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ZFEddigta Ay

B A7E @3el AHSE oiile tEEsleld Bl £E2ARE $8, BahEa guile
BN Abgste Brkzwg wastanh 15099 AYA FRE AR stn Zape] A}
1%, £8 29, 281 28 1090 Witz Fdsth AysiRe uye 2oy AR
2e(Quinn, 1988)4 AHEE W] 7K 2] % = ABAG BE BAXGE B, AN 9
%, 283 HAAS P59 244N FrlEAch A7 A3, Y #%e WA Hrizp 42
Aol oh$ @A) dehton, 1 fQle] Mrkal $2ol| ulal Wake W e Bel ol Wit
2 ¢2d get Agste Bd4 A7 tade 25E agegd Mis dne 8a 2w
& $ahe WS o 29 J2lm FRE W AN 29L 25 ggsts Agko] Utk o
25 7122 oHgsle AN HeldA AIww ol Al8.zAH Mae YoM
=olshgch

FR0{ : CIHIY}, WA =Y, aloid, FW X2, A-zXy Mz
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52 360= HWrke @ Alge 7t
of Salile oA Ard
7kehe Aake E}* ﬂ+

ofaict. of e
3 s ﬂﬁéﬂz}
SEEE L ] SR
2o AAAE Hag & £ 3len, A7
ol adRolEg @ Atel ted A
Wk 4 e el sk
u} Bkl Wie
5 g czozve ATY Wi 4a%
75]73, EAo F2 #4E 7FStHJudge, Scullen,
1998. A& &9, Bt FE
W EB gkl Cooper, 1981; Lance & Woehr,
1986; Murphy & Anhalt, 1992) H7[AI7F 4=

Sytsma, & Hezlett,

£ HAESI=u|(d: Harris & Schaubroeck, 1988;
Visweavaran, Ones, & Schmidt, 1996) F2 Z2A&
FA

oy ANE HEE dEH ol bdF
EA_ v 72 (Multitraic-Multirater) W EZ A& &
ot Zelth o Wue WU ozl 2
2 ojg) 229 FrAIE Bk AAW, B

A¢] Wgko] mHrixte] EAJolt HA Al 7
Asle AEE vetsled F835ith YdWtHoR
34347}2}«1 FUG EAo] disl HoAA AE
o] 2 w =y} Ar}t HHyriAe] §A AF
o= 7]045431 el ®), 59 H7A 99
7kl e EAE HHE o Tl od

3L — -

of rX_,

[e)

HBrldsrt Yo ZakEFash siQldch
ety ol Hrte] £4& Hrial Mol An
WH7 A Sgw o] w2 Aol st

a8y HEHoz #Hryt 37t
Aoz ¥amn ik 274 HEHEE
ARE3E ALK, Springer, 1953; Zedeck, Imparato,
Krausz, & Oleno, 1974), 8 Z71F % 2 =(BARS:
Behavior Anchored Rating Scale)E AF&-3F <A-oll A
S(Borman, 1974; Zedeck et al, 1974) AAL-F3l
AR U9 WA Re Ao Basty
Atk H2o| Conway (19967} +8F ArolME
207h9] UESA-AEH7E AEHAE 24T
A% B Mgl BAHix wekuch Ao
o2 ¥ot 432 ANS Uk

Tsui®h Ohlore(1988)2 oo Z-& H7pARE 2
27 Jebde 9ol HA @ Hrating errors),
7FA7F AHsle HHe A o)(information differences),
agln Hrpbb Agske EAQ Aol(aiteria
differences)oll A ¥]#E 4 dddz FAg b Q)
o}

HALR/E
2loi, Feleht r:}
Az AARE REE ABE o
S o, o8 A BE B ot 9
AE o 39dez Hrtshe i3t 2%%
Wk WD Aol #g 4 Aok &
A A47i0e Ak e g
14 Q:,,]__?_aa oh;]]-}(—] oz 1:1 ch] tﬂo].L:
o] xdl(landy & Faer, 1980). FFLF+
el B4 SPHeE WA et
golmz, A At FaY -a}
o) 9%% § wol WaH WD A
7} okt

WY& A(range restriction)?] FA]  SJIME
B ATt S werh Tsui(1983)°]
ojsha TmAAAe A, FRIT R 2o
2 BN F& HE At H3e] W
7} wAY M2 gE2d gdRe A%E

240l

L+ o
.

o
o%

l'
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Iy :L o of

.__.
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Ago] glomz iRt EYXE fdEe
¥glo] & F St

AdutR oz HPsAzt sYste dFe dF
3 298 AYz Jerg, Hrixe we 9y
Bt FYste g 8% F dF A5
F ok "Hrixlel wel Aol AFsrY EFE
adstn, MNAsta, dshe A AHY
o 2ol $UF AGrizie] e HrtA o} 3
olgt HrHE WY £ Utk Y Tsui(1984)¢]
Ao HiRRE o BEE IR ol
3 |AF PFo] & zol7t glon, HHH A
ztel BEAle HriAzte dX4e HFE F8
g Ylolgtn B offuim FAF ¢ Utk
ol2{3t FAL Harris®t Schaubroeck(1988)2] t|E}
BN Mz e A%E Jeth

Bzt BYxel & o 9de HErta
o] AL Hriske H7ERY FAY Aold
A H2E AY 4 9l}. Biddi1979)¢] HE o
E(role theory)ol] WEH AIFEL EF 7 o}
8 5 /1A Z1dE e shie A1 Jd
(personal expectation)°] 1L T} dhube A9 7|di
(positional expectation)o| Tk, F2h= ojH A 9E &
il qego] it Zidelx, AAe HEE 9
UM g dezA 7iddke Weolth 3%t
ol i Ferlde T AZ HHAE
Zhl] iAoz Fort AR, AUA Jde
4@ £F9 Hrirleldgs AR & Wé
d & gl =g HoAR & wetk 2 7ol
45 9E & gtk g FLE Bk
el Frkart oi® £, & AZd £33 A=
Yol @z}t 7]dlel Ulgo] tEn gl Bt
FAE AHY ¢ oz, ARHoZ YA
7 BEYA7L Y 4 3ok

¥ d7dM e sl #3893
7b b, aAe] fle] weld AFE HA

BIA / 2|Cy CIAEILA LEICH EOER &Y

L7 7108k QA ohH HrkR FEd
gzt Adshe AU 299 Aold 7idske
ANg AESheU 2 §30] sich. A=gH Az
o8] HARE Hahe FRe zole HedlM o
B ue}l o] HrixARte] EUAE HWst
E FEY ddolgtn B o2 $EE(Tewi, 1984
Harris & Schaubroeck, 1988), £ 2] FAJAtel
A A et

2lei4el "It A

2H4g "rkshe 2de teksiA e 2lu4y
o] 49¢ ¥EHo2 thF L v HA2E Quinn
(1988)2] 73 A 7}X] 2 ell(Competing Value Model)=
g 4 Stk Quinn (19882 HI7HA THE o
g 39 o285 s, XA i 2
d& At AT 5E24 P8t
Az g Eolel Ahe UHEe Marker 7
o, @At 2Y Fels BAANGE PFF
olg} AL w3slE Clan 2o, T EA
g Fela} AP HErolgk AHE LI
Hierarchy 2lt], 223 #isle} d41& FFshe
PEolst ‘HAAF PFolgt AFE L
Adhocracy 2JTi7h aZolct. oleig Ul 7A] 2lH
FAoM, Marker BJT19} Clan BUle 3ot &
Agke 7HeiM N& 72 o)1, Hierarchy 2
9} Adhocracy BT E AT Haloleles 714
A Az @A elt} Quinn (1988)2 °]2{ & W
7 #8el 2d4-E & el FEUA LH
sk 2lulzt BnFoletn Aljtstn ot

goll A AFE ule} o] cArlAA Hr}
249 o] wet SBsixle] g HAEAY
zgro] 2o, ool g o HrleA
E ) 28 32 R HrdAR dde
Hrlske 7130l & Zolth & 49 Wl 7HA

2

=
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BRAC(BIEIA] AR W A

AE T 5% YT A 7L Heloh

AT 27

=

b )

e £ dFdde 1 2d4 99 3ot
A vehte delEA B4, Hrpzte] &
FEI} I BYXE HES R, 2) ¥l
AZE BLX7F JerdthE, o 9do] HAHF
HEQAA o Hrkxt xge] Afe] wjE9lx)
g tF1, 3) 2 90| HrkRl 2% Aold
AcH, 2oy thREH A Hokap 3 o
2t #Hske 2%o] FARJMAE HEY Aotk

v

ATEZ AL

HH e U & 2§ 93 Al 2%
e AYa FREAD 15080, HriAles H
ZbdA 2 A&gAkd ) 19, Fekad =
= A 108, FEFD 290t "t F
1,950 0] H7tel] Feddtrt.

£

Bkl AHEE =T Quinn(1988)0] WG 32
3ol 24 HILETEM, Market, Clan,
Hierarchy, aglx Adhocracy g9 Y5 z4Z
sEE o2 wWrlgth Fae ouE F o HE
3 & et de 2% ¥ £ AE
3, ‘A LHEA Gerkyy~ 4 HFH
gehiore] 11 Hx Folr HrisEAd 7 g
o #3$ Z¥3e Axd Uy $A=e 4
91, 90, .81, .89°]t}.

X

B7}e onlined F3] AAlstgdicth "l oA
E-mail & HuUlo] ZHE Sieol] H&3led Hrlste
2 &9th Hrra) sieo] H&slH 39 )zt
ol EH A%& ¥FUm, A uel Hrtst
TE it 3 e BE E3bo] dis) st
dtojok ohE #HojA R dold £ jleEg 2E
PFe wAgle] HrletxE stk

2 3

pS|
S|

2iHy clHEote| Maj&d

£X

E 19 2v] E4e gt HriAzty 4#A
T& AAEA e 544 gt HriAzt 4
#o] T GALRSE bl 12, FALER 7|
14, FR-F38} 7ol 360|ct o] AFe FR-F
af Ztelle HlwA Byt dxlshe AEol A
oh AHARRE GARERICIE EX et oS
F5E& vl

tgzle] A& g BEAddA $£E7 %7t
o] dxAgo] e UAL HES] Y3l #HA
Bkl #EEE 3AFE HEINIL +£F
37k2h W Bi”l 54 2t HE ARAsE A
7t 82, F&grt 92, FEHL 800t} o] A
e 74 #E9 B WA F3RH7L Ast
A Yehte Aol

FE FREHY 27§ Ao] HAFH A,
Farke BRdan GAEste gadd
o &ojg zto|rt iz = 3.57, p < 05), B3t
Hrle] g 383 B HiAw s &
Q& zlol7t ok = 4.05, p < 01), FA} H
7tel @A FEH/te HELH UYoe

|

O
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s3] / 2lCAl CIETOIN LIEKH BOIA) &

E 1. 2 84 "ot Mo "otz ARl (E2ARIs = 139)
a b c d e f g h i ] k

a. ARG S AL

b. AR E -3} 11

o AHALFEF B8 07 23%

d. AR Y F FAL T 14 19*

e. BAR S B3} 00 91*  26* .11

f BAXGPE T8 .01 0% 73*  19%  8l*

g AT E AL 91* 10 11 78 00 03

h AR g8 F F8t 11 96%  18* 14 90* 14 .13

i QHAXSE 7 06 20% 0 94% 17k 25 69 10 17

) AR S AFAL 87 06 .05 J6* 00 .02 82 09 05

k HAX YT 23t 11 94 21* 15 88%  66* 12 9% 18% 12

L YAz E S8 12 20% 89%  26%  20%  .65% 17 15 88%  18% 3%
¥p <. 05
Frold Afol7t gtz = 048, n 5). ©|RAL B Hrlslm, 2 ajolr} iﬁlzwi frejstct. whE,
77 AAPE BEHET TBORE ALY B Tole foE ztolr) gtk o A
frelstA o %ol ¥stn USE vehdch e AAted B3t %—EEE} izt e 7FE o

£ 2¢ @A #EEE A 7R gl
el o dnel sleEAeln, § 32
7bap e #ulg BsE A A9 ¥
7t 2t B AolHF Aot

39 Yepd whs} o] ) 7pA] RE 2lh

PEolA Fibe Fahe FrEG o At

Bol WaAY, FE7F 944 LRE ¢ #ol
Mt Aoz sydn

o] A%EE FHeM, A ol el
Brpak & ol BLAE EAStD, 2 9]
B}k & e BHLFY o, & FHOF
U st e F9] Aleold oMz LAY £

N

£ 2. WMt $EY 2HYSe) 17 7ie]
Acigs Y32 g5 WA Y5 VYA Y5 HuA g5

B P $R ¥ 44 R ¥8 P BE Rd AN FR ¥

M 8.28 7.94 832 8.08 7.77 7.93 8.11 7.80  8.02 8.04 7.67 8.09

SD 1.09 117 1.46 1.07 1.18 1.62 1.04 1.03 1.44 1.19 1.23 1.49

Range 7.13 7.63 775 6.88 8.28 7.78 5.63 6.44 7.81 7.13 7.69 7.78

n 146 140 147 146 139 147 146 140 147 146 140 147
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0>

SLAE-TPN E e

b=
v
2

¥ 3. "tA F 2 2leiYE got ool w2 A0|AS

BlEb i CRALTES BAA Y AP S F L REAL G R
H] @ AA Eg B3 A} BE O R A B8 ORI A FE® O RE
Vs, Vs, VvS. VS, VS. VS, VS, VS. Vvs. VS, Vs. VS.
»3 A FR ORI M BB ¥ A FE ORI WA BB
‘ 026 266% 331% 085 256 301% 061 250% 209% 04l 267% 343+
& 144 138 138 144 137 138 144 138 138 144 138 138
*p < .05

Ag-E olvlgck
2ICHAl ChRETloIA Ligkt B7IX X2

PR EGX A HrA Ak oy
AU =79 e ZAEs] Hstd oo
Ze Hag wgtr

HA, B oAl BrkM ARz
BAZGE AHeA 488 ddslr] flst
o Ze AAE ugth ) HA FE
2t 548 A E F=E R TR A
22 247} 3htE 2§ 3Kaggregation)dtl, 2) 4
AL e 2 R BtE A E g &
ANGE PEU2 Fotod 2 FUAR A7 det
Aag e F 3 ARG g5 ARG
PFo] BF 4 Aol HiHi Id, BF $
AdolA Lo-Lo U, AAAE 5] 4 A
AAAG ol st JdolW Marker 2T}, 2
ditfold Clan 2lB|2 FEITE 4) o] M| 71
3 FollA Marker 2lti9} Clan 2IH1E H71A}
ol wet ARG PFH BAANE VF F
ol oA fenlsiA WA E AU
syTre Hrkat Aotzwg AL Ygude ¥
748, Market 2lT17F Clan B]E B} gAx]
g YFoM fodsA o A Hrtslojop &

Rolth. 2L WAL T A oY 43S
FAAG B Z WEsm doke e
ANE 5 Q1 wRelth 2Rt 1 Aolrt &
oaix goiw, WAdE F oK dY #3e
HAR G PFolr # WA Rele Ao
gAaet 2= 9ok 6) nPAIA R, Hrkart BAZ
g 7R diE BRI, dan 2T}
Markee2] Gl Bt} AARA| & oM F25HA o
A #H7tEleiof & oot

Yozt k2T gAzgE AHdste A
o] oARE ZE A ugirt

# 4= g §¥4E AT
& PFo o Brte] HF %
otk ke A G AFM, Fate BAA
g PFoM, B8 F 7K PdF ZFM
Market 21T)9} Clan AU E R2l5tA FEIAIT,
ke BARAG PFlAM, Fote JAANT
BN F 71 gl /8L s FE8HA

TTo= I

fu

W53 WA
Aold% A%

B3tk £3), Ak TAIAE PBAME Market
ZAHEWM = 85) Clan ZTIM = 88T ¢ ¥

A Brlske A%E Bolwad 1), ¥ihe 4F
28k BZo)M Can 2|YYM = 87)E Marker
tm = 82 Htt o ¥A Hrbete A% Y
ERitk 2y 2). ol2jd dA @42 4t 2y
Al Bl Azgg, Rzt dAZTE v

- 80 -



B3N / 2|C) CHEETIOIAM LIEH BIIRE 22

B 4. MDY $Io AR WESolM 2t 2|t ohft cii Bl

DlEEX ] Hi-Hi Hierarchy ~ Adhocracy  Lo-Lo F AHEH) 3+
2] gdE  Edw 2t HW A
Br+EA (n=52) (n=11)  @=18)  (v=57)

A} 8.7(0.7 9.1(0.6) 7.800.9) 7.7(1.3) 11.00%* p < 00
A g E £3t 9305 8207 8706  TALY  2305%*  p < .19
58 8707 8107 7409 7312 1826%*  p < 04

ArA} 8.50.7) 8.50.7) 8.20.5) 7.4(1.3) 1333%*  p < .20
BARX G F 23t 9.0(0.6) 7.2(0.8) 9.0(0.5) 6.8(1.7) 3748%  p < 00
£8 870.5  7.2(04) 810.7) G811 4498%  p < .00

*p < 01

+ ZstA At sle Aoz HMEn Z, e AzgelA Féhe R,
E 5e dd /%8 HAY P5H Ydx 223 FERE o F M 29dM AEdE

& B3 oy ke B ¥ AolAF Ad HuleAV 2 Akl ZehA vehdoh

oltt. e FAAFAFAM, FRE A & 49 & 59| AFHE FHetw, vl o4

& 3 Fo| M Hierarchy$} Adhocray 2JL1E froldt  H7ldllM Aate Aot A, Fake #Alg <t

A I EF Fste MHAY dFeM, A, FERe A% @A, 894, 22la o 2%

BEE YAAY g5 F 7k HE fo & ASEUT ¥ ol

A FEste Aol Utk

B 6. AHXY YED HAUXE YSolA 2t 2itiol ciEt of Bt

Ao F3 Hi-Hi Hierarchy ~ Adhocracy  Lo-Lo F AR @+
Zg griH) ok 2is) (H ot} A
H7kEA (=52 @=1)  @=18)  @=5]

AFAL 8.7(0.7) 8407) 8008  75(11)  1875%* p < .19

AP F 53} 8.7(0.8) 88(0.7) 8008  73(1.7)  12.57%* p < .12
58 8.4(0.8) 8206 7508  T.AL1)  1631%* p < 04

At 8.7(0.7) 7501 8408  7.3(14)  16.69%* p < 04

CRR LS B3l 8.9%(0.7) 830.7) 8508  7.21.8)  13.45%* p < 65
58 8.4(0.8) 7.3(0.9) 8.000.7)  6%1.4) 18.54%* p < .09

#*P < .01
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T3 1. HaX[E WEM Market 2|ci@t Clan
2|Cof| ohEh ot Bo}
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6 - . . . .
MarketZ|Ci (M) Clan2IG(C)

a8 2. BAXEY YoM Market 2|2t Clan
gleof| st ot 7ot

e 9

, 18l TR wet 3

azel dAdE A%
£d
A7 EASE, 229 9ol HAHLF
ohel Hrtxwd] o FAIAE HEstL, H

Zkze] AW o vl SRR sbelA
B7pzk el Wt Hke BrhxwE st
BAL sk

= 479 2RE st ge3 2o gy
A oEEsh Aot dehd delEys E4eg,
D B7E 3 2bl Hoke] A=t of¢ 2
o S8 Hrieh Fab Wt el Bt dAs
= B¥el AR ATk FetH) E8H
7heh wetg7t ole dA=ZE ol Wit
2 7} Bk wF WelM gobar 54 el &
BEAAZE e 5A UERETE 53] Fetg 7l
A oelegh AL A% AdsHl Yehdth 3) F
B OQ7F Bn GAvReh RabgrielM ddis
257H o AshAl e

O @7t 43 yehd gk 2%l glof
A D AREAS BAFAE vade o, 34
© 4% EACNA AHIAE Hrtete vk, B
she BATANM Hrislslen, gae 43
A% BAEAE 25 Hrlol ARgsisit 2 <
AEAS HUAEAANN HlustiE o, dAke
HAEAAA, ot dBEANM, 221 T

gt § W £4% BT Agde wrlee
7 %ol ZaiA ekt

ELEEERL EERELREEEERER
Yrh SEe Be Briel BYAE G 5

TEE AR/} WrtEYe] vEI] gEol

—

2 a7 Ane AFHA AEPAt] g
97k Bok $29 e} Pelst ow Yot
9 Awdez oPde B & Ueg A
A B AN Hrkx 209 BYA} A
A vehd Ao Bl oln F FHYWA
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o5 A&GAbol o3 WrtEe #HrhAAe
fuiel BEel E Tk 29 ZHE 4
457 odthe el me dudsl A
49l HrE AAME DEHA O 3ol
=

gvidel PR Fe dvHEd F3 e
A 2 HAHEE Hole] =7EM Algst
€ § #3}t7] o]frlandy & Farr, 1983). H7kA}
Aol HrHNIAE HoHg ghe gAd £ gl
oog drdos WARAAE B Ee
dAsHA B 5 Stk A& Bo] & A7
Mz abel Feb7h FrEC ddiEA FHokst
ol FolstAl gtk olntx FEH I
M AT Hrbh vepd AL HrhdAst o
o] 7AAAte]7] WEd Rolch ol HAQ
FE Hoglstd ol #Hrte] AN E gR
steld, B Az o3 R PFAH AL~
(Behavior Checklisty7} 8% Holch o] HYL
izt A 2old] HradEE PEEES A
Alsti, SH7EArh Hae] B3ske 7 dE
st FEE)E AYses ste 2ot g5
Aeol met Abdel] 2AdE Hz g Foisidd
AGrtae i@ 2t Ade] HHTE de W
olth o] We HriAzt Reld Hrt ge
Aol & & glerng FHHEE AN E
o BAstE QFE HAs &+ glE Holot

[
.

Nlﬂ

2ICH cioiEylel AS-EAIE 3o Ry

éi'lr, Aoy HrtellA gaEA %
& ol vlaE o, A
Fote dAEAE a2dn
AE BF AHgdgt. 29
7‘1% Bt £F 3 Ha
AEAE, Fohe AFEA

oA

SN/ 2lHy CIHETA LEi 8ok Y

S A 2 e
HrAelA eleiAle) e
oz aydrk

hel gatea el gy
LR
el #ARETItE A
ZE AEsA, Relzd 4

e

oM Fetes

Atel HAE HoHE wole o)9} g At
Grid WANY A Y 45 B
3 dertge AZeM dAEE F2 #3719

oh H, mEvkale] $red Fael u4le
BHe ol o] Wl 7k AlZbE BF ALEE

=

olgig A g ol F A2 Mg
F Aok shbe AL BE a8l ¥ah Ha
e uidel g v 7t BE 7R
2 AR, YridE 37t wole Al 9
7bakeke] @Al wel zo] &A4EE Aolgt
i E F Sl

B7E7L Jldde sl E gy riall 9
s, HHiRe] gFL  HrialoA o]
ol 53, 7} tt2A +ysH &7t 2
AeBg HrHAAM e ol @At AUE
40 Boh d& Bof, Wz AYL
I e e HERR Rt ARE e

(=]
2%E

2
=
=
=
2
T

7

-

A]

o el Jelsie4E AeA felstn, 2
A% APl Atz Ae ok Ml

ate] 847 FAEUTY] BASA B =F
& PETE AA =go] "ot weld a2l
o ofsfe] wt ke ABzYolA e
H7teta, Fele BAZYANA Brlshe 299
2 Aol doljd # itk ¥, B8E oY
g Ao & ojsi@ANME oyt 3, 2
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al
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AR EEA Ay W AX

g2l AR FEE AASA Hrsol =
2 x| 44 & 4 Aok AAE1999)
o AL Al it ohH HWrp AT,
dAiEei Azl deds 9 2al 84d o
FAE 71YTE MMM 52 HSE
Wz R3te AHE BEY AT HrPEHAA
Hriztel H¥gol we} olairt MddEtte RE
HojFe Aolth
e WA Hrkat FEo] wE kA x2w
Al 279 AR ol & & Helth
HHAo g2 e 22 ZAAHE Fo|7] ¥
TAYLEANA =HAQ Z8E APt o]
gt dad FitEe s "z
35 a7 uh ReEe JAMEC] 8
olgigh W3trl AAloA kAN A4
S A¥ste Aoz A74d £ ok oM@
ojsf A wWFol eltide thH HrlellA] AFAL
YAxE FHatn Fate AL st
o] glom, AHog o]z HojA 5
7EAel olE AL Sl BEE ¥ 7R 2%
BT AREE
O& shte A"EGAVL mobddl wet 4%
o] Wata, 1o wel ool Ui 2y W
shepy| dEo 2 M £ Yok & A7 H
B7EAkel AYE fAeln, At 49 A
A9 d4, TRz 2 ANy 7, 19
I Fabgrbe st AR abdev 3ol
ok AFAe] dACM e uydd A #Az
it MY ETE 25, o] HH o]d tisled
Aoz YAxws 2R T ddo] HAE A
HzgE Hazge Foiee Zte Aoz
AN = ok FFL 22 U FR AF
O(man in the middle) 22 AretERE kst
7|t E 7] ) Eoll(Roethlisberger, 1945) YUY R}
T og gkt 292 M $ Uok agEhy,

7

Q

-

I3

(e oan 8¢ o

ol
-

=] -
pu
2.

o of fir rir

=

o
(5

H7Hgde] ol 22 Wold H9jek o
ol wet oifdel digt 2ol oE & gtk
& Aotk

olgigt F 7HA 7teAE HESW AdMe
TYE WrEAE AL FEh BRe o)A
AHE Hrlshe A7E Y d8rt JE R
ojtt. olHF HEE A¥M dAFIME 715
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Rater Perspectives in Multi-Rater Leadership
Ratings

Park, Young-Seok

The Catholic University of Korea

The purpose of this study was to investigate the rater levels(supervisor, peers, and subordinates)
perspectives in leadership ratings. Ratees were 150 executive candidates, and raters were 1
supervisor, 2 peers, and 10 subordinates of each ratee. Ratee's leadership was evaluated by four
styles of leadership from the competing values model(Quinn, 1988): Market, clan, hierarchy, and
adhocracy. Results revealed low correlations between rater levels, and the causes of the low
correlations were both the different magnitude of the rating errors between rater levels and their
different perspectives. Supervisors adopted achievement and innovation, subordinates adopted
relation and stability, and peers adopted all of the perspectives. The need for social-organizational

approaches in multi-rater leadership ratings were discussed.

key words : Multi-rater Ratings, Leadership perspectives, Competing valnes model
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