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II. Dansereau 59¢] FEE H#RY IV, &&= do=29 WRFH

RAREES

£H THHERE oAl HEAA R4 7b I AT 'EEE AFdn o
40,0001 9] A% ZC#Re] Ohio JHiZ KBS & Stogdill ZEE TA o= BERS. 28y
1970 E4% %4k 8] Graen ¥ Dansereau & T4 L2 ¥ MRTER ARE S Hi
iy ol PR MEC J-&E HAE A chok EERREAER (VDL) Y itdsg
PR QIEA it HEine BAst RS Stk

o] HHEHELR o]v] 5,6 FF o] BE=da, F4ntc} Southern Illinois X
B A F2 g go|lvi4l A xA g3 (1971~1982), Organizational Behavior & Human
Performance 3£5 .02 w-& Mz BRI o

o] Bo] R Yt MItEMe AL B (ANOVA) 2.2 |EWESHT (MAN-
OVA)e maald], ol Bl ksl fEffHval =loliAl PiEs BRR #HEE devl R
HakA| T Hol ek kst oot

2 & B RLAAE ol & VDL BiREo] Hitauel Slol v AMENA Adlslad #
HEEayel EAESs REANL BEES EMRIA s EEN & uhel At ok,

* ABgeE 1983 GEEE LA QIR FEMES FIRARMEE ol Fol 3o, 19844 34 26~28 1
7hA ER shelol M TxERmA AL AATHE BEREAM BRI R/ HFY #7
olwl, ERGAR B BIES st Sk HEHEM FRE BB BHE Swlith

MR R BB



L 2jojdy #ike| EEMEEHRI(VDL)| £3§

Fred Dansereau {9} MacDonald Dumas(1976) = 4 =lo]tl 4l B4ce] #ahrhe) 4 3ol
2 BERY TREER ZHEA, HHA B A BEE KRR SRS R 3
e W E 7 gleta glsnh, ol & wlolv] f7@hel I M) B Ed A IERS #
BE Es e mﬁ@b%ﬂ—t— EARY FHksm MEESE oA “H—"ﬁ:ﬂ o Fakskg o}

Dansereau So| {Hffif) 2ol vl AlPITE Hkdhol KEeE B2t EHN Wi HH
Hroz AR} 35214 3 -Fo] FEMY (homogeneous)-& vz et BETFA A AIE,
BAMEY #EARS st e Ao @

Dansereau %o] R EHEMEERBERNY BES AEx7T %5214 Auk-g Mc Gre-
gor & EHy ¥l 3t LEERQ BERA 7St S o2 o} Fo] REE (Ingroup)
< o] FA Hx vz 519 Auk-e McGregor o] XE#Hzl -FAHE 4148 (Outgroup)
of FallA R HiE KA EHeE st Aol @

Dansereaud-g (1977){E#iHy 2ol WHRFEC 289 EES HEAMKE BEA4 &
Bamivel ERZL fBRmel MRMGRE BEE KRt dulets A2 a27e] 0(zero)d
HRAES Yz glornz oJudutel(pratfal) & FE (4l Fah:) BHE ARtz
Adrt. (2® P

2% VDL B EARN(REN)Q SEe] dlx wix £ES BET Y &(FS
AL BERE Fald EAMY #ES Jebhdd 5o ol 8E =3 ddutels: FAH

3 S BEkAl He AE dASka gl Dansereau F-& #AUMS] 373l A ®lol Al
Poeh F27 B8 B3R5k A7 & EEsa BIE VDL ol 8 (empirical) 2]
olvl Al 1TEhS) B AES Al A= B BHEldl A 2lo] v 9 f7&)e] [1ER) (homogeneous)
L2 vehtbeA B REW (heterogeneous) 0 2 Vel ER L FBBANCOE HFSE K
EE Rst dok (L¥ 2-3-4-5)

25 % BiRe EAS FEEE x,; 8 BB ¥ (partitioning) 5= A o224 oA

(1) Dansereau F. Jr & Dumas, M., “Pratfalls and Pitfalls in Drawing Inference about Leader
Behavior in Organization “pp.68~83. Hunt and Larson, eds”Leadership:the Cutting
Edge, Southern Illinois University Press(1976). Also in Dumas, M., “An Empirical
Approaeh to the study of Leadership in Organization” unpublished Ph. D. Dissertation,
State University of New York at Buffalo. (1977).

(2) Dansereau. F., Graen. and Hage, W. J “A Vertical Dyad Linkage Approach to Leadership
within Formal Organizations”, Organizational Behavior and Human Performance., Vol.
13. No.1(1975). pp.46~78.

(3) Dansereau, et. al. ibid., p.70.
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(o > iﬁ*a%ol o BRol HEStD &E 2R FHEH He
“@,‘J 71 ﬂ§
B = EAIBILBL + HIEEAEAY + EE
AR s Hifr
X Y X Y X-¥ Y-7¥
BEE 1 EAL 1 1 2 2 -1 -1
A 2 3 3 ! +1 41
FriE 2 A3 1 1 P2 2 L—l -1
HA 1 3 3° ~ +1 +1
Bk #H W
Xo} Yo S6F = WHEM Xo YS + BURER X + ®2
B ME FtR BEL Yol def #Eg
X-M, Y-M, X-M, Y-M, X-X Y-¥
-1 -1 0 0y -1 -1
+1 +1 i +1 +1
-1 -1 0 0! -1 -1
+1 +1 J +1 +1
MRS M #HES By AhE
N—2 —= J—-2 + N"JA -
Y-M Y- My Y-v

+1

1 /+ - -1 [ +1 o 1 +1
A—0L - 1 XM, ’ . X—-X /
i
/1-—1 | -1 l*l

oo r=1

sN=EXkpe] ABE, o A%t 4
J=EAphH BUHES & o A%
M=gEZX EFY

) Hunt, J.G. & Larson, 1.1, op. cit., p.70.

o HEEIS) B o EAC] £ FHO YA X —r)E SET AL HEd
I 9Eul o] & R e® Fondh,

X,=%+(X;—Xn2 2A & F 9k @& @AY MEE Jehlx /= EA] B
s eaE)

ano RETEY & 5 HEMY B (among unit score)vln f4Eglrl.  (Danserean
3 vko gL oY EETHS IAE Hd S ‘among’ w)4le] ‘between’
olebz 2z ¢lrh, 281} Paul R. Lohnes ¥hAbi= JE3FiEQl ‘between'o]elw s} HFE
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(g 2 KEEWR TEHSSD WEER Fas KR

WM OE fE
FEEE = {AANBLEL -~ BEREREAY + 3E
WES s hfir
X Y X Y X-X Y-¥
Hfrgs 1 EHA 1 3 3 3 3 0 0
A 2 3 3 0 0
Hirss 2 HA 3 1 1 1 1 0 0
@A 4 1 1 0 0
B A # W
Xeot Yo kA = BEUFEM X9 Yo + HUIEER X9 + #x
mae] RE S E R Y o RS
X-M, Y- M, X-M, Y—-M, X-X Y-¥
+1 +1 +1 +1 0 0
+1 +1° 0 0
-1 -1 — — 0 0
-1 -1 — 0 0

HHBREES] REHELT BT AHES

N-2 = J-2 + N-J
Y—-M Y-u, Y-V
+1 +1 +1
X-ar =L / *! x-a.7t 1 x-x——1 tl
/
r= -+ r—=4+ re1

‘N=f4he] ABK o A% 4
J=HEA it BARES] B o] ASe 2
M=gX9 BFH

2 %) Hunt & Larson, op. cét., p.72.

= ZFsbd A Pbg wad ddl ‘among'o|ghm slE Aol o EWEY BEERR
lebz g3 o] & H/LAAE WS JFRE7E ‘between' of4l¢] ‘among’of b
23 ole}), zelm BAY REAE A e EERE (x,;—2,) S RSB (dyadic score)
S BEMEBEARY Bi#(within unit score)elz whalm o] KERERAYQ] LIRS BIEME
ol B BEMe] gl A& BES R At o B4 MAaE T4 o' RFEa ol 2@

o

(4) Hunt & Larson., op. cit., pp.70~77. Also in Dansereau F. & Dumas. M, “Pratfalls &
Pitfalls in Drawing Inference about Leader Behavior in Organizations “Faculty Working
paper #285. State Universty of New York at Buffalo (1976) p.11.



glojul4l BrEe WEMBAEAETS JHM EE 5

(23 3 REJL KEBHO HEYsIx| g AL

Bl A2 FH

3 L4p3lct
b.¢ X Y
BUTE 1 A1 100 1 125
A 2 100 1 125
fEA 3 100 1 125
A 4 200 2 125
@A 5 100 1 175
BirgE 1 fBA 6 200 2 175
BA 7 200 2 175
BA 8 200 2 175
@A 9 200 2 225
fBA 10 200 2 225
BARE 3 A 11 200 2 225
A 12 300 3 225
A 13 200 2 275
HEA 14 300 3 275
BrEE 4 @A 15 300 3 275
fBA 16 300 3 275
WESH GFY &R
XE 3 %5alct
1 2 3
V= 137.5 200 262.5 F2,13 -10. 8 p< 01
REEWRAN o8
MU BURGE T IA HE {od A Bl MR
irpes B RN
Y- M -, Y-F

I H
/ / i
X /1 AATE / X T e -
‘r
| | |

i
e - 70

2R Ibid., p.74.

,Xr“"‘ﬂ-;j=0 .1311 X1=X2 """" ‘X OID}-
150 w3 A£EAY (within) ESEH (Test of No Variability) & F#&#E, TRES
RS A=At 23AEL FEG F& REMOE BRLtE 43¢ A% ﬁx-}l
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(2 1) 2loind FE0I B3t WAL MK

— B =
Wem & REER seareme ads A0S AR 2
gk - B 2 (1975) HEAME
AR5 29
BIEE  BrBEERe A Lg% 1T WfeR ER BRET EA 0 X=X+(X-X)
EfrE 2T Bel MAT T &Y BRHN T & MMEMAER
i) e g BUESmIS) R 7B
+ A
ExpE BHEEAS Y M WmEsd B BEMHEAS X-X=0
BAS &S AY EESE A BB B BAMHEN 2 X=X=X
= A A b A pH(RER B %)
B
# W HEABERAdA BREHEACINA BirgERalY BUmEAN OF
Aoz W REN TH ? dalz RESY HX)L RwE
Bt el 2 <ldhed Ao % shed 4 Bl (X-X)
T BAth v BAGR ol vt Bk Rt MR
T REEHR
Ex RE)
B REERG R ERERH R WEEs BA BHE RSBl EK SUBO] o
ool ol B sol B B RE  deld A% H¢
(4 B —E# B
ordulel ¥ 1 a9 2 a9 1,2,3 29 3 29 5
o HH
el 24 2 29 1 ? 2% 1 24 1,23
A
%0

2% Hunt & Larson, op. cit., p.75.

gvh. 1S WEshE (k] < MM B (within variance)o] glekE A4 Hake
BARKS EETS AL SR X G KWL P (grand mean)o] 49|
gabe] b Aelth webd Dansereau 5-& olelgh Eauke] ALFA “ZH 7oA
Fgeol A ol AHQ KEpEE A ARehn EEabG s bR, 189 REE BLS KET
e MBIl A e8] Ml gu B BAES KETLNA Fele) R v
= Aeleh agciw BWHMCZE BAMES @FHANA Sue #EDel ¢ Bdd)
ol HERMOE MEFT KETHE F—s HelAk Aclch oL fEfho] s
EEPH (VDL) 8] o) #2¢) 2R AA ST oleba tEch o] e FEM BE RE



elelelq BrAcel MpREEmASIITS #A B 7

(08l 5 22 2lold 782 B SEE S clolet

I SO

823 4 = BA B + BIHEA +  RE
HMES] HfT A HifT
X Y b’ ¥ xX-X vy-7
HgE 1 A 1 1 1~ \/1.5 1.5 -5 —.5\1
B|A 2 2 2 | +.5 +.5]
WEE 2 BA3 3 : 13.5 3.5 -5 —.5
fBA 4 4 4 L +.5 +.57
B W
X3 Yo deF - HfrmEN X Y + BUBER X9 + B
e E FEF B Y—°—! LRI EL
X-M, Y- M, X—M, Y—M, -X Y-V
r—1.5 —1.54 —1.0 ~1.0 j—.5 —-.5
a -5 -5 +1.0 410 | +.5 +.5
+.5 +.5 -.5 - .5 L
L+1 5  +1.5 S+ .5  +.5
HEL JEHES B HhE
N-—-2 J-2 B
Y-M Y- M,
+1 1
vooar, =2 Tl a2 +1 o
% J
|1 -1
r=1 r=1]

N-giAhel ABM, o173 4
JEARET BB B oA 2
%$) Hunt & Larson,0p. cit., p.78.
Pol #S skl EHl 2ol Bgeel =havkR = BTSN HEMGRE RSt
A EEFEA A e o BEEAY REBEE O Ev RiBHSEES HERRE W
gedk Ao| flmuhel qefs Aol &Y FEigeluh

I1. Dansereau 50| £3E5t= Fiizel FIEZ

VDL £3E#%52] &7 Eie] Dansereau 58] HKffihsre] AN = 2127 s{gdeh. 2 A
#Ae] H= g 1977 el Dansereau &} Dumas 7} EFEsFg] =d] obal E 1 33 B el
3 A A gk dpwbe] et
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A = 79 ql 7} ? Dansereau o] F5EsH= HEiAIel elol Al LIRS M- EMES
7} B ARl sfsld B dl ol Miz kS elelvid A x4 4o]e] =(1971~1982)
ol AA%F EHERe) Blol YAl WK ER VDL Figo] AldslA 71 R4 #iztae] s dd
ALt Aoke]l de% SHAAE A 2Aql AdE $ukgr Al dE] AR wbE dA
Fetw Aok, 289 84 AEE F o 4 ¥R dah

[A] Dansereau 9} Dumas = ZE9 #1974 259 wiRE 793 Wi, &
EES EAME B MEAY THREY EED #EE 12 53 X3dde Ay
deEd AEA} 188 F34F AEES sAgEo EHY A e ot
Wt By gloltjAl el B3 (Average Leadership Style, ALS)-2 =} 2219 78S [
B A Ad AFenhn FAsta goh © ol g ol9Re] AxAA G4 19 HTE
Fga chEvha 44sE AL BRD BE REY Addx £ESD ek ol¥A
o 24 Dansereau -8 #1288 kol olo] BRI} (robust) BWH oL 2Pk v} £
el ¢ EES EAML BEC HY FEL Jebioh Dansereau 5 RERZT RABE
o] g nl SIS EAME AR 219 2 HEE T vt BHAE Az 9
<28 . »

WHZE AL 180 HEES st Er190v HEEY S5t FSAd £hsle] de vl
% f{ES Aol A ol Re) ehiA Feln FEME ¥u T £4E vdebictz
AR5 Aotk 74 ZEsololy ERLE EES EAMMY BARS RAL 2AF¢
REp) BEse] ston, Hit#sl gAY ik BEL THIdE ARdAE 2FE 4
A 234 AAo] ol x, EFHEAME BRS BEEY Fd o SEE AT #
el AR EES HHE Jehddin #EstE Aol BRI

221} Dansereau 5-& o] o}r-& WIFREARE B2 Hetd AT AFE §ol F
Az, FEEM St BH® ATH dAE Jellg BojoKay 6. zAHA st
ol Adslol & A& VDL FazlEe] BEMEY] Hfist BBR =v SHIINE
EBEETAALE 42 EESEAMEA4A 140 Efigfiz Jebdvtx ste 2+ &
B0 2 FIRs okt gl Aelch, agAR dobd 28 oA FL BRESAL HHE
o 318 gAY BES Eae F4E 45 d& Aotk we 2¥ A Eidd VDL &
AR esl 189 FaAe AEHoR 2T BAEL AEA el dTEEY K
wael sHabrk Qe E Todd EAS e A wde g & gA 2o elA
o vhAl THEGR B ¢14E 4 4F Aolch v RASAE oshde A A12A
o Hestepnel Ade Sl Al VDL F3xbEs 184 33 @b o7t
A HAY A9E HEA Fa g

(5) Hunt & Larson., 0p. ¢it., pp.68~69.
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[B] Dansereau 5-& 2154 §ij#st JeEqm M A @ (non-discriminant validity)
of ZA%Z etz FASI e @ ATt Y REEE wAsA 24 2kl 25t
74 A12AQ WEHERS TEHREY AL EuE A wgtebd giEal 2R
ot A& Wele Rel gt

21} Dansereau §-& 2184 BN A ALHA FZe45 159 REFRBEEEY
4 AR BEEHBE JEERIN REMY Bad 248 duxn FAstn 9ok 2
@d o] 43Al = Dansereau g2 VDLel s} ulstaiql sx}Eula] & o] 24l % EHifslx
et & AFaEsb date] (0°C) Eeolvh #l5AY (100°C) EEAAE L5418 FFo] =
BE W] gud 223 LEAREE FA 2 WES sk At m FES 4t YAl Evhe
a2} Dangereau 5-& o 26tA] 289 VDL 3wl & JE20 REKE S 7125 Aolet
2 e e Aeloh 9% Dansereau ol Frztaol 4w Aol QLA ol Hel
v agx] Rsteh dvEtd 288 FA-E HETEM e o 2 alTe] e #Ee] ¢l
I Sy dobe delsx, fEldAl o 3 Rk ERSAAL doke doldoh oy
o el MRS EAT & doh e A RE fEFHE 2dq ARG,
BRESY(ANOVA), EX#E5H (MANOVA) ol ERSMY o e AAss] «
Folet.

[C] Dansereau -2 [@ &k (homogeneity)d] FZEE &£ 5189 (no discrimination) .2
L (no variation) ] W&sl REER 23 b, HHE LA Y-S e Abgh
B2 Ty oleh A2 I EAl HEBEEY RAA st EAE Aste AL Bl
steb. 23 [EEH (homogeneity) Ei= [RB#E {4 (homoscedasticity) o] #&e T
U FBEANA 24 3 2 ol4e] By £Re HE: 1 hflsle EAME R—dxn
24 e 2RV A= BETA ¢3€ 4 A& @aolr] wlFolvh o T HMHBEE
AR REES WSS EEEY BAoR 2t AEe gv)(homoscedasticity, homog-
eneity or equal variance, 2, S, 1982; ANk, FFXF, 1983; FH;ES. 1981; HEVL,
1980; Ferguson, 1981; Cooley & Lohnes, 1971; Roscoe, 1975; Hays, 1981; Dubois,
1965)

HI. VDL HREFES2| #EBE MER

ol oz #HEtEES] #EY WAL of4 ARy o Fol VDL £REEC] %A 2
e BRE #ESH (ANOVA) Zo BEEBESHT(MANOVA) o2 3 S¥siga

(6) Dansereau & Dumas, op.cit., p.11.
(7) #HEtR EXEN MBS 2EIH BHS BRT R.
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EAAA FH del i ol®A #H2E Wagdn s BRS 249 RS sha)
Dansereau Go] &8¢ A2 Vi=Ve+Vyelvh 5 R#EL KERY #EsL #£ERY
#E folztn ste ARels. oA Y BESW (32 FESH, ANOVA)Y
B 2elvh ol A2 felolAl A5 ERSHY Badd 2FE olaslx gd& Aold (1
68 (a)el A& viebd ole}. BEERIS] MR BRI ARl Jeld Qe

v <2 64 (D)ol 4% 7 2o Dansereau §o] FiEsh= ALS F-& @M
B Eddle EA7F okl =eh. KERS RS FO)olAY FO)el AFER s1Fo)
Hol gle A& 28] AR A= & FHERE zlelvh. S SRS BRAA
Figs Jotof etk F=V,/V, & C/0c]w o]A 2 cco]AY RElrt Ark. shvkatd
KERS BEL FO)olx izt glox] KRS #E-2 K (C)2l 7A0] Dansereau %ol
A AR Aol ebe} 5o} s pelvk. 1 Al kel Al#l FEETEML ¥ HE £, ANOVA #
AtBgsel sleiA Evhal® Figagel =et, ALSY FfEi#e] wed= E7sln ABRH
= THsokRl H& FiEA whAlAl "t 0] 7. Danseneau So] lo]viAle] {Fifil W

(22l 6) Dansereau S0| £#%st= 2Y1 ANOVA/MANOVA
a) BIET HHmEY

X V, Xy

b) Dansereau 5o] 4 st zlojel4]l WRE My = (ALS)

V=0, Vi=V,
V. s e
Fell8 —oo o I
- -4]‘/85‘”
Va Ve WIS
¢) Danszrau 5o] FiEstE VDL =g
Ved
\/_SST \/m Va—'oy Vl:Vw

| s e

Vi Vy V’SSQ




eloj el 4l HiZEel MplRMEERA] #HAl R 11

geoll W& A~ 4 EET T A6 vHE 5 Ak
Z, R Tlel Al Bzl Al RERSe] Rhdlx Ersha HREE wel BelAFE
FAste As 2 HRE Vebli = vl oA 50l B HHM 2ol Al Ry i
Wamel wl¥F FIAA BREE L= 2ol ¥l Hzlok
th-& o 2 Dansereau 5ol FAsh= TEHMEBESEEC 23 o] AP A 512
ofZ e (A 69 (c)ol vehd 9la=d, ko] AAIRE EELE FRENE Zlolth 7

- B FURRl Al FRAS fagel % o olwdl, F=V,/V,=0/Celr] o]zl el

o] ckael e AEXHINT RS HEael =het SRS #ES Tl O+ HRERY
$i-e Foloh o]zl VDL elel oAl Fikawel [T FEel Foix ETdx

P

>~.

OB EGRE whobEol = 21L& fREESH Zlalel VDL elel el Algee] Fdke] 45 - FRiE
= FAsle el ul el A dlet

VDL FEHEES #ERfRS chAdd 4 82 gzl

w42l Dansereau 5o 13l BEXRE HHKG(LH 79 (@) AL 44 B2 3
A, #E XY & ool HBEE glo] SN THESME bl Ak 5 oo 8
o ghgel glol BT dlesl® byt BRI ol ZAA™M el ek 8 4 Danser-
eau 59 HIE A ¥ LEAC A= #Ee| vt Feta gl ald o] F it
X7 EZhEe) 13} 3 Afololl MgHEREIY sh A fla = Y/ B 13 3 Ao 7 il
el glvtx e FAE §lrl

Dansereau -4 HERER A L sto5 BBLeY fI4 X, Y7459 3 Rl
ok {2d 7 @9 A 3 Fel vebd RS ¥A)

XY= 1‘@55“7?%(7} 19l 7ol X', Y 5Aie °k7&91 BE-S KaolA MBGRECT 1
Br} 2L AE Frgdd, aEla G4 Fie uEE vepia g, (1 7>ﬂ (a)—‘4
(b) 2] E—’ﬁﬂk o] &2 wlws] 2w 2% cﬂ] 15k !@S%H B Aol Ao &
27 Ao EHaAt el ks el a(l-D 45 B(3-3) 5 Azl AENES U
o7} el ek

-+2]+= Dansereau o] & Z1A ™ afpfish 845 Mkl T2 & o4 1284
g Dol vebd AMY T ofzkel kel Wl E 7R 3 REMel T 2R
el X, Y FEHOR 4 xb BTt F A9 AFEZ MERBMGE dvx RS
Sl gk oleh, adaEld ast f= H@EE S ohdm F oY SRl el 1
Aol $HITY ERINA HEES A F vl E 2Zoume XY FEd B & filstdle
W e] R Al Ao R RS 9 ovlAlete] sty wigel o

& T. min

-
s
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CEBHE

Dansereau 50| F#HstE ALS#iflo] (2@ 7> (b)ell veb} glet. #Eo] @AY (k)
Ao QA Fad(T) gl 2l 2 FERGL A4 Adds Bl de A Brg
% glvh. el v KB Eifel A & Aol F#aA adA S 2 AL R
el oW HEERR SHE ¥+ dt BERE g WA A

4t Dansereau 59 HE@RAA L FAE FFx “Art ehlw B (either~or)”et
A T4 R Aok W& 2% o] 4Kk REE 198240 19774 Bt BIES

{12| 7> Dansereau E 2|

| Mol oi¥ FEN ST

' Y
@ VDL : 7
b4 ] 4 -
all Ta”
e
: ! 1o ?
; : 4 /
X : — T ]
5 T3 XY 3 X AE
r? Y
)/l g’ - d
o
. ) Lo ’// . ;
i PR 1P E
& R " !
X el Y e . o Ry
Y
(b) t‘ IJS
e P o ;
wnit? unit2 unit3 units unit 2 unitl XYe

5y o % n S
i - i, 3 S
N
KX A s e 1t . 0 Ak
¢ e ..4.3 ....;: ); {l._[ el '.'3.%1
unit? unit2 units3

unit? unit2 unit3

XYF
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gdria gaicl oAl = o Fagall A wlolbx] Feta vk 1977 Fell 2 EL el ¢l
A wsta olvh, “olel e WEMEA A Hste A& HEHs e B HE
BERflel 2 Korel A HEMel = FHRF REMOR It dobe 2 ®/nsa o=
B o] Ao HERYe R FEol R}, ”® ofnl Dansereau 5o o] o 7+ el dilerama
of whal 22 2%e] 2H4EY AT EiHWe] ANOVA 2 MANOVA =dlof 4 ie
wlolubq dEEpipyel ZEtkolel e MM AEE B sl o dovA sHeloew, =
a5 EHg A BEA ZRFFo] EolA 2A wleuly] @l ol gt RWEE WA
= Fo] st

IV. #£5%3} AoZo| HEHME

st Dansereau o] T B Dol AWK Hdwelehn st AL HHE
T RA o] #EEY Rl Higstgldn ¥+ vk Ee] aMsle EHEERN elelv
ARFAREL 71 E4q] #HEHE @ed Sh3txl @stx w48l B&Estn o =eh4
Dansereau 5-o] A &4 HEL HHH ol A PEE FRFe] 1551 REGHR] »+
HE FREE welBolAE Z8ste A3 22 FRE doliidz & 5 gloh

28] AHEEE “Avt ohvi®l B (cither~or)"glasts T4 EMS REST ZHRVS
2 Fols Zslerth?

EET 212 Dansereau o) HiK) =lo| i H%S EEH MES = Bt X
gt el el ol Folrh

Lippitt o} White o] 30 K #xg T2 AFL gloldy #it == HHt o
L Aol #£@e Outcomes] =EE, HAz, =e FTAA} HET dxF st Aol
gt @

Lippitt &} White = 2]¢]tl7} 284 MTE F53H4, MEMNLE Ex ZJMHoE o

FEot st BRHE A gtk EiNal 2ol AR A Skl RS BER o
Ae ol %t ERSFAAE Sabdal F4ie HEL ofF A7l ol

Dansereau So| $IF3F glo]vi4 “VDL” v <& £@ A/ p=d (WABA: within (3] g}
vl), between(R =tz H#re] o=b) el dlgl v, o2& ALSeL VDL 4ol 7

(8) Hunt et al., eds., ébid., p.77.

(9) Luthans, F., Organizational Behavior, 3rd ed, McGraw-Hill, N.Y., (1981) pp 413~415

(10) Dansereau, F., Alutto, J., Markbam, S.E., & Dumas, M.“Multiplexed Supervision and
Leadership: An application of Within and Between Analysis.” Hunt, J. G. Larson L. L.
(Eds.) Leadership: Beyond Establishment Views, Carbondale: Southern Illinois University
Press,(1982) pp 81~103
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L HBAY ohE YAz I Q' MEE o5 fl8lA BIER Aelvl. Markham
£ =3 BIE “VDL” 3¢ WABA Zdd]4 Vroom 4] 57 7leje] &4 d-gstgd =g
Al Baed Humkamd 2dd EAERE oztx XA, 2 Eel AAdE
BARC EREZY L HEREE 295 HE BREH o2 Afks S£EAR %
E&REZE @S FASty MR EBFRET Aot sh= §iiRA A B el
F RS REBKS SME Bk H318 Aol

3ol Dansereau §-2 (1982) tf4]l 54 2ul$ BIEste “tlolvldlsl SHEEREER
W (Multiplexed Supervision and Leadership)”elelz 3}ed A £ERES £E X 4zt
WABA £ A 33 =g BEIch oL wbx] 2L Ml 32 FERAA e #5
filell ALS o} VDL o] dtfsht 28 #afbdt Aeolvh 2ol oleldt thiFs 189 A%
= #Eql “Avt ohviwl B (either~or)"el= TR HEHE T2 AR EE A
olef. = oloig RYP AR 1EY HAirt B T SBRS e e 2
2 X Ehglieh 2l HvE ESOfAlA wel ) Bl = SRS A 2
M HETER-e JEMThe oF sbe obtd MREBE Qo) 1EH FEME %5, =%5 &
£%a58k 2 JERERQ Aeleh shvkabd ERG Mol A v BirIl B oY 44
B A7l dEd 278 FASE o] Fftl HEEWES el 4 =lEeleh. =it
A ERGHAA REES HEES Fxde AL TNEEseh

B 4T 2 Fo] Bl ALS Xdle] KW MEE JdAsGHe e 4t R
doirta BiEw), ul2 o)A Ux}el Dansereau m--zhe] 7] B ol BEAFERL 9lgiw A
ol v gy 2 EL AR AR Bast RN REMY BE 22 JREE
e A—fsts AXE 93 eA ¢ 9lv). Dansereau 5o A3 & + g #&
o] A E e o] Bl AAL HEE St BEEA = BHEA AL e
F3E = gk

Dansereau §-& ffiit&mo 2 ALS(FH vlo|viAl 2ebal BHZEHA) s VDL (EERRE
% T PgE) & 1977 AFNE 1982 9F7hA] SRS BRAIZIH 2 stgleh 282 AVt op
® B (either~or)"gl= T4rkal £EAY F#Eelsty o= AR HEE R
AMNG Foleh, 18A oy 2L 2 BREANA MEME BEY Bed AN &
i elel vl ARy REKY MEE BEMgsldwl Zeldh oogL ofm fEEL

)

Dansereau 50| Fiil#fyo2 VLD ALS 2 muisks o sk ®l x| 27219 5] 54
3 AT Stdvhm s BERY AES WelA gs 5 g
ot} E Sl EEE FESe] fehHEckn s AS wals] P4 EHRel e

(11) Huh, C.B., Curtural Skock and New Methods of Social Sciences, (Unpublished manuscript),
N, Y., (1978).
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I g BES EAY 7 o8 delvh i AR HPIEEs BiEsiAl sk, VDL
Rty Sleke] HERDY #E-S Mol L EEMNS &) REAMWe v 5=
= Fihd ATelor v =3t EEANY ALS o kS #ialshs] feiAl s &
ol FHEMel . il MM #ige] REMe|T 2 st A& W ES
w Aeleh ek zehghg Al Aleke A LA GERE ook she o]
= f@ﬁié’]” HatEe] F gl A obzk #ftehs sleoloh. Fidgolal sl ad o g
RS EER Bl A SRS HRGehe Adozte] Edd gloloh FUBES 4
7k BIERE o] Fuha sk 21 #lRile] & =Moo &7kl FRgble] S7] o Fooll o] A
< Flslr] el A Ak HEgrel BEE ok &k aela $ele VDL ALS
o faze] A2 HEMAA, e WEMEAYS KFYE + dubn st BEE THY ¢
vt WEECE 2] TR AEE sMEEC R EHFEE drbael4 SEle 1 JRE
HE 2ok v THE S 5EE] HEY 5 grle REE LelEd 5 U 3§t

__,

o

= Efe A 2eA T o e Adeleh fElv #EES TERES M HAR WA
T dlel = Fo] ALtz Aok gelx A7kgth, Paul R. Lohnes &= ol@Al Fabshg]
r/}-

A
09 ws2lb pelt GEBHD & FNE WA Bobok Aok Felk AHHEERA T
BRBY Bkl MEEE WAt S AutelRt A% F4sted ok Wk
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