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BHRAIRIBHEIR|: A O X
23 2e o] AR A e

P e AES B ARES A4
Sl Tt oju|e} Als]ol A zp7]9] 74| o
3l oJu|E #Z(sense making)SFCHWeick, 1995).
AAVde Qe 71, A, aRla Folske
Az T 2L iR A B W oplg,
AEA A9, 54 digte] s&, 28lal o|
x| FAdelele A 22 AR FAA
o] thekdl EAER FAETHMael & Ashforth,
1992).

B oERdAE 54 Aud SadE A
So] 1 g wudez la 2 @ Al

S A A (social identity)T} A}p1e] EEZE =T
o2 PYAH Q1% A A (personal identity)©]

Adle] 7] Hgel mAe m3E AEdn
2 skl
dF=HE He
Murray(1938)E £715 ERFePHA AF8&¢
= 55% £71% TRNAT. 2 209
Aol 427 872 AN, HA8T
(achievement need)S ‘&S ZEslm HE
& WA e @ olRle 9T EF9
L ICEENCE IS TS
o2 Aoagn 1 ¥ 4287 9257
(achievement rnotlvatlon)ﬂ-—— oz v Eo

22 d7AEE A Rl gk
gFE719 Tdol Tk o Eﬂzg
BHE7I9 AE AlelE s T FAA
TG RN B (goa) THEE ‘:?ﬁé}
(McClelland, 1951; Pervin, 1989).
et #dd FFo Exq(PurPOS€ o2 Aoy
AW Macehr, 1989) Q1A|-F A1 =] 3Kcognitive
-dynamic focus) O 2 T}Folx QWA &E &

H(mastery goal)®} 3] &3 (performance goal)2]
T 7K frEdem FEEArkel]: Dweck, 1986;
Nicholls, 1984).

S EE(mastery goa)= HHY] SHS 3
A e elwe e 28E
8] & (performance goal)= E}QlC] HIS|A =}
Ae) weo] $RHe AL Felstele)
24¢ Foh le] w3 JAREE 2t
7t wEl HEE @A ok e AdeelA] #
=E = 2744 9 ox4d Eo] th2m, $3)

o} e 2y Hgel T et
THdl: Ames, 1992; Dweck, 1999)+= ZAo|th

53] Dweck(1986)2 AHAEIZE AFA
(otientation) 2.2 7@ 3}stw Yttt aAL
237} IQlo] #7eE BRe) §H02, F
717} 70*'5}7%% FEstb = Bl =
SHelM QIzte] E71E *e“éo
wo Acpel 2o oA zAo
715 AdstE e JEAQ 710l
AAze] BABTE oI ol
O‘OW 83 &&elM A
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(of]: Elliot & Church, 1997; Elliot & Harackiewicz,
1996; Elliot & McGregor, 2001), T}FE sl ©]
A3 BRd Azcls MPNE R
Aoty Akl A+ otu, ~¥x=, Jgu
z2 AU 2 EHE UgFe dTERA
B2 dA7E0l FHEH gk
Hoofta, & Noordzij, 2009; Linnenbrink, 2005;
Nien & Duda, 2008; Stoeber, Stoll, Pescheck, &

Edwin, van

- 202 -



Otto, 2008).
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SEEEE
o017} Atstz AE3F 2 x 2
2.

Elliot®} McGregor001)ol] wWEw, AIFEFE
= Ao (definition)?} HFEFA (valence)2] F 7}
Aeez 78 5 oy 23 43
e Aol Aol SYREE A W
T8 gl AA FEd vE FEIL 5
ol 7WEHAEAE A la AL 7]
F(absolute and intrapersonal standard)ol] 4] =}A1
o) % W BEelm, FRREE A
Nl S ghele] 442 Hwehs A
7] F(normative standard)ol| A AF219] S
7Fehe H3telth

HABES WP AU 4B
 Zapproach) 53 9} 3] 9] (avoidance) HEZ

THEH, ol F7lclertedd & HEA

9
(definition)
Ao, A,
AW 71 A TlE
&9 )
4 | g2-H2 | FI-AH2
go7p @D X =X
(valence)  nxgx | a8y | $3-33
@9 L1 23

a7 1.2 % 2 ME=ES S

(3] Elliot & McGregor, 2001)

o golgd ¥79 443 Fugos
FRSE Rolth Webd 2 x 2 PEE 44
2% APYL W MR TR A
SHL LS ST HTRE, dEY v
@l o APl FA-PBE, A
SEo] FASA Fodle £2-29BE, 1
dn gERn Re goelt Sd-39%

#o] ol 717F 2ot
Elliot?} McGregor(2001)= S Ao g2
g AFA, 2l Tl e o|F3stet A
oFg(2005)°] TS tFo R FYgE AT
A, g Avisat g Aeoose] 719l
RS tFem TP AelA
[e]

e Bl 2 x 2 AAERS T

154
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-Johnson, Veauregard,
Walle, 2001).
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walg 52

%a T
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AEHAY ool AW % shbe Aleld
Aol EFHA= AAA e & WA

23l tiE Aotk 28 W] Turner(1982, 1985)
= A7) MFs} o]&% B3l o] g
AR T-F g Akol|A] o] Fo] dojut=
Al g Bob Fuek A AlFskdt

E =]

Turner(1985)2= AFS] A A A9l EZ A (salience) S
Ao RM, AbgEC]l Al TR Al
U 52 AREAEE A He e T
Aoz d9sta, 3 o e F o9
At gk AR A o] S&aiAle7E A
43k
Z1of] w2 H] WX (comparative fit)2} T
A (normative fieh= Aoyl ola] AL
9el Sa4el Adn. e ok
S Bl A A Al S Ae
o FARUE Aok 1 Pust ve Pu
del Aolud 42 W AHALAYE
e A, Bk e
Auel B Hael A A e

P A
Eﬂ— 74‘11 =) /\oﬂ ;(]—7]—6]— /\]ﬂ?ﬂ—;{]‘ 79[—
7¥ek A AR Bl wste] oW C’H‘Oﬂ o
g 7 el Aol HG Ajgats 7t A
o7} zoew Atz ARRPAd S 7HA]
A SHARME R ), weF A zzte] 7ot
TEA AA A} 17t e d5& Az
sta Aeleiat e xR Aele
Ao ABIAEE %
=t AoldrHdAD. o F 7K FA
el FeolA Filol AREHANS 2t
U oA @yl oARE 2Fske Aol

Y2 ka1 Ff A S

[‘1[‘ PN
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olElg FA W W oplet A7l FH)

A(perceiver readiness)’ol] )M = AL A4 2

M1 ool MAIslel Als| Axlgle] £7] B}

B340 ARy, oA Aele] odE
e gue) PYRoz A ewy 34
4 Rold. 2, guuMyozyy 944 )
sl A, BE 2 Azl ool Sl
= WRE} 998 wene Aot oAe
Ak 3t <A A SHidentification)’ S =3},
Qo] Hekel ZetAl AAskd 5 1 J
of 71, o'd 2 Eslel A=A g

A 71Zste] AdS wepid €k & «A}
3] A SKsocial identification)’ = FHTH] WA

= B Qo] AP o AAT &S vk

& Aow, ABFAGY S 9 F

= shue] il at WMQloth(Turner, 1999). 53]

ZA] % A 3Korganizational identification)o]] T &+

F9 =22 dE3 Ashforth®} Mael(1989)-
w-o

“H| 2 Zo Alg)d WFy) ExdA oz W3
Q1 A(categorical)o] A7t 7H<l
|stete Hee 93] F=e EAl(matter of
degree)o| o2t FAstith whepa] 2 AT
dMe AEEARY E&A da AR
& S8l A8 Q1o A A S FES
A& Flolth AL PAS S AR e R
ste ARSI AL o] 23 AIRIFS) o] Eo
Ak Ao Z=Ald AEsln AT,
2000, A AF7E obd ZARIFlAM =
ABIASEE FER ARgE g7 wEeltt
(Haslam, 2001).

B AFe AR Aol
& ARlol &gk Hho] FAste 7W o
gt Feta, MAFAL ] 5=3
< Al 558 HA4d w9
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Al9(Cronbach’s @)= E£EHE EX7F 72, &= AL AL EEA I e AAZH EAS
233 Bl 84, FREE ¥t 72 28 P 2 Bd@ Zoly] WEolt)h sl As
3 33y E¥7)F 59t £ Ellemer, Kortekaas, 18] 11 Quwerkerk(1999)2]
AQHAT AEE AFEAAT o] Hmi 2

A As B2 AR A 8} N gQler FAH sled st HA
AP A SR AR7loonzE AR st AEq] Qe s rbe acleln thE shv
ARIEAISE HEE ARESITE & dAFeld = A A et o %
= a9 apdd wed vl 89 F 4 AAH 549 2geke AAFAN e

SKsocial categorization) 2910 &3} 8

FurS ARESIATHE 1 Fa). o] 891 HASte}
WA o2 AR A|St] 2e QA = 3, 7 A
d4s Ueidlle E3lB2AE7], 2001), it ©
T Q07 2] Turner(1982, 19859 Attt

XN
oL
N

)
e

i >l

Lorr e

&
Rty a9’ ae12” 2213
Ue o] J9 UE FYAleth 87 -16 05
e A9 o] Fa AIRHE dEath 85 -10 09
o] e u Aol ERyI7L i 81 -31 11
s o] Fekd A fuiitE w2t 80 17 12
o] Fte]l TLEL Vo Atus) Fof & JFE ok 59 -07 10
s o] Hdkel ALY g 9low mlge] WA ) -05 .88 -.08
e o] I FAYES Z 94 etk -25 84 .09
U= o] kel HMFAR Wiy & ¢ ok -25 74 -.04
e OE AEY g2t .06 01 88
U ol Algtoltt 08 14 75
e W Aalgkel 143 540] gl 18 23 .66
IRH 4.17 1.83 1.40
Arg A 30.01 20.45 16.76
A Ay 20.01 50.46 67.21
WA &%) T (Cronbach Alpha) .87 79 62

*

£ L AL Tl 2 AREEIg A Tl 3 Al AIS
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SHEA, B A gk

ANg AFAon

“Aho|l} 27 o 2 HE
2 getn Ags F

Bhattacharya2001) & 7] Z & oA B | Slo]

A e eQEAT 23 1A 10 W' ARA AFE skl 22 i A
oldE TIEeR e o] HEHATkE A HEASE AR SHAd eddE
1 Z3). 2919 ZFZF& Principal Component A,y 2] Ao r Wz A
Analysis$1 11 Varimax Rotation &}$iTh 291 13} 8 9] (counter organizational behavior)2} TH ol A|
2' 7189 AREAE £@e] 7Y 58 2HS Hdete 9public citcism) 9 2
glez A Folx, 89l 32 AJAFA  FASH PTH ol g BEF vt 3l
st ot ot

29 12 AREAS £ F sHHeR 2Ft ARSI AISke] Aol Absg Al s}
ZlEd E¥ela, 89 2 AR Ve & FHAHoR Ve EFEE 9Ed AA
d Zloltk. o] 7 aglo] Az shtel aclo]  Aste] ARPAS 2o ARSIt
A GAfHE fal FEHeR Vlsd & AT Ade v 7] AREHY AL
= AHES Zlolghd, o 7 8dls st A 3 WellM dF-e] o] AR A
T EFES shH ador Foldx g9l IMFAISE SHste £Flde THeAE
Fotgre] Fovt whfojop & Zolth aEu AlARRIT
agx] genw g9l 13 2 AE tE A # 28 A 2zt ddAset. A
w9 Ed¥ gQlolgtn AR SN AFAst ARIAAS te ddAss 232
T Stk Z o B4 AABAE 7, AR A

22 10] AEHAGE wtgste TFelet  skeh ARRHIASLY] ARAFE 412 R
I g, 89l 2w oo pAder AL 3 B AEAAE M, A A sk A

su g A slte] FBATE 0302 F23HA

EE
WA Aow, Aol £9 Auel A, of Utk E 3& AABE AT AuALT
Y9 RE S8a 9 Aolda B 4 SRATH 2AI¢ = 59, p < 0D, £
9Tk, oldl weteld of 891 AFHAAS g FATe = T, p < oDE o D

o}
NERFEE!

2~ [e)
F A& A

2918 Durkerich, Kramer, 71

2] 3 McLean Parks(1998)0] | <tal H]# A 3}

(disidentification)2]

AdT AR Aelth

Durkerich 5(1998)& %A o] LA AEo0] =4l

o &3 27
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# 2. GAlE 2017t Al

SH Al Hel dAlstet el gAlete] 57| 21t

¥ 4. At dFSE XS Sl

7Rl AH] A g Y sz 7Y
A= A= HAS A HA2 gy Iy
W17 A 5} 23% -.03 7R 17 A 3} A4 a7F 02 11
AL8)7g A 5} - 41 AL AASE 260 A4l 06 01
AF2]H] % A 8 ARSI U A -23% -16% 18 27k
¥ < 05, *p < 01, 2 = 195 ¥ < 05, % < 01, n = 194
E 3. MASE REA7F AR Agel SxelA Al ALlol &3 [
&g 23 &g 23) o] FFat= 7HAol| wet Pt ASA
42 "2 FHy 3y Ad B AREEFE o2 FRAII dAe
oo = ot #dS Sk 71924 dA o
gz som Tade] AEFA ]l 2T E FASHEE
PR PR AFFowm 7ol FFete 7o mE2e
Aot
3 3] 7] 06 ACLEVIE

# < 05, *¥p < 01, 2 = 195

FolA M2 FHAQ 89102 W Sol=
B} (Elliot & McGregor, 2001; AJu|$3} Bt
gA, 2005, o]Fstel Zoled, 2005) ABASF
7b =0

HAstet dFFE XSFMol atAT

A 7HA BAseE HEE A e A
= # 49 2ot AR AsE A
=+ BHEGe = 41, p < 0) 2 SEHT BHe

< .0nsk A7 froldk HA &
FAAGe] AT FAEG
AL BAACR fonlsd o Ade, =
2.03, p < .05). °] Ayk= ARIHARIT 3
HoER AFIH FAJA dREAVE &

Aolgte 7H 15 AAste Aoz, AEH

= .18, p < .05 FYII »r = 27, p < 0D,
o Ashe the AAsS A AT
MYREE HelFE Adlda @ 4 Utk
WA HA8H PEH A
o] )t Elsbach®} Bhattacharya(2001)2] A+
S gt

my ’
£

MAFA sk F Mol A2 51 AP
72t el AR o] ithseRs &
= r =14, p < 05, FYHZ FFde -
= 17, p < .05. o|Hg Fue] HEE AH
A Aoz FRat] TAFATHE ).
O AT by 2 Al AN B¢
F 7R AT S37F A s ol
o] gle MHEEEHDT r = 13, n 5 T
=
=

A2 r = 09, 7 1), AALL] HSo] =
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& o
AR m = 145) ARLn = 51)
&g 43 &g 43 =g 43 =g 43
A A 3] 9 3] Az ES R 3] 3] 9
7h 013 A 3 13 09 02 11 29% By 07 09
A& A 5} 328k fowx .10 -03 28% 38k 04 07
A8 A 3} - 29 - 17% 12 20% 02 -16 36 A5
#p< 05, *p < 01
A AT Zx7F A AE et olygl JiQl E 6. MFSE XFHS FAHICSR St JHeINAS,
AAget Zhzt o3t A ABIAAS e ARIEAE H AREEASte] CAY SR EA 20
Aolth&EEHT r = .29, p < .05; FHTE +» FAMQ Awio] Beta AR?

iy
e
rd

AR 26 07
AEGAS Ao 16
AdugAt s 03
AgegAg 2 07

##p < 01, n = 196

ME=2x x|&Me F=HZ st Mixst violo|

A

a4y |
0%
i)
rd

e
>

4
0%
oty
A=)

elA 2AF BAFe] sEe zhzel
BAASN U] 7 AH 2R 2T o A
o

[<}
HHAE zteAdd 232 & A

I At AR AdAe TR wAH BAR

/\nggg A AL A Adsle AAS o] AL AAE Ak ), AFLe] ASde
4 792 JJroL-o—m Al 242t 445 SYHT BEAPIL AABAS o8 #
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Identity and Achievement Goal Orientations:

The Motivational Effects of Personal and Social Identifications

Young Seok Park

The Catholic University of Korea

Through two empirical studies, the structure of social and personal identification was examined, and the
relationships  between the observed identification factors and achievement goal orientations were
investigated. Personal identification, social identification, and social disidentification factors were consistently
observed by factor analyses from each participant groups: Service employees, manufacturing employees, and
College students. Each of personal and social identification were significantly correlated with mastery
approach and performance approach goal orientations in Service and Manufacturing employees. But the
correlation between social identification and performance approach goal was significantly stronger than the
correlation between social identification and mastery approach goal orientation in Service employees, and
the correlation between personal identification and mastery approach goal was significantly stronger than
the correlation between personal identification and performance approach goal orientation in Manufacturing

employees. Social disidentification was significantly correlated with mastery avoidance and performance

avoidance achievement goal orientations in each participant groups. Limitations of this study and

directions for future studies were discussed.

Key words : personal identification, social identification, social disidentification, identity, achievement goal orientations
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