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2 7t HAIE A&GSIA fAlske AE 7 8% QAR A
To] HHE A4 glom, ol Bof A&HQl XA T o &2 29 4
Hoks AL 7Idgtt. ol Wetoflx, 22w 4(organizational attractiveness)
olgt 7fdo] SFEHORE Fa3t FARA HEo] St AL dytyor ‘E
7 ZZolut 7|Ho] Yok FOEA HIFZG Ao g QEE Ar'ghe geR
Hol=lm(Moczydlowska & Leszczewska, 2015), S-53t2 Als = QRS H3}
+ dl 3lol, §3] 1 F5840] ZAxHrh
Ao Tt 71E AL FE W

=

i

¢
=~
BN
)
o
e}
ox.
i
ol
oX,

2,
o,

4ol 2 S Ao JF 29 P

U] Bkt Aolet Hosl xABEY GFol e F=e FrkRindova et

al., 2005). WHHOE 9% TRA—EF] FaH—o] 5§ 240 thsh ole] X - 2+

A4 A9 B 94 32 594 WS st Qs glow, Y 240
2

Aoz %A IA
“l——i —1——1"] gl

oA o1 &xof 42 = UtHRindova et. al., 2005).

olgjgh IoA B, FF2AY A 2o Tt =99 A9 Z
874 9A 1 ok fiEt 3o & £ vk FF32AW AR ATHOE fIRE
9] =74 AlRlEelY BAQ, dFHiAREE FEHQ1 B7te] ddos ot
E99A lon, Syt AA] dlele ofrhKettl, 2017). Edl, LUt
o A 029 FF2AF} AY CRA9 FHYY Q7|9 Hjge] A&Ho=E A
Sf=|l Sl @Al AR EAIRA =9Ear ITHAS- - ZEIE, 2023).

olgfdt HjFE HIFOR £ Ate 3RS WOE XA gHo] 2y
A= YFE AFTHOE BAstA gtk o] Ao 2 A= YR Y T

3
249 2Zgut Qla A gol tigt BrME HigeR AR x2ujE/g
7t FF HAE BAot L gtk V& 2ARR A gt APde
B U7 229 9F LGS IR ARE 3, BAskr gloH, P48t Rof
o AF Al tiFE AlRlolut AZHiAIR} T2 oF Y] AL = TEE
219l Huo] 2FL Y1 UAWBuisuioc, 2016; Bustos, 2021; Carpenter,

2010; Lee, 2022; Rimkute, 2018) F&ZxZ oL} ZZlof| 2|Ysk= QR EAo]
U 295712 96l o k8d] YrHCordes & Vogel, 2023; Gomes & Neves,
2011; Korac, Lindenmeier, & Sailterer, 2020; Ritz & Waldner, 2011). ¥bHoj,



F32A9 3 74024 44 99 BN AR Ys FRUE o
2 350 2Agu 24vegel et A4 BAs ATt ol et 3
ek 53, W THU FRAL vl 3 RS

% 4 bR
3 % Q. mRhA, Y o] 2elo) 24o] s ofe /1S Rojsla glow]
2ol 242 UeRA 9 TN 20T 5 Ao et ojRg UzHow
B o] Selelold Bdo] diet sl 1 olu uurt R @A) Ao

e Y] 2AYEL FRYo] 2ol 2o tigh oF AU HIIE ojg
A A4kl Sl tigh o B QAT FEY AAR 29l 2A] A H7}
Sl= WE HHo T 7R A¥oz FAEHCarpenter, 2010; Dutton et al.,
1994). & Aoz ZF 2AHa 2pgdo] 2w o] ojmgt JFe wA=A o] o
o BAS Bt ofyz), & Huk Ay Alol9] ATA A AFHoR EASH] g

Hat Ql4o] oF Hut Q143 A 2F WA 285t

HPYEOl ARA Ho U3)(U.S. Merit Systems Protection Board)oll 2Ja AAJE
20169 Merit Principle Survey A&E ol&slo] b 45 A8 3|HEA(multilevel

linear regression analysis)& A5ttt

B AT WA 247 2AmEs 249 YA Eold BYl A9dTE o
Estn gt oo, Auust 2wy 710 A tet olgd kog
sigoR Q7o) WA ZHIS AN, 1 F B A7) ASEAT Bl aed
22 WY T AZEN AU AN sixston AZEA ZnE Heos ¢

Ao 83 Felot AT A, TelT FF AT $el

s AlASH AL 2

kg

Il dA1Y ek

1. ZXFLol Fojof HyYAHAL

FABHE A, ARRle}, At FASH SOl Ut F9igt igeR of
HE Ho= tjdstHPombrun, Gardberg & Sever, 2000; Schwaiger,
2004). € 501 4FetelA Fombrun /2000, 242)= BHE “of olsjEAR]

©
ri
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Z29] Aol izt FAARI 4lE sk Add N eR Aosiar qlom,
A8t Carpenter(2010)&= BHE “229] EAH of, A, 5o djgt HE
YAE o|FL Y= TAYY A WEolgtar Aosigitt. sy ofet Ao
A AzEE A 229 FHYUo] 7KL e 2A 9] Folgt EAoly HTof| gt
Qlajolgta & 4= it

ogfet /g doll= AR, 719 E= BHYY ©A
gt o] ZEH(Carpenter, 2010), 229 HukS Fok= R 121
Y SolA 7 dEAQd e 4 5
2021). WA, Aoyt HA|eke] TlolA UWHHORE diFolut AlRlo] AHH B
4 AES B9l Boke AR 240 izt B7ht Qe 9F HuoR AHog

UtHFomburn & van Riel, 2003). 9% Hu#9] £8 xHo| H& thFo] A5t
P2 tiso] YFoA 29| Pukg QAoks TS YEY, o= FE 35
219] AFAL Hofol= gL 513l It Boon & Wynen, 2020). W59 Huto
ot BTt S8617] whEol] AR XA okt qAtAE ke ol R
9] Hdolt vl 5] tiF WAIE SR EEolo] 229 HE HI5}
14 gtHlee & Van Ryzin, 2019; Lee, 2022; Maor, 2016). #& ABATolA
T 9% Hus oiAE B, SiAE 9F onA ke AZE R Aol
fo]2 58310 AMESIATKDutton et al., 1994; Herrbach et al., 2014), o] A+
oAz olefdt A HIFOR ol FRYo] RHoR FE5H P dfMcke
ALg UERg7] flsl 2F Hatk QlAjojzk: golE ARSI

4> o

o

i

e 4>

=2

S

S, UiF el SR UK AReR B9 2&0] gt Hee
I oledl, WA SR A 2ol 20 dis) HE 223} Hlasle] FEE

o A3 oF Y] A HEao] tist 9 Huk Ql4] Xjojct, uii Huko]
5 A4" 24 A 22 NdeR ARSIk SttKlee & Hameddudin,

olol= IAolA AAASl = 71 @4k & 4 JtHDutton & Dukerich, 1991;
Rho et al., 2015).
Weeraas®t Maor(2015)0] w2 A7 22 gy digh A= FAshy M &
= o
AR



4g gz el 9 ol AR =
(010)9] @79 o] Frk T 4+ gick A B Aol A
B2 4249 AoR T F44 B soHel WE B et 4

1__

AgATE B

e

94 5o 5059l 4 LRSS

of grelze] ool ANt ek B3, olF AL AR 29 GlolN 27
Bo 22 242 £ 472 AWt T 5 v, 4% 249 A9 B we
S 98 oA, A3 @Y, I9T 450 o AkHel o] FATS AN

HBuisuioc, 2016; Bustos, 2021; Carpenter, 2010; Lee, 2022; Rimkute,

2018).

We ool 2Amme AT T WA BT PAS F2 HIoHE B2
No| 22 Fr Aoz, ZAPTo] h FHUA FHUY A% F el
olmat AnE Ao AFHOR HASK: ¥ 2HS Fa gk ol W)
7kt A

Ayt Ql4jo] 59| o3 o 2AEQ] F7 AlE o of

W3t GRS vX=riE AEFog AwEY JthBustos, 2021; Gilad, Bloom, &
Assouline, 2018; Rho et al., 2015; Hameduddin & Lee, 2021).

= S o] Be FEH ASEAE S 35 20 ot =

AF7F AFgElo] ek HASH 2(2007)2 AR 229 37AQl BHe] T Au|A

£ ol&sh= ANIEY TERo] 3Rl A8 Tk ¥s|a Qlrh k4 W(2013)9

AE 71 TYE IR HERAE Adste], 33718 ZEAE Brtel

7l

o
YR o] 242 ARUsE @ 2AAUREe] FHH FFL AL
= o

2 4ZHoE WL glov), E9] of BN 2HBYS WALES S Rom
Uehdth 9HQ0179 A9 AEIRAL o Gy Buo] 248, HrH
=, ZAAUPSO] AL FHH IFL Awiny glon, A2 HPAT F £
2] - 9932019 A% 7183} et 2] SEU(partnership) AZel el
dete] ojs wao] A gore AFHoz wAsHL Yt

= 591 As e JAE EEsolke o Qo] &5 543 9EE st Ahamad,
2019; Aiman-Smith, Bauer, & Cable, 2001; Turban & Greening, 1997; %A
A - €8], 2007). Ao gt APAFE= A AHQUA-AF T2 JH9l-3F A
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A4S AYSHe 9T AAS TS Q7o ZAwAo] Ao
O oA 22 2A - 9 FAU) el nlAE G B dTa
H

Y5t Hopo] AFPATE ofF] w|Wst WO Z(dQ], Abner et al., 2023; Bankins
& Waterhouse, 2019; Lee, Abner, & Hameduddin 2024), ti¥-29] Add+=
U7k 243 L2AE R sfal ik

WA, 2 a7 24 tdRl R 499 o= Y Aof B o, 2w
o ¥FE HAE F8 8952 XS Ye(work-life balance), EAET}
Ex5d, A8 O 713, 18 A, TR gud, 181 2AHW 5o] A%
Aol AAElo] Stk FAA R AwEY, 2R 7HE sk
A2 2848 (Schein, 2004), FATFAZS} 22 43} 49 432 /A
2 Q= b o] ArFog HAELE(Kossek et al., 2012), A9 HAR:
3 Exggo] tigt HEE7 2= (Milkovish, Newman, & Gerhart, 2021),
ZA ff tjekst A 7)8jE0] Fold4E(Arthur, Hall, & Lawrence, 1989),
A B2 g Al bRt A4o] AErE(Wanberg, 2012), £3 At 4]
RO oy g =7 584 E(Avolio & Gardner, 2005), 181 344
9l 2APHS AXTERindova et al., 2005) Z2AVF FHE B2 39Fog
AR Bk A0& st
ohZog, xAMEgo] YR 2 7 1YY Fefol] A= FIF BE V&
FAFe 249 2AMPEF0] =255 YE FYUR SEAY] o]F] vt wof
A wHE ARREret 2AZYET oA (Abner et al., 2023), FAAE]
9 7H540] £olA=(Gomes & Neves, 2011) AFEA Zns AAStL Ut
ZAE o] oAl AL RALYLEY Peoll F8F FFE A7] wEol
HogMs 23 2P0 Slof AWHYS FA3 AYeE WF & St
(Altmann & Suess, 2015).

P75 RopolA] 2w ol gt A= Bl o ojRoiRAX U &

Py

Z AL
k=
o

PN

=

B X

Ol

2 9l=d, d& 59, Bankins & Waterhouse(2019)9] oA 7|2 APAT19]
1AL B8 2F YEe} oi ALY AP oAy} FEZA9 ZAuEA 719

-O_

g oot ol2d 52 AN Yt F4 ATEA Abner (20237 Lee
900249 AFES FTRA 9% BHol} AASE AT 2B WS
YzHoz BAsky Uk o 9 HT AFATE FIGR ARG Holg 2

Hoha 339 B I/ AP TAATE APFlo] 2YL TS

Ne

d



F7} o]FoiFHHCordes & Vogel, 2023; Korac, Lindenmeier, & Sailterer,
2020; Ritz & Waldner, 2011). 7} Ritz & Waldner(2011)9] g7+ 5522
Adet= Aol e TARAES WdeE 35 5AF 571 o0l mE 3524
Ags7] 22 AFHOE EAGI U £ 49, 49T HoklA &g
doll gt 22 AFEA AFE0] olFolF o (HEA - AXE, 2014; A - EA
T, 2019; o|Ee} - o]&7], 2023), B4} HopollA] FFxAY] 2AujHY T A+
£ 11 2240 vl AAHORE o]FolA SIA] gt

ol =o€ 71& APATE Tl EH, 2AFHG 2AEGS 747 5244
AT FAIL FHo=A WHEo] gt 19k FAol, 2AHMHG] AP aQloRA
Ayl et JF2 FAsks 7S &9 AW 2AMEY 7+ BA g
AT AA ool TEoEA ST & S Qlrk i, PASE Fopol Y A
o] AuwE Ao Ut ALY} FAMHGo] gt A B R U9 QI
AE FHACoR "okl o, d19] AFet s A BF Ui e 35
< dile= AT 2AMEA F BAS A7 30| 5% dHlz wdd
ot 55], Wi AL 35799 BolA 2] ofd JIFS mlR=Ael it
Aol AL dAHog yEhE g FZ(bureaucrat bashing) $0] 322 AP

B

Aot 5o vAE JFE & H(Goodsell, 2000), 1 F842 ¢ It & & 3
t}. olof wel B AFors ZER29] Y AU TFEYo] Ak o
3 A2 Brlsks Wi Bao] 2Auiggd ojd JFHS uxeA] AFHoE 2y
] B g Alo]9] Ag#A Qlo] YR

%

il

3. ZEQmnt xX|0j3y: 7t

ZAggo] it 499 4R 714 Ekol mAls gl o
2 Ab8] AAIA o]E(social identity theory)dll 718k FaL Qlt} AMS] AAA o]
& ARA "ol g7o] 22 499 57U Elkol A= IdFe HEst
3l ARBEE ol ol & 4 Utk AR A ol F8%t Ee 24 &
Y A|(organizational identification)2, 24 FYAE ‘B4 ooy 2o st
AF = A5TE FoHe WOl olsid 4 =Hl(Ashforth & Mael,
1989), & YAl IAolA 7Rl YL FAFFACR pAlg st 229
B, B7h 254 9 S84 HIBOR A9 A (self-esteem)yE FAUT &

o

o249 B2

v =2

—
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5], AS] A olBo wWEM, 7iQl AL A4 Aot ZRX|(self-worth)2F A&
HHself-esteem)S w4 5 Yokl wE:= J7hE U 249 o EA4% A
< 2R19] Zog QWske IS B 2AT v FEEe THohe AR T2
ARl FUS FASHA =, © Yok 229 ARA 9HE w2 & U T
Al By P52 HoiE 4 YoHDutton et al,, 1994; Turner, 1985).
olgfgt WA A FFFA a&FH Y= WFE FHYU0] UAsh= oF 3
o] 1159 AFHEC] IFE vFHL S & 4 ok 59, 2 3E2AY
off glof ejF S0 rRES] AA|7F FFHAo|Y 752 Fsk= H ol AT
SR Y3t "Wl Aoz 9AET QltHHameduddin & Lee, 2021;
Meier & Bohte, 2007). 35%219] oA, Wi /ddo] osf QA oF Bt
< A= 332 249] 7]5old 2900 tigt tise e Wt EeE o
I o Qlom, weba QIAE QJF FHue fiso] oEA F3FA9 FHUCEA
S50 7}7\]‘“ AEE ZHef disi B7kekeAl ERiFe 9ge 9 s A Ul

o> o

o_>.i

o r%

H

=

&
o
=

ox

ol,

B Y] ASEizel Fast °§°J~ u]E 4= 9IHDutton et al.,, 1994). A A
PAL i«loﬂﬁ AT HOERo], ZZYYoA R AL % Hut Ql4ly} 2]

gl izt 71E9 AFAT= 7;% }37] YETh ot M2 2E ASEA A9
A5 UE FEYY 34 R Bt Qo] 159 YFEHEY 57]0] SRR
FFS vHE IS A6t A2 (Gilad et al., 2018; Hameduddin & Lee,
2021; Lee & Zhang, 2021; Lee et al., 2023; Rho et al., 2015), Wetd &2 AT
e sig s vigoR ot 42 7S AR

7Hd 1. 33EA0NA R ALY oF B QA2 2AuE ] 35F
e vl Aol

o2, Ui o] AAcg Brlehs i B JA AW Fa3t o
& AT & & Qi A] A olE(social identity theory)ellAd o&3%t of
2R 49 259 ok 2A9 (HE AT} wnd o) 1R 52
== 7Y AR B0l 29159 Aot fAIAY AT o, A3} F948S
B Hoh &, WiE o] 19 Ao s 229 HHLE, o= 7H
5ol Qlof tE 2T} FEEE o w2 ARIA ARG ApEAEE 7L ldkal Bt
SHA HH, 22 Yol 3744°1 Aok (sense of self)Z =714l Hil 24 594
P & °“’4(P1en1ng et al., 2020).

5 HH]’\ 57](public service motivation)°] THE A= HHFoZ FT

— )
$Ho| Adult 3R] RYLoE AR AkE U 2RAe PEHE =

~ o T L= v o

o
2

©,
>

tu



3 8718 7L itk 2oh Rz B2 &9 le Uyt ZEAS Hws] SR
392 7kX|(Lyons, Duxbury, & Higgins, 2006)2} Z7|31X(Perry, Hondeghem,
& Wise, 2010)0 B & B7|1H0fE W= Z0E dYA glon, O AdES &
2 A AR o]de & & e ol w2 7HE F= AR oAAZIKRainey,
2014, p. 313). 71EA0R FFFA 52 HF 249 38 Y (mission)= UFF
o9} 7kAlet Ale] S #E T3S %}* 6} 719 Z(Rainey, 2014), o]=gt

5 S57H% 159] Aot g Alo]
of A%t dXE 2 4 SiohW, 35U 2Rl 2] gk 3440 BrkE =Y
T Atk FTHEECIAM T APdre 2HE HH 3HEY R ¥ 22 3
59| AR 5712} Hio] 3ARI Pk vl 4 oH(eAvl, 2013; Hameduddin
& Lee, 2021; Lee et al., 2023; Rho et al., 2015), XA Q4] A &2 2
HE g4 5 UhRindova et al., 2005). WA 2 e oy 22 7MEE
ARt

7P 2. BBRA0NA WiE Y URE Bk 2] FHHA D
o Aolck

Ao R Ho] A Wuy AHE APATe AN B AT R Hut A
o]9] I HAE o|EHOo= Aokl 9,1"4(Brlckson 2013; Lievens, Van Hoye,
& Anseel, 2007; Piening et al., 2020). oI A= £5] 9F HE It 7

T AF "y 5719 A3 Afelo] Ft 9AE d9¥cks ARE £R 34

(social categorization process)& 4%, 5 HI Ql4lo] Y& ’\*04 %}-,—
Biof 234291 RNt ohet YR Hutol gk @ s
F 4 Sva Fxeith detdoR oF fm QlAlnt
Shohal A qlom, WiE 9ol o] g kg

274sto] Ag7rd 4 ke A°tHPiening et al., 2020). ©J2fd W, & A
T= WE A9 AR 97 B Ql4o] YR BEE =9 5 9o, ol
S WE Y dF Hxol FAEY Y vE 4 Ao kit &,
Y YR Bk o Bk QAT AR HiE Ato]o] BACIA wiZHS ATk
ghh= Zolth ol <F By QAn 2AWEA Aol BAME Fasith et
A, 2 AT oS 22 7S ARG

7He 3. FTZERA0NA YR YY) WiE B2 o7 Bu 4y 2AuiEy 2
TAE FH o= uj7fE Aot

_l

iy

E’%

i
:?l",

T2 ook

]
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. S8k

1. X243

E 93 o HAA Ho Ys|(Merit-System Protection Board, MSPB)O]l
olgf) AAEE HEZRAL Merit Principles Survey(MPS)E AZEEAo| 28313t}
MPS:= MSPB7F W= g 71He] 94l 579 #e] - dssrde e
F71H02 AAske HERAtRA, AUARY AAF9 S49 379 AAAEY
st S Wrkele A F8 BEHoZ St} B9, oig AERAE B A%

QAMER| T} Yo gt S Q1A Y, HiE 5ol Tt of
e Eole Hl $a% 9T s, & dAoldE 20169 6EHE 20169 9€7HA]
201649 path 2 AEFAF ARE TEa3Th
MPS= 24719 A7|dolA A A9 AHERE ASshd FA9 #EFE
TS Aot 37,4528 o R HAEZ HAstgen, AT SEHES 387%E
A ol wet A SF oF 14,0009 FEZH SHol ZH| . & A
ASEA @9 7iQlolH, F8 Wo] ASXE AR F EAREE 9519719

B2} SHOR A

2. w4 4y

B 7Y £0 95 F FEU4E xR0 Y Ask 2Ho] U B
T AaeA drit FH40R AAEs Ao HES wesL gt ol w2
ATOE U Yo7 B FhTA 92 24 2AVF L AR BRL vigo
2 2AWS SHSIAHEAE 54 HE 1=0e 2AH, 5=vje 34H) =
ATolE AlEe] oR el AH, A2, HHe] Wkt o] ohd @A)
PPN 2&EoIge i AN THAY) Wkt AAo] 28E U 9
o )2 2ARy AgRTe 29 AW 240 Qold et s9l vl

oz Fste] B0l EiRe ARSSRL 9JoWHKorac, Saliterer, Weigand, 2018),
2 AfollA= MPSY AR 2% 749 AR <lote HERAL oz oY) o
% A4 P54 Utk ANE £ e 9Y AR BN S8kt
(Gomes & Neves, 2011; Korac, Lindenmeier, & Saliterer, 2020).

theoE, A WA 8 SHHSQ R Hut QX2 dX LRt e 3371
o] Ao tis] tiFo] ofE H7IE sk JY=Aof gt FFUY QA Hrst A



dog Aojxn, FRAo] t59 7| B7HE ofBA U4sta SleAE S35t
k. & Aol 712y 3371 Bt wEdh A¥AHRho et al. 201505
Farsto] “Hste] 7o) Adate] thgt thEo] QA olek=
B7HE g8sigleH, g AE £ 9AE 53 =
5= 8. F WA F8 SHA YR Hu FFYUo] Aol 44H
7130 el Fofshs B7HE Ushlistl, TAFoE Wi Y0 EA FRYUol &
Al9] 7|d8o] k= 7Y AR, Ee B B4 55 4 3HHC0E BrIst
EAE e g oR ofsfd 4= ItKCollen, 2019) 2 AFolA= 712 APAF
(Rho et al. 2015)°4 &85 A& F3Q1 9 7|3 7|#H9 YF(mission)E A
FHot=tl Asdolt ol tigt 3= Z8siilon, OHd 4E 52 ZAE 53 4
T2 ZHHATH = W g, 5= 59).

2 Aol AR 8 B 2 BA W59 S48 BF gd AR 3EeE
=0l glo] Ak (reliability) H5ol Wek gAKMol gty & 4= Qltk ok
ok oolEet dAEE BEde] fot] & FES AAske dl Sl A<l
(arbitrary) FHHol ofd 7|& AgATolA L8H HE £ st &4 F&

= U
S sl 9, ofe] 978 So) AT B2 v YESFel o §2 33
= o o

i
N Hd
N
A
32 °%
%;ﬁ
O
o -
;.;. o
S

Hws] oz whe AFnE k= AL ofH(Jordan & Turner, 2008), T
FE S L83 AFTEHo] 27 A}, A At A5 HoplAx e
g0 gk

o]

2 Ao AYATE HFoR FEHW 2AMEA] 9% v & Ue
A4 W4 vEstYtHArthur, Hall, & Lawrence, 1989; Avolio & Gardner,
2005; Kossek et al., 2012; Milkovish, Newman, & Gerhart, 2021; Schein,
2004). & A9 ﬂﬁx}ﬁi ol S740] 7hst A WE AR TG
o, 57 5A ¥ee WA, 2AES: Hepd, BAgeE FEE 719, Al gy
4 5o Hgt SEAS UEEE ST HeE el Qioh #9d AR e
B2E YAE 53 HLg SAHHAT. EF SEAY AFELS 1Eeh] sl 2%
Ay, TR AQ R, Fo] FF ARQIF o, E HEE A

Iolglet. g0l o W55 Al o 54 Wae B off ¥R S
Hao] 24 Bk (& 1)ofl AXE 9

o\:
d

J}Ln
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= O

B&HS

AE|HHY L= Uol| £2 HARM QERES FHBICHT = HREEY ~ 5 = HRIFE).
SEEHS

QETE CIA | Aot J|ze| Jutof tht thEQ| QA1 = IIREHA ~ b = IS HE)

LS EmT Q[ 71U YRE HFGR=0 HSZOICHT = HLEEE ~ b = HRIFH)
SHHS

2228t AXZSH0| Ofsh PHEE

et ot 7HE0| Oieh MUS SRS 4 s A et HEE

BHRE 0| CHSH QIHT B CHSIEE

ZEHL 713 | Lol ZROIM Lo AEs =Y & e ARYIE7H FO{TIC

ClEr=! Lt 2ol Chet Mzjet 228 THK|D UCH

T 3 0[5t=0, 44 0|4 =1

2K 22| | Non-Supervisor = 0, Supervisor = 1

a0 $74,999 Olst=1, 2 $75,000-%$99,000=2, $100,000-$149,999 = 3,

$150,000 Ol& =4
2005 Non-Minority = 0, Minority = 1
o 0i4=0, g8=1

20wl et ZIBAL (& el ANEo] Gk WA B4ue 2an

el 49 54 AEg 720z BRGS U 3772, SBA Hald 24g U4

T A FsE o]
o

Em %‘F‘% Tlg\_

e
2 golslel SR Bl 240 ofet of
o= Wil Tt gt Aoz wﬂam ‘?45.011 LHT Hasl 39
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(Lee, Hameduddin, & Lee, 2023). o[gjst AFAQ] ®RIES %OH’H szz}%
22 Y§ o] F o FHHo|1 H= T3]
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Aok HA, 2 A9 ASEAC] ARE W59 F4o] HE A2 HERAR] A
St e WAR Y ¥ HO(common method bias)oll 9%t A= EAI7F
EAgitt. Y W WY 240 gt EEt A TEHset EYHSE &4
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Organizational Reputation and Attractiveness:
Exploring the Influences of External and Internal
Reputation

Shinwoo Lee & Danbee Lee

Negative perceptions of public organizations have a critical impact on
the recruitment and retention of talented public officials. With the
current trend of individuals avoiding public sector jobs, it is crucial to
enhance the appeal of public organizations as desirable workplaces. This
study aims to investigate the influence of organizational reputation on
the perceived attractiveness of public organizations, specifically focusing
on internal members of these organizations. Additionally, it examines the
potential mediating role of internal reputation in shaping the perception
of external reputation. The empirical findings, based on a survey
conducted among U.S. federal officials, demonstrate that a positive
external reputation has a favorable effect on organizational attractiveness.
Furthermore, it is revealed that internal reputation partially mediates this
positive relationship between external reputation and attractiveness.
These results underscore the significance of effectively managing

organizational reputation in the public sector.
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