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B AL A9s A wEAg) APUPAE Bl mE JAFARAFANES 4719718
AMEE, AF AAY, 99 A8, AAEE)N FPYFEere] FHAAZ FA5HeTh 2008-2009
S 18] AR A% wEG W ANARNEAMEm-1020] DY FAANE BEeke] A%
Agsl A, wa o8 AF GPASAA AAE BEekel QA Txol tE 4R &
22 vhd ¥ ATAS 27282 A4S Stk 0% wem A7 W7k 2d5S RS,
2008-2009 A% S5 AHtel FRBAT ARG AT GPA] g S ©E 47
W7k aelg wNT Ak A, A, HA AP K Sel dwd Sy Juglel wEE, Ay
A4, 29 B84, Aold 2 wglold ARUANE HFNA Ee £AF ehhArh 47 P
99 % GgAns e ARAAE 2T 8d0e 1014 75 Aol Lol Arhp<005). £ Aol 4
AFUA)ALE HAAqE AFUAARE & FAAAE 7HoHr=0580, p<0.0l). A2 o=2 A
FUACIA W B8R APUPA w9 oA ST A3 Aol AHE ATAGw

14 <]
F5E71E FLATIH, A4 SFHEE A Ak okgE AfjyAelde ud Feds A
FAkote] FENFE T A ot

2A =3, B8 A olgfle] Fo] dHAES AUt & AT
Asg mgo AYPshgel vehd FARS nasty AdITE et Ao A getozA
sy sl artst FReha foE
1. A8 2002; Hag et al., 2004; Shaw et al., 2007). B8 =t
el A= At agage AFUAA MdS 7t
AU ACIA o] AETfelM FEE &olA 2X3 71E BE o] HEsuAss AwT} o
gE o B Ao ofdtA A o] Fbz FTheh o B A Fo}x a1 ¢9ltH(Hahn & Kim, 2009). ¢zttt 9 o]
Hjzeo] gk ghxte] 2 WgE Q3 omAE0 A AT oo} FAYSS Ao E AR Ao
AfrdAeldel e e MEAY R Ve 55 A wgA4E MAste] A3 Ay, g 8AFYI
of W #Ae] ol otk 53] fFA-oJAL oMo WRAL P, W A AETES &
Al Aol BAHHQD JAARES o mAH 2o o E3l9lon, wg o gozAe AL AHYs}
o FApe] wSwint ofyel A gdtA] dITFS = od g0l FHrtE Rt YA THChoi et al,
T Aoz Huxi Y tH(Epstein & Hundert, 2004; Kim et al., 2006; Lee et al., 2007).
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uweba] B e A= 2008-2009 S E & -t
A WSS BE ofdy A L] rAa o] 3
7tate] A7 -8 AE FRAEAA AAE &
she] Q1A ol uidh AW EES vl & AR
Ao} 2EE AAsHA stTh ol & niE o ® )
71 37 8dE5S A8, o5 R 44
o] AuHAE ARSI olE FEte] SNt
Agage] A Wete] Ao A A AFI|E
S g8 g =9 9 I A& 7K
S Bristaa skt

2. A7UdY 9 W

2.1 AFAHP3 Fu) 2 AP

Net el 2 AF5S vpH odY 13hd S Uy
o2 A AFAE sl FAYItue 25 A
-2 e AF FRAYRIEIH, AxzIER S
T, AT EA A Belo] AFF AAES T
ato] MW, ERsE AW E MAsA fEay
3o AAHAL FAgsle] =QuE APz, <
& AFYANA AU, P

2, ARAP G AR 5l N2 (441 71),

AT AREA} Y 2RSS BF 97 5oz Adstar,

A4 49t A 19e] AHxt Hol A 72 179

20-30% B¢t A, Aelsw % =B sharh 4wl
3

XY FAES dor AE 2AE AAEY
=

ot

2.2 ZAIET 2 ARY A
2 AT g AERAE fste] sid dEAt
Soll tie At AE wHEIHE HUE e HdAATS
(Kim et al, 2006; Kim et al, 2007b; Lee et al.,

200NE o] AEeds AA AMEedaL, s

44 © Aold A%
Aold Fom A
] HEg ALg3tel A1
| orrpele 29, ‘wE
o4, W agte

Mo

AAkel® & SPSS WIN(ver. 13.0)Z &1
AEA sk, AR dut

A (frequency analysis)< A A3}

o dNbd B wE wER A dAAA, 94
A, Ao A 7154 Al ©] A (non-verbal
communication) 2L H] 1o} 4 Ay A o)A
(non-verbal communication) & 279l HFE H]
u, A5zt t-test B FAEAS A W
SEo "= 89S FHaux ZA Y 349
GAA Al AAEA S AT

1. ZA AR Aty B4

[3E 1] ZAMEREe] ek 54
Variables N %
Gender
Male 52 51.0
Female 50 49.0
Age (Years)
20~24 46 451
25~29 50 49.0
30~34 6 5.9
Previous
Experience
No 67 65.7
Yes 35 34.3
Total 102 100.0

2. d¥ry 543 A7) Bt aR1%] FAHA
Adnkd 543} 2171 |7 a]le] AaAAAE BAS
e gy 2ok AEE Bd o datd Hlg)
T, 9 A, vdo ] AFyAel oA wEA
o, BAAHoR fofst ol Uitk AR
207245 7 Z 39S u, 25294 e}
AART AoA AFYAe|He] VAl YERE o, 30734

AN
o

3. A7 B7t 813 g FAE] /E A2
d RS BY, AURE obse] wAbE
ok A A Adel AAn(r=-0213 p<0.05), &4 A4
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(3 2] 4vby 543 27] @71 aQlate Aaa
Satisfaction Linkage with major Suitability of management Verbal communication Non-verbal communication
Estimate Estimate . Estimate Estimate
Estimated
d d . d d paramete
. i regressio . .
Variable regressi parameter : regressi parameter parameter | regressi parameter iregressio r
n
on estimates on estimates . estimates on estimates n estimate
- - coefficien o o
coefficie coefficie . coefficie coefficien s
nt nt nt t
Gender
Male 1 1 1 1 1
Female -0.711  0.072 0.491 0.105  0.832 1.110 -1.192  0.439 0.304 -0.202  0.768 0.817 -0.011 0.983 0.989
Age (Years)
20~24 1 1 1 1 1
25~29 -0.116 0.746 0.891 -0.675 0.198 0.509 0.401 0.488 1.494 -0.610 0.371 0.543 0.340 0.520 1.405
30~34 -0.383 0.563 0.682 0.320 0.738 1.377 -0.612 0.612 0.542 -0.843 0.578 0.429 -0.592 0.611 0.553
Previous
Experience
No 1 1 1 1 1
Yes -0.286  0.419 0.751 -0694  0.210 0.500 -0.391  0.514 0.676 -0.334  0.633 0.716 0.412 0.442 1.510
(3 3] A7l B7F 93 sgdH e s daaA
. Linkage with Suitability of Verbal
Gender Previous Score ) o
Experience major management communication
Previous Experience -0.213%*
Score 0.182 0.009
Linkage with major -0.085 -0.163 -0.002
Suitability of
-0.232: -0.132 0.076 0.436%x
management
Verbal communication -0.093 0.048 0.196x 0.170 0.265%:
Non-verbal
L -0.079 0.003 -0.012 0.255% 0.270x: 0.580x
communication
*#p<0.00, *¥p<0.01
Aol disl =& s FATHE=-0232, p<0.05). 343 o] g3 FAAHA HFE o oz ATHT
AL Aol AFYA 1A (r=0.196, p<0.05)<] #7] 37} 2 AT AHRE vR o R Ao 2o
b e Aol UM el FAHS Besta A Uitk 7]
Avst Ao Wdoz HET F UL Aotk o
AT AAAMNL o AAAN(r=043 <0.01 H] o] o] A
o ‘_74]01_ o o —130( 0. 6,[30.0), ]1_01"1 EE@].O% 5‘HHH‘34§]7]‘ ﬁﬁﬁfﬂ'ﬂooﬂ 0101 9,]XJ$J
ﬂuqﬂlol;\q( 0.255 <005)°ﬂ tHg], 337]—7]—51°}\E AL = © T =20 T = PIS Dt
— Y s =SLO N
o e T EETT S ggne g TE FEAD ke 44 34
BAHS HYth 29 HAAPL dojd AFUAA
o= AT 0 20w LS o | m il o = . S _1 =y
= =R, me npeEAE o AMRE sk T
= : T Al A (r=0.270 ’
(r=0.265, r<0.0D¥  H[Ao1H AU A ] (r=0.270, o o = .
=2 ERS Flor Addny

= el i =7 UEster, o

Hjde] 2 Ay A o] A (r=0.580,
p<00De] ¥&5% Balgol BA LesTH(E 3.
4. A8
AEHOE AE WA dud S44 me
A7) Bk 2Q1e BAS A, 49, 4%, B 3
@ HF 5 AwH 543 guglel UHE, AF
AN, 9 A84, Aol 2 wedold AR
of WFA e FAE vhehe] 8P a9
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