value 35.399(.000)

84, ofg HdlS vl FAR A}, AR ko] G WA= & Aol7t ¢l
o2 watEch HFAYL ZTo] FHHY Y 1AL, AT HRA] %H+)
TFE vA = S(EH)A BAE Holal Slth. ol=dt Axte RT3
S5 A 280 tisfl, AT ATkl AR A (complementarity)S IS A0

1A FRY AL ATHo] SYRSE 48 1o} Ao} EYASE 4T

uho] 519] 23 APEE Aol7t ZA5PA Lk, o Aol BAjo] x3hel A
¥4 ol BAglo] A48 0 ek,

St ko] 4 QgAle] Kol WARA) Qitek. SR, £ giolA]

)4



186 H=sioi; K223 H25(2016)

o] WA=QIth. AA, A-P, P-A T RElojA] ZRukzo] FEAHO R
oulgt FFAAE 7L = A0 E Uyt 23& Hrkoks dEAQ 7|E
IHperformance)9]oll 27 F/JLES] AFEE JA| a3 B7P7]E F9 st
]l M-S RIeHH(Organ & Bateman, 1991), 2R 053t AR gl ko] QK(+)9
A i3t B3t 71 AL B Q5 Ao g Bk B4 A-P RdojA M4
9lof] A3t FFE F= 82102 ARI-2F HFHo] oA dFEHAL HE T
U] 28 AL HLPAP-2004 %E% 571 Aol JFS vHoH, ZPAP-33
HPAP-4olA FAEARS7] = HJ -2 4o/ Hol sl 2 uizR(full
mediation)7} O] RO A 1L 9l &-& BA Fot. 2AZE Ask=t] 3l “THRI-=
2] 439 58 9L 7Rl & & Sl diEolth 3HH, P-A REoA = A4}
Qlof] YRl FFS F= 58 20 E FAFANET| WF7t Byt 7H°1—§.7—%‘
A BiEE ATl 22 29 FHY IS PIA AL =t whete, Aol

74114_?'1 UHM ﬁo“’— A g BA Aok YR #sS Aok

N
ro
oX, :(0

1

Mzw ane 30%6} AR} T ojshahe dl o), B e S
S2A0 QTEA AYCHH AR T4 Aet o A Aow goEtt,
ﬂw s4e 225710 Ak -4 4

7:]—“]_/\

o 2uv =2 AR AR
=
=

sk Q. ol A5t Ate] Ad 54

F

O

[e]

o _l

—

BA7F B TRsehoh Az, A5 948 ook Bl sdakeh, AThE 94
2 4 e Aolw, 43 BE 940 AL el RS e B 4 ok &

9] “go] WA Dol WAL O] 22U 4 YAKHHE 9, 2013). AR A
o] Ao AL TR B A5 A5 295lo] ek, ZFeeoIA 2
ST} ks GRS AT oRd, B 270 thgelglr] Holch, & A
oleigt AHLE FATIThT W) £ ATlA BFShA B AL B 9] B
At o] A4 Yeubt EAGNE B7oka FRAZY QI4o] £IE et
AT A2 710 APEAQ G5 AT A SRR ool it
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o2 shgia, F3BYNA AR o] 3T

1o
19
sk
=)is
e
o o
9,
ri
=
ry
_(|)L
£
i

S 8
SEA|qE, AEG ) ko] T A= & Aot fle AoE woE
ol K+ YIS vA L, e Aol K+ YIS vIH. olHg Aik=
AEAYT} Y] F3 e S8 thofl, ARG ] FEAFCE & 4 AT
ol= AR Zet A3 FH2 A% & (instrumental)o]2H= 2]A(Dubnick,
2005)& AR ol= A2 A ETt
A—P Zdlo] HIT(HFH)7t P—A LR} 24 o e A 23t Usk
ot B 7oA o] ks kg3 Zo| di4stal ofFlfgitt. R*gte] ke AL 1
39 3 FHe] TlolE7F Hof Qlrk= Zo] 1L, Hlo[H Y] WAL A= 9jnjo]7]
T 5l &, AFAo] AT AW o] ARet Ao A= S #EY A7t A
7t ARAGE AP o] A= SF #EY AR 7R 2 o= sf4o] 7hs
sioh, mEbA] 2 =2 9 ASEA 9 Al A= S g5 S Yol 245t
o], AE/Jo] JE Ash= Addo] it S st AR 4 5
2 Ao AT Sr2E JA2 2AYTE Ask=t Slo] TiQ1-27 A7t
T 4= AR, HEAS HES Aot Hole FAEANSTT

o 5
% % QIich. 1924 AFAP-0 Fie 249 7K, B,

= Utk 22)9] BER MY BREAE SRt A1 718 dste A 98
okl & mjofl(Wright, 2007), 255 3%kl lojA Foizl 27/g9] H3xet 7)
19l H39| A& A BRE B/5k= PHUE °olF & AUthe 50| 7hesith
QIS o=t o, FFEY 7HA 4
2 AlARRHE

A0l Wz SlojA= BABANE7] 7 S ade 50l & o A 34
BAFE7I(PSM)= AGEEA, 57F T2 79| ¥ilEok] BARl= olEHd 571
9 FA&2(Rainey & Steinbauer, 1999)E 9|=|= vl, IHIoA 49 FFA
HIAS A9k WEshs 35 A5 443 oud o= wje s Ae &
= Qlch. Aol thgt Q14jo] tha QA A o] AET} iAol SHoA & 1,
A BAHExtrinsic Rewards)E = WAA EAK(Intrinsic Rewards)& 414

Q:
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X

6}04 AL E 7role ZAEAE7)7HPerry & Wise, 1990; Perry, 1996),
ol F(+)2] FFFS AU ek AMEE R 22 ofytt. o]fo= A
%9} ZBTE olsfgtoll o] AR 229 i 8917} Wriska, Aake il
Z29] 23+ 9117} ‘?:1@6}4—5— ol A8 S AEE 4 lirh
ol24 2 A WA MR Fiks £ E7HRS] WA EVHE
o] #A7} o] F F3U 71AI7F 28 E o] AREE= FAel tigt AL FolshAl
Zeith 2 oA MBSk A2 AR T80 2 Qg FEAo] Aatof Zojrke
ol &, Hks M7 A E1E DA0IA ok o] & AR
Zeetaiat shiz egfolehs Ao gt 73‘74] Zlolt}. ZgHRoA Fsks HHE
B Hee 28 YRS HEA Alesks d82 Adoh Ty 1 AodEls
i%*éOﬂ :mtz} waog Tﬂl FHELE o0& %“4{ 13_2, 2016). 7L Qtofli= A

rm

SIFk, 4512 glofe A%, AEME ek, TeolE 222 zﬁ% 32 Ao
A sperelol] dhat ojshi ‘THEd A3 Fyolth £ AT ARt Ao 73
AR W FA5tw, Aok rte] 9 T
B Ao] A7t Do) FYYo R wEY, WHste] ol Auol BEA ©

o} Aol Hgo o] 91X wsks HAHEo] Rojsl R Rojoln, ojust
Igo| HiFAR A7) ol B HI, Foldl JTL HEHOE FAH
Sttk(Hwang, 2013, T4, 2016). F5:9] AReel7t At oJule] TAE 7]
918 HEAATES SsHe DA A Arte] Bt ofs) L B A
Qstet. ¥E Arhaie] AGA EANOE ARgoleks Edo] o7k ek
ATBAE S B, T4, BHAE 5 AA0NA AT S40] Zo] YA
ojso] 449 WAzt Ue.

m HIE
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