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An Analytical Review of Interrater Reliability & Agreement
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DEAL AL, SAE T AR, dus Mg FEIT B A Me ARz A
Fxo £3te HAAN NHE @ FALE e g i)

BAAL AHAEE B47] 97, 0y A7, AFEY A3, QA 2 JAFsr A7
oA REY ABARL #AZ3e 23 ARE ALHD U} 712 SFEAAH G933
AL AAE AE7L AALH A FrA AR Bone A7EFY FEE davt
Aok BrEAz A EE d#A4 (consistency) & YEl & Aoz, HridEo] Jrig gkE
ol A#PA AE e d¥HA AAES Yusn), Pzt Felxe )4 (consensus) &
Uelds Ao, HriatEgo] Frivhdel tiste) deh} & 3r71E sterhE v g

A 27A HrA AHEE 2t AE FAAM ICCH 71 2 X Folx, ozt
FAEE S AL rug 7t 71 T AL A2 Hriddh ol AEE HHEHA AR5
71 i Hd Y, BAEH, GdEE /s, A /oY BAHE Y 58 mE o}
gt} 71E AFEL ANE A, B9 A7 A9 ICC(1) 9] A+ 0.20 o4, ICC(2) 9
A%+ 0.60 ol golH tiFH o g NHUI FEOIT 1y o] A= 0.8 o] oA RNEF{T
& FFoltt, 2 Bl dF RN s NEE AMET AFE BRI V| FAE
A A 3717t o H & A olnt, "

ol ENFANE nlgtoz olFH, AFA AAHE AAEL, ot ¥ Fe T
2R 33 A7 o d sty =5y

* S aviad 29 A e Ay
= g2 Ar|EY 29 AYH Fae
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IoF &

ArE st Bote] Aol FALSE R dTAES AU SAET] e S
A3t Uk FEAEE EE 2FHE Y ZHA FoA A= (reliabiliy) & F2
FA 2 gFoA 2 Yok Mitchell, 1979). 22t} FF 3t £oke] A2 = A R (index) ol o
& aHe 7|EY u&E, At EobollA WP H o] Aol vlstd AHG FFolth

H79 5 A5 Fobe] Aol = Bt A2 = (interrater reliability) 2 H7Fp3b

% 9% (interrater agreement)& &3 ATEC FH S8t Aok AFEH A7

4]

(Cornelius, Carron, & Collins, 1979;Levine, Ash, & Bennett, 1930 ; McCormic,
Jeanneret, & Mecham, 1972 ; Taylor, 1978), ¥%17] &7 (Drexler, 1977 ; Jones & James,
1979 ; James, 1982, Glick, 1985 : Kozlowski & Hults, 1987), 24 4-7(Hater & Bass,
1983), @A %7} A7 (Holzbach, 1978 : Rothstein, 1990), 28l 1 7|E} x5 o AP A
£ g2 dF(Arvey & Kvancevich, 1980 ; Greene, 1975 ;Ilgen & Fujii, 1976 ; Landy
& Farr, 1980) 5ol A olelg A F 5] F3 AHEEH I Ut

B3], 2z E97|E A3t E@(Drexler, Jr.,, 1977 :James, 1982:Glick, 1985:
Kozlowski & Hults, 1987)ll A o]2idt A= A {7t Fo] BT e, 2 olfE= =
21591 7]2] o]&3 2 (the unit of theory) & 7felo] A wt EA ‘3—‘?4 (the unit of analysis)
e 4, 23 5o AAeTelng ¥y SA X 3 /g o] & (composition theory)’ o] T}
oo} 3l7] WEolth F, /MUY 97 vt Ee ADARE H M=
‘X 2+3 F9|(perceptual agreement)’ & ZAFEtA A £ e A& wdEfo} i}, o]
& Ao u4ely 2A7x, B3, AAYr 5 AP ok B2 HEEdAR v
7HA2 A 8d 5 U

webd F7ERzE Al @ JrRAE oz i NS B EstA stetstn A s
AeE & dokd A R-9) 79 o] Fab(aggregation)o] g AFAol o g A A
& =Y F 1 Inslox 238 £ 4 Ach(Tinsley & Weiss, 1975). aFAT B 7hA3E
A est FAEE veld & gle ATV G B9 ok} 247 YEHE FH 84
7L zt3 Q7] o] AFRIEC] ARl 9] Ao old A FEE I ALE-of st ofd

C




YA A § FelTo] BE EAH 1 77

2 folalob Shex Be T 4 F Atk ATAEL AN ATEH T SPRFS

of me} A e} FE NEE TR uhE AES B &aiAl A8 S Bash ol
A7el BAL A Ee] ta Hd DZolM Aztstel, BrARre A E B oo
e Ad e Aol FRenA @) 2P A FARE SR oA AE R
F(ndex)E¢ TAHOR MaPHFo2A 2t AX7t 2= FHH FAYE olHstunzt
@t RO R ZHYY ATEoplA ol dF AEE AR J1E HFAT AAES
Hajel 7+ AEIL BB LD F YE ANE, A4S D BEFES AT olH G A%
e 897, A, 272 Lobe] ATl YolH PHE ZANMY sleish 4R 2w
ol QAR B HAHI SOIE B EHE F Ao g

Bom
ox

R

e

lo

A

. A= %(reliability)e] M

A2 & (reliability) & $-217F 243 AY B#e o] dAA ol FUI AAE Bole
AxE et e Adez, eldAd (validity) 3 tlEo] 2380M 7173 388 ARolt A
w7t =0 A4S 287} A 5 3 (stability), 9 ¥4 (consistency) ol 1.8, A & (ac-
curacy) sl ®-& wrali(dependability), o|&7}54 (predictability)o] Euhe 9)n|eojr}
(Kerlinger, 1964).

2 AP g olgH o2 sty e A2 Bil(variance)olth. dH Y FHAE
2 M HARAE 7FA I Qlon, o] S AdAZ E£xE 4384 (true component)

9} 92} 8 A (error component) 7} EgE o] 13 o] Fo] Z} £4ke] g-& zterth

fijo

Va = Vt -+ Ve

A 2 EEERY RN

Az 3 223 Fode ‘2AAAZ Jehde AR g AFEAe HlE
(Vt/Va) ZEx ‘2323 Jehds A&k digh o xpEAke] vlgS 1014 Ag &
(1—-Ve/Va)y ez 38} (Kerlinger, 1964).
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Az g3 Hrhe B2 A2 E(interobserver reliability), 4218t QoA 22
Atg-H o] & =19 412 £ (the reliability of the instrument), J A 1}e] Aurst &1
(generalizability) 2 Z A 7+¥2 4= 1oH(Mitchell, 1979 ; Conrad & Maul, 1981).

AA, BFAT A e P9 #F 7oA F2 AR Ao, 2L A HdA 2o
e SHHQ BFAEC] B A5 §9 F=E Jehe Rolt}, #FAE0] 2§

AR EC) ABAHY AYE Eol7] M FAN AT 8 Fo BRAEN] dA A=
g AF2 AA T
, FAET AHEE st E S dEte SFHFEEN] JABAE 25 =
Aolt}, ol& 7]E2 HEE ATl F2 AHEEH & Aoz FASHET 23] 24 A7
% (test —retest reliability), %38 2712 23 & 7o) 93t A2 & (alternative —form re-
liability) & 2i7kA /¥ & A= AF7 Atk FAHA =T A S0l &= H A (stability)
7 YA (equivalence) o] /g2 £33 ArH(Selltiz, et al., 1959). FRFAFL & A
ol st B2 FHETE FAFHAAN ST 3T 2 o] A HAA SHF glo) FuaA
€ Role AEE gtk FLAEL 22 AHA 28 Yol st dl 5 $Hparallel)
ZAETE Bt GETY dXE AEE Ut (B2 SF= T NI E f¥ =
A% 4 A3 Z-dHE HAF Uk sYEH =T 23 2 A
AEE FAs, 299 FHEL SHAEF YN S S 3= 3o

AR, AddtslE =4 3t= AlS(generalizability coefficient) & <
Yetlle ZHeolok. o] Cronbach® <dwrsl o]&(Cronbach, Gleser, Nanda, &
Rajaratnam, 1972)ol M 21 Ao 2ZH AHAx AFNA neis e A 2ol 234 0 3}
g oolye}l st QRlEe o3 HlolEx nE gt BARE(scorers), FET FHE
(alternate forms), ©+& A8 5 o8 ZW(facets)e] E7& FAlo nHI AFAA
£ YEg Y(factorial) TAAE ol AR E A ZF ZH (facet) o B4 E 9] b
FA 3t dRtst AlFE A

2 AFdA GFEnR ate A EE olE AVEA FH Y A x FollA] B9 FEATd
A AR & BEAARE AR &k Aot Hrbh el did FrtAE0l He] d#A
2 g Aol £4-& & F7HAZE A8 X (interrater relibaility) &) th33t A E S i ste] &
A&zt gt

<l
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4

ojft

fe
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7hAzt AR EE “HrpAE ol

M. F7AAz A Es BARZ SoIE

A} % 51 ¥ (interchangeable)® 4 e AE", =& “¥Ud

o gt T Fx" deln, HrpASo] HrtAdte it oJ=Hx F2](agreement)

1

=712 omstn QArH(James, et al., 1984 : Shrout & Fleiss, 1979 ; Bartko, 1976). 43

ED

MolE HNo| REY A MBI F - OF

Mg xol #3

3% 4%

% A

B

TYERE=T
28 &4 A=
‘test-retest  re-
| liability)

S92l ohst
o FY¥ FY=TE
Argae 13 SR F, A
ZRse FEPA

Aol B @,

1o} gzt &
%, 23798 o
ye7hR) s} Al

3

fu wo e
4 ox ot

s
o

i)

17 24l t# 7o)
g A EE 4RA
2919 gz Astel 2

i 24l IS F &

53 271A
2T o 97
AN e

(zlternate-form
reliability)

e £48% 3FHge
) 5 8H(parallel) 27}A
ZHAETR FLY U

& AEo) dated o
2 Edos ®e Al
Wl Ao R Bt
A4 AQA 2l o
el 48R 8
Wt dold FHsAol
Ao,

(split-half re-
liability)

o HAEWN §
259 ARHE 23

F ek

wo hrE el of
Bx Aske) Aol g
% god, B HAE
o] QA S v F7
= ®ou.

A g #A
(internal consist-

ency reliability)

o
)
&)
)
il

AG=g Asfste F=
R oz A7
Yoz AHETL =
& ¥EES 7HY 7

ot

to

(2hz) Selltiz, et al.(1959), Mitchell(1979), Conrad & Maul(1981)
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Ao M TINE HrrE e FRA FolM AA A Bate] v]&2 JepA T,

Grre] TS FA)A 23 ¥4Hrandom error varance) ¥} A A= B AH(sustematic
variance) 2 TAET FAAH 23 e 2 AN $AH )9, ArH oz Yeh}
= Aotk olv ZAAY L £917], BAVF o FARHA 25, 28] T Hrie vz
olu A 717 Tl o3t dA s HAA YA o 3ol I TAE Y77} o]H S A
olth. AAH 2 FAAANA AMAH o2 Yehges Batolch Hrixie] A2 Mg A
H, At 59 8ol 9FE Fuh(James, et al,, 1984). o] thA] 443k B2 true vari-
ance) 3} A H 2z} (systematic error) & FEEH =0, AAZ ozt Als Ao 2 v §)
-5 (socially desirable response) & & & 3= AH} 2L % Hel(response bias) S gk
Faa ok S Bolw AAH EA4E FUIA HrAz AgEE FE(inflate) A 7] 7]
2ol EAE o714 4 ArHGuion, 1965).

2y ol d “HrtAEe] 4 und E e AR 2 “ddd g 59 "2 U

= B AR = B7hAke] d #4) (consistency) 3 Bl o] £ (HAYR]) S B4
of 233t dvh(Lahey, 1983). ol& Fel9 HrpA A% Mdoladr & + ed 27
o AFAEL olM Y B A= H At FAEE PEsA] FA AFEAch 1
Hup Hoo] d7AES AR TRt A2 2 S8 S el &8 weHA, o
g FEIHA A}%%HO]: g FFstn Ack(James, et al, 1993 ;Kozlowski & Hattrup,
1992 ;: Mitchell, 1979 ; Tinsley & Weiss, 1975).

Ho] HARIZ AT e GriAEo] Br1e sl @47 78 A (proportional) 9 A%
g Ushlie ot} & W79 b kA9 dd e gEXEE 2 AaaA s} o) =4
T2 dBHRA7IE o v 3} (Kozlowski & Hattrup, 1992 ; Tinsley & Weiss, 1975). =, %
7V BAate] d#@Adel diE & (Lawlis & Lu, 1972), &2 W7x|7+y A a7
(James, et al., 1991 : Lawlis & Lu, 1972 ; Shrout & Fleiss, 1979) & YellE 7dolt},
AHES g2 F2 FAHALH Y BAEAE 539 Aadss, Fouy 4aa3A(CC -
intraclass correlation) ¥4 (Shrout & Fleiss, 1975) ©] A& A2 Frixpzt A2 x =2jFo|c},

HhE o] HrRAY FolE e HrbAE ] Wrlt el disted i)t 2e HoE e A=
£ JEehlie, HrtaE 7t J 3 a ko] 7153 (interchangeable) A= 9u] & ch(James,
et al., 1991 ; Bartko, 1976 ; Tinsley & Weiss, 1975). H7lth ol diste] M2 B7Hs 3t




HAAR A e g Foxo) @3 2X4 ud 8]

€ B, B7HARE Fele BrHAE MR £ £AE st AE ouldid) ol g
7EARzE e} Aok ez el H o g HI7IHE 9] Zo|7h (&F 2)o goks o Aok
AN Ee} Forel Age ATEH w2ty TRt 2R A B0, Hr} iy
AU BIPAEI B dBgd Bl AE Aol BN AT E sk AE
€ AFg3toof atar, Hrithdel el Al A4 e HrER #ge] 1EX ) da a7
o 4ol A& Bre WK FAxE FHse ARE AHgEtof gtk F AdE TR
AR AR A B AT AFHET ELE oM F Uk AHE} Fw AF
EdwEos v%d ge 2R B a3 AN ook Tinsley & Weiss(1975) 9} d7&
Hrtx o] djgro]l 20 NAEE £ Ao Ak BEAEE Hrbxe] A gt
It FeE RAR A= 22 G HU)
g3 71EA e 2T G s d#BE ANE 22 Qe E Sl dehtm, v
%

E7F RS dlE Hrld o] REste] S48 ol BAFo A Hrt

(E 2 IO MEE Y HOKZE S
AR A HE B a7 Tolw
(Consistency) (Consensus)

rlr
or

HrAAg o] Hrigt gho] Hof &2 | HrAbE Alol ) AEmE

glo], H7FXEe] AdFHQ A 7Y

Z} ¢l (proportional) ¢l A=

3 9 — HrtXEre] Eatel d#Ag 3| - FHulabg o] vl gl didte] Eue 4
v & 7HE e A

— BREN FATAY A

— B gl g A9 {FAM

(interchangeability) 7}s4

(1) Bu @A (1) =2lu}&(the percetage of agree-
(pairwise correlation coefficients) ment)
(2) ICC(Intraclass Correlation) (2) Lawis & Lu’'s(1972) Chi-square and
Hrl 1HE (Shrout & Fleiss, 1979) Tinsley & Weiss's(1975) T index

(3) Cohen’s(1968) weighted kappa
(4) Finn’s(1970) index
(5) James’s(1984) :
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3—1. WIIAIZE A 2| (interrater reliability)

qaNEs SUdEe Wi ZANSIN WA UHEE Pse qudl AR
= 37 4o A@A4(average pairwise correlation coefficient)$} ICC(intraclass corre-
lation) ot}

Pt A JEATE HrAE] B gl e diiEQ &HER FAME duiditt ole
MZ & Hrildell disiA vlg B7IES 2 JeAE gokrr] A Ax & <+ Ao
(Glick, 1985).

g, ICCe H7IARERe] Bt QP ol dod AxE vehllx ot ICCE 24t 3l
A BrhfAre] AL H|8-8 onsh= A (Tinsley & Weiss, 1975) &, ANOVA E4 o022 4]
A 78 4 ok oldf HrEAzk BAte] 218k error term) 02 ¥3Rd A9+ U (one-way) &
A BAME AMgSRR, HrBRRE Radol exidH(error term)ol] EFEA o5& Aeole ol
(two-way) FAREAE ARG & BrER 9] d#4d (consistency) ol T4lo] SU-& 73
€ F7RERL B Aol oAk E@.ﬁ}?‘] % o)l ARG AR, Eu HrRE A
H F UE A9 99 EEF2 9 (random sampling) ThE HrltiAko g UNkelEs Yshs 790l
E 7RI B4 a1l X¥ske 49 BAREAE AR

£

o

1) ICC(1)& ICC(%, 1) si2sts BE AR E Yepdch
ICC(2)& ICC(*, K)ol sidete =& AHE Jebdrh
o7 M, *: 4% 1,23
K 2012l A4z Hrix 8 Jepd
A3 1. 57k 2RGo 2RE 9eZ&2 9 (random sampling) F7IAHE Fol A, 2t oA AEohE k
ge] HrAE2RE Yrig de
(3819 %) 5 u=utbtw
it =1,..., k),
u: GG =1,..., n),
bt 2T ol e Aatahe] Aol
w;: 23213
A5 2. 87k 2ive 2 9. kel Bzl o 2)$& (random sampling) S 37, k8 o] H7take ZE nAf
o) Yredg bzt bk
A8 3. wrhRE AR ] e AR kBoR FAHE L, kWl Bkl 2E nafHoii g 22t 3
Mgi=2
(AF2 & A% 3.9 58) D x,=uta+bt+(ab) +e
a: 2T FrrRre] ¥ g o] #oj
(ab),: i 7 Ap7} jH 7 4 & G7tE of dAske JEaee BE
e; 147 R Y jE A S W W] ke 2}
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NEEE 243 ICCE thAl VICC(1) 8 ICC(2) 2 7R ET ICC(1)& AEg 7
e BrAt e AFE St A2 MEgEe] BAGAYd &g ICC(2)
B Had dE V=S vepdlE Aoz HriAde] g§ate A4 (composite
A} A5 [CC(2) & Spearman-Brown 24]o)] wjeba] 7z} 3

e

rating) 7} B4

AL FHHEL (& 3) e =

At

(E 3 o247 IX| IcCB4
ICC 34 | T2
Bartko
foneway ANOI;V’I\I/II&S) WMS k[ICC(1)] (1966),
ICC(1) {ICC(1) = — ICC(2) =
() W) =SS k- D WMS @ =T —nacem) | Wi
(1971),
S (two-way ANOVA) Tinsley &
ICC(2) |icc(l) = BMS-EMS = Spearman—Brown Formula | Weiss
BMS+(k—1)EMS (1975),
James
(1982)
. BMS-WMS BMS~WMS
AF . | ICC(1,1) = I k)=
+¥ 1 LD = EMs+h-DWMS ceLk) BMS Shrout &
Fleiss
b _ —
BMS—-EMS BMS—-EMS
BMS+(k-1)EMS+k(JMS-EMS) /n BMS+(JMS—EMS) /n | Lahey,
BMS —EMS BMS —EMS Downey, &
IC = 1CC -_—
g3 |V =gy T DEMS (3k) BMS Saal (1983)
—MAFE A8 A —2A(F)FF9 A4
—NE Yo e HrAETS 413 | - Z2AE=2 FAE gl i Al
A=A A (The reliability of a single 2] 4 (The reliability of com-
rating) posite rating)

(%) Shrout and Fleiss(1970)

BMS = mean square between targets ; WMS = mean square within targets ;

JMS = mean square between judges ; EMS = residual mean square ;

n==number of targets ; K = number of judges.
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3813} 38 2, 39 Aol 4 BAEA S8 old EAEA 9] %A zlon, 4329}
2332 Bk 49FEE AYA, 2P E Ro|X o ks pEE Y ICC(%, 1) 748
B & S A= g Yehd ICC(x, k)& k39 Hrhate] i gtol gk A
S & Yehdoh o]& zhzh ICC(1) 3 ICC(2) ol s},

ICC(1)2 7iE B 7tA]o thg Frixizte] Ao dig A 374X (point estimate)o]th
(Winer, 1971). 4 B4 9 & 49 ICC(1)(F, ICC(1,1)0] )& 22H
o 5 FGrreh g el FrARE Babe] v g Wl stal gltk(Bartko, 1976). ol MEEE
o] g Hrlol A H7ERHEZH) BAbo] ol Briabg el Fel(consensus) 7F ErHE RS 9
ol ekl Q7] Wl HrtAEREe] T o (agreement) A =] A BRZE AFEE 4= Ut (James,
1982). James(1982) & ¢ 7] A7 A 21243 & 2] (perceptual agreement )7} 29 7] A4
Z F4st7] 13 Azl 7] wiiFel, A BAHE A 93 ICC(1)& AFg3sted AE 2e
LK g & e AN ARE B = vk FAg

, ICC(2)= W7t HEx7F HH 8 ddve] 38 Yepdt), ol M2 g&
5F 3259 HMAES AoFE3H, o5 F 25 #§4tE A 4=(composite rating) ol
& e Axs 7S d AdE e ook ICC(2) = Hrtzkk) 9] 7} F71etd go}
2 5= 544 (Guilford, 1954)& 2zt Q17] W&ol ICC(1)& R ICC(2)e S H¢E ¥
& 4 Atk d &2 k=300%, ICC(1)=0.5¢d ICC(2)& 0.947F FH<(E3DY 34 F=x).
S, MEEE g3 e Frr} v ERlEtE Frhded 24
o gt Heao AHYS wobd £ vk duEE B 40 B8 A9, Bk ALE
o] ztel7} ot steiete Hr G HEF2 S FHE sl 27

B A GAAT ICCE AH&3te izt M EE 243 7]
fofs]o] ot AT EopEg, By A7
O a7 AAE S AFdMe FHHCE BA 458 & 5 U0k

ICC 87 #8402 213 Y= FAHL o2 AVIXz aod 4 ok 3, 2179
Pt BAFA o R Bito] olF A Ao ICCY FAx7} Fou)stA €t} HrE
1 B7t gl gk Furt gAY, BF3td SHETFE AMEste] Brigide] B8 Al
2 utgatA] X3 Ao BriAe F45 A% By 7tedol ¥uh webA ICCE AHS-3)
7] Aol Hrihdte] Aozt A=AE &7) 8 FP7re] FAakxtolol tl 3t Ftest& 7

N
%

4>
mlm

F_EL

[«




HHAR AT g Fozo #F £44 u@ &

A & Hofof gr}.

EA, 35 SHE 7Y A AdEE U8 Aol AT FoA AEE e AN
e ZAT HriAR A geg dd Hrig A#E HQloh Jones, et al.(1983)
P AQ(Position Analysis Questionnaire) & A}&3le] 7| o] TAZ HrA7r AT 3t
I AAE e FE Haol 2AS B JE e g v astdoh AdEE ikE He
o] A HI7HAL A% go] ¥ AHE B F1 ok aute) J|EATE FoME
MEGE AT FAA VA E AL A+E(Bass, et al, 1975) Bois gd=
irE Hgol 2AF HIRRE AL E A4S A7 E(Jons & James, 1979 ; Peterson,
1975 ; Zohar, 1980 : Joyce & Slocum, 1984)°] §th. Bt A7E2 FY A vngd o] &
Fostool FH(HE 4 FE).

(E 8 T IXEZE M2 (interrater reliability)0f] 28 7|& KRS

=8 | U4 3 7} = 23 AR = 3 4 7 H] 3
Ilgen & | Egd TALY avergae agdde 94
Fujii vs. pairwise (.06—.43) : 7#A4ld A(zy, +=2F
(1976) HAE #&A7} | correlation (.66—.96) : AEAZA=} | T)ol} dfF 4o
coefficient (pairwise) Ab
#A e He
Curtis,

. FAHoR AF o X9l Y
Smlth & o o0 A W3 33
Srmoll ok | WAJE ol A & 88 Hell w3t Bzt

A=
(1979) 8
irwi e I N
Borman | #159] | Fu#e) 5 | PAUTE 4492 E@tﬂ j_’ o
&) T
(1982) | 4= A=t correlation (median=.76) of e 2dS
coefficients B7}
Spearman- )
Greene 499 | BEE FEEC] ¥ ¥4
(1975) | A Brown Formula | 7589 ol & 7t
N ICcCq1, k) =
De & Zujal g 2o Aduie) 3
RZS 4 R AR ZpALE] ° 84 Bkl el =
° m)son Sl H1 Ag= Icc, b N ;‘ﬁjjlr:.M Aol gt F
(1984 F AR N B0 Wobe o
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Ar=E | AW 3 7F & 4R £ 3 2 H] A
el BES o
Bass, R . Aoz 3170 ¥4
etal |(work | #7492 | 1ccam | TP 7| ol A
(1975) group) (median = .745) 9% - 2 g3l
ICC(L,k)
James, et | 3 %37 TFAA ICC(1,k) .512 B A5l o
al.(1980) | o A g AT ol
E =i
01-.22 670 el 4lg
Jones & | "mlale] | AE AWE | ICC(1,1) | (median=.06) 2 A7) (psyc-
P e
(1979) ICC(LK) | (rnegian— 71) o e
extrinsic motivation ,563
organizational style .615 | 470 x}go] =7
1cC,L) intrinsic motivation .519 | #¢i7]e] uig A
Peterson | 1571¢] 2% leadership style 288 | I=
(1975) 23 249 extrinsic motivation .989
organizational style .991
ICCLK) intrinsic motivation ,987
leadership style .965
bd e FAS | Qe gk =3
s9 ICC(L,1) 721 2917 (organio-
Zohar 20 3% .
(1980) =2 =}F ICCLK) 081 nal climate for
(z+2t 20%) ' ) safety)AlZle
1378 71Ede
James .00—.50 A= AFE AL
(1982) - - e (median=.12) g8 1CC(L)
£ ThA] Al
40 :.56—.79 378 &l 670
Jovee & agela| 1070 : .24~ .42 297) 3ol o)
Slocum | 3% gg | 1CCAD 1 o0, 14 REL
(1984 270+ .00, .06 (% 187)




A AT B Folwo] Be B4 13 &

A, e AFE AHEsH AlEE ICC(1) & ICC(2) & vlaste B9 ICC(2)7F 3 =
A dgan dGCHE 4 FF), £33 F2o2 ICC(2)e ICC(D)En A 2L s
zr1 lth(Bartko, 1976). (& 4>°l YEd Jones & James(1979) 9 A-+4 2= ICC(1) #
ICC(2)E A B 3 Uk ICC(1) 9] FAX = 0.060] 2, ICC(2)¢] FAA= 0712 v
Bl 22 zpo]E Bolx itk 12 A7 (Peterson, 1975 ; Zohar, 1980) 9l A % ICC(2) 7}
A ez o gdeir] 2P| S0 ot A AFEE A9 st A3t of gt

3—2. WI7IXIZF S| = (interrater agreement)

= ol& (agreement) 7J@& wE g 27]9 RFEL “Foo HAEY v LS 9|3t
(Cohen, 1968 ; Lawlis & Lu, 1972; Ly, 1971). o1& AR EL 44 A4ESF A BHSHA
o] &8 4 AUAN, Hrixel A3 Fol(chance agreemant) 9} AMEEH = Hx o MeH
(categories) 9] gl th g & 3HA Xdhe FHE AU Utk FAxd thate ‘o, of
U] o]2o] HEH7] o] MEAEY Az Aede BEAHA £AE HET
t}(Kozlowski & Hattrup, 1992).

Brrx) o] Aujgtel] 93t ol BRI H Folo] FAE FH3Y] Asixe T s 43
& P art k. Lawlis & Lu(1972) 9] X*—test9} Tinsley & Weiss(1975) 9] T A &= B
74 7F 1 EE 24 Zol7t e AL Fodle Rz Fte] Altatn gtk dA /EYA
o] Hrfgtoll 218 o] 2o &R GE §54S AUT e HLE A5 webA A
AaA s Ao st & Cohen(1968)©] AH&-3 weighted kappat BU X9 A =0l 7t
Zx& Fol At a3 ol F ARER HrHX 9 £4T TS LejstA Rate &
g AU A

2oz o] AHel $AT Fovt LB HA %g APole Y=Y G FEEA AdEHA
Eh=3 Finn(1970;91 A9} o] 7Iwteg & AT E(Tinsley & Weiss, 1975 James, et
al., 1984 ; Kozlowski & Hults, 1987)2 ¢hd3] T2 o2 3¢ (completely random
responding) 7 $& %9]59] A Foll Wi glck thhe] AREL SHAY FHAH &
g3 E AL %E(rectangular distribution) & ztF3te] wkd3siar Qo F-aAH o=

3

29g 79, MYYSo]l BE p HEL 22 AT Eolth




8 BERHKR

Finn(1970) 9] A& (r)olA neig Ay Exe 998 598 nd A7EY 57
o] At

observed variance
chance varinace(s?)

r=1.0—

k? -1
12

(s2) =

(s2) : The expected or chance variance k = the number of points

#2E F4Hobserved variance)©] %9 £ A random variance) 2.t} 2 H w7}
T ol (agreement) o] et AA A, 104 FFE Bito) 3 F2H9) BEare] v] gL W
e =9 AsME AMSFd. I8y Finn(1970)9] X E()dME S8 #He
(responce bias)7} A& 29 Ay Exg 39 £&3Y B2 gz 438 A7
g W8ty Fx9 A7t A= stA F4 = =(overestimate) FHE 2w

James, et al.(1984) &] 97+ Finn(1970) /A3 & 7122 sl B9 7) ol

5
(composite model)-& 913+ &2} (consensus) & &3t AXE 7Hslgich 28U A e

4
fir
r

7FAzES] T E(rwew) & THEH RO g HIEATE B R (rue) 2 FEET

ruen =1—1(8% /Q%)

J[1 - (8% /Q%)
JI1 - (8% /Q%) +(S2/Q%) ]

rugy +

J:ohgEe) A
8% txjol i waE gt
Q% 1 RE H7H7k 72919 (random) .2 Jojubthn & B9 zj ol hE £
5T aE B2 Je) Yo Y BF

(E5E G4 S5 AXS A1 ¢ 712 A7EL RF R Uk (E 5ol Yehts
ol B BAE ML 2ANT) AR 1, AEE AHEF ATAASE obF B Q.




FAAL NI 2 Folxo] #F A4 nid &9

FH < d B4 (consistency) 3 §H2]Ad (consensus) NEE 7E T QA (James, et al., 1984
: Kozlowski & Hattrup, 1992 ; James, et al., 1993)°] S A A r,, A E S AF23}7] A
237 W Zolnt

rug A FE A& £ A4 9 AP L FrHA2 a9k 5 Uk AA, =) g
H7AAE FAE (rweey 7F 7WE FEoll & B7ERA0] F X (rwn ) BT A YERA T 1y
wel Bee AdE E Hadd AR FrtArt Foxolth o] A¢E s AdeE 2
Fote AFES HaFoeN PR 4FE EY F Ath L AH 1wy E reo 20
S 298 vtk 71EAFEAANE T2 M5B GadEoUY] HE FE ryp &

24, ry 9 ARF% Finn(1970) 2] AEAHH F29 EAHramdom variance)$ 7} 8o
Agd Aol ol& HriAtE S FEERV SET EXE Zu S de f5d A8 =
g F At James, et al,(1984)+= 7153 2o nlojo]X(o], central tendency,
leniency, social desirability) & 2% 71 ¥ (expected distribution) & 43 ste] J&
W 5= 8 Hrtets U S Agstn ot 3 vt gls wWY A 7 EES &
ezt A& el H4 7HEEE B3t B 4FA 1, 9] ¥ $l(range) & A A St
olmf J(H71a5 2] )7t F7FFLEMN ry o HA7E FolAe EAE 21 sk 2452
Z BEG EAE S Hort 5o A AKE ¢ £ U] HEd FA= £E] ¥
Y E AAEH= Aol HdHolgt & 4 Atk Kozlowski & Hults(1987) 2] Aol M= F3H¢
22he 7HEEE dE 0.81-0.9601 AT, Al og wgEAE SHE uHF JIYEXE
(skewed distribution) & 7 & W& 0.70—0.952 2FzF WA Usich(<(E 5) #=x).

BIEAZ A E D Foxd] A% B ATES AU AT 3 Folxd i TS
st ok au olg BHES APE F¥EAMT AEE 4 Aok (Shrout & Fleiss,
1979 ; Jones, et al.,, 1983 ; Kozlowski & Hattrup, 1992). Zt 433} oJejxE 5o -3
& BAe Bt 5P 5 BEe AHE AN 98 ARES AP 5 Aok




X EERHR

(E 5) LIXtZE E2| = (interrater agreement)0| st 7|= GRS
e | ESHYY Z A Z2 7 H] z
o2l FAE S
(F AL A ) A pag0) AR
Schneider | 232} supervision .86, 2o 12 (8% ) o]
W T O
& A3 status .69,

Bowen | (branch)
(1985)

career facilitation .88,
socilization .73,

work facilitation .92

ARk AP
29 571 2
o 3 Agree-

ment & A4Hg}

Hater & oy 23
Bass 2y
(1988)

(MLQ : Multifactor

Leadership Question-

naire)

7}l 2n} .89

WA 12 89,

A 2= .90,

48R B 72,
o913 s 71,
&) Fde 67

MLQ®] 6xpglel]
tiate] 58 1
99 Zpzhel of
3+ AgreementE

Tt e ok

(<]}
.

Kozlowski | 1071¢]
& Hutls Z3
(1987)

.81—.96
.70—.95
(skewed

distribution& 7}%)

7Ied REE
of gk 6akelol o
atod 1070 23 7}
ZY] rugi HAHAL
33 npgAs S5
& 7Pt TE

£ skewed dis-
tributiong Az

&)

Sackett
35
& Wilson °j F
[}
(1982) | T

4.6-37.4%

Hrioge g
& F= 8208
)3t  disagree-
mentd] HAEES

4%

HAARE Azl 2e] e 2 AHSS P

AU PSox Bstn A7k 71 28 Ao




A AAE B Folwo] B ¥4 1@ 97

2 WolEd X1 = AL AT A= ()9 ICCo|tH(James, 1982 ; James, et al.,
1984, 1993 ; Glick, 1985 ; Kozlowski & Hattrup, 1992). o]& A EE5& AAs A A28 &
1= AH&7IE, FAIAQ A%, 9EFES AHECEN A AR 2 Fox s 234
Z} e AFEAA ol&H, AFHA =4S F AU

;0

].

oft
Kl

4—1.1CC2t r 2| AlEI|E=

oAel7tA FHAR FAM FHEH A A G ARE A7) AsiA O 22 A3HE
o] ;& ojof e},
AR, Az FHEZH o] T (agreement)o] g AAA], A3 % (reliability)o] th

B3] getslof 3t} F, S 5Ho] FriAEe] FrtEE(HUA) o] & A

18 ZEund rted AEE HrtetnA el Tl s 8 X8 E
ALg gt v S F o] HriapEe] Wbk gENY #3A AR 9 HrixEze
dHYo A g HE dol = A2 g EH 3= ARE AL

EA4, B 8ol dd =R, s HEJXE Aot ICCe A$, thatE Hxo
A 2 FArE Faro] 248 ICCEHS /E g 2AF ICCEET B ALtd e A}
Holl F2l3te] B 2AF ICCEE AAE Bardo] Utk r, o A4, @8 5
ol = rugay & AHE3HE, THEHE Aol = o) & AHE-SHTL

Ay, ICCE AHET 3%, B7Hd & o] 4 ¥ (one-way) &AHEAR1A], o] H(two-way) ¥4t
EHJIAE 243 Briabsol delFEHo Hriatsoe] S 7HA oY B olle 3
7ERRE ko]l @ AtEel] E3tEE AU BAHEA S AMS S 2y HobAztY] 43

#oler Balo] 9 A Sol = WopE7Ee] Eako] @ Aate] TEHHA o o] BUE

o

=2 Y
AJAE F

TEA, H7kat

it

,,
L/ A

A, ICCo 7%, HME Haol tigh izt AR =R1A, Hriygdel g Aol
e AR =RJAAE ZHeHA ot HE Hd e Bzt S s g YAy A
Solle JAFEY A AEY ICC(1) & AHE-3ta, BT Fard ool gk Hot
A AHEE AT B9l F(ZF) 4539 A NEQICC(2)E AHE-3),

AR, ICCe AL H7 xEo] A A (fixed) A, ¢ o324 (random sampling)

14




92 EERIFR

ALEJAE it Yrixkgel S G} A Sl ICC(21), ICC(3,1), ICC(2k),
ICC(3,k)& AH&3tx 1 F& € DA AFole ICC(1,1), ICC(Lk) & AHEE & gith

ARA, 1 E AHEE B F, Bl (target) o] U A AME P2 SRS 2
. Gt o] AL B, 2 Bt ol e re b Pk BE Huh gl o
3 1w S H T rug 3 A A SO

(E 6)2 ICC9 1y & H7INAS] S A x BAeo 244 wata &1 gt H7}
W2 FAdd et n A2 FEH T, £49 54L& g HriahEe g Fox ¢ 413
T, OEEE e A Ao g S, e Yrigae] Ak gl gigk Al
g rof mepA EF o]

(E 6) ICC2} r 2| AFBVIE
218 = (Reliability) ¥4 9] 237
. = 5}
B7h A (Target) ol | g morgze) o $ Egﬂﬁrjuei)fggi Arhges ged A
2 FEZ (e E) S it
T ox 2 MNEx ol et A=
. . ol g s | A
Within-group Within-group
174 reliability reliability _
(rwg(l)) (rwg(J))
n 7\ ICC(1) - ICC(2)

4—2.1CC2} r 2| X ESats

goll A AAF ALE712E0 2AS A ICCH 1y, o AL FgAA%E Agnrs
Zb, zF A 848l g FET oldle EF HokollA B AEE AHSEY B2 F2rtE AL
2 7] gt

HA, ICCREAA, ICC(1) & H7Id) A (target) o] el Mol AAFFolM HrMAE3H
o] A= E FAHYY AFE-3ta, ICC(2) = Hrhdde] o Mol 2A(H) &9 g +
37) 98] FAAE] e ﬁg%&(comp;osite rating) & o, 7 gholl thet B Az A e g

Z e Aok




oA NEE 2 Folso] Be E4H 1Y 93

T 1 ARENH rugn & 7 Fe] ol dd a2 Hrig o Friz

Shel HrhE
A7 BAE & W, B4 goulY BARETY 23

o TheE &

=5

2l 2ol hE FAEE 2P ALBELT, ro & Frh o] shiol
o He FARE =

gy AHg Bk,
7} A Eo] e AR H ST (E DAM AN ST Ak,

ED ICC2} re Ol CHE TR Ol X LS}
ot GHtarget) & & sHolat Aol B7AAEte] A = (interrater re-
(1) ICC(D) lability) & &34 &
Oz A7 zdEg ] e (kB)ol 25 He FAdH el R 7)o
Eehe 9EgRoR 4 Zoe] AHxg Yridr - ICC(L1)
cohel | @ EAA PRtz £3€ kol 2t A7 TRYE e 13
2 o 2] go] Ax'ghe dd R R 24 A3 A g Hrigth - ICC21)

27} 219 (panel) o] 2 ZR A=Y thajel g

@ 1D (fixed) B3 AF/MLBe] AL
249 Astel AAEE HrHakth - ICC3,1)

Hee] g ek v gRor

(2) ICC(2)

o,
N
N
=
~
>,
O
(ma
o]
=
0
[g)
@
<
(3
2
i
™
~
o o)
o
~
2}
X

WrEel 4 ) A9 BriAE 2g
% ¢ (composite rating) Zaf, »éi%%k ] ol & A2 = (reliability) & 23 3

© A 2HAM elFEE FHAS k)0l P 2Ae) $A71E Frbete] 74
Ago Hitgtol @ A2 EE Hopsich > ICC(Lk)
ICC(2)9) | @ 98l %28 AwlE(kg)ol % ofd) 229 #9718 Frhsted gz o
2 gl 4] @ B gtel NEESE Wrhgeh - ICC(2k)
® £3H/5917] A2/ B5g(kd)ol T el 2ol $471F Brteted Ay
zAo) @ HBitekel AHAEE Prhech - ICC(BK)
o) A (target) o) shvtol i gl g Buto 2 Wrls o, H@rizl Ao iRt
(v | £2he] 240l 8 5 ol % (agreement) & 53 .
@ a7 Qxm AW o] thstel ‘clolriole] FA Y ojetE BUFE RO R F
Tug) 9} Fhat o) grhaict,
HEAA | @ dracM ¢4 A 2rdeg ddated oA, Add d3Fs Be
vgEo s Yol drtec,
7)) 4 (target) o] Shitoln Bge FAETE H7hg ¥ u, WA FvhRel 3
(0 ruxtr | 5145 ctel 2900 8 5 91 agreement) 9 HEE 349
© s5)A2] A3 AA ofFol thate] “wBel AAY ok Aol dhatel hg®
e rhxtgel Prhed,
fen © | @ A7AA $4 AL ZeAES st slojM, (TR Ee Y e
2 gl A apgloll thatel thags Az Grhakgol ol

3 23 FAYEC] e Hug ojFoA “zgA olek: £917] AU S Hriey
{(perceptual agreement & &4 ).




M EEBHR

4-3.ICC24 2| UHRTE

o] gell A AMAE AAIA ] 7IEEH 7 FFEC HI FEF oldle UHE 9 TR
AR AR ARG S w9F F Aok 223G BB ARE AMESto 1 a4 Uk o,
IO AR o= e BEG R FEAA N A7} obF Fol . A7 EAE AE
Az go] oA E FAHE HFE 5 Ae FAH Lol obF A EAstA &

[s]

r

7] W Fol] & Foke] 71E AFEF v uFo A MNgH oz ghofst st gk
Glick(1985)2 ZAEA 7 A& AE=2 BridGe] HEg(Z24E d)0 dd AF
=, NGB SAF FriAZE A EE, A FaE dao AT HoEt g ert 9l
=, o1& 39 AE7F Holx 0.6 dolok gk FFFch AT 7|EAFEANN B}
e Fgrel e 23] A e dae vad 24 AR Al sE
=35t ICC(1) o B9+ A &t
James(1982) &= 7]1&ol L HE 13709 917 ofe] ApAEolA MAFES g
Z2A31e ICC(1,1) & 2Abelith, 2 Zx2 9] (range) 7} 0.00—0.5001 %2 F == 0.13
oldth, eyt 13709 AFE FolA d7AAY BFAol HluH & AFE(Peterson,

L

J

1975 : Zohar, 1980) ¢] 7 $-ll+= 0.288, 0.519, 0.563, 0.615, 0.7212 ¥ A Wehta )l
7182 Aokl metA Apelrt bt 71E ArEs 2HE 2
o, #9171 979 A= dFH ez ICC(D Y 3%+ 0.20 °17, ICC(2) 9 7 -7-+= 0.60 ©]
gold BE Wik ol & 4 ok B EeldMe ICCHE AHSE Arsel BA %7
el & F A 71 AFES Faste] vlasol 3T ry o 9ol 0.8 o] el o

ARoz &g vg FEolgtn & 5 UF(HE O, (E 5 F=R).

ATEE AolH WSS BAE sotasr] Aol AEse Y e B A=
2 ajo] Mayslolol gk, AT} He Aeole WSl WA he o] F-olv] s}



A NEE @ SelEe) Be BAH 1F %

o B dFAE AEH JExY AYES 8RR, HUHAN A% (interrater re-
liability) &} §7}#7F F o] & (interrater agreement) & TFE3l 1 2Jo]d R P ARHE
of thgk ojn & skt

z71¢ HAAz AlAx e d#4d(consistency) 7 o4 (consensus) @& 2F X T
st AATh 1Y &S RS S & e PJUEARE Hd Aol 7h L33l
FFHA B ol BEAREAANA ICCE ALT2HN T8 F Qlvh. H29] 9471 A7
A A ztH gl (perceptual agreement) & &4317] Hla)A] HriAte] Folzo] £H& &
A F 7t VeSS

AZ7A 8 BrEA FAro] e FERNEZE 1,7t 7 FeHolx, HrEARE A
=& ICC7 73 £ 23X Folth ol & AR (index)ES B &sHAl AHE-317] siMe 3
Zhh el ¢, BT, 2R & OgE, dd E2 old EAEY F& nYstd A
&hof of gt

a2y, o] ABEE o} Sstx) ¢, EAME WEs it ICCY el %
Zheh g zbel $-2l & 2ol 7k l-guint ojm vt ik, il AFzke] xpol 7} Svl st bl
o] Eabw} o apEAto] AtiF oz & A9, ICCE AAAHL #A(0 — 1)E Hojd & A
et A7 A AL ICCE AAst7] Aol BriohFzhel 2po] A5 (F-test) & shofof
gt}h(Lahey, et al., 1983). E& ICCE B7IHE7E §eirt oW Hrhd)gztel Aol7t
HEZ Qe woe A Jehte el itk(Tinsley & Weiss, 1975 : Kozlowski, 1992).
olgldt EAH o2 ICCE 5% HrAt Sl g A stede F4 Fsith

ol Mde 237 AaMe AGU FAE AED r, & AH8sHE Rol BEsth
r A HS EAHE 2HX 9] Ao o3 7|th ¥ E (expected distribution) & 2 & of, &
3 BT AFste £ Wdo] gloke Holth R ixEe] A S5 &5 oo
T 9L W, 1, & ol E 1 skA] £3ta UtH(Lahey, et al,, 1983). E 3 e & %7t
zo] F7} g W kA FErt HAagstEch James $(1984) & A 108 9} 4
7427} A g3t A A skaL Yok
PR AT L Folx AFIF BAHE WES L YA, B A7 olgH Fh »
7192 st Aok A4 A, E971 AT SolA o2 vl Adol A FHEH
= el(za)5Edd Pz A 2 $UEE Hrigoen H(2H)FEd E4E E

flo

I
il
»

fo

rlo




% SEEHFR

F5kA et

Ay 79 B, ALAHY e e ooz R Y 5F9 g
vl 4] (average leadership style) & 3w 7AYEQ iyl hd N3 H5FE Fabst
oot gt} d4Ee] Auii e HFYE E5 9 43534ste g A o)y
el AT AHLEL AL FASl ok gk olzid Wl H5Fe AU S 28
FEE2 AA PALED FASE Hrte ol Fol |FF 9 g Fajof Tt

A7 A7 E J(ZHA)EAVE S stux S, 34 LS £97] Az of
g o7t A olok gtk F(2A) 97 B(RF) 4L wgshes dyolx, g |
(24)9] THEEL 28T A5 AL o2 st F9o YL vl 4 2L o] 3}
of FAMgH oJu] (meanings) & FoJ gt o]&o 2 AE F1 lth(Prichard, 1973). wabA]
H(zH) 297 Hrg 737l Aside +EL e #o(consensus) & Hrlste HokaRzt
o= o] ¢dH oo}k gt

AFRoR Pzt A E 2 FARE AR H, AAF 7 Tl F23 FAoln ¢

A3 B S, BAATE R R B AR S oS T nAT BobR fEe 2],

o

_‘_:

dEA, tEAL ARV TR FEE vk v Hx fHET Hore AndAE
=2 ¢ (Landy & Farr, 1980), Al H o2 Fg81 AAl) o5 W77t A3 Alol o & o

7heth 538 Row vJeh}a dui(Zedeck, et al., 1974). Zt ® 71z} S8 o ulglA] Hrlxp
o7} Y A2 JiQ1AQ] AEolG AR, a1 JHo g 7] 1 A2 zka 97 o
o2 ottt meba o {3 o] Priart 1ot elgsittn @kl oy A, A 23

B7he el A B R PRel B Aol B, WrH o] Exg Aol Hrsraiol

}_
ol Fastch shupstd Hriaks X}J—J Tl ol mebA 71ER 9] 2polE A& 5 2
7] WEoltt. e} HrERE o] ﬁrlﬂ‘: & "lashe 3t
e U B s A S Ut ol HriAEe]l F&E BrhE 3] fsiM = 3

fr
e
i
oX,
tlo
Jo
2
L)
o
S
0
)
4
=
2 x




A4 AT L Folwe] B 2NY 1Y &

oA g ARA, BB WYY, BrH1 2ol B ABAL 2T Qojof &

B7HE M e HAES Fr7H & AHeste A B olle} Bl 43E FE
SAES dFHA A # Qlojok 3 HrA A e F FAEe] &2 By, 3
AHRE, Hrtzay, a8 @3rparslel s #3894+ U (Tinsley & Weiss, 1975;
Padgett & Ilgen, 1987 ; Landy & Farr, 1980).

FAAL A E R FA% =F (B7Hd4, B4, 3R, 9r7H43)

% FFas U@ AHP Fuo} WIS T F A& FAvHA] F 8tk AA, ¥
S =AW UESHE tgolole} Btk B, BrbdE HoH3Eel

LnaT Bolo el dd Be ARE 23 Ut Adolojol Btk A, FrA=e 2 B
= WaAl st SFAE) A% OHE ANL A YES Bk WA, B
Hee Wb EAE Bl 2R (error) & Y F UEE Bk

2 Q7oA OE AT AEs} BE At WHEA NlE ] ARAE o2
&7} 2o ol te W] WasTh AA, ohHAA 4 AR NP VIYT & SF
Wa AAP 712 AANSA Zakd ol 98 BA A4 BARN M AHE
Solm gtol Hol4ol e AHEASF S T 4 Ak FAGO] ALHolor Bk A, TR
oby AHEARS] AZAAA  AAAY 4L ool AFRobEE YA A2
& AN BT} A, £5T FAES 2P AR A%, FAE Hrtd el & AR
Ae0e nen A YO < YRS nAF Sl 2YAE Lol Yast
o,

49—9:-\1
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