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A&d 2%t

¥ ATE H2 I W 2o ERHD Sl YA AFd) i AFES ARYe A wHE
< Fegs BN ¥ F A7 S 2AlRle Akeln. 2FdMe A g F8 =dL oF A 7t
A2 Zokd £ 3t A A, A dF g A /Y F e FAE sk Aold. dse o
A, A4 4 AF 848 THshe A4 ZH2 78 F Jlen], ATt EAEA EAS] AF 249 A
B(EE, 99 2o AsRle} Adzte ARe] 45 S ZUAN AP nar) A= A7 FFHY 842
et} & A, Ao 74 gk He) 3 A 2o FF FHolch AE9] 2AM wikd 74 84
o} el QA A=l FRHY A2 R AEE @ e YSEe Ane] SAT A 7L F
ook, A% goleze AL A3 4% 9 ¥¥. =9, 283 1a2ge] 8Tl AASAUAT A
Azle] Mg arloht Axel] ZAF A9 M3 225 U HEE vFP sFolth. o2, A} 84
o} Al gt =eolc}. AlEie} Blo] Y AMdel ¥ WIAA], ofA AL SIARE Aol A9
AEQA ] e =97t 23] A Fold. B ATE 22 2 AAE B o] =4 A A1 ¢ ¥

dA7E 5 e FAET AN

1990dt) Zut o), Al A FHE AM %
AP =550 UEE AL Al 4 Aol A=
948 AEA 4T AFggn £ & YrHd,
Fukuyama, 1995: Gambetta, 1988: Kramer,
1999: Kramer®} Tyler, 1996: Misztal, 1996:
Rousseau, Sitkin, Burt®} Kramer, 1998:
Seligman, 1997: Shaw, 1997: Wicks, Berman®
Jones, 1999: Zand, 1997). & 413 #A F&o

& 2T 9uiske AoE2  FFPH(Porter,
Lawler$t Hackman, 1975) #A9] 334591 Az
AHE g, A7 50 A, oletd g% §
2P A2 A7) (Axelrod, 1984 Brockner
9} Siegel, 1996 Brockner, Siegel, Daly, Tyler
9} Martin, 1997: Das® Teng, 1998: Fukuyama,
1995: Jones®t George, 1998: Kramer, Brewert
1996: Mayer,

Hanna, Davis®} Schoorman,
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1995 Messick, Brewer, Kramer, Zemke®} Lui,
1983: Powell, 1996: Smith, Carroll® Ashford,
1995; Tyler®} Degoey, 1996), A8l B4 52 ¥
ke Al #&L ¥3F0(Chiles®t McMackin,
1996; Creed®} Miles, 1996: Cummings$} Bromiley,
1996 Granovetter, 1985: Jones, 1995: Kipnis,
1996: Lewicki®} Bunker, 1996: Meyerson,
Weick® Kramer, 1996: Reina$t Reina, 1999:
Uzzi, 1997: Williamson, 1993), 2844z @3l
2 B3 A i 719 H4gE FAAIG
(Creed®} Miles, 1996: Korsgaard, Schweigerst
Sapienza, 1995: Marshall, 1999; McAllister,
1995)& FAAQ A+ AHEe] A= gt

P2l A, AW 1997 9F vz sk
IMF S¥x¢< & e ol23& o, 3§ &
oixe B3le Rk AAF Ao AAET oy
2, F97183 719309 B4l 9§ |34 25, At
o] ¥ g Ao} oigt HnEAEY] FAT g 8
ot 59 AA Atgelxe] g & A7 A28
& ARz AFHIAE, BA ] 42AHY
EES AFE 7 e dFe FHIooF 4 FolollA
Ao dig d7E AlFsta Y AdEelth(HHEe,
2000: HEA, 1999 2%, 1999: ¥+ 1998:
olTg 1999: olF4d: 1997). Wl B =% 1
o I AR dig d7ES Augesy, ¥
F 23 AHA e 418 ATt ol wEke 2aE
34} g

AZE TR

Agle Heghe nishe 599 trostalld HIZ
Q. w2y HerdelA ddEE B or|se] A
29 7hddl WESY Yz, AoHoz AHE A7
o gloiA Fe3le o2 g o ke tE EgET
o] Egolc}.

AgEe ¥3] YT (cooperation) T ELHO] A
=1 Ych(Bateson, 1988). & A7} FF A5<
fsle AT, ¥l g A 2 B%e

Z2102 3R] Yethe AHdA Ase Ty ez
o] sl tHMayer 5, 1995). £&, Kee$} Knox
(1970)7} AFgxRe], H$ Davl FollN Ad=e
oY 24 e N FF IARle] A $7
v o] Atz A dehbd £ e AA™
HES 3k A8 ol9lg] 71A71 &g g o
e HEde £33 7EIE Adez FEor
ki s

e LS ZAAATe Feelzhe A
&7 s/ (predictability) = E45 1 3t Lewis
o} Weigert, 1985). 3A|gt A=le d2r71s4 ol
o] 9ul& zh=tH(Deutsch, 1958). A&7 s4e 4
el i3 Hr Aol w2}t HEho] =W &
gty X%, AFE 7170l fe A= AE @
F3the HolA FEEHMayer 5, 1995).

Az EgHe E odE Adess A
(confidence)® 41'd(faith)e] it} B ATAEL
AEE g oM Al=e A FEaA 2
A g3 gehelE B9}, Coleman, 1990; Cook
7} Wall, 1980: Deutsch, 1960: Frost, Stimpson
7} Maughan, 1978: Jones, James$ Bruni, 1975).
Luhmann(1988)°l 2|3tH, 4l&|e} Ealo] 55 A%
28 ¢ 237} Yebd £ 3E Aolgke S R
e AdAe fAREARL BAle o] 3¢ wolAlAY
oAz, 4lzle #dal dF A4H gEe aR3S
FEITRE HollA iz 78E 4 o a2ln, &
Az A7t BE 98 ARge Aol B4 dig
H7lolM ARG, AEs 34 A9 B &4
TAZRE Aol ofehz HelM B4 xj4e] Anz 7t
Ade A7 FEAHShaw, 1997). Ade Eg
A (faith) e 7E=e /444, Shaw(1997)90
29, Ado] o] Y3 uitle] FHU AP
& Ak WS ZE wslsh] JE vey W
H, Asle 4A ARNAY dske T3 Aot o
A, AFe deg FAn PEAQ Ade F4 3
zo YHghe hdoz B 4 ot

Algd i@ Ajzke 4 AFREe] ZA%R SlE
2 o mh oeksA Jehdoh AAEAES
v 23l Q1zke] FEjAE JHshe AREE A3 E
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ALl A(Axelrod, 1984: Lewicki®t Bunker,
1996; Tylers} Degoey, 1996: Williamson, 1993)
02 5ed AFEARES AYE AR uEd
(embedded) AHRIE 3 @AY &4 oK Granovetter,
1985: Misztal, 1996), AFRE©C] T¢A] BolEol1
sl oY A%=(Fukuyama, 1995: Zucker,
1986)ollA ol Fch. W, HEA zuhe 4l
he At e AlRte] ojd EAgo] Asie @
o] JeAg Walnat stn, watx AY uEe] A
2t} AT E Mol 2¥E& EHJohnson-
George®} Swap, 1982. Mayer®} Davis, 1999;
Mayer, Davis$} Schoorman, 1995 MecAllister,
1995; Rotter, 1971).

olqF 4dsle ATFAEY YA wekx, A1y &
o] A0 ¥ S 3 "mF AN FHE BE Al
&Eo] FHstn U ¥¥e 71 (Doney, Cannon
3} Mullen, 1998: Zucker, 1986)2 Fe=AY, 7l
Qe AAIed g R UAd 2HE Fx
“AZte #E&"(Bhattacharya, Devinney®} Chervany.
1998), “#dstn A 71h" (Lewicki, McAllister
<} Bies, 1998), "E}Qle] tidt 3HA 71" (Hagen
5} Choe, 1998; Elangovan® Shapiro, 1998: Das
9} Tang, 1998), "ERldl oid IHAA €=
“(Whitener, Brodt, Korsgaard®} Werner, 1998) ¥
"ERIE Ra 71Ae] o&she R'(Mayer T, 1995:
McKnight, Cummings®t Chervany, 1998) o2
Aoldot.

Rousseau 5(1998)& Algdll it cifgt A%
2 FH3ld "ERl9 oy 5 dig FHAY
71del 2A8AM FPE ArdlEie =R 748
AgA Adela P, Ase] i Fele 2
= A A, 4 2 PF 3L A% oA 8aR
FAE B=E Jehlie o2 & & gl
a8y AlEs) gukdel Bz FESE P Al
EA7} B4 2dslM d¥gche oot Be dF
AEo] FEALE AAEa e A= AR 2d2
¥ (risk)olth. Mayer 5(1995)% Zand(1972)7}
Agle] Aojo] XFAIZ] “7170] (o] 8FFeEN &4
& A 2) 98E 73El= A(willingness to be

vulnerable)’ 413} Felof oA W2 g
2, AjsHewt o} AlRjE 2 AA|EE AlZoAx
A=e] 7ihgdel|l F8% 84oltKRousseau 5, 1998).
fgeld At AL RAZdshe &49 Fgolg
(Chiles®} McMackin, 1996). o] ¢igo] A& #
€ W He AL F P9 4E 4 (reciprocity)ol
9% A2-9|&4 (path-dependent) VAZ F#iAo]
o Y¥E A=l 713E AAsta, Age O 98
< e #oh(Rousseau 5, 1998). vy 919
e Zldske %ol JvEikS o Azhe B
THDas®t Teng, 1998). wehr, B4lstn g ¥4
o] gl Aol S T + Aot Ae o ol
Al @ ¥8rl ge AoltHLewis®t Weigert.,
1985).

Alzle] F WA 218& 45224 (inter-dependence)
o2 olg tE W &R gare B3R o|5%
Adg ¢ gv B de AL 9v|$HRousseau
5. 1998). 919w 43olEyg BF A7} #AR ¥
A A shedl BAg ZAolAy, B3 AzolEie
A= W3lke AZdEE A8 ol she Ay £
o] WzlE ¥ Sheppard®t Sherman, 1988).
a2by A E A3 ofsslr] HsiMe GARte] #
A et melstn oo T Aol e 4ls &
3g AviHolo} Fc},

REEES TR

>

127} A, 23 2 4% 845 I g
olgie A& oA oju] AFT ule} Pon] ApxA

2 438 &3tk AREd ol A S ugA
2 S 53 dl A2 ¥{%=(Johnson- George
5. 1985)€ 'Yyt A2l (general trust), 2&gt
#H(trustworthiness) 2 A3 41](emo- tional
trust)’e] A &§] 4¥9e2 FEES. Cum- mings
9} Bromiley(1996)= 2T, =3 W B4z, 18
31 ERRAY Alolo] AlSlE &3] A% 23] AF
H = (Organizational Trust Inventory: OTI)'& 7\
walEA digel i 2ge] FH .42 WHA A
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ggl QA a2lm oxd WFe A J9L FR3
et »

A7 Al 845 Ygshe Jidolehe AL g
Ze| wzpA udEle Al 8480 Hxd o8 EE
He A5 &40 "UE & U8 ouigt
Mishra(1996)= #eizleate] B3 B3ix 48E
Fagke Wee] Jl s AE wEsidch: H%
(competence), 71*$d(openness), ¥l2}(concern),
2 22 F US(reliability). HF A7} S6lkE
23S @ Aolzke WSS, ML A uis &
g2t AEF AHES AAE Folgke 2EE, wiEle
gelazh 2 299 ololg medle BHE & Ao
e 2eg aElan BE & IS Ao BN
e 23S wkdshe Aol

McAllister(1995)= 4lsle] 23e] Hie= 8%
TEI F R 89 Asg R shis B
Qo] dol BE & ULl ZAT A ZAT
212 (cognition-based trust)’eli, & o& shie
AFREE 9] A B r|xske 2R 2AR
218 (affect-based trust)o|ch.

Lewicki®} Bunker(1996)= Al2le} g <Al
me e £ e Al 7R /K39 AEE Ast
gk A A gAE A (EL, Ahd SAT A=
(deterrence or calculus-based trust)' 2, ¥E3HA|
BT APl AET Aol UE Folzke AZIA
H 29 Aol oy A AFF A 2

g Agle] UEA P2 £ 5 3k F uA A
v ‘AXd A 418 (knowledge-based trust)’ 2,
eleld] digiA o] & g3 7] dEd 289 BF
g 428 F ke YolA HRE Aslolt ulx]
o e gYAlCl 2AF A3 (identification-
based trust)’'®, ¥%F9 °|5& FT37] HsM &
Q] Bxv} #9E "Wae 3 8 o vehbe Aol
o

McKnight $(1998)2 2lgle] 271 ¥4 2Ad
w2} Asel) SAT AF, Ao AR AF, A=
of AR AlF]: AlslY ¢k AA, @9, E2 HE
A 7z Qald 2 He 7N Shapiro,
1987: Zucker, 1986)", ‘X A% AL 3

T3 oJAd FZbEolm AXAH @AY A A
oj&3h= 415 Lewis 5, 1985: Meyerson 5.
1996), 2gla 4ol 2AF 415 Asle folrld
RRzHy 3§ B AdM  wdsa(Bowlby,
1982: Erikson, 1968), Z7do2 3YAJg e}l
et AvtAEQl A48 (Rotter, 1971)'9) Al 714
Yoz FEIG.

Jones®t George(1998)« ‘%13 413)(Conditional
trust)’$} ‘F313 412 (Unconditional trust)?l
7K £ AR 233 dsle ) M2
AASA WFstn A8l thEl Z2a e AR ol
9] &9 H9 WollA 717e] Al g3 g %
3, F23F AFF HEAQ A3 2ge ofsiA
H4d FHE 7K F2E 7oz g HYPde
o},

Rousseau 5(1998)2 tigt A7zkEe] A8 #
g P FHEA, A #ES A £EE TR
e ¥4 2Ae B oFdS i AFe &
g 2382 ARBEIY: Al FEdMe Axst
212 (Institutional trust)7} A&Hoz 243t
, 7NQl FollMe 279 BE FEE AXEE A
A AlZ](Calculative trust: ©FE @FzIEo] P9
AR SAF A, XA AR A1, ‘=AF
A7 HY ZEn Iide FAA A3
(Relational trust: ©& d7AE°] BHF 7l
SAT A, ‘LAl AT A, F2EH Aa)
7H Y Be REL AREe U g veig,

Age] By, i, T BAAEY &40 wet 4l
38 A f¥oe FREY 4 AN, A48 89
of w2} Jehte Alslel &40 2l & &S
Sl AAF v} Uk F, A} §ARA R"e
24 39 U2 AsHe F PRI B4 /3
2 $ZF(Rousseau 5, 1998)0] 1 8] 8F7s¢&
23 #A4E dol3tAl & 4+ v} Sheppards}
Sherman(1998)el w=2%, dz FAle &4 ¥y

oAt oo kI

1) °) A2 McAllister(1995)7F A7 =] Ao
AT Az’ FAR Jldeln, o714 AR 2
A A'e 2 23] A UMY A4FEA
o ZgE WL Aot}
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(dependence)°lA}t 4% 2l&3 #e)(interdependence)
2 FEE £ 9o, 7 74 o4& Fxe o] T
Al £ Y& FFoE FEE F vk 7 79
oZ Yeo o9& = FFE /P 7K A5
BA e Aol AR Ao 2A4 2 A=Y F
F 7IAE Zedh 94Ed 9 B e 2e 5
g3, ZH AFEe] fivke fEE ¢ Ut wehA
AZE 47 daiMe AR ARES 22 F US B
AP zofol 8o, 71EA o= Aze Al 2A
A AEet de gFE BAME £ @&,
FAlg AED e AES v gdebd dHE
7] Ysire =94 (integrity) @} i) 2 Zo& B
oo} 33, Age 71EHeR AU oFo ZAMA
et YYHQ 45 9F BACdM e g ¥
Fo] olFolA e HAde] Utk mA A W
d& 7FsAddl SsiM B0, Ao AT At
AFHHAAEL A2l 2AZ AE AEHA 9
g PR w3l 2% Discoverystil AF3I
th. Bog AL 4T A& FANME ERE AY
< A 28E WAE el vk mEA, A=HE
A8 faiME BT el a7HA, AFe F
Aol 2AZ FEIHAARELS FUA] £ U
stetx B35 o).

Wicks 5(1999)2 4% 9& Az wet AHo
2 Aol Mgyt sa7HE Ao] opde} Aol wet
A A1F £Fo| ol Folgtn AREAL. &

& 579 43 9E e 73T d8E
BAE] A% we £Fo At AR, &
F&0] 4% 9FE BAdMEe Fe £ Ayt £
88 A, 25 B9 AHES F7ME Polx, H
utolu} #A 2Ee AEE B AT & 724
A7t Adsict. ogd 189 AHe A 7led
Aol mhel Bejxlee] H3t AL die A 3
=7} galthe Kipnis(1996)9] A+ Zuel U3t
E Aotk £¥F RloMe £8Fel g 2lE
%7) Qo #HeAEo] £AFA Y B Mg B
gon, dgAA 7143 AN e AL 71Ale <
Z3aM dedle 98¢ she UL U &=
7} AiH e g Yolxy] Wi F& £ AFE B

Rem, AFH T 1=e] %3 7171 WRleMe
kg FAYPESY 717] 2Eel A dZ3A How
W TA] A3 o] solAAl HAct.

Age] &4 3 £Y FES 52 £59 413 A
2 PEAY Ao i Az A ZA A
t}. Hagen#} Choe(1998)& A& #idde ¥9
AAZ AHEA 8T ¢ U=F F2F ¥ 3=
A YB AR AR, AEE AA Az A3
31 tt EF Fukuyama(1995)« 98 Alglg
AZAE Al 2AY A2 FYsta, EQ] AKY
AlglelMe] A daide AR 48 ABE 75
slolgittn F43H(Fukuyamae AlAdl A 4l
& @2 £F T dd 279 A2 IFH).

A=e] P43 49 8

A7} o9 A A=, O FFdN F2F 9
< PAlE aQ1Ee] FQ7ldl tigt =oje Al E )
Falgel loiM ol Aol 2HE F= F /A Al
Zz gEgr

I hie AlEE skl 9% X 898
ARBlA wiEr &N Foele AlZtog, o’ Y
AFAEE BAH}=  AFH  A=FF9(social
contextualism)’ = 7§Q& AREH oAb AFzR TF
@oHKramer, 1994: Kramer$}t Tyler, 1996914
A8 Qe WFL olEEy] AN 1t A%
3ta Sl AREE dgd] #HE 71Eco Jh
Granovetter(1985)& AlEA Zz7eo] sl wtaby
Ag g3t 22 oot FF¥ & E
of, }A A7 AA fdi BAE A v=
ALE7} BEE A7 AT fle ol &l vehbEA A
F¢) o& dddte AR U At 3 JAE
A =en, ARl @ E ‘oAl 8(contingent
workforce) ?] WEE ¢ o4 Al UIF FAHE 8
TFalx %A HAcHKramers} Tyler, 1996).

Sheppard®} Tuchinsky(1996)€ A8 729 ¥
3ol o] Uehd 23 pxo] ¥sp} 23] EAE
AEA oP1EE FHEHY. 259 BF{Sheppard
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5. 1996)°) oata, 239 3¢ HF4 FA A4
TFZ7F RRA 2w A% AF € A2 24
& FAER: Yz dAsEEs F4AHA B4V AA
o AT BRZb AlEAA HAm, wel YA
BE o714 olgolu} A3 BAE sFslr] A A
Fz¢ P& FAe T8 T w7
AE BIAIA =3}

z2 Fzo wzlel FAWA, Meyerson F
(1996)& F4AQ A Fx2HE FANAY A =
Aol HAE AIFEL 55T Felo AFE S
Basigeh: F4% A2 (swift trust)E ol A&
ZHgo| Qi AEEo] M=ol oigt Fatxeid Al
o] 2718 Jehlle Ao, o] AREL dHe] Al
P35 25U Bl A¥oit vl HAAI]
g oA AMgshe S4BT

Doney, Cannon® Mullen(1998)& £314 ¥
I} 77} 2159 HAde| 8% 4%E viAe 89l
Zn F4P olE(Doney &, 1998)2 Hofstede
(1980, 1984)7F 7+¥3 =718 2314 4 BHF 9
o Fold, QT JAPFelz FEHE Al
gk BA(relation to self)’. VH Wi A=z
(power distance)& Yehle H¢sle] A (relation
to authority)’, 223 B840 gt gz #A
# 'Y&ol] g BA (relation to risk) 7t 23olg Al
g 34 FHHo] AYHEE FEqctn Attt

U ANH FE9 ARA WErde £ © 39
o AlgEe] TAE 92 Sl A Hnetwork) 9
483 Ao WA 2HE ¥ IFER rh
Powell(1996)& o3t #AY R0l Aold g4
Aeg} Aolg A3 (reciprocity)d] =AE HIB2E
Zp7] 53 f3¥9 43E FPPtn Edia,
Burt® Knez(1996)+ thel #AW &g AZ 7]
o ws 2 M APzl HHAE S
W BAe HEE Atk 4l BAle] e
E#E B389om, Zucker, Darby, Brewer®t
Peng(1996)2 42| ¥2le d7AES W=
E2 QAo AEIEo] AR FHE ol UM B
Z2 WellMut A uigog HE 7 A4 FR

Y53 FH7 s APES Bt

Ao #4g 29S Hske vE AlZke APt
A oidAle] &4 Frlel WS F oA e
Folt}. At A 7PEo ALt AFAEL 4
#E =74 £9(instrumental term)& AHdln
2 @t Kramerst Tyler, 1996). &, A& w3}
(trustworthiness)’el] ¥ =7} S ARl o
Hrel d@rdel QlojA AFE fusin wEAe &
Qlo] RoRRIXE Y3t YL Tu Ut} olek
o] Azje] A =YL FHdke ABI¥HColeman,
1990), A Williamson, 1993), F*13H(Hardin,
1992: Kramer, 1999, oA AI4)A Alzte 4l
E gl MY gz Egr wely Ay §
A A Al A He xaf, Ay 2
B2 dAsHE 5% I AEER o|FoArt
(Hardin, 1992: Kramer, 1999, oA A4).

a2y, Alle] QA 2y A= olsisied ¥
83T ¥ 2de oA (Fine# Holyfield,
1996), Asle 53 %oy dgo] oplet @
97} veht=tl 7R3k Aeld ZR0)thRousseau
5. 1998). B AFAEL At A Al FY
HQ 84F X¥she AHZ ZHEsolo} goin F4
FHCummings®} Bromiley, 1996 Hosmer, 1995:
Kramer, Brewer®} Hanna, 1996 Lewis®} Weigert,
1985: McAllister, 1995: Tyler$} Degoey, 1996).
o8 F dAelME 22E 3 BUsA Atd ¢
o ygegt ozt ElQlol ik gubAel Als)A =z
4 (orientation) 2, AHMIAS] Agle] it A3
& ¥k doz sk AlEe] B RES F
AgHKramer, 1999).

Cummings$} Bromiley(1996)€ Alg]e] #A =
¥ Al As7t BFe] dBGE Holr] el =¥
e A, A, azin 7137 FoAdee tE A
FES AxdA o] 83ix] ¥E oleks TS TH
she AoE gt

Aol B4 2¥8-¢ /M & Yelle 32 Mayer
£(1995)0] A2t Ag] 2dHo|t} aE&(Mayer 5.
1995) Algje] Ay glez s A= A4t A
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A1z digale] 549 A S g3 glen, o
£ ] % (ability)’. ‘=94 (integrity)”. 2 {2
2 &(benevolence)’s] Al 8122 FAHY glrim
Atslart, ol ojd 53 FFoA 4P E 1|
A £ Qe 7oy 9%, aeln 8489 ol
et Ae 99 53 R UFE + o
(Zand, 1972). ¥8e] A 42 v FaF
89olzgks AL B2 AFAEER dudE Ao
(Cook® Wall, 1980: Jones, James® Bruni,
1975: Sitkin®} Roth, 1993), A7AS-l wetde
o Z(competence)° - H(Butler, 1991: Kee Knox,
1970 Mishra, 1996 Rosen®}t Jerdee, 1977), &
B4 (expertness)°l2k=(Giffin, 1967) &2 AR
7% &t

EgAold Azt AFE + e dFHE A
WAzt nésla gicka Azdshe R #dde A
o2 oAde o Y, FE ALY FEA,
ozl 3R, 2 A3 U] T Ue] =3
tHMayer 5, 1995). =54 89lo] Azl &g
ol Athe £4L o8] A7akE ) dalA AtEYLH
- Lieberman(1981)¢ =9422 Sitkin® Roth
(1993) 7K YX4d(value congruence) 2=,
Butler(1991)+ 984, 84, 334z 1z
Gabarro(1978) =94 uW4g¢ I B4
(character)22 E&sln I} - Brockner$} Siegel
(1996)2 F44 ATEE /MHAMEA =94 8%
Tgse A 4ol A3 Faj A aYe
FAstct

e gold 413 gzt A71$Ael 1 o714
ol Z7122E slojuA AzlelA & sjFanzt vt
1 AP e Aoy, Al g FAHAY
A& (positive orientation)®] xZejtiMayer &,
1995). Alaiste] 53 A Wgo] A2 Hxd I
g2 njatke 97 3 Solomon, 1960: Strickland,
1958)Eolu, Ao A o=t F7lo] thet Bt
7t AFHA g mAtke AF A CookH
Wall, 1980: Giffin, 1967: Kee$} Knox, 1970:
Mishra, 1996)E, °lEMd(Frost, Stimpson® Maughan,
1978)3 244 (Butlers} Cantrell, 1984)°] Al

=g BUve @7 e, 11 A|eHdes
1ol E7u ol HIRE o] A F=E P
A H7Ries Y%L vjAve A+ (Jones 5,
1975), B 7iQl Sxe} 27 Hie] 447 i
o 2F FRE A dhe didE o Asdde |
T A% Rosen® Jerdee, 1977) 52 yagole}
= el TEEE Rl Aot UHA #AH
o 9188 Yehlz le} a2lm 4lsle] ¥4 Z ug
89102 Ho| AFHUA FYAY FEAldle] 4
24(Coleman, 1990: Kramer, 1993. Kramer,
Brewer®} Hanna, 1996. Lewicki®} Bunker,
1996. Powell, 1996: Tyler®t Degoey, 1996:
Zucker &, 1996)2 A2z7t A3 o gzl disiA
e 3RAQ AR, o] £ A Azt A
g2l talA e FAHRN A A 7idE
xFozM ey 899 ¥ 848 5% 4 9
.

Mayer9} Davis(1999) = d% 478 5319, 4
7t AAY Aztat Asige] #Ale slelM §E, =4
4 2 Yoz agle] 4 vl A& Wile=
A 250 AR 4l=le] BA o) el ES Y
Ho 2 At

Fell A AR AF]d] a3 84AF AF S 59
&3 Ade 444, 397, 459 59, AeA
Hol, oAlAR%, F3ld dizgh W, AlEE diske H
o ARy, Hajol g £F 2 A7) HaHY
EAl(EHF(1998), °)& /4SS 2% Mayer &
(1995)°] At Al 742 APag] Wi XL
de WEESoly, o]F4(1997)2 Mayer 5(1995)
o 23g 3 7IdZA o H83ld A7t qYolx
g 89, d 29 #5849 A7 2 A wkgel o
&g vjAte 238 Hasigo
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Qe NAAQ 3] dge Eyrh Ao A
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F%9 olEle &€ HEAFCRA A He 7]
o} AR o] A T fE8E 23 udlA vehe
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g eigkm gl " AN AHE ¥AFHa
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Qg Ro|y, 4% oFAe] FIAHR, F59 ERE
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2 AlF-ge B 2P $E A QAT Fe
3ta AAYel slez FA7} A&H7] oz, HF
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A= 2337 tlgo] 249 A8 A7l ol fFo=
7Y F UeAE 13 ¢ e 2AE vl
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HENCILL RPN R

of A% o] ofie} AR Wete] JIE Widdhe
Ao TAZ A oy m;elz desit
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gt A= gl i@ /A AAF Aol I
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Eg $4or FAETD Po|F aUEd M Y
3} @gdo] o] Rox|eX|E H|malol & Holtj2) 18
2 Lewicki §(1998)°] A7 & A3-F& 24
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The purpose of this review article was to identify the any dispute, and to suggest the themes
for the future research about the trust in the organization. Three issues concerned with the
topic are as follows: First, how to define the trust including various disciplinary view of it. It
might be generally admitted to define trust as psychological state which is comprised of
cognition , affect, and behavioral aspect. And also, it is important to recognize the conditions of
risk and interdependence which make the trust salient. Second, the issue is to identify the
basis of trust. forms of trust, and antecedents of trust. To classify trust into cognition-based
trust, affect-based trust, and institution-based trust were suggested by most researchers, but
only personal propensity, ability. integrity, and benevolence were verified as the antecedents of
trust. To identify the missing conceptual antecedents of affect-based and institution-based trust
remains for the future research. Finally, there is a dispute about the relationship between trust
and distrust. Whether the two are the opposites of one dimension, or the two are related but
may simultaneously exist with the assumption of multidimensionality. Suggestions for the issues
above. and the applicable future research themes were discussed.
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