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A Study on the Effects of Budget-Goal
Characteristics on the Behavior of Budgetee

—An Empirical Study of Locke’s Goal-Setting Theory—
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1. ®R2 BN

BE (budget D& A5H o2 7S 28T BE AN 239 BE¥XE 7
HH oz A Aste gy o]l gH= B EF (managerial tool)elth =
Zlol o] &H (management in organization)als AL =z PHYe]l Lo
#He B3l 2HERE 24 nA ste FAYolads del flEy, BYETEA
Uit oz olgH 1 e A EE 2AFAAAL T FFE PAA E Aol

Ede A%g + o

At HolAM 2RTALHY 23 42 e Exg 5
2 Mz ER7 #fig (conflicting)"go 2 Qsle], 2xe §ais AsHA
Z 7 e 7HsAdol AEdtdn B 4 gtk olald AgelA o AA] A8 (bud-
geting system)& 2 £49d o] FFo EJE vl E date] sAFy 2
EE Fots 2349 2EMold (motivation) & AvigtE /28 AL
HE g Tog FAolth oA B o, ik o] Ao ERE A

Fslele] HHIGE EMH flE (technical aspects) # ofgd, a2z <35
o xAFHLe] FF5H wkgo] kA= 78 flE (behavioral aspects)
o] nEojof gttt Hol FxHTh

7€ fEAA obFel = JiEHAG dtets 2AHFPYe] FFH FHHol 1
AR & diaArEs 2o FFH o FFEe @REIH) 3834 ad(ne
gative effects) & "d F& e HolA, oite] FEH S @A A
79 &ulE oldle] FaAel AzxHE Aolth

B A e 54 A3l 5ES ez Add o4 o g ol x
A744 sl & AFE v RAoles FE HA=Z 3 F oanzgle g
e Aoz o3t 54 (c
S4L 2ATAEYe B3I S A mEHoldd GEgg vl
ATl F3FE nlE Zoldh ol2l g ANEAL qFH AP B ATE BH
(participation)® BEIHAEANE F4o=z st FHsA olFolx o,
2 AR 34 dad AL ol RS zATAHLY 5ol Ay AAs)

o)

haracteristics) o2 ¥&

N
O
h:)
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A dehdes Aol ofdet oA Al wet 2etd ¢ UddE REHK (cont -
ingency theory )2l #Ho] 213t olsj & asictn 2 4+ ot

£ AT e o4bEEe] #HH#SBE H93ls o glel, Locke(1968)  ols|
ddy HEREHHK (Joal-setting theory)d] mat 3o (participati-
on), 84 (clarity), Yol (difficulty), = (feedback)o gz 3
Zeta, old g 54 et dag A dYd HYe REstE 2ATHNY F o
A A-E (budgetees) o alFo] olgA Wl st AL Sl J1G9A
ol M FHFHOE HF Hi= Zolth oy AFdre 8 7igelA &84 4
A2t 238 AT ZIxARRA F9F AuE 7HAA 8 Aoln, oo &
A7 5F I oMol ddn & F 3ok

2. R &k

¥ A& Lockeol HEREEHS ol 838l dite] Ex2rjol HAol e} o
Pxte] FFH WhEo] ofFA UBUEAE dFHoz AT e ez

A
) £x¢ ¢ (behavioral study) 2okol] £5loz A7wWHe zAPT2a o
Etl H

Cii

I (organizational behavior approach)-& €3¢

BE Q7oA o], @FH dFolMY oEMeAHe ¢4 gER(real
world )olA &tue] Wyt o ¥ #AS el s BRE A8, +4
A PEy 4L Aoz HAEH ¥ AAE gHEISH Foh gdefd] B oo
T ol#E g o]/ Agd mat g go] ol FojXtTh

© =AZFE2A ] dite] 4AE ARSI, e AEH JFel B 71xF o
E3 71Ee #ddd 453 dFEHE #mEAth

@ £ A7l Lockeo EFHA|EE H&3te & 43 2ok

@ dTUHA #E (variables) & %31, 1 #fFY ©#% (operational
definition) & Wz z, AFsna se AT @A #F A7 & (re-
search framework) & {&# (hypotheses) & 7lusic],

@ oA Zidd BRHES IS AT FAAH FREES YAt EEHA
Aol 71t Rsed =¥ GZ w2 dFE FAs] sk, siee o ads o
T d9stn, dd @ F4UIdA AHe] 22E FEIH SHETE AT

A

ATFANAM F2 Edla Qe HEK (questionaires) g ol &sta, &%

Eet
o~
x
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Ko
=
2 AT #RE 2%y, 2 Apd EkE w=oldd 9w, B ATt b
= A o o

1. REL BREER

1.1 BEe BHEMES %

B8 (budget) & Untd oz M@GBA@m BEBERFES R4S 38 R
g on st ol2lg dae Ve ¥IES BE 39 @] Ao, il (pla-
nning), #&l (control), EA{E%E (communication) % H% (coordi-
nation) 9] 71%& 7ME #HeH EFEEHAN2F oz AdAH, dEHer F
83 FEEAR (managerial tool) & ol &=z Urh ol g oA Zohd, o
MQQWHfﬁﬁmﬂﬂéaWWﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁ?%q:&ﬂﬂﬁﬁ EH (manageme-
nt)@d ‘g AMgES £h T 28R BHE 5% 25H 24 D &
olm HEE st ARK e #A#E ( coordination of human effort)ola}
2 g Utk &, BEE A3t & Al =¥ ol &3ty add BxRE
A ste Fdolozg, 18 =S adFdoR #Aste Ao 2AERE HFHo=
gAs7] A& M 430 AAolh weld el e SEE dge FAAHY
wEpy $%H(total management effort )& @WilE Aol olzd el
Aol 2AE JAg FIAIE & 7HA F8FT Fodo] & BEHOE
e ¥ES EE FEFgGAM T HdAEA ol&H i Ao =
stolgh 713 SWolA @A vle ERE Algsiste] vebd A AWA gkeo
sidele, o EAARANAM 2ATEA 7@ A - HAA gES vAA =
Zo)th.2)

o>

1) Randolph, W.A., Understancing and Managing Organizational
Behavior, Richard D. Irwin, Inc., 1985, p. 10. |

2) Hanson, E.I., "The Budgetary Control Function,” The Accounting
Review, 1966, p. 239. A
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BHol MamikE] BEMEEs St 28888 7stnx st AdEAe A
et Fodox dy] o|g5o] & A2 oite]l 17EIF %% (behavioral role)
< AZsA gk dae] FAHer oud AL il z2ATAU BB
Fg A=A HEI}= AL Ay gAl¥s £e 23 Azdz f sy
48 At S dde 2 HEGAR (development ) 2 HT#E (impl-
ementation) & E& o4 2 A7 A5H &S vxA g9 3), dare 9
AMARETRMY q3g Fal =AW T el dEe B2 Hdy zH A

23
<] - FNS
el dAAgREAE e v Adn 2 & o)

2

1.2 HEREHEHFST 21 &W

Mo HEE 22749 =gd o gAd" weld 2FE2rgAd S dnt
U 55X o7 (efficiently) adlaz 83 oz (effectively) 248 +
A= ste AL ZAFHAEZNEH 23T 248 A8 =8 dopgrd o]

Eol Ul=rpell 2] Utk oleld FHEKH] #F Ei (motivation theory)
ddS A8t Y Aol HEZEEH (goal setting th-

EFAAol2Le Asy &2k /M, 19CPolA 20Cxo ZA HEBY SHES
Alg eldd (Taylor, F.W.) 23 Al&shy 23 (Locke,E.A.) 9 19
BE9 e MN23 AFAGolH 2 Fnd o] &d 7ukg XA HAU5)
ExAAo|& odtd, AtHEL 289 &87E wHA7)7] A BEE
st =33, et Exe 78 Hras A Ha, age A4

i)

Og‘:",
off oX

3) Tosi, H., "The Human Effects of Managerial Budgeting System,"
in Livingstone, J.L., Managerial Accounting: The Behavioral
Foundations, Crid, Inc., 1975, pp. 139-156.

4) Ronen, J., "Budgets and Tools of Control and Motivation,' in
Livingstone, Jj.L., Managerial Accounting: The Behavioral
Foundations, Grid, Inc., 1975, pp. 157-165.

5) Locke, E.A., "Toward a Theory of Task Performance and Incentive"

Organizational Behavior and Human Performance, 1968, pp.

1co 1ﬂ9
L2/~ L0 .
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o] 54 HEE 7MH LA ste Aol e olth = e A, BE ExE
g3t Zatolete 2 EEo wet wkg (35 ) A ## Ao (consequenc-
es) & olglg whge Axrt HE Zo|th

Locke & H##%%E ( goal setting) & #d Aol AHHoz 7ME #
23 Fr713 oo R By, EEAAY g4 (performance) e Aol o 3k
23 2o AHEL dol o)

@ #HMsln #ms @ (specific goals) 7t oiuisln Lurz|ql Bgrr} o

e AFH g sHA 2t

@ old 1 ks AE (difficult, challenging goals)y ¥md &
olgt Zxgnc o Y& dFS M 2o

® 2# (participation) & %sl $#% B#& (accepted goals)¥: &
geojz Exrdg o e d#AE 1A 2.

@ 2394 g FEoly B I = (objective, timely feed-
back)e ¥ =Wo] ¢gle Z$Rg 6 U d4& 7iA et

g, dat@ele] #doM B, Ao Exrt FAFoz ditelgts FAA §
He AAgoss Il 29 Exgddel Hxdodn & o, A4S Bl %
%™ (management by objectives)d FAF Fogireo 7|5g Fd o
o 2 F gk a8la B o3 #FEe EFHAE da) AAdEdGy & F
Jeong, HEREHEHKHS HEC A% 8 a8lu BES T3l dddsdoes
ot FASEE, FHY) I FriFe S HAM ohge] xHEe T2 WA
2 vepd 7 AT

o R !
2xe o R E

#elsd

6) Luthans, F., Organizational Behavior, 4th ed. McGraw-Hill,

Book Company, 1987, pp. 254-258.
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a9 22 B /M e BEEANL fel =d7A4L 78 oHd g 1
A zloln, AAA o R HMHBHEAN oHIT HAL 714 & Bolgte Hg AT &
metA] £ dAdPoA e Lockeo] HEREEFHS o AEHA v¥lFo] EEHS

#ZotnA sle Aol

2. £ITHRA B

o 4te] FF Akl M= BE ATV ol FoAH k. 2 T2 dF2A
Argyris(1952) ¢t Sterdy(1960)< a7t dx, 53] oo S o
2 353 g3k B3 AT2Ae Collins(1978), Kenis(1979), Merchant
(1981) 5¢ A+7F 3Ath

Argyris & dit#ziAge] 2da Adde] distd #4dE 7R Hxe  dF
gz, ZEZHA G (Controllership Foundation)? $9o08 wHEol
HiBERAY T vXs 8L 453 Adeld arsda’) ZExe &4
2 Arlel o A FToAbg o] &3t ZIdANM 4ol EEK W dde A
T3 A3 dag A-E FEEREoR BE IAUF 4Pt AR G gl
BAEAES 7R ol fE Bol dit@E A dide] RAHAHA dFg o
ddch 2 oleld B e AR} 3Rl HHd WE LAFE BN
(undue pressure) wW&olgtE Alal-S XA
olgl gt ArAHE 7ol wEHEY FHE AS, AdAde A= P AF
FE #RlEToleg, datgHed #Asts s|Adel diate] TEE Eek (be-
havioral implication) & ®E=1uAE didte] 7otz gdd P52 LA
A Fx Ade FE dvepl £o

Sterdy & 71¢lel 3 & vehl & #2K%¥ (aspiration level) s 7
d Z4ed BXE UeUE BEY A gty FEH #4dg xa, «idRng
g g AFg dEsteln AxsArhd) AFFa, oitd gigsEddel Al

fr

2
=

7) Argyris, C., The Impacts of Budgets on People, The School of
Business and Public Administration, Cornell University, 1952.

3) Sterday, A.C., Budget Control and Cost Behavior, Prentice-
Hall, Inc., 1960.
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24 &4 g oeatel wedl mek 4evh dedl debd, old ¥ ATE Bl
(motivation theory) s mEgHs A9 #I =241 438 du &

F Utk
Collins& 7i1A {54, 54l U4 9 Bxe o ikgel = (budge-
tary response attitude)ete] A#¥AE AFIHIURS) A7AH, 45

el gt BEE diukse o fo A FFE viAH, web NIHEE 9%
sed F9d 240t 2 5 Jdode Z24E 4 2y A9E g% *éowr A7
EAA g4€ dArgeise M2 g3 vHA e AMg At
Kenist BERH, BREHE W, B8 oyt BREWER, BB
E R MBREEY WAE ATSHYR0) a7ds, 49494 o AEEE o
et stn, BEEHAC S BHURE FAA T = A, it g BEet KR

g foldoz AHY 4 Avhe AL LAY FE, A AH UG Ay AT
3 slabg AFPsl ol gt Agole Adel $AH FFL vlAcke AE 2

A% & AA

Merchant & 7149 @ik o A 2-fde] @A, aeln MdE=o|xs o
A zHlo] BAEtE fo] wE Tt mElWold T BEMES] #AE AT
sl ohil) QA s, Zddgel uel g §39] o avlg A”ste 4 3ol
Adx, e E4L AYEe g dar e dae f@elate] ZEjwold 3 B ol
froldel g A, 7P A Akl Hdeo] AP o s & A
7t A "HoE 238 dAh ol il 5ol #HElAte] e mAE

9) Collins, F., "The Interaction of Budget Characteristics and
Personality Variables with Budgetary Response Attitudes,"
The Accounting Review, 1978, pp. 324-335.

10) Kenis, I., "Effects of Budgetary Goal Characteristics on

" The Accounting

Managerial Attitudes and Performance,
Review, 1979, pp. 707-721.

11) tlerchant, K.A., "The Design of the Corporate Budgeting System:
Influences on Managerial Behavior and Performance,” The

Accounting Review, 1981, pp. 813-829.
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Ge A% we 0g & ok A Uy o
olgols MFE clel JTE ARE WU, ol st ZEIAS 54
o2 TAHE ogl Wise AFNLS BEel U ME EE KR foiHd
A% ATE ¥e vel Fdan g + U

Q&

3. RR2 BE

o] 2ba sl xle] o Abell U Bl == HifBRY BE (positive attitude) of i
4y fE (negative attitude) & E#FE F Urh AAe dide HAx4ez
grealA Y, A AE ZUMAFIEE A EE dvlste v, S BEsSHA (bu-
dgetary slack)E dAAZIAL, Aol g we-g fFR3lE grs geirf?)
714 o Atell o 3 Bl o] BEMET BEMS B Eaol obdak HEH ol
e Aol feold Fgrt gk oy E d iRt o4t gid HEE HAHRHo
2 AT S v RAoluz, BE U grs dAds g 2EH
ol ol v} il ol st E#E (proxy variable) 249 ouig 7Ixdn &
& olth asleg e W] uel ofibddiate] oide] i efxrt oFA W
g AUA AHRE AL e AuaS AMET] AT Axgle dAld Qo] wf
8% vzt Yo s
b, & FRdME A4y dargel 548 ez el Eolu o
e guxYog g3 Hog Erh F, dite] EAuiFEe] o
e ezl MEy T FAFoz gHS v o JiYstn ded 22 &
e AR

AR, dAEETE G stn 2R A e, ads 24 Aol A= o4k
ate] o) olaiE e FEE JEM s BEAES] H@t (goal clarity )
of Ak fzte] dYFo] IS vl Holth

Locke(1968) & g3 Adwael 2 Fo ATl Zx7l BmEsA H2AH
= AL, 28A @e ARG fEMolH, X7 fuidt B¢ 2355 KR (co-
nfusion)e]i} B (tension) < tgte 24 A (dissatisfaction) &
1A & Rolgte AFdAH 5, EX/ st AddaE o atdadztel 57 B

il

~—{o

rlo

12) Collins, F., op. cit., p. 328.
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= mEHoOldE AL Aoz JdEddy) med don g mmpe 443
=2

a1 :clds35el 984 (goal clarity)Axsel o Abalalatel o At o &t

B = (budgetery attitude) Alolele jEFe] A 7} &7 3,

=W, cate] FFH Znd B ATNA B BA g Aol Ho| u Fed 9]
23E ¥ 7 A BEz#E (budgetary participation) @ dakd] <)
VIS T A — BEETE — 7 28] Ay Redste], 7 oA kg A]
AL TIT AW REM BEHEE BgolAE oot mds mEcs
(participative management) s & welo|a], Uuizlo g of| Ahad & 2} 2
st 5 BHEHEE %% (internalize) sl sz, a9l wel o Aarade] o3t
Ho## (self-control) & £33 H& FHAA ZwoH olsism 9uk

B R #Y ATE Locke(1983), Kenis(1979), Merchant(1981)
S ol olFo Fou, a1 AFe I YdBE e YUt Ho| Foldm g
o gy, dAE e #sl datadgate] meuwolMel #EN HES M4
°

i Zolth F o) Frrt 2o A, daaadxte e g g s =
A4 238 71 & Ao JigEth ugd dgn g mHe AA s
&&#R 2 A4 (budgetary participation)e] Axe o abdaizale] o
ol g BE Aloldle ol A7 &) sch
A, BREBE] BRESE (goal difficulty) e FEs} o aadaizte] &
o &S A Aolgke He Locke(1968), Hofstede (1967), Sterdy &
Kay(1966) 5 ®2 A7oAM Yeldz slvh A2 Fe dolug fAzord 2
Aote AL wf ozl dojh Hxsh 1T 2o (too loose)H $o o AR F
ol REHldadE Al Jgg F g Ao, EE/ UE #HEa(too ti-
ght) Z¢ 328z A A2 ( feelings of failure) s FAP (fr-
ustration) & Fo2M4, 233 HEM HEE v F U Hojth  wabA
dRtH o ofygA 24 /He3} (tight but attainable) %9 AR E}
FEAg Aeog F4€ 0 gk asiy of¥A 2RSS FES #Ek (op-
erationalization)sizi7} &@stn, FAHPL & FYxe oz Zx= A
™

Bt Zlol gddos we oz Zojate e AR Iohd, HAHE oA

=4

13) Ibid., pp. 330-33L.
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#7F =dF el 45 diddate] v HMEmM BEEEES M4 & Aoz 7
atez, d&3 2e KRHS HdA I
B# 3 el AE ] g del= (goal difficulty) 9t oibdefate] o Ao
3t BlE Atolel = EQl AAZ Ex0 3ok
iRt 2, g G E Aol g Heul EF Fadt B SEU)
"Hdn B 5 Uk o9} dHE AT EZM = Locke(1968) 2o Carroll & Tosi
(1970, Kim & Hamner(1976) 5°] ey, 2 A4/ dAHA Yepd AL
ofdch zelt; o AEFel] it FEveln AME scwe iRt
M BEE 3% oz ZidEt wY odddse] 289 3ol i AH
E @R o & oy, AFeolu dujztg =7 o] Qg E opyg, B ¥
& Ao dig #FRel A 2 Aotk weld odE# Ze KRS 2Pk
Rag 4 AAEE 3t 9= (feedback) el Axel o4abdaizre] o sk of
& el = Alolell = Eel #AIZE EAF
o] ol A =gt AFAE aofstd, K HE E& AAgH ofefo EERS 2
ol vepd # Uth

2 oy 9124953 K (challenging)ol @ Zolth weby o 42
]_

Jm
oX

A2
AAEREES o] k2 8) Zke] o 2be) &

— T3 A]

il ~- 333 9=
— el b o
L o

!
1)
In
=

Z, BREHE% (budgetor) 7} A8 ste 539 AN 2R oA o ide] &
HEA ZHNA HE 5L BERTES AU A HE T 35 %S 7
Hozx, Aty oz Ao A dTFg wAA & Aozt H& ATstuAt &

Zolth, olgl@ A7 Ade A AL A ALY FUE F

o sl pEM BEA2T HArEs AT £ Aom AU 5 e Aotk
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I. E&HEM W

1. BRel W&

1.1 #E&Re] phiH

BEHHE (field study) oA Age LS 3T o SR (su-
bject Do HFAREHolHL w-¢ F23E2, & AT E 2t 79SS B
st HAH WE, 2HREEE 9% o HEAE wisdon, 53
Atdell fFelgto 2 doFEa 1% Hel (bias) & gaA718in 3t

@® 7]%194 ﬁiﬁ%%ﬂ e HRE %‘E%‘Jffbl Asted 7IdF a7l 2 AH

3 =g T 91%11:} Ziﬂ‘ﬂ% Els I%MH 2~39e FEy FF
2 7 RenR ge 79 ZIde ddsol st g dIe IFWAEAEN o
g ER Yzl T4 dAET SxAYARSe] AngAE Hoz v
3t

@ A7 KEERE £F 2 AT daUse] J9S 1Y 4 Jdome %
BY EEIM EES F2sHn sigich drlde 4% Axy, R (FEPb,
%
ks

X

ALy ) Axz ggst du, F47He AugArt Axde FHeg o
HEAAM FAstgonza dF Aole FAE A=z AW 5 YA
® TAIA EEHSE: HWEKE Sotd IR
fr&e 71%< Fdste TEFEE (dA=2 ﬂr?é}OM 2] =)
ol del freldg meElstd dAl 2 o WEE 29k o}

T B Y F | dAVd | R seRe | fFERYS | T A

o 719 | Azxd 4 7R A} 120 81 73 33.6 %

94 5 7 A} 110 95 87 40.1 %

R 370 A} 30 29 29 13.4%

Fa71d | (gD | 20704k 60 35 28 12.9 %

gt Al 32 /N At 320 240 217 100.0 %
(75.0%) | (67.8%)
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1.2 ZfE#Kel S
Bl o AT By, 479 HdAs AEA @Rl s ge o
22, AEA FE9 2 s Fo7F et 2 APidM s @ el
22 3tm, HEA el —#r E#E Mo feldtd 2 g
< HEsSt:, & #HeREd AgstA el giES stskd dEAE FA S
ool EAE nh, FEUTE HEXY FAHL AR oz A SAT bt
F2b ofgt ol Al HiiHAK (pretest) 3t 1 EEHS =olun, AHEHo=m
I EHE 2 KREREE AFstHh
@ o A5-xe] EA (budget-goal characteristics)

o] MEAE Merchant(1981)¢ Kenis(1971)9 aAFoA ol&3s HEXE
7122 FAsRen, 9o #He (bias)E Zol7] ¢stkd #AdE, dolg, mg
4, slewe EFEANE F#AMUE 3 E3Y wgol A wlg ik

1) daagizzl A FAGEH Y 44538 238 o, 5 #Aste o 7oy
Azte E5UZL? (LA 23t BREE

2) A A DY AAERE At s 4FS o] 2TFEYI?
(BEERY o8+ )

3) A B @D CAEEE AsE Fstedel & E3E FHE &+ A
& o$ 2Esn FAHeE FUFUZ? ( HES S8t )

4) Aste diEHe Ao distd oidARAAZRE FARZ g
wSU 7t ? (Il =ule] HiEE)

5) A FA D ke At a2 FEHX i BFen FoE
M FAEURT? (BR-BEERA EE)

6) A A @EHe CdAERE GA4stete A A A=Y =935
$7F e 7EUA? CHEERY o)

7) A%te AdAERE el E o8 FEF olx Zlol @ FaddA =39
SHAEHE B9 & T dFUAT (HEES BE#E)

Sk

o
ttlo

O

ol

S
g 4rAE 7|

2
=

14) Szilagyi, A.D, Jr., Wallace, M.J., Organizationa> Behavior
and Performance, 4th ed., Scott, Forceman and Company, 1987,

p. 703.
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8) AAsk ol aalolol st ol dvlA=VE Azt AT 9| @
A e LEUAT (REERE 0 7= )

9) A ofatel WAL AAY A, M2e Aoz 1 Ate] wAHY
72 (BR-RESE S pEH)

10) A $AGH qUAFEE @Y7 e ol e AYUA? ( HmmR

o olelg )
1) A FAGH ABBEE A 247 gystolol @ FAN 2Es
el & ez AsuU7b? CEBEel B )

12) o A A= ?16}4 AMER 2HHE Bk Fe] F L FUst

? (FEMIS A=)
@ itel g gl = (budgetary attitude)
°| 4¥A & Collins,Munter & Finn(1987)¢] AFo|A o] 43 HEZ
7122 7S dEWES dakl td A3 Hre 4234 gra T,
A2e FFUE, FAE #5U3e] 2oz wjdaiain,

1) Aste] AZERE 243 et AdAY AA G =FLe 71eQqUn?
(BEERS %H)

2) Aste dAEFY 243 AN AAQAHA FIHs AE wfetn Azt
FUZL? (B HEMH )

3) Hete dAEEY gidoz Qlad AF AdRe waHUA? ( BEER
o & #aE)

4) #Aske dadgdl Fdste A9, 7185 glow oA § (budgetary
slack) & T2z A=zt ? (BEsgp] FE)

5) Astel dddelAe ditge st g Feddy Wwn A5UA? (BE
BHERES WT R#}E)D

6) Aste A dAE AAI B Azt o YuE AL 5ol =
o AAFU? (BEY NS #HAw B

7) Aste o ite] AAHE F97L a8A e Hong o A
A ggn AAFUZ? CHEMEMLE)

8) Fste 7187F Folrdvhd «AER7|Fo] E AT U HH5Y
7h? CEEl g fiEm)

0

o

7}
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9) Aste ANFEE THSE A0 MUY 4ARES “AUA? (BA
) BB )
10) AstE AAAERD FEAMESS Tt ol no} vhe JP4HE s}
Ae Rolatn AZAGUR? (fBM FE #HED
1.3 Kol WE
B AT E BB Wbz 71 §89 Row ARl U ol$

Ho A1) gAEY 5% RE (Likert type 5-point scale)d 23|
#7E 3tsd k.

.

1 2 3 4 5
1 : 348 224 <t (never). 4 123§ #Holg (often).
2 3%x g ¥Ho|tl(seldom). 5 : g4 agdd(always).

3 : %ol (occasionally).

@ el =g SH BE Bl A%, 2N 2L4S e Y2 BEH
R E, Wolx, B34, J=u )2 Yehle Zolth

@ Byl W@ mE BH AR A9, £34 RS dehls A5EY o
sl AEgemH, 434 ol ZRAsh G4 F oo AT wepM 2
b Ees% no REm BE, 2S4S 2o BEN BES JehiA 8

2. Bxo o

2.1 BEWES FEE ¥ REERT

DA YWl ol ATARE RS Ao, WEHA EEES
Geo] e AEe MAS @4 F Bed x|tk EHME (reliability)
¥ FUE FPETE HE ASES o dehbe 2ux9 Y%e =8 e
WE Zels, 2%E (validity) @ 238 47t 7HE B4 A4 e 2oht #

15) Kerlinger, F.N., Foundations of Behavioral Research, 3rd ed.,

Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1986, p. 455.
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et el o EstE QulstE slolh
O EHRERT
EHES 28 ATE5HdA EBEARM (unsystematic) oz AT § Ut &
iy #®Z (random error)el #3I EAoln, EEe M (a matter of
degree) 2 g Wolthl®) HHEAREE AL S s E@EES HEd9
 ules HES4 (item analysis) g Al23ln glon, Q71 E HEIJEE A}
of

o] FHAFELE Eo|7] HotH %%Sﬂ'ﬂiaa‘tﬂagi.iﬂﬂﬁ§m§ﬁﬂ A
#—HE# (internal consistency)-& #AAZI
olzfj 9} zro] AAts]E Cronbach’s Alphard e &AWF] SHES w93t

Ao ARl ge A, 00l 1Al gelM F54F & HAdAYE xR

L L
M
2

0‘?{_4‘
4

@7

/‘Rl.

2hd

zt Wie] W3 Cronbach’s a& A4tst 23, obg ®ol WeRd vhe} gl
van de Ven & Ferry(1980)°l o3l Aol BAce7 =&e] Autd 43
A Aol RIS @l 0.6 = ol2W ol=AHE FFI FFol Holm AAFa
Ak olgA & of B AFAAM ALEE HEo FEEES AEIT KEA ez @
of £zt

F

H T &g ® 3} a *
o AHE o] A 3 ®—1,5,9 0.7317
AR Fo] FHox 3 ®- 2, 6, 10 0.7212
| AFEFo] Jolx 3 @-3,7, 1 0.6696
AAHEFe] Flouiye 3 @— 4, 8, 12 0.7203
of foll & = 10 @—1~10 0.6006

16) Carmines, E.G., Zeller, R.A., Reliability and Validity
Assessment, Sage Publishing Company, 1979, p. ll.
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[¢]
#Z (nonrandom error)e| & FAZE, FHs A o xstE Loy

2 A% ZPSHUENE DTk

o

AT M E P2 srolx] gt

AEAD(AAEE 5

Bax o9 2Eel F4A2 dggy oo =
Wilel = RELEE (content validity), X%¥MHBEEE (criterion-
related validity), #&Z %k (construct validity) 7} gJou}, ool
F bAE 2 el oid @el®m slEeld Add Hrprdel HAR @R
Wlolth, BaAREES =gle 54 BHM #s

201 89 2 893 29 4
7/ 2 i Communality

(dolx) (FA=) | (FHE) (884d)

1 - - 0.76046 - 0.66038

2 0.73349 - = - 0.69961

3 - - - 0.45041 0.63823

4 - 0.60238 - - 0.68004

5 - - 0.79462 - 0.53441

6 0.67742 - - - 0.54421

7 - - - 0.88283 0.60459

8 - 0.46986 - - 0.84245

9 - - 0.77297 - 0.43534

10 0.84492 - - - 0.72821

11 - - - 0.55226 0.66501

12 - 0.88550 - - 0.80557
i f 2 4.44557 1.54344 1.07205 0.77700
Pct of Var 37.0 12.9 8.9 6.5
Cum Pct 37.0 49.9 58.8 65.3

17) 1bid., p. la.




178 # & 8 %

AEA@Cdel dig Hx)

3/ 82 811 (H54) 2212 (£33 ) | Communality

1 0.66883 - 0.47274

2 - 0.60769 0.41395

3 0.63576 - 0.40784

4 - 0.23791 0.28398

5 0.58053 - 0.40712

6 - 0.61113 0.37518

7 0.38937 - 0.34469

8 - 0.70027 0.50215

9 0.76166 - 0.62225

10 = 0.37688 0.15150
a1 F 2 2.65838 1.32303
Pct of Var 26.6 13.2
Cum Pct 26.6 39.8

(theoretical concept)g E&3lr| 9t 2AE g3dEe] REe I iR
(direction)o|u} #pr (strength ), —E#M# (consistency deol o FA
stalot gt Aoloh

2 aPFode zt Bl og @an BYEE AF3y] Astd,dwder @
o] o]&HE BRG] WAL ARSI Y. ERSHFS K4S (principal co-
mponent ) 24 Y-S o] 8381, VARIMAX 7|l 2o & EAM# (orthog-
onal rotation)wtalel eolstgch Zt 42X Wg QAEAHAA, zt ey (F
) e 7 HdelE (communality) et &% 299 nAHIL okt ol dE
stk

QolgAel AF, B AFNA ZHstnA sl HFY #EREES ¥ WA
gt HEMREeR Jsty AaA AAHAE god, dAHA REHE
e Aoz B ¢ Uk

S
U}

2.2 fB#e BE
BHe BEAEe) fHiEa Al mEel W BE Aeld JadAE
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obstuat st o, AduAe stetel dvdoz AMgHE dof A EFHE (Per
arson’s Product-moment Correlation)$ Al&3t HF3o, BR&EX
of glof, diAz F Aujd diaAAAE 2E Wride A9 Az aysiA

g Fa71del ol A AEREAL Az tfid dgo| FEA F£x glon
NdArdEs #ARsdt

A543 ZaA s (PR)
AAZIE | H 7l H | F4d
ZHE 1 relAbE e B8 Fxet o 4 0.4379 0.4629 0.2493

Aol oo dig el = Atelelli= el | (0.000) (0.000) | (0.100)
#A 7 EA g
74 2 el abEded el HEe o Akl d) R}e] of 0.2520 0.2459 0.1794
Atefl gk el = Atolell= 1E] #AIZFE | (0.000) (0.000) | (0.181)
A get.,

olN

7 A

71 3t AR e g dol e} o4 0.2761 0.2941 0.1348
2ol o Aol thg Bl Abolel= iEel # | (0.000) (0.000) (0.247)
A7} &A gt

7V 4 el S tig Hewe PEek 1 0.3583 0.3576 0.3552

o At s zbe] o 4be] th & el X AfelelE | (0.000) (0.000) (0.032)
ESl @A 7 &4l g

Zamp o] oM 2E M dste sl oA AFdE de 7 AUTh
ZlddrEz B, Ai¥d doMe 2E JHe dietd R dats
F Ao, duhpEd oM e 749 ASE AQstnEs Zigid bigE
oA daE 48 F AU ole BEHEY] =Yy 2 &AL 7
Z27199 ALo] BERGTEE A28 o HrlH X e 3 (FH4d4
ol9lo] W BEEM YItd e NS KESIA ¥ ZeE aHE F
o},

3y, ARTEA s NEHor AFE AAs W2 KLl o
gko] feld oz vetdEeAs AFer] fsted, &% 2 DESHT (regress-
ion analysis)#®S dA3tdth

L
S b

o

o Al 2
o ©

A
filo
P
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Y=a+ 8 X, +8;, X, +8; X3 + B X t+ ¢

@, Y eldel Hg e
X, ol bR el 95y Xy 1ol AR ol E
Xt o B Ee el E X, i ol a2 9
of B¥g olgsled F3E 2z EMSH 5ol FANAES AT FEHMEE
chg3t ok

HAA7 1D 1 Y =122.93+0.61X, +0.15X, +0.07 X; + 0.24 X,

ANOVA
Source D.F. S.S. M.S. F P
Regression 4 866.64 216.66 14.24 0.00
Residual 212 3225.67 15.21
Total 216 4092.31
R* =0.21
71 Y=22.74 + 0.69%; + 0.10X, + 0.07X; + 0.20X%,
ANOVA
Source D.F. S.S. M.S. F P
Regression 4 834.20 208.55 13.46 0.00
Residual 184 2850.46 15.49
Total 188 3684.66
R?* =0.23
Z47]1Y : Y=26.81 +0.08%X,; + 0.15X, — 0.12X;3 + 0.67X,
ANOVA
Source D.F. S5.8S. M.S. F P
Regression 4 51.29 12.82 0.91 0.47
Residual 23 323.39 14.06
Total 27 374.68

R? =0.14
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Mad 4o Aol o @ 23R a2, AT A 2ol

#rE2est A Eel foldel GFS vAE Roz vehou FaME &

A 2HE de F ATk M, REGKS e ge ANBARAY olgdx
e mEEC] lddel o e o] 3

)

%+ sich

Ao REME BE FRHER e duje dAARe AAA 298
dAZ don @ W, 2 ATARE REAES fol ALY e BT
gl FoH9 4% v o

gE 2& vekddan & £ Aok = Ao g
524

V. # A

gl BE/ AZdoz ERE BELS 1 7144 9AFE do 24THAe o
S| Qgare wAE BHEEEN HES /A Bk wald aie Sr1Rdd @
3 REZEEmel 2AY TAA Belsdosxe g sy ¥ F ok &
AFNME ole s WA EFHYo|2L S0 o AEFo Siyo] dag
B Ade Ao Tusts BEEAEY F§ 3 BEREY oud RS mxE
X mEmoD KBS Aolch 58 Amel £3 - 2o UojME REEE HEgel
2AAA T A PFo G wA FE AgE HAM pEgEme A

43 mEe A

A7Ad, gAZ AAFGE AAFAARE ZFe dVdE FHeE B o FF
dAol2olX &2 4709 BB ( BEe] WM, BRE, #2E, J=0 )9 A

sa)ze] dlabel] that BT Alelel AR AAHE 4709 BHRS BT Aot AA
s olglgt AEdae darEzel /MEa EXo] o4t gt = HEAY
gme v "Hos AME YEE b, & A5 E7E 2o WEstA AAE
d 2w AR aged sl @eE A T AL ngd & eyt BAHD, 1o
A FFel AAEREI MAHY, FHg o] ool FE, o i FAt=
Hel AFH o ASRHE 2 Fde Aotk old dale] dirEzed 5

P

HAATY A Ee] vlAE darg 45T Ay A elaoz vehdn. Ao
H

|

o2 Locke S0l <& A=A
# 3 AFAIE AN ZHAA A ML AT YEHN BEALL] o

b
B
Fals
ez
B
flo
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oF S Igprel AW Wl Fi Ao|th

FH, el Aol FelH ARE 9 £ s vl o]k Ywxos
oAFHEAAA L AckeA G50 Uk ARl o JLPAE o WL RG]
2 Ul wesld e g8 dehls Zew sastssi adu ouw
Aol @ olvlg net gse] ] AME HRESe FhSe] od  Emm
Bzt des =, 2 Ao nelshd 28 A S45e guusd o
@ AT Heel Yoo HREEME AAE + U
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