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olal TAESIA AAL ol F T = Golth chah olel e FE B,
EAY, f85% EJOE 7% ool o] & AHEHel A4 oef FHFE=2 AHE
R TR BEE RS ot HEEY EE I ddx A4
e o w 15011 olth., 7. % Performance Appraisal-®& #ife] #:iE7
skel] L3t ME R A4S 2 ¢l ek (Flippo, 1971, p.244).

NFEERE AF REHRE A Fslez g8 JHEBHESY T3
SEMY AR =e, A=A =2 BTV Bl (L (Motivation) ¢ %L
BE Uz ol <28 1> <l2tnskd #591% 1941714 Robert Owen
8] 4% Fhk (Character Book) 3} [%#432 4 (Character Board) | fHIE =
A 7sbm leh(Yoder, 1959, p.565). LI 204|7le] Bl i, FFEe
A AR AFElg ox], 193054 o] F A A 0 Frlodd] E3lHe
1960t o] = FE A %8 87%7) 4 A 817 5o 7 (Flippo, 1971, p.243) Ei
16 EaEEY 3/40] o] AAdlE Z o2 FH5 3 ¢t (Oberg, 1972).
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(57¢1%)  E. Allen Slusher, “A Svstems Look at Ferfcrmance Appraisal”,

Personnel Journal, Vol 54, No. 2, 1975, p.115.
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Havell 5835 FF 5L ke W, 2ol ik
o 204 AAE A Pl el AFE 1 ol

ARl A = ol el gr A FE e o ske] ?E, BAY, Bk, e P,
elabmst HiZY 5& T At Hal AR G (review) B A 23hd
oo, $elvhel Al S HER A A FAAE Fa A
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AFEFe WL ite BRelA BIER, R, AN, FEmMe
E WHEAET THske 2lele, REN EHE skl ohgt 2
a) Mee (1951, p.281)& “&AelA Fodale] fRfist olv HER, Wi
" FREE %‘sﬁfﬁlﬂl Ao = FHEEE Hiolel et 9wk b)
Lovejoy (1959)& “#%5=z} =& WREMAAY WiBET ] dsld 2 o
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oAt 27 EEE e A5 s st e okl SRS
% /% (Individual Differences)Z 7}x1 3. ¢lo] o] {8/ 37F TEisi%iT
Vi 5270, BYRL BEMLE S rlqete #ASS ofw Aol
£ o143l ?‘m eks] F g% Zlc)el(Chruden & Sherman Jr. 1963,
573;3}” o &l ﬂ”/\ :E ol stn, {4/ st A g, wE
A% £FEA s 943H
& el EAdm AN A Bnd e b
=+ (Flippo, 1971, pp.264-265)., 28 o 24 T30 2= /4
reefl, RIS SR AN Ao stz st Aol
JUEEEY QS Beor TREIA SR Gstal, a) EHhe 21A A S
R 3 2isk b) S EEEY AdAEdA EOREY K
s BRyeE JOBleh 4 oleb(LEL, 1973, p.182). Alx] =jal ¢l dihis

AAAS

A8 BRvdlE, a) HY A7 971 E 24T EH 45E B EA

wiE Al

7l BEU b) R{z#sb FEE 2o sbzbe] sbabsbed 4 (Coaching)
€ #s sha seleH g m:/q 71=% sk BAY, o AFFHeA &
= 3 222 Adddhe BLzA4 Ay, d) 2] el
L5 %}% By 5% & & 9): xR

=) BEIE, b) Has c) FitE, ) i
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4 ZRBHE BYEE

Bk B B a9 2 (BiSFk, 1973, pp.159-161) =& #E BHEE (Develop-
ment) H 13} §2458) (Administrative) By 2 FE35171 . g} (Hayden,
1973/ McCormick & Tiffin, 1974, p.194).

Haflanz} Cuthbertson (1975)¢] =4}el] & s}w A xpSe] AEEE4)
e A Epes TEFHoE 1 9E AL, a) El EERK A ek
o wtad, b) AL AFrPdA ok, wige] LB F2Y RE, o
REENH Y HiEsl Wiz Falelx, = ol 2l <FE 1>9 A31%
HelFa gleh °]-‘47L°] G ER /\"f'%" T FAAY AAE GTE

LR HEEA GehiEEY g QAdtm 9dvh(Patz, 1975). o] A&
mﬂﬁ] ol Brhvt At JEEHIN RIS FasiA 94t &g w
o Frh

<E 1> ABEERY EITEHH

H 1y ‘ %
RO o B E 73%
" & # #H 69%
WERAEY fE3E L 61%
# & 46%
#e i) 27%

(&#¥1E) National Industrial Conference Board, “Personnel Practices in Factory
and Office; Manufacturing”, Studies in Personnel Policy, No. 194,
New York, 1964, p.17 (Flippo, 1971, p.244el4] F3|A)

zelvh, EERe] el b BlAT BS BHY EHELel KiERE A
AZ viebel(Patz, 1975). & BUEE o] B/t ATt Fidzte tjrE
=, g F JRREIRY BAV-E S 2%7} fiissta FAlAgel A&
How FAHT glor), gAAdene FAUF B FHEg REo) %i%f
THEY BEY-SE I HHF B L oh, I PEERe] HEAIFE=R
7182 g &g R EEL

BAE ol ehzke] w& HAYE Ffel] mbHA 7l BHRFEE gor, i
14 FxpEel Biyel =tel vtE iikd ALY 3 5
<LF2>dA B ubel 2ol A RHsk REJIDHE
e A dAY AFERNYE 1 9 Ay
Kay, & French Jr., 1965).
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ANEERY 607 Bt 5
<k 2> BehBAZ HYHDb EEsy Bmwel EB M
1 AEHER By

# 1 B OEE mos oM OBE W
B oo F 5% | MINEEY wE Ad ARl HwAF
Ko T A BEHER GEEa e
(el mer EEs) HED | (RS BIEEEs HED
% B R APE 1 FrFlis
AFE A g agkat Pl
EFEANY A= g WEMHE} 252 L sl mgat, ER, Qababe] 2},

7 ek 3 7 o =

_(ﬁ £l7E)  Robert J. Hayden, “Performance Appraisal: A Better Wa)';’, Perso.
nnel Journal, Vol. 52, No. 7, 1972, p.610.

28 FE, 2ela 9 el A BEEEHPY AAE TaAAoz
FHE oh ZEERE dol= AR ol R F%Ew obA KRBT Atdld o E
I 9= Aol

Aol A dF7E Bt BEe AFFH e TIA 7R g1k Aukg
21%F EFe ol dle] #EIFEF (Selection Appraisal)z} 51715 ge} (Meggi
nson, 1972, pp. 425-426).

M. AFER e 52
JEE S WEE AL, BEHARAA ek AAwe AGme
% shel] web A Wakd ek

1. $EEFHZES| 1t
LFz 3ol Beupel 7L°] ﬂﬂ/x%’lﬁﬁ(trait, personality) $}3-9] %=
A 2 ATETHERE EESFY R el wakd+.

19403 DIFTY BHEE 32“ 9 #FEERTA ARG dexle @A
BiE—AHE, BREO, AFA4, L850, iE, AAd 54, A8, AY
7 H—0 FEd FAE Foon, ol FARBEE-S Atk A2

=\ ke s, ol R &4 Tyl sbedsta g ¢ 9
BE R e AT °I B8 ZTAZR Ak T F9HY FH
ZEyo 2 3t 4 ol Aol ol v} (Megginson, 1972, pp.425-428).
Bt ol FEFe A E%l HHY iRz A el BAE G



6 ZFEH B
<X 3> EFR IIEQ HYGH

}% o ~1962 1963~65 | 1969~72
) | % 5% i 4%
f AN = 9o = A4 i: 9% ‘ 8¢5 6%
OB Om o 956 1655 165
N 51% | 8% | 355
wOBR B 2% 326 | 37%
I OIS A 15% ! 20% 67¢

(##HE)  James T. Hatlan and G. Raymend Cathbertson, “Achieving an
Effective Appraisal System” IEEE Trensactions on Engineering
Management, Vol. EM-22, No. 1, 1973, p.1l4.

a, Tl A AR i Kb ghel HD 4B A ol e, fE
J3BEE, &) A fkfhe] 2 4 gl=x #03(Sloan & Johnson, 17

A% 4 ¢l 2E (0] 28l “Rele of Flz\':rg G
o")ell M7y AR ek Pd(McGregor, 1937) % 7 % whelghel.

sFfE SRS HERe BiHe RFebAVE {EEEd] Hd) agr TLFE\E

WHRSA == 44 S b‘ié‘*‘- ”5}:- 7ol adTE gl e (Keentz

& O’Donnell, 1972, pp. 453-469), il = 7008 #7, 7197 =
T

T UZERRERE GRS R g & ;F7P of
an & Johnson, 1968).

S s = el el (Slo-

0

2. ABEERC BRAM

1=, faedgine] wWels) ezl ¢le}(Sloan & Johnson, 1968). #53%
By 35707 i (Systems Approach) 8] ¢d3k-2 olzbel A 08 olg] (e ﬂ
HiamgsE Mdes zkgs- } glel o (Wickert & McFarland, 1967), #
He) WAE LY PSR ohoh i AAY —WHOEAY ik
8 -2 Z 5514 skgl vl (Sloan & Johnson, 1968). =%F R{7Est TF{rEE
—Jjfe® FRe AN Tl LUES FBaste 32 =2v b
pRZthel @ make 27, o vl ETAY fed T

8 A 7hx] 318 b= Power Network(White & Barnes, 1971), Cbjective
Grid (Sherwin, 1976)8) =bd 7bx] of TefA] = o =}

4, AFHERS MEEer mAskH stkilel #AF vl (Slean & Jo-
hnson, 1968).

McGregor (1957)7F xpAle]l FFxReh =AY 58, &7, Aoz, HiE
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AFERS fRA0 R 7

E b A g b BUE T A ;Fﬁ”’rﬁlﬂﬁ, MoEy EE F
2Aslar, X-YHEE; (McGregor, 1960)-%- ®l 238} oldl], Add=xte) B3 E= For
+E #HhEl Aol gk 33 (Dunnette, 1971)3} oA YRR S EEERE
o F3HA) E]MD]—, F T 2ol 2 FR T ALF o)
£ SEF At mEdshe LEERSL dTs gdes, QalzaE
HEIPATE, MIEE, 451 (Coaching) 8] d¥-2 m#ste 73] A n °‘4
(Sloan & Johnson, 1968). ol=igF AL Yol B4 7 1< r-t— NG
g4, ZFgHE, AuA dE5sd TAE T Aelsh 2 YE mt’w
iR of g BB B4 fikd gk ’rh” T, AEH EE v
2 wj# (Mayfield, 1960), Zi <l =FA4) #Filrl AR HI5EC 7=
A 23t H 01 (Flippo, 1971, p.255, Wallace, 1971) Y F

ol

PAREEA 498 T sl 3e13 49
13

]
sl fﬂ/ﬁg %t—s}-—é LS E_EH &
=} 7+ 4%t ¢l o} (Sloan & Johnson, 196
w5 244 Fgenz, ARILN} 5
(

g atmsirlwe]l ¥xe o Fsm gv

B4 o] B4 o7 Ald mel dAmstelr mel R
T35 2 9w+ (Sloan & Johnson, 1968).
THREES gEe @/ oh Ak R mEn, LEN BEY 493s
alAskA stgles, AFEFCAE BEL (Motivation) 3 FEEE (Attitude)

£+ W#sHAl skgl=H(Dunnette, 1971). o]zt A& A # 9
EE A FRe] aeR 3 ashe ey, = e Wiskst EERGH
(factor analysis), E-#%d = z]> 4 (Polster & Rosen, 1974), &8 #
#ll (Variance Control), (Miles & Vergin, 1966), .LER &3 59 ke
r:o1g},_7_y_ o]v:,'w'

et A, Fins BAE dastd EE BiVE 24T ¢ de T
ol &% 3 -‘ﬁ}—— 2ol =t wlebA] gl BERYel] A e Hikel F
A 7bE FAsHA slgl o= (Cberg, 1972), = JELHIAY AEYS I %
A7t B = @?S}J—, TUREY BEYS $1%F ELAFY] FBRITERY Tkl
A% Azsm ook oleR AR W] 99 2428 A2
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8 ZEBE : @R

o orsbi ol abust w»: »ﬁ%k— 4 zﬁ_va 1 51} (Prather 1969).
N. AEZER 5%

ZiHol oj3t HE
(1) (B (el Appraisal): HEHFIHMAA A Te QAL 2o

H7E e (Miner, 1973, pp.206-207) =ke] 24 Ffd) 7Ny fhkez
&01_13}.

(2) Efrfe) 93 Z# @it A Aol w58k, H V& T
FE wlmA A o o BBl g ot FRsl EEEYel sl Aleh A
BE EHL oldl Sale] f iEE dlihy B 4RE FIEUO“ azelel,
el = el sheleldel ahel LrEE SEE FAs pd B0
piime] M aghg el vk

(3) T8¢ 97 #%7F (Peer rating, Buddy rating, Mutual rating): 232k
Gk F REEL DEEEES de] Al HeR 4 EIgd B g

~

o HEE E g gl ¥y A S el & o4 gl et (Megginson,
1972, pp.431-1436) FEHE2 A2 2 AHREA szbdd £ oolet
(Miner, 1973, pp. O01—902).

il S R Upard Appial) : ILAL HLEE
e Z1e Bfrfes S [TEAye] opda, H_%,%— rEE FHAs
7] =+ 0‘] obz] A& A Jd=f Tz Levmson(1910)-~ foakRE A s
3 Beged BT RAT U #FE 5 LA TS ¢ A

T 7ial
o EAlEEtE " AT @ Agl e —F:f*‘ﬂ = A F= HikeE £
FiFe el Fasla gleth

(5) JEATHELE LIBE Kol 9 5 JEIT o ALENH K (Field review), #HE

#4:#F (Assessment Center) -5-o] O% 7 el —’-‘%‘—‘1}:}-
(6) % E5 A" (Multiple rating) © #EH#FH HAHESE F447] =6 54
ARG AT HERE ALY A5 BonstR 2o gle) HEES A
d ASE Autnzle BEASE gdod oA HEHF, TR ST e

Apuste W SR



of lod & ASY HHEY LA 287 G2E 53 FHA
ok et

2. ABEBR BE

#Hitidddl vk = ok E Fanne e A Hivel gz, oAl
Eglok & zl 9l 7} (types, systems, plans, scales, metheds 5)ef sl X%
2 o H sk Fgbel, vhel ojwd g% L (Criteria & Scales), #i=k (process-
ing procedure), F#fsh= 743 (form)el “OWF gt Jxol RAFt o
A shan ol =F(Megginson, 1972, pp.426-423). whebs] #4Ee] S EE W@ idtel
1 T»moﬂ/q*— if/\f /\ﬁw";", QECE 12+/£1§1l—45 IR R, )
j SIS TEgTE, HY BREeR il

/
T

VA o | "(Rankmg) o T B o] Zbel: wby
o ee, foeA = T Alrenstion ranking) ] 742 Z0Re
E‘}- Fho (Oberg, 197") sfHo] A So]  vio]
£-5h e (Oberg, 1972).

YN =Ll ‘;1'1“ ’“OLL, w

e
i

o 2 7 (Thompson & Dalten, 101«,) C%}; F&',ylw‘rz] n}E 2 2] $-=

© G.es, LTS i R R A 9T E Bl &

kg el fER —':;_F—;: z21E 9= ¢lvr(Meyer et. al., 1965/Wa_

H-#:34: (Paired Comparison): Zeka o Aadwizt A9 o,
Qs ol kel [fYd] ZSiAYel o (Oberg, 1972).  4ES
18] EolvbAlnl, Roiel EEE AWebed BWEH —HALRE
HA5E e 4 ¢ v}l (Miner, 1973, pp. 230-232).

#% (Forced Distribution) : ####S #ol g A4




10 ZBH: SR
fR&eoz 3] 29q=h o W& EHSME o st 1}
A &, Hﬂ;z], w2} 3l S-of] o] o o)
e A el Aot wek TR RiEe] dila
e urg|eha o Aot wew, EEmE
AEESE, 1973, pp.99-100) ¢l
A

ﬁ,
i
2
f
ot

2l

€ AT f/'%%}ﬂixi A gl ek AAlz FHUTY TES 2
29 LAt FEAEE THT plE v ek o ¥l 3
P WF= FHHsk SF3e g A E3he] (Hayden, 1973), 45
A FFHERAA FRES oA = naAEsE dEakz]dd

Hg3hr) A o 2% AeE wrt

el A ILEGE - 2ely ol TRIMel L mabvt Hhh BT
& HIFEE et B

e T 22 ad, Aigel Shbsl R
wh. SgEEI% i (Grading) s 214 ¥ el o A 5
A wstelsl, R Fol Fakdclm Al s 295 mod 23E

WAl g5 elevh

3

8 Aol Fabdeolt(FHL2, 1973, p.193). o} {4
}.
N

(2) T REEE % (Rating Scales, Graphical rating scales)

sy Brhel MBS SET ASEE nd gl 2oh}, (HANEE
EREFHo R T¥sm HEe T4, wabahe HRED So= LHE
Lo sleh Aeh S FAY 4%, AW R BOG 5
s el o9 SRS SE CURE el o9 #ild S,

LAY A, ”‘*4 e R) 5 Al A AAle] wel AlEs I gleh
1

o] A& kel web SelrbA WESE glovt el e XRF REL 5F
B S TENAE Eolw FA ULl wel 20a gk A os
EIES E 4 A3 SR e AL o ERE Atk A
T ogon, M R Agsr vl ouy A, HEAd
2 A, TP7EEE ordinal data) & GhRfbeke A, EER

b=

B
.
o
4N

N

’—r“
““i
_(111{4

o ZEskd Dy Tekgr At w2 8 (McCormi-
ck & Tiffin, 1974, p.193) E-¢ vld o e & 4 ¢lvh
(3) HEBFEEF (Check-list)

Y FEE TAA oz nNs MEMAE WERH 2the
1°“ 1 e FHE Aagoza 2% LLRE ol Hike WERE



AFEERS fRE B 11

Eiksh wel A4 At Grmflot stz o] ol A sp (WA, 1973,
p.196).
7t FeEFIR R (Weighted Checklist) : fhE-2 ZifEdA vld 2 gt
| mEeld fiFEI A2= Probstksh Ordwayste] o=, EFho e
By (Halo effect) 7b =24, (A9} =l wot sbegt &, HEs)
2 e wHlA L= EHEY LU’*’ELv] Zha, EBERED] dme Azt
o]

P sk LT & 7P “% A g T T dos, A odg BET
+ A, d :
=
=

= &

zxlacly Flvle] ofe —% R :

vh. GEiE#E (Forced Choice): 2ERES BLEE wh=lta, A &
fEsst BiETHE A Aa AeAg e, SNT FEd 44
(faking)dl] o&) HGECHIES HAYe)l FEEeE 4 o=, EHEY A
A% Ee dogizm Fiffel el Eo AY | &= 44 ] = (Miner,
1973, pp. 233-234/Hatlan & Cuthbertson, 1975).

b AR /L(i(Scaled expectancy rating scale): Smith$} Kendall (1963)
o fal A Axsl oz uUEY TEAA JdslE TS el T
el A 7l = = ’“EJa @A Al =2l eFabele, (Ta A WETED
o 2 FA =} (Flippo, 1971, pp.202-203).

SE

(D) SERERE
7t R EGR (Free-form Essay Evaluation): &+ o} A}ebe] Fitsls
s TYe 4% ?fi‘\éi%ﬂ g HapaaiEe] deke A& sk o ot
(Oberg, 1972) HZY Aoldl dxAo] gz fif - Higst Tatste] 2.3
£ el ol {Efsh (\hner 1973, pp.234-236) HiFHY fhEew
0] = Flo] B3 Eelr],
vb, EEE L (Critical Incident Appraisal): AY WM iFEen
2ole g ZAag wba gleh o] il 8 A Ee] o Al £l
8 HiRel=, fENME, $AS T ARE AT, T U
= 17Ejel o1 gA ste FEFAAE HEE] T el ¢l on (Levins
on, 1976) Kiell Z5=p7b fiH A7 23, auzlrlEe] zh5ated] g
—Ffez 4352 FEve] x5 = gte] ¢lvH(Oberg, 1972). &~
o) ZER= EHE d¥rce UHEAY 98& i =



) HERERE

%k (Field Review): al4bghad=lrh A 5b5s) (bigslel 1k
Ssges TAA YuE AL S 9w, AAF HEE

F’, IRREES A 4= 9) ot (Miner, 1973, p.203) #5iEst

el B EREA B s el RE 4%+ sl

Obergi=(1972) WAES] Y& el 4geate]l Fast #HLE] 2

a =
o R Rapint axrlEe] T-#E 24 stE 74\_0_3‘»_ a4 sk gl

di(Interview): M5 #li#y fiiho g XN, maAY E
=2 oeeleh 7S BT ZWLOQ‘/] MA, Ade =3

1225] S8 % 2 olck(Mavfield, 1960). ol

- 012 wall Ak sel Eade] AR ¢led #

o) g F$etme LR Eele] Laigyeldh

ul (Committee Nomination): #5983l 7 &%
W5 sk = 2 o g (Rethel et. al., 1971, p.518). FiE%E

7bx] erel Tapel Y FHIEE wbsleln] oo

ol Al EbE]e] s =A@ eirl ml ol 4uiE

\
et

A3
R

(6) BEEITESW E(Performance Analysis Method)

"} SErp i vram b (Performance Standard Method)
= (Work standards approach): #

ﬁaw.ﬁweﬂwwmwﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁshﬁnxmkﬂcuaa%rwz

7t RET (Oberg, 1972).
A% CiEE s Ao 2] @]l Ao e AF
A ARG WEFEETUE A g AR sl AEE ¢

olele] Epvel AA ALyl IR (FEs, 1973, p.187).
Vb BiEe] 4%} 49E (Management by Objectives) : Drucker(1954)¢)] ¢
# igErs x, McGregor (1957)8) slubzl o 2 A% FAE  {iikolr)
& MBO: fRi87E29] shiw H‘}o}»io;;v_ ol o}, JoEmEEE oo B4
DHB_%] 7 EEES e o x 2dlE MBOR X2 3 ¢
A Fappkrko A X 4oy o] gb £ R (Appraisal by Res




ANEEZRY ey 857 13

sHERt Bukzsd 43 AnE
EREE 47, Ef#sh mastd Ak

SERT, Hkel 4T SR s A
e Aestn 2AR ALRE AES

< SR 2 FUES el TER Do

1 wbel AEREH VRS Fisl FaEl oo (Meyeret al., 1953), %

Y Havel SRR SRRy N0 S5e) 2R 4 AdE A3 A

st EirR ol GFHbLY] Ay nete 5T Y 1 Ffd
BEORESE nf‘ /M g RS 1 —‘*l%#(Mcngor,

'm) <l

<k 4> ABHEAC] ABEREEM et FE

5@ B | »
Hogodl g o 'R 9.5
FrlE g o R 42.3
HESREE 3 SRR EE 423
o e #F R 25.0
#® = 7 #* 23.1
OB K 6 % R e
L 15. 4
TR A9 % FR 13.5
m K A vz
W W ® B ik 7.7

(& ¥+%) James T. Hatlan & G. Raymond Cuthbertson, “Achieving an Effect-
ive Appraisal System”, IEEE Transactions on Enginzering Manage-
ment, Vol. EM-22, No.1l, 1975, p.14.

= MBOL: #lkHS BZolA, file]l Tal4 BEEE 2457 2T
kel B4 B (Strategy process)olebe M 2-¢ =bd (Sherwin, 1976)¢|
o adgkg wly 9lr). & MBOE 42 wlsi] FZEMeR AH3F3e
Aol ohlel HHAEE AT o]F TR FAXAL FASHT
okstm, MY A AEY dAz BHE RN Fdokst
o, A 222 dd BHE A H54 BEE 2A sk ke



14 ZEH : BT

Fdol dgks whaw ol b (&R, 1971).

@ RiEF : MBOw® #EREY o= Bl ZEMez, BiES
FiES) 15 T 0] R o 80 (Wiksrom, 1969), 5635
7b BRI A, slzskaty FE g 3R] obd Autd HE & wat
3= A (Kmdall & Gatza, 1963) 5-& Ad o2 AUd, K =44
ol A7k - o]g - xmeo] wo] T3, 45 BHELAL 8 MFTS oL
17Ee] 3] e el s} 9l on (Rxdgway, 1956), BEEZ} FHRRY, R0
R 2971 Az, et ke e mezbsd BRA
2} =} (Sherwin, 1976/Levinson, 1970).

@ FHES B4 MBOE o Edew 294 dx goo ki
A A =eldllsbw oleb<dE 5>, = Iakd d FEI e MBO: Al
fE2S Aol de] == AE Vet 9 od(Fay & Beach, 1974). =2} £

<& 5> EEXL%| MBO Eeislg
1971 =l g4 o Ababol )¢t Fortuneize] 4% | MBOZ Z4ate A4+

500708 R A zAq ! 188 (37.6%)
507 & F of e <bol £ ! 15 (30.09%)
5070 &) F of Txe] 48 BE 3] ‘ 19 (38.0%)
5070 ¢} & of Fme) Fg3l 4t | 17 (34.0%)
5070 8] A o) TR &gl ‘ 15 (30.0%)
50719 ol Fne] -S43 4) 4 ( 8.0%)
5008 el e Fodabeisdd 15 (30.095)

& & (800) ’ 273 (34.1%)

(& H#E) Peter P. Fay & David N. Beach, “Management by Objectives Evalu-
ated”, Personnel Journal, Vol. 53, No. 10, 1974, p.767.

ficll A w2 7ldEe] KirEsta EA A shdrl FHAl gt @
(Levinson, 1970). oldltl gl = Lasagna (1971) = N7ziel e 7] =
Y Ao F-—-giHE Feste] $EH4L AT AE R e
A, H7h #®E T“‘V‘ Efye 2 o ZHE BRI
% S35 9iv}. = Levinson (1970) & @hig(te] 7 & K
=™ ki dala TAlAd ez *:7H°14 HH %JiE.
U5 Algeke 7‘§, FFE T WAY AFTHd YHT& T%,u, z27
A9 MEERE s Fsha @2 BEY 44, % HelER
o FEE, ¢34 5 5& AHstn o ey MBO4 A A ef =
FgEel A A4, FAq T EmAL, BEREE 2, 3dd 24719

4»141

A
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24 o1 235e)(Lasagna, 1971). MBOE o 32l 42472 Aslstel

= HRm#e] 95 (Mobley, 1974). Z%e 458 A 22 s K

el = ox 37 sh, QFaeld ek AR Jlgel B+ U3, ¥

sk wel WAL WA, MBOst dFnelAAE A2 F 4
-

, feedback®] Z&E gt figtel el A4 Awkprl oo fFEH ’ﬁlﬁﬁi

woli glet. MBOw= AlSH o2 BMA ML soie BHE
Wl NGAE 2eln MeyerS (19658 (FHEE %Kitk
(Work Planning & Review Method)z} Kindall®} Gatza (1963)7F =43k
A5 HMIES MBOSH A4S 2e Aos ¥ 4+ dvh

o). RSB ITE B A (Performance Management System): PMS (Beer

Ruh, 1976) = MBO#| s§Adukaké] gtz ol & Ad= £FE HHEHE
%, pE% AT TRE A4 B WHE AT o 44
GFE MHILT TUae Ba o=, Tk UM B
SAA 3P ez SRS e 54 ook o A

EE
BT sl F%fHl(performance description questionnaire) ¢

_\2 mlru ! )ﬁn

=]
aT

=
i%"ﬂ 73
7

rlo
&
§S

2 T8-S A, BIERfT =23 (performance profile)d] & 5324
- 9988 Sdsla, BEIPHEEE B (development interview)dll & T

o f7EhE AL whgko e fEElEE stm otk

(7) Hfdol FEREE

7b. PFE AR E (Assessment Center): I ZEA 79218 wEo] Fu
g 24 7F Hell whel PREEESEY AEENY EFE2 FFEAM A3k
24l o] vhebytel. o]l & AT&T (American Telephone & Telegraph)eil
A e ARE F kLA Aoz zeletdd v FERAYE o
A e Ar #HErcts FFAe] FAl viebgeh(Byham, 1970/Oberg,
1972). W7 slodutet th2xiak, HHEHREEE HAL #2 F5A7194
Agig Y EHE, LEE AEstEd o3} S EFFELE T (Multiple Assess-
ment Procedure) 2 ¥rA]l greh(Dunnette, 1971). S EFEE R 1948
o9 HLFEE sty BEEEE ol o], Simulation®] kg 2& ol
AR B2 &gt geh(Slevin, 1972). o] Fjgkel iEMsh: Hiykd =
oksly =g adirirt vrExul W% & & 4 b (Dunnette, 1971).

@ T EAY (FERE, fehBEY W, nlery EEE ARk
o g BERE, ARBAGR, BAAL T bESEA mEE Y

@ In-basket: AFE, 214 5 AHEHE T A3 FHEA,

N
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W2, 29E F)E EE Stn Fd 2 #4119 oRFE A, 4
A 2 FrEIEERE E (role-playing) & {EMsH7 = etk

@ FE% 35 A (Stock-exchange problem): 7h4bA B¥EMRNAA Vids
gt FlRe T skeA T4 ookl Heh G714 gt 7=
WE., fHme Aelsd, 71Eky é‘;ﬂf“ FolAd e BEET U4 F
4 A AEgh

@ zeAEe AgFYst ARy A Z2AEE AL o

EHoie wshn Ad HEE v AAE @le S, A
% -‘5— O st ]

yed, HETAE, A

& A} & (Paper-and- penc1l tests): olu] Al g] &=}Ed /]sﬂ ekl A Ex)
Z A}gatE Aol nEQle], 2E MEH W FE|F Ad, MEY A
A Y E F8 AP UA b (Wikstrom, 1971).

o)t Bk Aels Zzadush 544 Agel AgsE s,
ol el gt kel EE slolE 2oz TAsE AOES HMSE, 2x
A9 sk gk, BEY Solx Aelrh gleh 2% HivE ZA gl
B85 (developmen)sh 7| odo] A 4 A 7403 2447 52

steok(identification) 2. &

=
L 5‘_/]—([)unnette, 1971). o] A1y & Sxluzet
TE N oiwks] 8 }% < o]

6, AR, wEREY od T
ik (Steiner, 1975)e] £ ZUTag0IvE w]-&o] wrelabAl el Keiel A
.T{_E] "1 A? —| -) ] :I<,/:EO ’3% i&O] A c>l[’:§_<slevin 1()/2>' <_:7_EE] 2>%

Standard Oil &} =7+ ({24 &% 55 Aoleh
<{E 6> HHEEE AM 2AHo S3tdl it vlm

W 4
l Hohgdel S5 Al A Eshdolth. 22
BAE3 254 71%11» W £3te, 1
] gl g Aol ezt 0

(2} 291) Ernest J. McCormick & Joseph Tiffin, Industrial Psychology, 6th
ed., 1974, p.208.

Vb M@ (Group Appraisal): Rl AL HEMES HEULE &
w3l AL wEre}l. Levinson (1976)-& <=9 5 48§ (Task-force team)
=9 Arre] Ado} HFE EFRT o2 £ HAM slzuws=, FlE
HHE(Criteria) & 24T 5 glo] HAW ko= Fvn FAstx ot

th. o] wrellx FEAHAA AHES = CEEE U £E, Simulationfiik
¢ BuUmeE FHste A%E o, BEHAA(Attitude Survey) ¥
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Monday
8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 N 1:00 2:00 3:00 4:00 5:00 6:00
i | T
I | S |
n T OB ] T |
t ! ‘ I C i !
P r T T I‘ L t ‘ T i
o u ‘ u ’ -———‘
d E ln] T lr '
u e | fe :
¢ ¢ h T
t | ’ |
MRIL E wol ' e lwulo| 1 wu
; N |
Tuesday
8:00 9:00 10: 00 11 00 N 1:00 2:00 3:00 4:00 5:00 6:00
T I N AR
LT T lel BT
{ T | L | T § l
e el AT el T
; e I o e | I
T ‘ ! h 7 l
MR Wiolelwu 1 wu 1| wu| e W 1 wu
{ ! ' §
Wednesday
8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 N 1:00 2:00 3:00 4:00 5:00 .6:00
C S
1 T o ! E ‘ k !
P Ti‘—““‘_ £ ! T Luach —~‘; i Talks
i i
| Ele md | T
| | |
MR | ) ol E WU Talk E WU Listen | O |
| 1 § :
P—Participants MR—Management representatives O—Orientation

I—Interviewing WU —Write up time E—Exercises T—Testing
(#¥E) R.B. Finke & W.S. Jones, Assessing Corporate Talent: A Key
to Managerial Manpower Planning, 1970, p.5l.

L7 = std, FHEME 6 A KES
B ulEe] FFEZH(Career “\ppraISdl) ol = grsb, ut
2. o

bl 58 5 Ez EWeE 4% glo), oln 3L AR
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22 FERH  BRE
S A 2% o E o7 (dimension)$] [ (orthogonali-
& ohulel. Ewart 5 (1941)-& abakaial d Eob T[N
S 2 Az o] EREREL “HWEBE T8l i

LT("

#T (factor analysis)

vsh AR Y 1Y oA e sldd HHe R A s »olxw
ook, # 99k # 10004 Fulr1d8 mohacl S flngt Roleh
V. AEZHe Bk
Him kb F58 371 S =4 - AA T B a0z $2 4
FE dv AL ohish sdld AEERE SN € £ e EEY
&, ERE, RS 9% (Cahoon, 1969) Fell4 Faq Hik: 3o

29 A =g} arzba}e]  Fw o] (Hatlan & Cuthbertson, 1975/ Calhoon,
1969), =] 3l =}o} ap=x}e 2 &z A A5 A5 EK Sl F 48 Aok

1. MAJAtel 2RI

AEERE AAs e B2 7l 80 2 HEE AFA —"):6}1 el /-\

HER Al A eHE oex o= AF ol AAZ g 4o

AT Asbz ERAF RS RE A HEel & % obv 1?4 £

s8] E7l oS & Holx 9lrh(Paul, 1968). v} ol@lgt ‘Rl =
1

*a‘%”*%gl "1“7;1‘: Vi 711 A
!

1] 7] *r]—fv’: %Zﬂ 3| a% ‘4—% 7,;-D}(Oberg, 1972/
Levinson, 1976). a) wl71¢ E A 3le] ZEx A B FrES 4

o= AT HEAEF DG ERE Ok b) A EREE %
BANE AT FEaA Agetd FATFE Gt geh o mabad A
$1 AE Q45 ZaAY, obFa nq o e

!
) BHRES Rl UT AL (It Bk o ¥4

ok d

of W2 Agd adlg mHElx] g F TEE é} ARE %ﬂi s

£A - A2 F& A= At wekh ) 444854 TRer TES
e flvh wrh g) mabA S WEREANA FEE o frER s UF
ZAzste HERE e At moed, AEFAAR HEE AT s
st AAA Ad=tzAg &4 aeshs ik gek h) AEEHRE vl
HE528 &Z3E Jldets Fob ok AR T‘E?é«] fEfie, -
Agrgk A, wiA, Fu6 5L REAYE AZE ok D wE ey
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235 Algste A Az glel a8l o Patz (1975) =
olel TAAEE =&Y EHERs ¥R/t Ay gt

[&f% (Systemic barriers): # Z;3(Appraisal forms)e]L} ##
| WSt £H, a) TR AY Aslael (Collection
obstacle:) A5 PRI EHE A EE A wREE] ALt wkw, = B
gy el A= REZ TEs7d U T FAu F496A g o
ifast 285 727 o aela 25 AHEEFY o T BES &
ol A% i Bl b) 4347 E2] 23] .91 (Analysis obstacles): =} 8 &
A2 pirete] mAskE Zldde]l AoH, & 5 dE 24 sketd o

rofl =g A (data file)-g wkEe] 2ulgk L HA A ERR sl &)
(2) 1788y [irt(Behavioral barriers): #ZiEslR o4 Q71 4] - T X
#HA Y BEE. a) Foahy =8¢l (Politic obstacles) A7 Tz

e EN me MEHNCE AFE FRE SR gt ke gale] ¢l
o 2k 2% & ohE FEEY ERT TEE «1 #t}u—— g ol
° 27

38 HRER (FERE ¥v 7 dod, kiEs 2o dE 95E
1= ek = FEFER FHe T 3 ohvel 214 EHIHAdAAD

13he vbg = ¢lth. b) AfHaAl 230 4¢] (Interpersonal obstacles): 2
vt WEFEY ASEE o= Tk § = WEREE HlEste
A o= FERE ] T,L, ?Z‘Z Jrﬁ'%’% T, T/ZEB/J FZir5 R4 feedback

T N

ol g1 gk FA A 5’{“’” iﬂ_’ A ]]:1: E%:% 7l So] ER AL ol As
= ZgskA QoA /‘] 7bewl g m=e] fl AdAZo TS A
LHE £Fe St B, mT WEMHEY AL A4k AEg 2
S8 =qaARE = 2AA] Jebdelk ol 42 BnsANT Ade
= | Y e o Ast] S8

F59  FEHHE®E (Monitoring System)v} B2l - A X
(follow up)"P ezt 7 Foolel AIEE SRR Flodel AY gl AA

ol b (Prather, 1974). 21 = shty Fod ExldL EHRE I o] &
wkrr Mo 48 REEE duEgel Ao=E BHLIE (Halo effect) A
442471 (Central tendency), ,._}\{ 4[] (Leniency tendency), &9 o3t
728k, FEAY #22 (Logical error), ¥ 32 (Contrast error), Xl 7%E
{2 (Projection), #[&aY HER"(qtmeot\ pwmg) L E 7 Yo odtdx 71
sriel AL T 5 Aol TR0z AUs A LEA o Bl

Bk

ek oleld ) EERHE
o]

2] =



24 FEE  HEER

b BEmA9EY AR AFER LERY L, S, A Sl g3
"L 1R A Fo] o] Eolnz JEdwkAte 28 AlFE o EdlAl A v
VApghedatst 227 < ¢

chob b <14 2 dole] LAt DAL AN
HAY - $13]ell sl Zldd A gk f#s oldl v & I 22,
Tl Mkt #EEs] T4 EEAs ] oigh EEIEe] 5 (Hatlan &
Cuthbertson, 1973). A Esbolzlz A= ZiBrbrel el 27 o g
Bmat AEE A3 393 A DES AfSe Qo] S48 Ua
v Aol

L g MR AW ERE AT AbdExte niiis Y Fel 7
lx 2% (line)8] 2 ole]l 2g)k=}(Pigors & Myers, 1969, p.409). =27

[y
°a‘iili—’4z E dA ol & l4skx] Fsbm HRRE Wz dekx] Ho

=2, 5% Agel FA7 D, FAE Foho 3 E ol EE Hm
AFA HEE AT B AA OB 4D FolnF =R

< A sfolst Tt
(2) ##H4 REat(design)
FireA ﬁ&l Ewa/JﬁﬂﬁHfdﬂﬁ,Hﬁwlﬂﬂ A

#, BHEEE S 98, FRERY 2ah 48, SaRe
(timing) & 5-’25—;‘% 27 0}71] o} (Hayden, 1973). Efiy2 53
HEysb SEfsiny Havg 4Ms) TEES dx, narlEd A
Fo HHERE Y EREAE AT AAA e 1:}2}
EEA fs&ﬂr /”‘EXH 2L gAY ¥t sehEETH s o
& ; Ste A Bavddlrk AbEEbE Blel FEH
= AAS W A3 Rk, AR o7 - 2A, 2URY 24l (mo”
nitoring) 54 AEE 4FFES Pk AFHE A8 B
BAAR a2t T o) &R rmg; FHsEE hx, FEd HEY
EHE 609, 1d =& 2dd dA s, BT
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(o &%4 EUES

: del Aoz S 9lE Aeo] ERFAY Tl

ol = ’m‘f?" ’I ”4 AL A A st W] st T4 RS Bl
71 A Fel=h e el FERL EHS MEMEsS AP, EEEY o
g A4 = AR, a) AEld 0 FEY olsist F9, b) g 4
ZEE sk, o) EEIE 23y B, 4y e Tg 2k A,

& W) e wa 2m Ade] £ A Sol glos AzE K
€ EYT s oosle], d€, A4, B, HiINERY o8 T Add
¢l Fedo] (Hayden, 1973) [ Eslel avtelx BFH oz a) 7odes)

{Principles of Management) b) & 2} wF~] % (Communication skills), c) &
mead o, 227, AAL 49 4 S =
& Cu*hb°rtson, 1975). Zeuly] & g H o e Eifp =R
Ji el et bl el & (Role playing), Al A =, (FEHEE 5 o
S TR AR oel H4ds) Adgees el ol i
1 e ohish A9T AR TR WO kel Loeith
o+ Calhoon (1969) o] £2-RAVIEIE kol ¢ste) L Ee
T Ao 4 Anie WS HEASEE vd Foogr 3

ri' rr

n:‘l

ﬁ"
L=

}:l,\ ot lﬂ o::, ol
R

—V o

¢

o

o /\

R NlO }J rlo

3. B LIkl ¥3%

(1) BRER] el %« ZHEE R A8 7 (consistency), 78
W T NEEE ARstT HEJL Ak (validity) & AESESE FHH(FE
£, 1973, pp.217-222). = EH F3hat ks 2337 H8f & oak=t
g Fipg AT D wam HECYEE MERES FIELE (Sundend

Scores) 2 3LAEsle] &3 gk (McComick & Tiffin, 1974, pp. 213-213).
I CHHEPINS 2YE el Wy o b, BE AT EY =
B ZFEEFE AR F 5SS HEY YulE A4 ‘TSH. Ay
21 & 4 o)k (McCormick & Tiffin, 1974, p.215). =i}, =237 #Huvt
SH b Ad SHolt 44 %F UL ASE dome oF
FEager @eh. 2yl nIAEE A7 ARl Aok T3, A
535 59wl Ak $E AAE UE WERIL A% £ K
T 5= A A Eo gy Il FEMAES 1 Wlise A4
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(2) Zz2e sz = (feedback): QH-oll4] RLEI 48, KTEM =
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(xt24) Ri Cl"ard P. Calhoon, “Components cf an Effective Executive Apprasal
system”, Personnel Jowrnal, Vol. 48, No. 8, 1969, p.618.
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omz AARE g geddhAl ik ge] qiyelrt weld sl

2 ol A zwEsled, AT E3+A ¥ (performance review)#| %

(Scanlon, 1973, p.432)v} FHw 3 il A£E-E 9% {iEMcCormick &

Tiffin, 1974, pp. 917—218} o 8 Azbst L o, wbdl, AFE, =

5o "ayd, AAeE olsiAvl kg AR ESE Uoh =

vh4=3] TR é;}i Al £ s}= 412 383 (Thompson & Dalton, 1973,

p. 157), ®lsk-& Abrbe, AjAjshe Abzle] B 2Ide EHIZ AA G

= Aol Evb. el FFEAM EFAHY A sl =g Ei
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A Review on Performance
Appraisal and its Practices in

Korean Industry

Jin-Joo Lee*
Min-Hee Hahn*

ABSTRACT

This paper is to review the performrcz appraisal system which
is one of the most fundamental systems in personnel administraticn.
The paper is also to survey the practicas of the performance appraisal
system in Korea on limited basis. The purpose of the study is to
suggest the direction for the sound perfcrmence appraisal system.

The subject of the review includes the following areas; definition
and purpose of performance appraisal, approaches and historical trend
of appraisal systems, various techniques of performance appraisal,
criteria of appraisal, the processes and issues of performance appraisal,
etc.. In addition, the results of a brief survey on the practices of
performance appraisal system in Korean industry are analyzed. Finally,
a few suggestions for the sound performanc: appraisal systems are

discussed.

* Korea Advanced Institute of Science, Depatment of [ndustrial Science






