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A RA LY dAEAE 2R FUA B2 A HATAE F 2 HENF] Ho &
Atk 28y 71E AFEANAN BY AFHSET B RAI 2O WHRIFESHY Bl ]
Mt 2 g Fdste) A, AaHrEn JrA L BiEeEi e e (Fit) B
=7 iR v A Gl el e EE #Rv HA a2 dgelrt

ek & FROME A TR, AT F 22 JUNUTEY o) e it rA
259 s APEfit) Y=rt AR A gl vAe 9¢E 45
o2 srifrsta, ol Aol &ty RA AR Al disiA e ek (implication) & 289l 7t
A $Rek T

[. a7 24

Z)dhel FuAl2Eo) Egel gat 71giol e WuAlAue] dgre ts] tieet
.

ol9} e AR AAH ] ¥ - HAuf(Success & failure) & 719l 21 @4°1ses &

BEdetn BN sA e 2us
* ¥ al%ﬁrﬁ”l A AF et wa
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Ho Mz Fol g G v A Ha, dFHA A2, 5& AAE @48 e A
HA2E ] - e e SxE F9 AT tiide] Ho gk vl Hr Al Ad e
gRES A3 E 39 A B A 2 (functional information system) z}zhe] Az A2
2 Aol gt AFE olF 39 HHA| 2 wet 7 AFArt s F I E B

.|
AL
k
ﬂ
N
oX
f

AN E=ge 2o gag g 37k FF ol F B <) score keeping in-
formation, attention directing information, decision making informationg | -& 3}«
zz 9 g5 FAGE 249 ZERINE Fv AN F2 39 R A2
(Frederick, h, wu, 1983) 3| A HA| 25 o] A3 - Ao A& A7 28 A B2 %4
t}. (Gordon & Miller, 1975, 1976 : Rahman & Mccosh, 1976 ; Ginzberg 1980 : Gordon
& Narayanan, 1984 : Chenhall & Morris, 1986)

el B Ayl M a2l kst SAF ALY S Yo' sty vt
2EAGES A7l Fo EXo stuA 3tk A, FENMTEH JAY ALY 5
3

A, ddasse G A JALBA LY BAF A= (fit) Y=t Aol vl

2F7nR Y A7 F2 AFUEFED I A BA LY Y] EZETN] BAAATEA
(Gordon & Miller, 1976 ;: Gordon, Larcker & Tuggle, 1978 ; Gordon & Narayanan,
1984 ; Chenhall & Morris, 1986) & .A| 28]} A 3HZ A 7F o2 g AA A0l A 12 5]
2 dtte e AU o, AFUFED SAF A2 54 9 A#s FAO 18
R ATnge 1 A7yt A slch B A7 Ao ge gl 719 E3
of §43te], stwzAog BPxZ], WY 5L AFdFANA AdHUH 49 Geie
71 gl el S| AIYEA| 2 0] &RAQ 3| AR 5, A7 A For M BAxzFoe] 1
@97} "ot

a3 71dlel] AakR Azt gAY Y- &7 A2 E A A AEsa QL
B 719e dpdidel s AQdstdn, Aol Habde] dlow ANAA8S B R, A
FYFA 2" S ol A AANES D e 7IFGET ATHALE Tk
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Davis, 1980)

2.1 BEAIAHS| SM0 e

ARAIA2Y Y BN I3 HFE L] A9+ 2+ Benbasat & Taylor(1978),
Huber (1981), Macintosh(1981), Ewusi —mensah(1981) ¢] A& & 4 o, 3 AA
BA 2" S g o 23 A5 2= Driver & Mock(1975), Gordon & Miller(1976),

Gordon, Larcker & Tuggle(1978), Gordon & Narayanan(1984), Chenhall & Morris
(1986) 5 94+& & F Urh

2.1.1 ARA| A B4

AW A) 28l o] E A (characteristics of information system)-& % B A] A8].S 1A 5}

ir

T A whE 4ol 2 4 1=t (Benbasat & Schroeder, 1977) A XA ¥ 9
EAL i) 7%3 54 E(architectual characteristics), i) 38R A¥ T2 (information
presentation structure), iii) g ¥ %7 (information attributes) o]t 3712 He|l= ¥
#2 4 94t (Yadav, 1985)

2z EQse AR Ade] 227 . =7 H(logical) QA4S TRE T
M, By AT TEL Fu S YA 29 Yueke Aol nake g 57
ct.

g GEAI 2R A e Pojok TANAE B wet thefatA o] Fof Am

ol
AA

2ol

r1 r
sl

m]n

o]



ABA LR EAG T ddE FAULES B gy AFE0] FRAIEMEY 2] A

HEHES o g 2NV, 2ATE, YTEA, o84 BH 54 ne 4F WFE

A7) zt Aol AHEEHUE FEvsEd FEA LYY EAES FYs) 2H (&
2—2)% #th

(H2-2) HEA|AHS] EAMD AlgtHSE
A2t A HAHEANXHENE

Gordon & A 879 BE3dY =34 W& /el Ay

Narayanan (#7148 /71414) A2/ B FA R

(1984) AFR /AL AR

Huber(1981) JAMAA BEFE oAy 9 Bz pyp

Ghenall & Ao BN, A9 A3 9EA4, dxel ¥, AAA, R

Morris (1986) FATE 5443 e, J%gx

Gordon, o)A} A B A (A 2}t AEFE, A8 FEH, 4,

Larcker & s mhef, dibaA) ATEIH S, AuAy

Tuggle(1978) Hie ARA 2

Benbasat & A}, o] &=e] AxF8 Hude), oA dHAY

Taylor(1978) o) o} &

Macintosh 7e, ZEFZE, AL ol < Huo ng A,

(1981) A EYFE Aol 53

Driver & Ax A 2] JALAA SRR He

Mock (1975) +3

Ewusi—mensah 2]%873 &3 AHel &, Ane] ol vz

(1981) HHe] 7hx], Aue] U™, Hu
Fra, WA, ARz 9,
ojat A g J ST

Gordon & A8, THFE, FRelE, HAaNs By,

Miller(1976) A1 A 2 A/ Hae &, Aue Atas
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2.2 X"EM*%} qu.g_} -Sg A

FIHFER HHA LA Ao AAFD T2 = Lucas(1975), Schewe(1976), Ginzer
berg(1978, 1981), Ein dor & Segev(1978), Robey(1979), Mansour & Watson(1980),
Cheney & Dickson(1982), Sanders & Courtney(1985), Raymond(1985), Doll(1985)
5o AFE°] don, AR HA DS Y2 dFERE Lucas(1975), Rahman
& Mccosh(1976) 5] |77t Ut

2.2.1 A 28 o) Aot

A A2 Aak AF 2 Al b Al (multidimensional) 424 Y1 9le
vz ZAs717 3] FEH, AAolvt 27 Fol 3 FRA| 2 G A 71T
o] ZA#sjor veht7) o] A& S B B % o 9t
wEtA AFREL G271z el el Az aHe] diE FF A E U B
AAESAE SHAE e, dibd ez FR A 2d ol &xte] FofHQl M, AA, o] &t
o] ARAQ AT, r AR ANE, T A 58, FEEA FARA|AY A2
Ao B g F s Utk (King & Rodriguez, 1978) o 71 A A B A 2 A3 7o) of
G ATE o) &2 HE, HEEE A3 FHH AR 3 Brheh AL o] §AHEE
ZAste ARH AR g HrR AA Yol B 5 o (o], HA4E, 1985), 9
ANAEAR] Ad=7 28 H = A9+ % A9 (Chervany & Dickson, 1974 ; King &
Rodriguez, 1981) AA Z3o A o] R & FHH 3= AL dd3] ofgddl.

K



{F2-3) HEAIAYS| MF, AUt detisE

a2t FYHTE AR HLE
Lucas o] gzle] ofAMEARY, A Y HA| el o] o] &
(1975) B, 7h4, 71 483 o4 E
Lucas o] &xlo] qAMEA R, EHE dRA| 2] o] &
(1975) Mg, 7NE A3H a4
Schewe HARA|ZH ) g3k o] 82} Bl AR A 2H 9] o] &
(1976)
Rahman &  3H4¢ £z 4, 29 =9 714, AR olf Hx
Mccosh 9, o], &g, ZAY
(1976)
Ginzberg ZA HRA|2H RReE ol &z} TIEE
(1978)
Eindor & FA 9] A7), X, ZF ) A7 9, %3 9]
Segev A3 44, Z’—‘H A, 289 A, 2FHY
(1978) A2 "-?471, HARAAE BExjo]l A 9%

Ar-ed s ds e EAFF--
Robey PYHEA2E o] 42} Blx HARA|2E] o] &
(1979)
Mansour & =3 874, &3 72X, YFds F3sle F44%, DBU ¥
Watson AXEH H/W, S/W T E, gAEA 75, 2
(1980) = Z2H]4FE Axd 9457
o] Fzad
Ginzberg Ay A 2d A 4‘—"%3"1] Loy A AR A 28] o] &
(1981) ol &zt 7ltie] A7
Cheney &  RAEA|AE Xxe] 753 Al zelol g ol gak Fu vk
Dickson AnslAE, 233 dusde e, Ad JENHE AL
(1982) g #Y RN HE, o] &2 o
RS

Doll An73dE Fojel XY Al 2®] AR AI A HAE e
(1985) 6714 ERSe gL
Raymond Z2 o] JRA LA 54 o} AT
(1985)
Sanders &  PFIA, GF9 FIAEA ol &%} Mutz ubEH
Courtney AR A2V E, 7IEHTE ol-gx} oAlE Y T
(1985)
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AT AR STE AASAAFE
Benbasat & ©1-&# AIAF/KH, ]%7 o] g5-H ool Bl &4 #2, Al 7] 7},
Schroeder & A (FEA| 2 EAo 2 A A" BuA
(1977) HuA e, oA124 7‘1%‘?‘& ol 9] X 31 A],

ol 875 BA F7)

Dickson & A EA R B4, A2 873 (H BA| 2 oALAA el K EaAY

Senn, Edog M ortA XYt o] 875 A7
Chervany A & A A# format )
(1977)
Ginzberg A9 HEA, 7lee] HHA, TAZEH ArAl 2w dF, A
(1980) #g3} %*}5} A &8}, %‘@5}, H] 32
ZA 2] 7}x] AA, B3] ¥
Zmud B A 2E] o] 8-2te] A EAE BRA A=Y AF, A
(1979)

Tushman & Nadler(1978)+= 22 Ax gl 837} A o] A dEad 28
Ao s wAstA =, o]z E FE317] Yl At g 5Ho| =

=T

2
2
2 =
2
rr

o 22 Juxje]ede 22729 #AJLes Azto] Agle] upa} B84 Ao
o GR &7 Wstsld 23 FRE wEla 2o] Wsts] Folok grke o)
Daft & Lengel(1986)& A1 o] HaAo] o] AMsle ofuf 254 (equivocality) =}
2 A (uncertainty) o A Zaj =] o] &gt ovim s Ao} BEAAHL 7140 thgA
M7Me A, 247 2Fo] (interdepartmental difference), A7 A3 o)&E A, 9|7 37
FEl Foll wel HAlE = Bog AL dninaygoly By

270

o
& MYsta 227 A A Bkl st ol Adolu B9 Udle] Hi



7E offulf = 5 4 7} SRR L E

Z2H— %Q"a"‘é—c’o—i L LY=L " p Zzl—hﬂ

317 A3 Hr A a7 oey7hA) 24
A Uﬂﬂ‘/]%‘

L R Xéiﬂal 4ol
Y x|t A EHE #EY

<12l 1) Daft & Lengel(1986), Tushman & Nadler (1978)2| model

714 HARRA 2 X0 E4 T2 IRES FHGGT & 5 ded, A
BAAHS AdYEA2de] AREoln] AGPRALY I AXE FYAY, FAA LA
o] QuBo| 7 AGA L EAA LS AA 22 FA 717 ¢ Ferolzte AR 7
22 SrbA AR RA 28 Aol 9lE o] okt AH (Otley, 1980)& et
g, (2 DolA 71&, A, $737 g2 AehEFE Aold weh 23] Ha 2 3
= Ryuese gatd Aoln 2A I EAUINUEY B2 A BA L] Algst
= Auxgsdol oji Ax 2Fo| W st YRFH H sttt w2t JAPE
N2He] Ayt A3 E Ao Az

a2 olei sk AuA|2Ee AE - Avjo] he JIAFE] A7 A FE 7HA
= AnARs ARA 2o AAEA N M #E JuES YEatn 3=l (Lucas,
1975 - Rahman & Mccosh, 1976 : Benbasat & Schroeder, 1977) o] 22 &% WH45°]
N AR 2ge] A& Ave] ¢S v FE AT, FRUFE] FRA = 5
Aol AaEe nH 1 o2l § AU FT el o] A2 Sl AP A HFs =t
wal AR Al Age] AE - Avrt JEe v Aer B £% 3t (Dickson, Senn &
Chervany, 1977 ; Ginzberg, 1980)

wetr] B ApolA AN AR T
Autele 37hA HFES 2F 1@ shs, ARASE] &) e JAFEA =D 54
o] Baty WE vt S ARRA 2 Aol e G 7IEAL A7 PR s
Fig=2
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T

A7 2 Aol A7y Staizt ahe AL HAPRA L0 2 YA 2F S

EAW SA, 2PN 2] Q2 stebshAL, GuA g HA R R 24 9 8y

- X 1o
of MU Al o dtejol stcl(Burdeau 1974 : Nolan & Wetherbe, 1980 : Banbury &
Nahapiet, 1979) = At4 5 & #etste] A A ~wllo] HA F Hu A xE EAo «

o
=

VAE FHUSFERA ATEY, 297E 27 380

3 = ) 4} = (contextual variables)& A=
531z} kot
aga ¥ ATl adE e FEHSER IAYEA LY 54U 3 A AE R A 2H]

of 4HEAAFT e ArA o AN sl (F 3-1)3 2T, olais A
A mge (17 2o AR Ak

A [e] =
HPEES 1T

(E 3-1) 2 701N D25l AHHSST S HEEAAY SN HES

AT EXH
P 549 drEe 43 FAUFE
- ZA e A7) Huol A3 o] & zho] FH Al LH
HEE
- Q) dol® /rpofie - grel Al - ARALZE ol g%
27 g FA8/ - FEo) AENE
Hes - ARl B3
SLAT &) 212§ S,
e/ s Qu el WEs
o) U} ort: I HEAH ol &%
A9 olm /thd — %E%%}E
z2 0] 217 ArRAFNE

(A7 2) NEESST HHMEDAAY SN, MRS T8

r&"
2
4
o
oz

32 7‘,A—|O A‘Ig

3.2.1 AAGRA 2F A2 FREFET B
3.2.1.1 27 A7]9e] #A
Van de ven(1975)¢] @olde Z212717F Sy ol wat 2ol 81 A% 8 (hori-

=
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zontal differentiation) 7} Aol A Hu, AE s G LA 5] FEoJEA (interdep
-endence) & % (integration) o] YA S ZYAIZIt}a 319 2, Scharek & Gorte
m(1975) & © 9 ZA S F5EHL 28] AsIHE BAED] FH AT S
ZUA 71 A Aok s

&3k, Van de ven(1975) 2 @] BAEe R EES FFA717] daiM e 230 4
$Ee JREES FAAAH dT B}

Chenhall & Morris(1986) 2] QFolM = FAule] 443 2]& 4] (interdependence) o]
2H9 Ayl Agrd] FoHe 4 vxle A2 JGEbET wepA 2327]9 3
AX BA A EA 7R BAl] s e & 7HEg 2%

7 1 2AANE FRY AENE, e AFHA FaaArt Aok

3.21.2 dFEH (P79 dole /ohad=) o] A

t

Gorry & Cott mortom(1971)2 ZF A EAAFE o] @Al wel o g ste A H
ol gttty B gtedH, £9 9 A2 A (operational control), &gl & 2 A} A A (man-
agement control), 23 oA} 4 (strategic planning)©] o] o] Wl wel WP
U R APErh 8 JEuts 2R Jeer) 5 Jupds Jaer v
B, ¥ ARAE NEEgE 22 ARASHE So] g 7E-S A sk

22831 Soctt poole(1977) & Aol A B 57k ol 2] ¢ A a(difficult) cheksiAH
(variable) A ®.¢] o] &7}54 (availability) 2 g B 9] A ¥ (uniformity) o] sto}zlch:

A, R o] 8rtE gL s AV e e BEE Al 44 58 4 2
=712 9u)Ein), AR YkAde shprae AR Qe duly oA A (stability) o)
o EAHRI7LE oushe Folth

Gordon, Larker & Tuggle(1978) 2 zt o APAR GANE AT 54 b2 R 5G] =
ol & AAlEta 1o, Ginzberg(1980) & 71wl U4 /MA 3 HRA2HEAI T
#AE, Dickson, Senn & Chervany(1977) 2} Huber(1981) & 24124 #4732 Hu

A2 Ee) BERAS A Sk,

f

o



e aeld A3 SAZEA LY ST BA 147

A7)4 SRl JREA I JRALISH BAS HEZ ANFE G 2

o}

4 2 sk e GREAS Fue 91, AH, AENE, FEe 4Y Juu
7 k.

3.2.1.3 2AFR(EAs/AAsh) ko] A

Gordon & Miller(1976) & 3| Al R A 26 Ao oA 483 HIHS AA e
N Z2ATZRI AERALHEAGY oA s S AYstded, 272 2dE3EY &
HHQ JHAIAH LS T AL BAsIE o] 22U A Aot @ o gl o st
HOME 2EEHA dobe Aol

Ginzberg(1980) 2] Aol e T2z #gsl, £} Fol gt ojd {3 o FuA
2890S HJHEYS W AFE 4 Adert dal M-S AA s e, A713A 2H A E
ZEAE ZRA7IHE, Qe JEFel oM AFEE FaA e ALHS 438 8l
thi st Tt

Gordon & Narayanan(1984)2] 7% 23729 F7149% AR, vlA4F3 FE

dl

9 ni g R e QAW Fo47re] ARWAE WAF AQ|, AFEAA AP 42
PA7E Q= 2o 2 JeEt e, Chenhall & Morris(1986) 9] Aol Me 28329 £
A7t Aol FPEs} BPEolE FFL v, Fuol WA Fure ANl
FFE uAA e Ao debdn webM st 22 YHASYSHD
FUAZS MM E FASE BgT e

rlu

12
oX

A 3 sprrAel 24 p2E AR A8, AW, HFUE, FTE UM JuuA
7} Qleh,

3.2.2 A ARA| A B4 A}t A
Tushman & Nadler(1978) 2] 7oA HR A X JF& Fdh& Wte 3 2
24 2A7Z2EAZ e, R &ETE FFNE 7 UA=E T



BAMETHY A TAE RS Folok vty wdt), 18] 3, Gerstberger (1971)= 3k

Aol Aol Fr Aot 2Rl d &t st Al FEe dE e g v
Aria sk &ul, Tushman & Nadler(1978) & sh Aottt A)zh7] A6l ¥ & o5

P BRI YRl BER R, sppA uEtRe] guae] Se guAel 542 o

Daft & Lengel(1986)% %A ¢ AH &7} A o] AMaA & ol ws gy} B34
ol A vt Bted], ki nidolt e Vsl BA7HEA, ohekd, sk
FAMELS Aoyt FToEA, e S Aol X 710" Holn, 23
EHEAE 29 F e ARAE S 257 8 2AA e HAE &
AR &ot Ar el o] dxE il

Otley(1980) &= 3| AIY HAI 2% A8 ¢ 433 23 & AAShAA, 348 A] 28]
S ZIAHBEA L] dRFoln, FY
itolar, offdt B E RSl 222 TR S (package) & A gt B ledl, A
BA Ao AeE nye 24 AA 9 FA W& (package) olgte & Holl A pAd ] ook
Figs NUBLRS) o= s

g, vle, 874 T3 22 Aol WX A MA 9] FA5 S (package)olet=
2pdoll GES AW, ole gk FEFo] S| AG R A AT ] AAN | AH R A 2} O B
Aras el ds A 48 FAx 1, ofmst 22 FA oY 22 HA7E o] Fol
A r=ihell mhet 2] G& Aol S WA = Aot

a5, AgUSEe] PRAI2Y Gl e ABA GPHA T A4S 1344
o2 AuAzY SAe) @ v, olel e FAAFE] Gl HuAl2Elo) Avht

& Hgshupel weh gualasle] At 2MEna ¥ 5 ol Aol

7hd 427 A7)0 Gl gt AAFRA 2 S0 A= (fitting) =t HAGE

A zwe] o] dekg T
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7 550 Gl dg AR ALY 50 AYx(fitting) =7t S AR

7HE 623 FEo P AT AP RA L B4 A= (fitting) =7t S AHR

Al e) ol gL vk,

A7 AR RA LY AAE SAANE 5 e FRUTFED FAP A2 E4US

£t BAE vehd Aol (& 3—-2)0Ith.

(E3-2) SAEEAY MTE AL 5 US MBHSST Alas SM7l0] B
Ay | N2" B4 | gRdd AuAE | An aavE | Pusgs
EREEY s 9% ale, = st}
714 sit 3 #7, @A 7714 s}
Q5o st} 9] weh, A %) %t}
ELRE s} e #A, &) 2714 s}
z7) 2t - - ) ¥t}
a7] Atk - - ik s}

4.1.1 32 z17]
golbg AellA B 22le] 718 2o 233 7YY

ol xA AE BAEY, WAL, SR, HEA FOoE 2

4
b
B
o
o
=
rr
=

_?L
rir
oX
o
M 3o
32
uk
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(Kimberly, 1976).

2 Aol AE s 2he] 278 P pHAe] F2 S

412 ALEA

B A7 A girel YolEi Qe BAVN e 4R Y d2sbsolahe 27k A3
2 A=Y, dFe By 2 o &7 548 Van de ven & Ferry(1979)7F AlAI S
37hA AR o7ba] EFE o 742t FHSGoH, 9F-9 YR Van de ven
& Ferry(1979)7F /W 4714 Aeg= o= 2439k

4.1.3 2HT+ZE

B AFoye 283, #4sete 27k 2372 d5E SR Y == Hage
& Aiken(1967)°] Matx, $-eviel Ao ¢ 2 73 Linsu Kim(1976) & A& A
2 o)gsytt JEs AxE JAAH Aoy Feo] o Eufjd A= (Delton et
al, 1980) 2 H o= =t o]Ae AF] AR o AMEY FAHE 2k 27HA A
Fz 2AEY A%y AFZAR = 5 FFL
onf o AlAA Y v AAEE 9 dE o8 FAH Yk TSt e =4 A
Az ol W53 A (Ford & Slocum, 1977 : Rogers, 1983) & XA 189 A%
(Hage & Aiken, 1967)2 ]| 3], olo wat Axs =g FAo|gwete= 2744 A
g =231 Joh Axd e 7h 2o AU, HAHCldEE I FHLE

fu
4
o
i
)
e
4
2
e
>
o
A
K
20

4.1.4 B AF A =9 54

ArAade BEgoze )3 54, i)ARAT Y, i)EREI Y §8 5 7

il

9) = d|(Ives, Hamilton & Davis, 1980 :Gordon & Miller, 1976 : Ewusi —mensah,
1981 : Macintosh, 1981) 2 d7olxe dEEANZ Are] 43, Aue) AH, dE9 F
gtrats 3M4E FRAE 4 F FE AENege 1H4E S8

Auel 9He ATHE AUt F2 A ARAX, ALY ARAAE FEsE Aol
(Gordon, Larcker & Tuggle, 1978 : Ewusi —mensah, 1981 : Chenhall & Morris, 1986
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:Gordon & Narayanan, 1984) ZH.2o] AlEL A FHE ARV F2 g4 AR AR,
ue) 25, o ZFX], FHX FRAXNE FESI= Aot (Gordon & Narayanan, 1984 :
Chenhall & Morris, 1986 : Gordon, Larcker & Tuggle, 1978)

a2l PR FPREE AFEE GEI 9 2A, EFRL B gAY st

AERA, o] £, 2] Fof e oY 7SS T FBAA FREE Aol

X,

(Gordon, Larcker. & Tuggle, 1978 ; Chenhall & Morris, 1986) AR AEHIE = & B A
2ol F7)1H 02 AR vty ARAFTE A HF7|H o2 FAR A BE X

]
T3t Aolth (Gordon, Larcker & Tuggle, 1978)
B AT s JrA A" Ayl adH e ALEslndE AR EA A HA E
AE SHA HE3IEE 53 A EE o] &3}

4.1.5 B A BA| 2" o] Az
2 A7olME ol &7 Hirol] B 34 AF3) ol g2 HETe} Hejo] wAY 24|
#3l Al 2] A} 8 A% E(Vanlommel & Debrabander, 1975) 3| A B A| A8 Anz =
F3t7] 913 2] FAHRNER ALE-staz) gt
o] &} VAL P o] 8x19] HH A 2Ht)F Q7)o AT WER Y=o} BAE

| ==
e

o] &xte] =g Lat=tl, A A H = Powers(1971), Sanders(1984), Dpll(1985)9] 3
NS ol &3 o] &3t 53 likert type scaleZ A3 on, 2% 99 FX&

o

N2E A HEE A 29 Aol ZAHY Aol ANAER Beia] i A

o 7ol o7 7k ¢lom g (Lucas, 1975) A& HIEC] A2H ALSES TLejahe ohe

J

B

281 AEEE e} 2k E A8 5= 73 likert type scale®2 23 sl=d] oju Al2¥] AL
oo

HE 7ol€th (2%, 1986)

)
N
i)
r
¥o,
(r
+
i)
ja
(e
fr
[a—
—111
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4.1.6 23 $£F9 3 A
2 A7 4 gdole R EA R0l nR Q) SHAERRYH 229 g A5
o] groz WEA|AL e},
Hage & Aiken(1967)2 7i1E gt& §atgol 2o} 22 o AFol vale 4 A4
2} FaQls Ayl A AME ghe vE Fakel ol Hg o
o FX 9 FAoZ A 79 s TEsHe 3o FAHYS Atstn Ut wpq B

ATNME obdf F4o 28} AHAE X8 Farstel 2AFF) ke TEHES ST,

s Al Aol 2e

of

25z = L oo L 8oy

nidT el 8 259 A% 4, m 1 A% iol Aol SHAS
X, 1A% iol Qe S9A j9l A FA

2 A3r)ex 45 2RI BE JFE S8 REFEE s
Ea

o137 AR 719e AR she] SAGRA LY ol XA HAN, A%, 4D
%, grtne) 59 ol &xbEe] el Wga 4y 2AE WS, A AR 3
A, thel, Gk FAr Sl AP FEI} o) FAAES 5-10% 9] HEA S LA

g5 2AA NGFE F 20AAE, o 3 39 Wgol wol MAUAY, Aol

SEHE o] &2 7 AUA A A2 7] 270 E Al jste] 2770 7ol "o, 2t 71
2 1-370 Bx9 FAM 5o SAF ALY o] M2 A HEFA Fodated 7] wizol
AA SR A 22 e 367071 Hol 3670 BEA aE (EE A8 o] &3t
AR ZAL] ZA7HE o] &4t e F 2308 A=, SutEA Il o] 8 AE
7h sk 1808 A= AT
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V. A3 Az

TAsE dEEde F2A0] lojok st olHE FAAEE wol7] A3

nof
off
X,
o
L

= =
oF MRS AAI T FAYO] £ HEFTT YA A5t A

A e BAL 938t4 &= Cron Bach's Alpha Test7} &35 9lew, EA4 51 Alpha
coefficient7} (FE 5—1)°) AA= o] i}

(E5-1) M2 BA HIHAlpha coefficient)

N ?zli;;] ;l A . @.ch};l :f? A
ojatAdg el v P 9 0.9328 9 0.9328
Aste] Az 5 0.8029 5 0.8029
HEst A 7 0.418 4 0.701
A olde 3 0.5385 2 0.8059
JHe) BM7HEA 3 0.5509 2 0.7113
A9 A ZF7bs% 2 0.7578 2 0.7578
o vhaw 4 0.8104 4 0.8104
ol g2} R A 2H YIFE 10 0.8627 10 0.8627

5.1.2 e}g= B4 (Validity Test)

AwrA o 2 MI A Y E A e7] Ysial e 284 (Factor Analysis) & o] &8



ol g7 PuA LY WEE, Fualsdel B4 S 4w

3 ol g e 2 A9 At Chenhall & Morris(1986) 7}t
e Al BEAAS PR (scope), HHE | HA4(timeliness), 2 F &= (aggre-

gation), X = (integration)ghe 4242 v QAEA S A3 Aake} of A

(E 5-2) 2ol 84 Hn(varimax factor loading)

o] 8-t BEA Y GEe ARA 2E B4

g 5 a1 8%l 2 3 = 291 81912
1 .4837 .4298 1 7743 —.2669
2 .5070 .5462 2 .8628 2272
3 .5646 .6359 3 .0055 .5222
4 6516 .3359 4 .3359 .0232
5 .6487 —.4629
6 .6943 —.2601
7 7334 —.1497
8 5931 —~.2844
9 .8843 -.2200
10 .6131 ~.1773
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5.2 3|H HEALH St dattHeE7io| 2AEN

3FANA A3 A AT S 98t SPSS 9] Kendall 29 A a4 4 2 Mann—
Whitney @%o] ANsgon, BALH e $H02 ste] 714e] Mg, /]2 4328
Laatact,

(# 5-3) ot HaEN SAIEEAIAH SEMHSEZIS] T
AE 9 AR ANAH AR AEVR AR E=
Z2e] 77 —.07N —.1738" —-.1714* 122*
oJALE A 9] v FA —.0634 —.1897** 1674* —.1352*
Azel Az} H= —.0804 - .0401 - .0238 —.2069**
A=l 5 —.0151 —.1041 - .1689* —.0848
TP —.0679 —.215** —.2081** —.0453
AF-9 d&=71eA —.1931** -~ .0671 —-.0384 —-.1193*
QJELo] B Alyl=A 1159~ .0646 1779** .1078*
A+ = .2142** .1636* —.0068 2233
* POl (n=36)
*% . PL0. 05 (Kendall correlation coefficient)

E2HAV = JHARNE, YR TR} fo/H 4AHAZE 2ged, AR ASrg
T &(negative) &} FVHAE B 2HI771 ARDFE FAHRA 28o] Q350
F1HA HEAZE she sloz vehd 7Pt gubake] Aust eyl

54 B9 dF9 d&7s4dL Alinverse scale) 22 2 H A=, A8 94
% AREFTES Fold FuaAE dehll dF FRARE 2317 AP LFE A

HHA S AP E, e 52 JRE ATTS & F A

’ =2
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A= Ao A7l GFEE LU, YRAH, FRERES fo1H Jew
A% B, AREAI dThs AR 2 SYUFS] FH FuwAr} dE AL

27 FRAUFED HAGEA LY E4 AFETY B oM AR B R
ezt AuAE ARAENE, REIAE & AAE By, A3y AE3
HeE AE 2wyt foF A@adArE de Aoz et Jus Axrt wotdss
AR RA2E L 22 9 ABRYRE Agsid, 5= RS HJRE AT S F
Ao, ARASU =] H$ spdte gudke] Aart veht oAb ol o edwz

S 52 JAARA Y HFFog FAR ARATE e Aol

agl 3, 2AEE 248sle A Yeo) wHoldxre By A re RS
Mrol SolH AAWAE HAL, FAHOYEE ARAH, RSV RS} {ol gad
Ag Bna Axst 3ert oo, Ao 18 YEAFE A B, ol e}
ol F2 A AFHRE A Fste Ao vdeElged, tHolP e JRAENE
stel BAlE 7w GiEkel A3t vebsin

o
3
oX
)
4

-

5.3 Atgh S0l CHEH S40| HMete HT B0l 0[R|= H&

3ol A ATRE S EEHUA HAGRA 2] Aot FAAESe] J P el 3
AR A 28] SAjo] Avpih 2 A @(fitting) sh=fol] afe} Aol Brku mok, 37
B3 Jehisse] duol e PR s ARSIk oy

_9,
=
RN J3iese] FHARS AE 1] Aal FHRARE 9l - A=Y 2ol

o,
o
ox
ik
N
s
>{F‘
rlo

deolehiz 27 YBo 2 Ui, 7 gad) gloixel daussa 5
w7 woo] A& Kendall A45hA 4 g AAsted, 29 A0S & gersol el

vlwslg =, 2 At (E 5— 49 (GE 5-5l AAH itk
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(HE 5-4) AE HeEDN BN HES7He) ATEA
HET &} (n=18) PEE Sttt (n=18)
. AR | ARNE | Hu AR AR | RS AR
LA oS vl T A4H A et =
Z32 9] 77 —.067 —.128 —.254" .068 —.007 —-.144 —.072 213
9| AFH A 9
- ® .20 —.202* 0.96 —.332" .085 021 .369™ | —.007
ik i
Aol Alsg
—.033 —.02 —.246" —.25" |—.1361 021 251" -.157*
ZO«]E
Ars YJx —.164* —.322" | —.438"* | —.165* .101 137 .203* —.055
TPl -.15 —-.123 237 131 —.022 -~.193* 252" -.212*
AFdZ7bsAd| —.254" | —.156* | —.022 —.099 —.167* -.094 —.0944 -.104
JEE7EA ] —.068 .081 .248™ 211 41 015 102 .035
AR 9] ThgE 228" .299* .15 .209* .164* —.043 -.071 197
* P01
*¥* P05 {Kendall correlation coefficient)
*X% - P0.01

(E5—HAMEHE DEETL £ A4S, DFEIL R o) vs) FRASS
A 2E SAUEERS] FRAAE FS AR et 43U EQUSS 0] A
sk Aol FFE vl AL 7 b

e} (E 55000 vhebd o] $29] A%, o &
ol glolx & Hol7k Y= RO.2 U], o2 o] §o] AN E 457 2lenw o
A vrehd Ak Az

HBAFES] G P AAFRA2Y 54 AT AR Aol v X R
27 e W - HEY B e LA s
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o
-~
Le
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{E 5-5) ABMHEE T EMEHEZI| AbHA|
olg% Er} (n=18) olf&x g} (n=18)

qr 48 IR = AR Hqu Hu FH Az qu

o4 A He £3e okl ANE Hle 8=
(2] o} =27] —.279* —.347* .048 .00 113 0.22 —.374%* .22
ola}A 7 o)

~ —.054 —.177* -.014 —.128 —.104 -.151 .399* | —.16*

LIE: i
Aste] A2
. —.232* —.095 —.187* -.175* —.035 .022 .325* —~.216*
9L
A3t 4= —.145 —.042 —.302" | —.034 —.056 —.146 021 —.2099*
ol -.014 —.041 133 279" | —.105 —.381* 299 -.31*
JRdE7sg| —.171* —.149 —.058 —.295" | —.197* —.044 —.064 —.007
JERM7bsA | —.229* -.125 .1198 303" 363" 141 .267* —.021
9] gke 143 157 .021 .014 249 .259* —-.127 333"
* 1P
** - PL0.05 (Kendall correlation coefficient)
*¥% P01

H-HEY HEE F HAAEN o] Ao nE FBETEH A A2 EXE
TEE T4 ek(median) & FAHLE sto] T /) Yoz Y, FEEsE 34
% 48 Aol vEhtA Hm o] zie] 211 39
A A s ol Ak,
WM M-HEY HAL addA, g 14 e 29 BnFHre o] 8 g, I 39 3
© 49] o} o] 8w E 77} HlulEhe A ow AAEHTh

A7IM W -HEY #A A7t (E 5-7), (K 5-8)) A= glct
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(gl 3 Atsttol EME 2 {5t FHPE
(ABAH)
WA R ARAGn
AAYEA 2E EAAHS
(E}h) 9 1
(22 7z 5714)
Absb 4= (i) 3 4
|
Z5-D DFE L Of| CHSH St
AHAHA HBAH HAHEAZHNE AREUR
R /95 A | gA /o AR | F18 /6lF01 st /v
Z3 9 (=2 10.5 8.7 10.2 8.63 9.46 11.17 10.89 9.2
27] }) mean rank
U=32 U==33 U=32 U=37
(2 8.7 10.5 10.25 8.9 9.58 9.46 9.0 10.29
b mean rank
U=32 U=34 U==35.5 U==33
2] A} (& 9.83 9.17 10.23 8.36 7.63 11 9.7 9.25
H Ao }) mean rank .
vl Zoi e U=37.5 U=30% U=25% U=38
(% 9.33 9.67 9.0 9.82 11.25 7.31 8.67 10.33
) mean rank
U=39 U=35 U==225%%* U=33
A3te] (=% 9.61 10.35 11.25 9.09 8.3 11.89 10.6  9.33
A& 3t }) mean rank
A U=41.5 U=34 U=28* U=39
(s 9.8 10.22 11.1 8.78 12.1 7.67 8.89 11.0
}) mean rank
U=43 U=39% U=24%* U=35
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AR

YRAH ARAAEN AR
WE /8 A | A /v AR | F218 /8573 st /=0
T+ (¥ 9.15 9.94 9.62 9.2 8.56 10.25 10.27 8.29
ol = ©}) mean rank
U=36.5 U=31 U=325 U=30%
(s 10.44 8.75 12.5 8.35 10,95 7.69 7.88 10.8
}) mean rank
U=325 U==17.5%%* U==25.5% U=27%
A =3} (= 8.28 10.72 8.56 10.25 7.55 12.57 8.61 10.39
Az t}) mean rank
U=29% U=325 U=17%* U=32.5
(s 10.56 8.44 12.1 6.25 125 7.95 10.3 8.5
) mean rank
U=31* U=14%** U=17.5%% U=32
37 (= 9.41 9.64 10.67 8.33 10.33 8.67 3.91 10.43
o= ) mean rank ‘
“+573 U=37.5 U=30% U=33 U=32
(s 10.07 9.14 10.17 8.83 10.56 8.44 10.25 8.9
o}) mean rank
U=34.5 U=34.5 U=31*% U=34
AdH (% 8.5 10.88 10.55 9.25 10. 10. 10.7 9.22
2A t}) mean rank
ol & U=31.5 U=38 U=-44 U=38
(st 7.0 10.09 7.9 10.57 9.05 8.93 8.22 9.88
c}) mean arnk
U=21% U=24% U=34.5 U=29*%
AF (=2 8.93 9.86 10.7 8.0 10.85 7.81 95 9.5
) o}) mean rank
= U=34.5 U=28% U=26.5% U=40
(= 8.86 10.5 10.5 8.7 8.63 10.2 9.61 9.39
o) mean rank
U=31.5 U=32 U=33 U==39.5
* P 1
*¥* PO, 05

FHERX P, 01
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(E 5-Tol A EH=ol o o~
Wrso] He Jurt o] & HExS v e o
st oJAtEA 9l =t Ajtel AFE A
Q) Aoz bt

SRAESC S
H el s o et e, 4As HEE 57
S ARAE 2 ARAENES e, ol &A BEE Hol7h el Hel
el n BAEE s FholdEE YU, FRaEus, ZRETE] Aol
o8 Avg ndon, Axst 4EE ARUH, ARAH, AndENEe] 3 olgd
% spol7t fo)HQ o2 vehdith
Jiol o]E LS AsE QAT dEVtsA Y dF EAVbe S ARAA, AEAEN
=0 Aued, ARAY, FREEse oA 2z felaa AvE g3, A4F s
= ARAE, ARASNES QoA ol § 7 BEE Fol7} Fo14 Aoz vhehgr
(E 5-8 ol2T0 st HEx
P HRAAE HEAENE AREYUE
WE /oy Hu | A /ol AR | F718 /83713 o} /& o}
ZA 9 (=2 9.6 9.38 9.06 9.85 9.42 10.27 9.25 10.83
A7 }) mean rank
U=39 U=36.5 U=35.5 U=37.5
(& 10.0 9.1 11 7.63 9.17 10.17 9.29 9.64
t}h) mean rank
U=36 U=25% U=32 U=37
2] A} (& 10.72 8.28 10.64 8.77 8.65 10.31 10.31 8.85
A 9 }h) mean rank
Ik =R U=29.5%* U=30.5 U=33 U=33
(st 8.67 10.33 10.09 8.57 10.63 8.6 8.56 10.4
=3 mean rank
U==32 U=32 U=30% U=31
Ao 5 10.05 9.94 11.55 7.88 11.6 8.22 10.4 9.6
A %3} o) mean rank
i U=44 U=27* U=29%* U=41
(st 8.35 11.83 11.5 8.65 8.35 11.83 9.45 10.6
}) mean rank
U=28% U=30* U=28%%* U=39




JRAH FAEAH FRAENE FREYE
e /en A | oA /ud e | F218 /6)FF st /=)
T3 (= 10.44 8.75 11.7 8.65 9.65 9.31 12.5 7.59
ol o}) mean rank
U=32 U=21.5% U=38 U=17.5%%
(g 9.05 10.06 9.62 9.2 9.38 9.6 7.1 125
t}) mean rank
U=35 U=31 U=39 U=16%**
A =3} (=& 10.06 8.94 10.35 8.44 10.32 8.21 10.5 8.5
A }) mean rank
U=35 U=31 U=295%* U=30.5
(< 9.89 9.11 10.63 8.6 " 9.45 9.57 8.13 10.6
t}) mean rank ’
U=37 U=30* U=38 U=29*
AF (= 10.5 8.86 10.94 8.06 10.28 8.72 8.36 10.23
of = ) mean rank
7}e A U=31 U=27.5% U=33 U=30.5
(& 9.27 9.86 10. 9. 8.89 10.11 10.4 8.38
h mean rank
U=36 U=36 U=35 U=31
;1% (= 9.21 11.36 11.81 8.68 10.05 9.94 8.65 11.5
A9 o) mean rank
o3& U=30%* U=29% U=435 U=30%*
(% 9.92 8.5 10. 7.57 8.86 9.1 10.78 7.
o} mean arnk ‘
U=27.5 U=25% U=34 U=20%*
A 5-< (= 8.91 10.43 11.62 7.8 9.25 9.7 8.63 10.2
tloke t}) mean rank
U=32 U=23*% U=38 U=33
(= 10.21 9.05 10.15 8.96 9.75 9.19 10.83 8.17
h) mean rank
U=33 U=33 U==37 U=28%
* :P0. 1
** P, 05

FHRXPL0. 01
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