FNY : ZHEEX, Y, ENFEFHRL, I LYY
B3 2 ATA o B 14 A7
tﬁ.ocdzlt_.t . Ola_x}ttt . Olﬂﬁ'“" . Qg{%ttaat
I.M B &AM Fe v - gnlshe Aoz, 229 e
A BN E o]l F Y-S 2= Yoz Y44
1L T ey W S5 (productivity)-& & Walx gleh. 22y 23l

HT FUEY AR4ZE Y a&4To 42 A%
AL ez 4 s, AT 2jguy
ol AA g Zul nAo s 42557 vide] 28A
uboll A A< Aol A4S FoHA7IR ek 2F
A 8}, Mupstol =t 7o) A, o8o]E Avla
7 A AAlot 28 ¢7HAl A8 Fo 5P Wi}
o eg g A4E A2 oz iR v S
Z9 o} FAlol o8 Aulx oprt AR Aua
o A gL x wefobsle A E otz Ut ey
& &4 (efficiency), £ A (effectiveness) ¥ A (qu-
ality) & 221Q AR 25 4257 AR AT =
2ol g 753 glch

2t fertetel A obA D AS} A 2 F
AR s sl destn A A U AR A
3 A AE slalsle o] & 2 YA Jela HAde v
A AA A} A4 5SS she A A vl A (A A,
health service research) AF7} 2A% 4Ab3telcl (A
29, 1994).

Auid oz a4 SHe AYEE el o)
Jolw, f-g4(efficiency)-2 ol 4%l S-F 4b& ol ol

LE=feoedgn Y43 AN AdFL AT
xichtam o sl et FE A Y
aejcdtm o vl e B et} g
ze{c b 7dof o et w4

gt m of Aol 3}t 2B & AT At

vl Alde 2

@
s X =
s & a * =
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ol o1

A et e Y5 4dS Ao e A/
z2 Aelde] B A4 ude =2 a4
a8z =3 J33e) A (quality of work life)ell B4 S
3 ek chA a4 HZolle PAakAel] HE Aol
g SR Al v o] B a4 Aol HAH
o2 ol7ke] A2} Abelut R uof] tiF Qe Al

o o} &3 PAR Y44 AYAR LHsE Hoz B
CEEEY BEY

58] ARAvl 20l & yyal BEA 2L BEA]
w5 Adobd 54 o P32 WLAY S2 544

zAo 71} Fagt A2 AA Aol A3 WA
she chokdl ub-3-3 23 ol AlFsle AYgAY A
5o 245 FAozd A=Y A4 g (o)A,
1994) 2} =9)o} H4Aolc} o)u] WHO(1990) & 2000
3o} Health for all-g 21§ A3AF Aetoz 7734
vl A~ Ao glo] coverage, efficiency % effective-
ness& A@Aula Ao} Fg HAFe shiz A4
& v} 2k,

a5l T FE Al AR uj a0 B0 247
IMul 2o a4, 84 A AUE FAA T
AFE Agol] E2p3te] o] F drE BEEANTS &

HY



4 9l 2 FFshe A AdellA Al E
Sx e (R A3, 4FE o oy, 1993: %3S
1993).

a2t o} S AT YA B AATEL FIH
AAZolA 2 A2 AL BN FTex Yo,
QAarae Fdadez B89 Y-S AMIHAE A
A3l a4 sHA L3tz A,

w2} 4 L ol Foll 4} Robbins(1983) 9] =24 += 7
A 89, 24 F2 F48& 23 A F A8 A9
o2 229 AFA4YL AYdhz =3 ol & 2lel 2H
B, 279 H2H B} A AL YA 2
3 240 YL AFRe A iR A F
A& At B3E AA A g

NEEELPEEE R FPEEE LR E P I
ol g BAI7E ek

AEEELPRELEOREELFEE ERETTS
olmi g 327} e

3 80i2| Hyeo

1) 3 zalel F2 FAg4

z7 o] 3 Y55 ofv|ste ¥A4H4 (complexity),
ZAY AR Wl E A 2AAEE o)l
3o} 8} (centsalization) 3 ZA oA 57 B8
seolle £ ool dte T4 3H(formalization) 2 F
A4 23] +2%eolct(Robbins, 1983). £ ool
41 Robbins(1983) o} ol #f jubxl Bx314, Fobsh, 3
Algt 22 F5 2 AT 23 F 5 2 A3
=42 3449 4z Ao}

2) 2z =l o) 2| A Fokat

chokdt 714, A AA, 2ol fold, A4 o 3
Foz olHA AL orlste FTdARde, 23
o} ol ¥ 3} fut qitell A 237 Hslg WS 4
fatn dels Urle AL oojshe st o =
#o] $A7L, At FuH A5E FAsL AT
AL ou)ste 25Aele FAH 229 e FA
ol ct(Robbins, 1983). & ol F el 4| & Campion?t Med-
sker(1993) ol oj &l ANt g At S =375 72
2 2 AFAS A8 LR 5z AR oR}al,

Wity A5 Ael s 72 2 A4 Holgich

3) 73 =)o} A4 :

Z3o] 235 W43} o} Axe zFo] A2y
Aul 2o A5 5 Jeblle da4ds 22 7449 7
T 77l dig QLA 2F Y =2 A o) {ch(Robbins,
1983). & AFoldE s =49 A4 F29) 7
3 5z, 234809 A 57470 4 A FE
EEAY A E Ar 2 Aolsla, Sale] HE
=+ Wandeltel Angerol] 218 Aslo] 935
(1993) o o] &8¢ 7t3 9] A &4 = 7(Quality Patient
Care Scale) 2 245l A4z, R3] AFalEs =
Stamp5-(1978)cll o} As =7 & & ATAE
e, +4 v A AF N 349 A4z A
Linc o

I.2snd
1. Robbins®} X% 0|2 2Y

za & vlad 243 Zuka x5890 9 AL 4
AE EA dAde] 3% ZAL GA4E] dsld 75
3l FA13 olale] AlM A o)l Aol FFolc}

Robbinse} 24 ol 2elg zxd Tz ZAAUAA
{organizational structure determinants), Z3F+2
4] 8 4 (organizational structure components), =
2 A Al(organizational designs) W = -&(applicati-
ons)® =3z ¢ & 3}Al(organizational effectiveness)
e} A3 AAE A3 3e 2odolch

234 AL z3o] 22l vhy], AV EXE 4E,
2 ste Axolch o Bge Had 9, Hriae
4 5 =7 e 43 chA (life stage) & ubed dok

z2 F&x FAe4E B34 (complexity), F4lsh
(formalization) & Fo}3}(centalization) 9] 3242
FARch ala] 234 2o 2t 8, &
A3, 332 239 A5 E dAEt 94 2ée
D57t 4934 pele] A= F e, 2 23}
£ 239 97 7ol E Ut FA R4 =29
7179} 2 flol xleldez palslo] Qe AEE 28
&} o] 32.91F of = & golol FAY o 22l B A
A F7hEch

A e 223 457 FFESEHAA = AR S T
ot JFrt 222 F4 st Folo] dAl oAl 8
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a4 ok slrlol) NG Ao R FAEA sl o
2hd galshA FE e s e Flo] 4t ol Fof
2 Loz g Peo Ade AnE AL
, FAI S R ESe] £ 02 o Fol @ Al B
3-& ZA ] o3 ALl Adlsl P9le] It 3hA o)
7 i Eol|l $F50F 2ad 45 2827 A4l 42
o} @A Y 2iei7}ol) chdt 92 ;2 AoiA, Y
uido e qlfo ALt adE4E 12 T4 8
o131 =) gieh, o} FAj st Ao vlgA e AR 2
ol el 23 oo +F o 75l gtetA gz,
FA%e gAY =X A §} Joz AFEe
2 =F 2ith g2 AFHe 3 T ANz
e HojA £ AF e 2 FARE ol

ZAFE A4 g9l AR, 2A 27, 74, 83
3! 3] — % (power —control) 5] gt =A A
2 23] 7] B ¥ AAE A8l volrte g Al
Febe 9449 A4 ¢k =2 27](organization
sze)t 24 AMSFE ol 7l&(tech-
rology)& ZAoll4 £0& A& 2 Adsle HA ol
13 -8 3sle} Go3-& 23] 43l Gl JD
ol ez F453 § - %A (power ~control) € =
;1 o] Aajele},

Z 73] A4 A = 2 8 4 (Bureaucracy), adhocracy, 71}k
AdAlz 7k Fa A Z1AH AaAt ATH
Ba Aol F4Yol gl AxtE Weberoll ol &l &l 7=l
Aoz Fz2zoz ¥ 3344, 52 343 A 543}
o] £4¢ e td A4 AsAlE 2Aol nx9 7]
2 A AL 2L g A=) AF
A FaAe ALshE S A3t of 712 it A &)
adhocracy & 22 234, 22 343 3 s
AN g ejAbAd Aol &3 o] Aot adhocracye & 4+ F
o AFAE Ad HE7bo] o8] ol H A U7l w Foll &
BA 237 2 214 2o Qo

Hgol = A Fcizlql e, wistael, BEie, 4%
3 zhsle] So] et aiA AFale]dA
Robbinst& 2 2-t}x}el & rlol 23l A5 B4 2l g
74 fkA stz oteial Sl &2 A4l A4 A 2%
gl o g2 714 chokAl (skill variety), 4] A a4 (task
identity), #d-%ol4)(task significance), A-§4
(autonomy) = 3] 3(feedback)el 3 AlAjdic},
g7t F) bRy A 7o) Be OGP J1eE o) 4
bedtE g cfoddt $52 9sle A5, He] HMAL
A7 AoAelm Al 55 2sbe Ax, A9

48 X

o
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hebh s et A 27 A&

Fol4de d57E Al dojut ol AHA kg 2
< Ax, AEA4 L o] do] Als} -y AA)H
2, 64 A AHAAE 2w Asolch 32 R
A4 875l B5& +Y3sl Aol =49 4l (per-
formance) 2} fztol cjsl A H, £ Y5 ds
£ op7lshe AEF Svigic) AstPeldy 242 ¢
AH oz 34H ol Wl sol] 2t S40] oot &
ghal W3S H 4 o o] ] 2F AYE Aol }
o g Reol A ZAEel HE B 454, P94
Q 45284 Do) AUck AFH APl BFFL
2 Aoz 3y, YA BHoM e 5L +E3T,
43244 BN 25T Ade AL AR
o}, Adutd oz Ao Fx2A 24L 43 4T g,
F9A4 33}, @B F44, A2 35 AQld 9 F, F
7t 7183 A Ao A Apof, Aed X oAl AH, A
o) o}y, AY FUN, 4 $uhE o A% T
Folch .o

At
—~2 3 Aol 2
-¥3} e
-Z5 34
24 32743 | |ad323494 | | 4R
A# - -4 34 !
L -F 43
-a7 ~Zs |7
~-AE
- 2 A 0 U 93
_37-3%1{] 424 zAo 224
-#ad [
—adhocracy
-7le}

12! 1. Robbins2| XX| 0|2 24

2 VBT FIAO| B HYAR

2] EAlelME e Aoet 2 Aol 3
Ade dsE Fhdstazl 34, &4 3 AB4aAd g A
3e ALsld 7tge] AAAE 2F3ke A+ Tk
I As

o] &-si=d, Rantze} Hauer(1987) ¥ 7t% <13 2 A ol
Al Bzt R Aol g g QA el el ol &5l gl
2o} AAlz qeel J4abd-E neisiof ghckn wm 7}
Zaole] gz AHAEAZY, HHGEALG Y ¢



A Aoz thro] 259 BF AE 2}
o] & 7t A o) 7153 qlol A Fleh sk A 4b4d o]
Ao} vlmsigde) AR AFREALY] BRALA,
Sabshe] 4328 5o A A3 AL 21 —-25%2 1t
o AT SAHLPN) = 25-27%% 892 &3 71§
2 7122 B4 gL Eo] £28 AN AFAEA
£ 16-23%, AF V5 AHE 10-22% 2 Ehtel. o] o
F5 58 AFREAY A 25 AL 2ol A4
Hdol e AFFNA, JA4LE AAo] Y AF
23}, Q4-2A A7) 424 So] a)siolo} 2 =)
=gk e},

Helt 9} Jelinek(1983)-& A u| ko] A 4r4d 3} Aol
uAE Qe 24 =AM AR U4 FAAE
(patient acuity)+ Z712 JU-12L w1 B4
5 vgo 282 BaAAY A4AH o] A4

98¢ vyt oY o4 E Aoz DA

o 847 L FAQA R RS A FF A F IS4
Aav)gd Aoz 25 al ol AFRTAe] 2B
47t 371l Pl gl Aoz H4sla gk B2 A
TF2ATALY 28-F 7o) & AT 45T nedeiad
= AAAo g JA4e F7) dsdSS 2t 3l
c}, Cassel(1986)-2 & 39| Q44 L 317 A
wog Fa3 g Aeet @AY 295t ¥4l
Heol zzaclg HAP AR P44, v E AR Y 2 g
2} utz o] &347) ASE Lnsla ot

Fujol A& 45 (1993) o] Aol Eoll ZAEA UE
Aol AYz B T4 FYl FES X
st pz A4 AYES AAjsiged, s
(1993) & o} 2o A%l Rlas e Ay 840)
ols) 3 AE2 AHsd, o] A a4 AT A4,
Z 715 S EAN AAd ez A oAl B9le sz B
Fsie HAel A A e BT PAA NGB &+
Asted NTAAALY] B+ 7HElHe] B4, 3
Ao S4og, AP aE #7349 Briger, 4
2945 SAtEe, A FtZs Jhdo AH} A4,
HAE QDAY HE AYU52 13 o) 5719 A
£ o shedct

oz djpyol 2suA TS P Fad
Aol glo] Al vi4E 2HslAY 2 ST LY A
£ oel3te Aol YA FY Ao A4F AL
slmste EgAY e Fdsted A (pro-
ductivity) el Aoz Aosta gl 2zt Az

% ATEL L&Y NYE FBebA F3shn ol
2 7] ool oo} =4 5ol ARE 252 (nurs-

ing organization) &] R Holl4 Fid o7& =B}
o2 (19D Wi Aoz A A BT

Aof bty =AM} B2l Ao BaAE
ZFzAAM 249 Aol AT Yek v 74
Aoz B2 22 34 dddAelA A 3
ZAv2E dgshe AA BB Al A 423 ARAS

“Rojsiol se) Akl 2 i d4E AT 4

A A7} obd 23 A LA Yol 71 27 Bo] oo} sha
A5 Fol Fabsle AMEL AS7H o4 A Foll 9
#4) ok Auche 2] BaAY ATA A o
A 2ot AS ddsiol geta FAs A ool
A4 D3 2AAA oz Lot BaAE B2
2 e, 2t o] v F2 AEs AaAe A AT
o] o] 4 A &off E3}3ic},

web & AFolde 229 YA A4 A
Yol Agste s zAe) QA9 e)e] BFE A4
A et

I.7h4Ex 718

£ Ny 7152 Robbinse] 2 o] &u o] A3}
o ZE =)o) F= FA e+l BB, T3, Fatst
7t 2 zA] Aol dkile, 2§ A AL G2
E =] Bel gAo e 2 FA Q4] AFciaq]
e, wstael, 2ERele FEzAe] 4ol 48
Solxe A2 E ZecKayg 2).

AE2AS 43R
13z
~A ¥R 22l
~ds 22l
4% ¥
AEzY F2FHRL !
?F%ﬂi ~| pzza9 294
o BT
TE o o 2o
i e PR

a2 2 AP NGEH JE
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1. AT A

L AFE AEZzAe FFHAeA(TFR HS), 3
S gk (Deug) o sz angdrie] AAE
&) 3l=descriptive correlational research o)},

2 Apoida 2y

2 AT ARG ALAW 24 FRYL
g zAole] THRAGE HEAH 44 54 T
A A sk 2 dridez AYE 4 &4
W57 FREAY ASAE (R DA 2 £ AFe
el zt 49 AEAE E4YFH L0 F old
o Foll T3t FEAG05E ol e e £ A
T tigols a4l 253 5ol YUY ¥AF
AEA A5 garFe] sHedtq Ane B
(rating) o] 7153 #217829 & R4k 2.2 3k qich.

1dR ey

D ezl 4344 3T

2 AFolN o) &H s zAe 244 aA=F =
Robbins(1983) ol 2|8l AAts 24 FE& s+ u ekl
o Agslgich & 2T HE =AY Ad4sEa €
W5 AEAE S AL B g 5 A 2
3ol 5 E TE28¢oz F4HA5H Heoln F4
g4 2ol 42 oot

2) s zA e FAs 2HETF

2 Ao ol &l ZhEx Ao Fopst 2T E
Robbins(1983) o)l o)af At 2d e 75 Y uals
o ALgshgich £ mTE A Belabel 31 gy ale]
of Ab4®] o A Y, wot v Al S Al e
valE A9 24 A B8 105z 744

W]
©:

ful

0:

]

(E DS EEPHA HEY

a7k s 33l 7] A27 AR

58 Axold 4rt 58
o] gheh.

4% 34 BE7 ESE 9

3) Az z=Ae FAN 2AE

2 Aol ol8%l pEzA FAN FAETE
Robbins(1983) ol o} 8] Autsl A eF5 4A 9w sls
o A1 83lglel, B =7 24359 553 Y29 o
o Aol & AL A AL E 62T 74
53 Eelr A4}t ¥ E45 AN AEst 48 9
o] ghet,

4) Zaz=Ao] AR FA= T

2 dFolA] o] &3l 3 zA g ARyl A2} &
A5+ Campion? Medsker(1993)ol] o]&) |5l
FAAL EAEPFE 722  AFAEl TAZAE
FeAgsgiod yielgds AFE A LA
dct. & 27 23234 975 & i rls
3 AFg AHErHss e gt 58 23 A s,
Z2 ol A it A5 4 ey 257} A o]
v ol G Eshe Y=, 7 fqle] ZAE < Y9 o)
st & z=A o] tZ A Lsle A4 o A
A7) A A v 25 48 2 Foll g Al4] do e
55%ez FAY5H Yoy, A4 242 AT
tjzpel sdelst & o] Fojx L Q-SE v @i} 2 AT
ol 412] WA U4 A3+ Cronbach’s alphaz} |77
ojict,

5) 2tz zalol Wiglie] 245 ¢
2 Aol ol gxl hg a9 Wiz} Fe] 2R
+ Campion=} Medsker(1993) el o} 3l =tsl 2o A
t EAETE V2R ¥ AT Ao EHLHEE F
ﬂiulspﬁ o WEeids AFE AH +HuYs
ok B 7= AMdre oishel AU, wstAA
Aol aed, Aot Fodzt Az g e Fal, g4 A
2 el &ede] Walsl 2¢sin] 2ol WIS R
= Y o A2 A 258 74554

0 -

-E-;ﬂ.ﬁ'-.

1

Ol

o

* 2 44 A 44 B 4aC 44D 44UE
FEEN Ag/dayel | AR /gzgal %3 FEYEETT e
44 800 1.i00 735 500 2,200
A AT ki F T 5 T et
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HEoln A47 545 WdAde]s) & o] FoiAn
AEE oo|gich 2 ATl WH By Ass e
Cronbach’s alpha~} .85} ¢l et

6) Ltz =2 e ZH =T

2 dPoy o] 2d ez A5 Be] 2HE TP
+ Campion®} Medsker(1993)o) 2} &} bl =ola
B EHETE V)2 2 ATFAE] TRLAL
Autsiglod Wiells AFE AH $AuAA
B ETEASFAAE FEA ST, ATAZE
Ao s}, B34 F7h 233N, 45 $A
2 AR A, Al A% A, 45RA ] FAlo)
25y, 25AFole 25 v nF, LA
Ml AL, 4N o} 2AL T 5TH
2 3489 534 Axolr, 47 245 A 5AYs}
2 o] FojA 2 Y52 2ol qrh £ ATl A 4
4] A2 = & Cronbach’s alpha7} .770] %},

7) $Ae] 1 GEe

E AT ol &d e RIAFe 2HYCFE
Wandelt 9} Angerol] o} &} Aubs)n 24a4-5(1993) o} o}
2% 7159 A &4 £7(Quality Patient Care Scale)
£ AHgsigich & =7 AlAE 23 1133, BAAE
A B2 7Y A4S LT 6T, A8 LI 6F
g, Aubd 75 73 $ 39T Fo 2, ‘ol YN
oA tob il gk 13 2] 53 A= 2 A 397 ol A
319549 A E 7 47 2 E45 S
EE 7 535 ojojiich L AT 2 57 WA
o34 A1 2 £ & Cronbach’s alpha~} .96 ©1 2ich.

8) tFxAlel A RutEx e

2 Aoy ol & F5Ale AT alEx &= Stamp
5(1978) ol il AL £ 75 & 7RS¥l &
A 2 Asted Agsiadct & 27 24k A%, 5
%, AL E, AFAHES T 12882z, ol F B9
Pt 5HNA ‘ol g el Pel 182 5HHE 2 A
12" A0 60 A-YAE 7hzled Aot 85
F2 ARtz £ 9ojdc) g dFoldel W
z 9 343 Al 2] ¥ = Cronbach's alphaz} 750 2o,

A X2 gy

2 o7 A4 71702 19964 59 3028 ¢ 1996

3 84 309 7R 370Ul AAet, g4 Yy A7
ez AAL 5 S B go] AF2H A
AANE 42E 5 A24AL 433d ey, A5 R
A AR AR 71T s TS AAG £
% HF A AN A L EAE AT 2SI F 8
ged, #ae A 4F A3 AR AR S F
of -3 fA oA AY A EAE roiF 2 343
Rk, EA Al vi A 66452 AT AIF 617471 3
Fsigled, o|F Suhilgol g AEA 1288
A 2l 6055-7F Aol o) §sigict. FAtoliA wird
9%85%-4 AERAF 837t I4sidn oiF 234
TS T AETA NLE AR 78287} 2 4ol o] E-5
et

S XI2EMYUY

435 g SAS-PCE E3ld AskAlgsige

o FAAQ 24 G§ Pk

1) BEzAe 3= FA4L} AT HFRA) 9l 3
Zz3 a3AE 25 A4 B4R 755 A
£ o] 83kt

2) Y DE Ao F2FAY gL AT A Lol
& 25 73 24 (cluster analysis)-& o1 &3t
0

3) T3, 30 Bazd g3 el F S oy
2} 2.l 8.4 (Multivariate Analysis of Variance :
MANOVA) % ol &3t4glch

4) Nzzd F2FHAeL AFHERLRN BE2A
A e A= AT ARAA 24 (canonical cor-
relational analysis) & o] &3l c}.

V.o g
1 ZHEEA S TE PAHRAY NP HEG UM

D zzAe] F2 24

2 AT 450 FE P Fazse
24, 5 A% Fdstd S Az
(2.2). dA 5K FHYU} Bx 2" 34
HE 21.298 22 A 1054 A A2 31.99
§ veblled o)e #5W HJFL 3112 FFE °]
ol A3t A= & veplich Bz FAd AL
B 27.772 A 133 o)A A2 465,713 01 R 27 o) 9}

o)

o
4
N
]

Loﬁ‘.“"“

ok

fr ox 2 fr L ook

=

o o

u};‘,ﬁd‘o

3
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nv«,

2y PFe 2818 Tl F
epdc}, 7k3 =49 i?:}*é AEE BE 3622 HAYE
312 244 232 9ol olo] 854 HFL 1.
832 vimH 844 A=} ‘;t% 2.2 vepytcl, o} 5

Ao Yz 3 2ao) FRFA g9 54
4 2wl 49 AE 54 9493 F4342.89), Fd3H2
€0) o £714(1.80) A=~} 7H dokod, WY Ex
“FA3H3.34) A =7} H9 De B4 (207) B=5) o
4 Ce FU43H2.96) A 57} 7 & ez eyt

H3 2 g

CH 2) WH'Y TS| TAIS, SYH U SWY IS
248 F5 %74

T2 M SD M SD M SD
HAA 289 46 260 52 18 .63
HyYB 308 46 294 61 18 .76
HydC 302 46 2% 63 18 70
34D 327 4 272 41 200 .80
HYE 334 47 28 51 194 71

A A 311 48 28 56 18 .71

2) ZdxzA e A5 A& )i

T AFANAASA ZFPHA D3z AL AL o)
4, Fuiztae, ARy A5del o
&3 2B 3). AA S5 TP s 2 o] s
Y Az HF15.630 22 U9l HAS5HA 22
5Hollen olg 8 HF231322 FEx
H3} e A g el 23z A foyxlel

A HF16.428 22 Y€ HA5HA ¥
BAeolgen olg 54 HF 233022 FFE o
Aol A g oaial A2 A =& Jepych =g A5
A= HFI15.238 22 HA540A A 2551
o o]9| 2y HFLI 62 v F5Ee P
& B A E debllel ofF T H oz WY 7}
zAel A5 Ag kel EAL v SAYUAFT Y
Bt gt 2] 2.86, ATzl F2 3.4 25
27622 bz vdoke = W De A Sof el 2] 3.47
Z5e 34322 bR A2 YY Ex Hatae s} 3

HEt7k s 3hal =) A27H Al1E

(B NExX NS HB 2

29 Wst e ARl @y A5
* M SO M SD M SD
HAA 28 .77 318 6 293 .60
JyYB 28 80 304 7B 27 .7
H{C 316 .77 334 6 301 .75
49D 346 .59 370 .62 343 .57
H4E 352 61 346 59 340 .57
4 4 313 77 33 71 306 .

3) RaxzAY F2FY 3494 AT 4 SRl B E A
5
2529 F2 74249 45 A4 4o e}
SAYY pE2AL 2547 datod 24+ 4(cluster
analysis) A5 2708 2422 25594 3, 44 A, ¥4
BYHUCs 24 12, 44D} 447 27 22 254
QK2 ). o] F FNe s FAY2 F2 FHLAE Y
o, ZA1L 348297, F43 276 22|z B34 o] 1.839]
Qdos, 24 2& 437331, FU8 281, 344195
ollch £ ZAYZ AP ASP4L v TR A
2 204, A 30 AR 3.21, 25V 202900, FA2
£ 332 349, 3 el Aal B2l 357, 252 34201
3 4.

215x% gy

A
1.58

0.68

0.60 ~

0.43 —

A B C D E 44

522 7ba %7 Yepke}, 13 3 HH 2S =% 9| dendrogram
(E 4 USZX FHY PE FYLA L HS Yat
FEFeL AFAHE G4
T ¥ At Fds 34 H3xte e Al e ey
M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
31 2.97 2 2.76 .32 1.83 .27 2.94 .40 3.21 .35 2.92 .34
T3 3.31 .19 281 17 1.95 .24 3.49 .23 3.57 .28 3.42 .25
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¥ Aol iz EAKE a5 A S gkE
=9} gale] AEatEe e 244 Ade 53} 2o
CE5), A £ d7dAA 570 75 4}e] A FakE:
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oo ole 32W HFL 30602 FEE ATt
A3 55 etk

olf Falldoz wWdta vl WU 1A} A
F a5 = 9 UC713.27, 44D~ 3.252 7p 549 A
FEAEs} 24 Jelgtz 4uH ez 94 Brl 2,
82, W4l A7} 2.992 B2 22 Jehgel 570wl
ALY ¥ AIREFAEE YF 141.732.2 A
22 HollA M 95 Po|gler] o)of &2 HFL4.01
2viad e VIUEFAE vebich i e
Wl C7 4142 713 RS0 2 b 39
A7} 3922 AdA oz s e J1E REAc &

et} Aoz wAC, WA Do Y Ex vlaA

254 APPEAEst BEVF Y2 £ 0
44 Ast B 4uidez B34s) 4515 Jxo)
B3] 23 F A2 Re oz yeheh

(H 5) HHY S| X2 ohx FHE9f §Xel 2tE

e 13
- AEAS A E Ax A4 AL ASAS
M SD M SD

44 A 2.99 .24 3.92 .28

44 B 2.82 A1 3.9 .29

H44C 327 .28 4.14 .30

434D 325 12 4,02 .24

HYE 312 14 4.06 .25

A 4 3.06 .26 4.01 .28

1) 34y ez g344

B s 28 A4 AFE At T4 9
HE 5o AR atZeol Aol s kX A

3led cieigr 24t £ 4 (MANOVA) 3 Az s e
F 44 W elol 4 Fo & A5} A 2K Wilk’s Lam-
bda==_59, F=4.23, p=.0002){X 6.

o] & FAlH 22 o] WY Lol Aol7} &R v
25 ¢ 8 Gabriel test 2 ©}%4] 2 (multiple compari-
son) & Az}, ZAEAbe] AFulEA sollAe WY A2,
99) 2} 3 81 C(3.27) 7kol|, ¥ B(2.82) 9} 5 U C(3.27),
W UD(3.25), W UE(3.12) kol 5% F 2l ¢+ Foll4 F9]
g a7 AAKE 7). ¢ o) 2hE 9bE A s oy
€ chEelzA = o Y kel f-2 8 A7) et

(E6) g e xA Faiy

x
Wilk’s Lambda F Numdf Dendf p-—value
.59 4.23 8 112 .0002

(E 7y WY 2hEALe Y RoE S| ChEH| D

a9 —— aa4dd 94
B gan ER e
w4 C-D -.29 01 3
C-E -1 14 .40
C-A .06 .28 .49 Fokok
C-B .19 45 .70 kK
bD-C -3 -.01 2B
D-E -.18 13 44
D—-A —-.00 .26 .53
D—-B 13 43 .74 ok
E-C -.41 -.15 A1
E-D -4 -.13 18
E-A -10 13 %
E-B 04 .30 57 sk
A-C ~.49 -.28 -.06 kK
A-D -.53 -.26 00
A-E -.36 -.13 10
A-B -.05 17 .39
B-C -.70 -.45 -.19 *kk
B-D -.74 -.43 -.13 fokk
B-E -.57 -.30 -.4 %%
B-A -39 -.17 4
=% s 2elA 5 A0l ST Aol AL,

2) 24Y E2A A4

F4Y 259 A9RE PEo B 25 HE
JEF F494 9H2 hdF 24 +4(MANOVA)
NEEESEE T EC R B EE S PR e 2
Ao A% akE: A, e 2E BE L) RelB
z}7} 2l cH(Wilk's Lambda=.93, F=2.05, p=.14).
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S AE, Sbe] 3 wE Hx)
T AT TA 24 g A SE
43 A3 B340 AR AFAE
= SEZH 73 £ =(r=.32 p=. 01) FA 3 r=
.34, p=.006), 234 (r=.26, p=.03), WA (r=
.73, p=.001), FAF-al %ﬂ(r=.7l. p=.0001) =
-5 32 (r=66, p=.0001) 2+ F-13 A7} A
=, Zxte] 3 ctEA x & Wtde](r=.28 p=.03),
A el Re] (r=24, p=.05) o ZERe(r=36
p==.004) s} %21 % AA7} AUk olsolx FA e

(E 8) £ AT HHp2io) A3

Rataety A27A A1z

2444 (r==_36, p=.004), =322 (r=.60, p=.0001),
Agcizlel Fal(r=39, p=.002) ¥ 2S5 (r=
p=.0001) 8}, F}3tE 2 Fc=ql el (r=-.26, p=
.03)9h A4t3te] gl Aoz vEbydch 24 w3
el (r=.38, p=.003), HFriztel Hal(r=36, p=.
0003) B Z5-e)(r=28, p=03) 2} §-2 3 A7} 2

oo wWigele AF dxe Jel(r=79, p=
.0001), 25-32)(.82, p=.0001) ¢}, ¥iztAele 25
# (£=.80, p=.0001) &} 23 #A7} de Hez
ehtch(E 8).

2EUFE 348 Zst 244 wide Afdaeids 253

AfotEs 3z 7 g -4 .26* 3= n= .66
AEEs 17 ~.04 .08 28 2 K g
FAY 21 .36 .60™ 39 a7
%43 -.07 -.11 -2 -.18
34 38" 36" .28
sty - 9= .

i L A 80> -

*p<.05, *p<.0f, = p<.001

(R UZEH9 = FHR40} 2k8 =5 Fapgzt
o HFE AT

AE ARA
) (MAZE4 AEA, w)
$YHdE
FA4 s .81
Fotg -.48
3344 29
&P
B3AY A FAEE 96
Ao 3 abZx A1
AZE AR 43
R? .59
df 6
p—value 06

2) 82 FRIYIL% BERA B BA

A el ARBAE 722 SRS B4
FU3% R 2D F484 WEal 2aAe] J5 )
A0 B e BF FED) AT ARDAE

—-197-
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— Abstract—

Key concept : Nursing Organization, Organizational
Effectiveness, Organizational Structure,
Componants, Job Management

The Effectiveness of
Nursing Organization( 1)

Park, Young Joo® + Lee, Sook Ja**
Lee, Jin Kyu*** - Jang, Sung Ok****

This study was designed to test the relationship
between effectiveness of nursing organizations and
structural and managerial variables of nursing
organizations that are described in the Robbins
Organizational theory model. The data were col-
lected through self reported questionnaires from 605
nurses working in, and 782 patients hospitalized in,
five tertiary hospitals in Seoul. Results showed that
according to MANOVA there was a significant dif-
ference in nurses job satisfaction and patient satis-
faction among the five hospitals, According to clus-
ter analysis of the stuctural and managerial
variables of nursing organizations, the five hospitals
were divided into two clusters and there was no sig-
nificant difference in nurses job satisfaction or
patient satisfaction between the two clusters. Ac-
cording to canonical correlation analysis the
forralization and centralization of structural
variables were shown to be predicting variables for
nurses job satisfaction, and the managing job design
and managing change of managerial variables were
shown to be predicting variables for nurses job satis-
faction,
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