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FuEte] 7192 AA 30 del ZA BAY ASA nxgAY FEeARA TS
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ay HIZ AFRAR op|HA R e Y AAEL HEAY 7Y EF
e EAek tiEo] el &2A S oA 1 AA44E dal 7ta i

7109 v &elA Yol e 2ol il Hxesh A HPH ol AAAE £
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7) fsted gelel Alzolgos BAHES JRE, FUE I YiFolo] #@ 0|24
7o ARl gelo] B ARAAUY FARAS AFEE o8 WHE B
24 DHL @ A, olT vPoR AT YN Fuseld ANe BB A3
4 478 QYA 2A B},

I. O|8H 7

1. 229 7|=0|E"

1.1. 23 &(Teleological Theory)

AFH R B &dAE2 B &3 FIAo] Ao ot AAFE F Aot
3 F3ste gttt & A3yt FUE 1 A9e &FA Ao, Ayt vwgd o 3
Ae v &eHolgte Y42 AHEojgnr . a2y olde $2l7} uhEd] ok
st BHE 2Tl oA AFAREE 1BEiof t=rt? B¥E EE 8UES 1Ed
of 57l Bt o 8ol A7IHol A} ArldME BAE F 71x] F27 o|&9 o]
71599k FelFeo| diste n@dsir2 g

1.1.1. °]71F2¢ (Egoism)

ol7lFelE oju’t 97t Aol gk HAe] A71HQL oS FAAZ W FElF o]
g FART. F w3 FA7t HANA ArIHe = tE doEEY o B A& 7t
A2 1 P FeFolth. o7|F9Y F83 LFE duy o71FREC] L
2 ggehg do g AAsted aRWe] 7 7RAIVt dvkn FAste HFgFoAtete
RAolty, a2{y AR or|FgREL A= A4, F2ARI Arlele], a2l ztote] 4
A3 LA i

ol7]Fele] &¥]A AL A, UAFAEF, drleg, Adnd, EFLE BE
o] BHEL T3 £ vEYAQ] 7P F detq wdAE A F gl EAe
FALE Atolol] M R9] of7]FL ARl YAe] 4ZFE W olF HEE F Avke Aold.

DAAA, 71g-&ele] AT Aol BF AFH A7, FAEY =8, 93dER, 1992, pp.12-19
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1.1.2. F8 5] (Utilitarianism)

S Fe e FY B AREAA A A& xS Psior grim FFIIT
ZF, ojuig 9o FAE BE Alge] Ui HAF9 o] g Fx3. FEFode U
A3 15 FFeHA A5k Aol 7hesitd, ofd Y7t aEs) W AAPBo
e AAERS AN Hn, Hdige] 8- A= P& AEsloiof dotu F3
g}, a2y FFAEL 5% T dejde FNAM R o] Uzt oJRA A
4= oj Ao st=rt? ste WHole AYRE BA Zstn ot dgFelFdaPEe

IRE B 2 AA H LA, TEFTEFIAES FA7 PR el A&
A, FelFde] e AR, FEFode A2yt g5 AL 7ix ey v seldy
FE Ae o] He g9 AANE FAIANA F 5 UA =He, A/, FeFde F
of &3 A7t F2d = Aote Aoith. M2U(D.S. Sherwin)’2 &2 B
A7t Aot AL FAE ognigterl? ghe RS ., 2 AF 2] 93t 1Y
< EE THYE] E 22 g8 2L gyt MAT & Ye EHHU 7AHLY AA
2 78, a8stq ae &YACE PHr] A8 Adae 2R, UL,
H)zLEo] 71909 o]de] FFE %& It vhe RS FAHSHA Aok ckn 3
ok oA AIATE HA Y AHEH o] Fpete WFoR I she ol &jelg
I FRsE AeEN FEFY ye3 dxdE

o&

1.2. 9| F&(Deontological Theory)

EAEo] P99 =HYAE Hrlste d sldA ARs "]?} b whsted JREL F
G2 FAEol e dAoltt. gFE2L FE(I.Kant)9 AHAWY(Categorical
imperative)’ol| @3l nAsr|2 ),

LEE BAT 371798 F43A Pl oA BE Z2HIE S wiA S 27 9
FE AT AR Y] &3] TYHolgn & FEHQ P2 FelF Ak

2)J. Fletcher, Situation Ethics : The New Morality, Philadelphia : Westminster Press, 1966,
p. 95.

3)Douglas S. Sherwin, The Ethical Roots of the Business System, Harvard Business Review,
November-December, 1983, pp. 183-192.

4729, &88, v}, 1981, pp. 128-154



170 XBEEHERELe

Boll SloiA Aol BE 12 F AT BEY 0|22 olalsy] AL “Hel 9
A"2ke de setaop @tk

MR &2 #NE 2300 STHE ol Fold P4 HdsHe X D, HejA
e %o Aol TFAT} olsh BAse ‘o Fe] AL HS oW FHA AeY
Folehe zANIA o7l st AoAleke M-S 2 kol TP g s

ae Qzte] D Qe A7 T, oPA ARE ¢ + ALE H4Y £
gt & o4 Bl £680) £2Y & Yokn worl, 19 =UES FFEAY
@ol 71Me £ AE o FAFIAY st BAW FFA FAY /WL £ A

£ ofith 2& Ade] BAYPIA TP WAL TARRAGT 2AT. BEY B
Auae Azre] PoALelBo] BHA PHo] Hold & UEF FPE PHO2 7
gstelof gohe Rolo

e 28 52 g g9 FeAdS AAFske o oM AFARYE 2
HaEA g7kA] A RE FAste Aol oidg R JHA] HAES
RHeolgg ojulstn o2 giEA < A9l E2(J.Rawls)d &
A9 e (Maximin Principle of Justice)?d] et mAelz @b, Exe 2Hew
o] 29| F§F& A AFA R 3o FBAHES B At FHAH S ddst=
N1Eo 2 thge o|&E AAYY. st AMFAA oA Hiel Yol HFo] A3
Axd B Aol Be 2ol st ohd SHe 20| olfel olEHm AAA
olg} dttjetz wiH = 1 Al olof dHRe], BT WA A=t IR0 ofFE EE
olx Z Fesol Utk sttgE AFHAY FHrIHoloF Aot i i) AES
A st e,

(‘F

_J

Alde @ RE JJAELS & AHEEY 22 FFY AFe FHE 7 sleuz MR
FHAY 7183F Aol dstd F58 AYE 7HAF @

5)J. Rawls, A Theory of Justice, Cambridge, Massachusetts : Harvard University. Press,
1977, p. 3. -
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A2 ARE - ZAY BPFES A, Y 2FAS AAY AGEA Aoy
Ag HAE & UES s, BA, LE AP gl dE THU A9l 713
59 A5l met 2R stelok g}

Aldels e AR 2 R ARs YT + 2
Af, FAT A A% AA D 2fe A Sl slo]
Aok grhe A BEL n|@

A2dele ARA - AR AR 5 3R U@ AT AA5L 7hel)
o, gulo] BelelNE T A 20 Eo] BHSES slg e

AN 2Ae, 1 BPSY A Loigo} BE Algo] o] BE, 58 2 A
AN Y BAR AX & AG F. HaSAANA Arle] dgo] Sl s}
At Rolth FHA 2AL, o] A5el delo] st} $UE WL+ 3

A9E 71875 Do) Het BE AgelA IR Yolo} Ake
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1.4. 459 9] (Ethical Relativism)

BB WP AEstE QAN oA A A ARA Eo¥ Htg F
Hale &2d ADE 4T AlFA ERStT. gEld 2R AREE AR 9
st} 95 Foln, A3A 2HEL teksta WAste Aol7] W] =ydd] gl
oA HHAHQ 7S U F ook FE¥E BAHol 2AE E o= H3 927
olp] EAAQ £ Qe Ao 23 ol HAA Aotk = A el vl
EBRAAMA AL & AT, AFES 2 xle] &3 Jde] #5E ol vk 99

< M&e] BdFe] Feltt. a2y BFY &g fole td ©E A
WEe2 Qo] gk A WY 3 3ol A Y gyt g8 7o) ) gtin
At Aol ddiFdetn B, AuFrt olgt daoz AlgEo] i
AAZ wFUZL BdFdRelt. dustd dA 2 rrud 53 43e g9 QoM &
gl zto] & wEo] Wtkm 27 wRolth EX OMZ o AEAEE M2 bE 7t
A% &4 HAE /AR, @NAA 7HE 27t £ JdY 7N E gol g wE

=

A5HoR gee oF shie %Yol EAHT Urkw ALeA) HEA W
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tse] 2" eha u)vhitel ghe}
2¥(D.P. Robin)?e &&ld Z5e %7k Zvs 1 AAo] &3 e 249 7}
A 2 He ok FUE o urc 8 A& o] oz Yo AuF
APt AdiFe] &2lo maw g2lF dale o wge AYs 3

o E3 BE £33 A8 golM 9ARAY AEe TS ouy g des
gt olrt A%e 83 WA Agzes dseln, old Wie 71E4 714
A% AB7te) Aot Beg A8 4NN D) gatA

27 AL AR AgHoln APt au B5Holh, 2R A AAY
2E b e Aol ZAA ALY AVER sodT 259 B9} F WAL FANA
Z3, AQRezE 1 A A4e tat] 222 FASH v BEH FA AHH
ABAGE slof ek AhFe] gelol waw SPT A BF N eIN gAEm A
# zAdg A2 Z & Yk ol2A ATE vk O fA AABAE SRS U

AW P AH Fe seoz A9H0d £ 3e ot
2. WEaalel gal

2.1. AR3} Ao & &4
g A3 Algle] A& do]&(R.0. Mason)2 PAPA(Privacy, Accuracy,
Property, Access)’Z A3ttt o7leA e doj&e] FR &Y 474 BAE 2
#7123t

2.1.1. =g ¥ A (Privacy)
Mele] AFAQl A AL S oJulslE Tglo]W Al (Privacy)v B3 Wolol st &

o]

6)Donald P. Robin, Value Issues in Marketing, C.W. Lamb and P.M. Dunne, eds., Theoreti-
cal Developments in Marketing, Chicago, IL :* AMA, 1980, pp. 142-145.

TyelEd. 719-&2, A49AE 1995, pp.396-406.

8)Richard O.Mason, Four Ethical Issues of the Information Age, in MIS Quarterly, March
1986, quoted in Dejoie. Roy, George Fowler and David Paradise, Ethical Issues in Informa-
tion System, Boyd & Fraser Publishing Co., 1991, pp. 46-55.
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Bol 94N Lalolwlalel REJ} $74A) ol goA oA H: Utk AME FR
gz 44 AALe + Anh BAE, BAE, ARE, Fue AT gLue
WY 5oz 9l ZaloluAld] BH ARE Ayt A9Vl Y. EAE W 2 &
AZ AL AAER S sl AR A Ad o AAsbn a0 wE gE A
o ZepolwAlel e A B¢ YANE FUE ol g3k Bt oY AT B
& ARE FASAY o et AR &2 TA BAY £ Yok

ol BAZ & © AR BN Astd A (Fact)® BRAR(Data)2 hrol
aFANE B, A 2o & AL A T AR 9 Aololtt, Aol gl ad]
2 2 Aojmz 1 e T agz NAL BHY 0

gt AR Yoe JAY £E T #4999 £ A, 2RS ARE 4E o
o ZE AFeAY, AFE T2aWo| ojio] oW BE AW £% Utk wA
2 ABe A4A7F 2 ARE FIUE ol&sd IR0 AAY & IA T FEE R
Y 2% gk B Pn & foE 8 AT A8 F NS B ujshe 5
7b ged oleld £o] Fu'E AMY 5 YA A0 old £ Ut wEA o]
Ag AR BE FRE BEHAY IAL gols R0 HTHE FAAA AHE )
AX e WYMo Are] AfAE AVINEE BLY £ YT 1 ARE oL
27 PAAA P Fohd aRe 2 ARS o83 Aol W gAA YL T A
o2 Hr},

2.1.2. B84 (Accuracy)

FEE HAGsles A= A AEE HAEY 477 Y. FRE 74, AL 7
Te] 3 FEeo] F54E FH FEAHL A Ao TAED 71FEFo] i
FFE 72k 535 AFEY T2 g FEo AR L ¢S FAAHD Tk

Bl BE el A e NABEAN £AT AHARE FFEH dFANA
A AR E2dS ol gt AEF BNl 1 A2 Yr|drE XY 1 Fo)
Iixete ARE a7 dYEHAY dFo] WA S Wl dSdnd it 257 A
713 o] FEIF JdE HEHA 4717t 388 9% PiAle A2 & 9% den

o

9)De George, Business Ethics, 3rd ed., New York, Macmillan Co., 1990, pp. 330-305.
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Hlell B PR FHsof gk 2 AN, AFAL, ABAE, IEHRIAE, 7
Ao A He 5 Jidol AP WAHE FE7 FEsA EetH BAACIAE
Eoln a3 FHE FET 7189 AYH &doE Add 9FE vIAA dd.
AL AR E] B FRE HEE st spyol sesE £x 1, A7 S 2
o2 ZAAA FAAoz 2 A E Ysle AFe £ I

BHo Ao dalMe F7 AYE Aok sherh d3Fez a3y FRARS
SfAeAl 2 AEQ Agde] U tgelle 2 AMS USR] g1 JRE A
Solx= Aol ik BE FHAol FAYE HA, ANE AFANA ANE FA H

. BEAR 22 dst9 AL WiASAIES Bolds BetA Hi, AAE aEn o
AL 223 RAEF FEZ At AL WA H3jE dA "t

e
AQ

ns{n

o

—_

ofj Kl
ko
et

2.1.3. A4HA (Property)

AR A, FHFE Adde FE &Fd AV ¢ BRAL U, At
Fdol MEe AFH Tzadel 2528 TP JUEA? detasy Al B9
o] AL FWAA AR AXAA hed HFE) Z2aQe B¢E ARA HEA?
Aoz BAL A £FAL A AldolA Fskn mebd 2 A Fdo] Akl of

23S S gelAl FolE Uk #FHH Zzao] Solgle A 4T A
e =7t AP EA?
olsh ge AFEH BAFR A% 3, ARABL £ - Aol v]go] ol B,

S, 9% Azd FRARE AR 43, AA, BASE dRo] &4l HA ¥
oB2 BAE YA} Pk A7 ol f WEel og BFAm et

BRG] ZAO0 oS BT AT S ABg ATEY]S BAse R IR
o] m&-golehe 73%7 BAIE FTA 3 19%%o] tEThn Stk

2.1.4. B2A (Access)
AFEA e FRE g b DR E Lolot stw 2FA] £ &9 AW
o] gt} AR, AHE HFL & Jdv 71wo] Jdolok gt F HHE Y, 231, A

10) 3724, vigag FEAE FHE A3 FrEd FHAF, dFvloglol~ &3], 1995, p.41.
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Aste 7168 AL AsiHE meol Yotk AR, PRE AYstm, Aty
dgshe 7lg<s °18% 5 glojok @t o|RAE st PC, FHFEdl 9245« Hyl
d 5ol ojgHeH 2RE € F Loiok o AAZ, FE I A HEE & gl
o ATt o] el T AL &dtn Eo] = EAloh Y

olelgh 2A& HFolel AW & VY F Utk

HZoe A% AR dolEMelxrt AdsHa UG, ZF PCEAE ol &she U
olgidlolx, HBE o] &al= Holehilo] 2 Fo] Bol Ut o] g Ho]Huo]AE o] &
st AA, dlolEzt vk g g 2 HolHE o848 & dolof dtx, X, 1
dolee] H2se 71€S Dotk s, AR, 2 telg o] &8 AEso} dh,

oi7ldlN F7HA &elA EAZE AT sAe FHste JEI1EE 5] 23
‘Zul’ o] WolA ZIthe Aot} oA wSEZz Aol 73} 9 AlExl AFH Zz g
3 2o H 714 Ajge) BAlolth E s £ WAl ¥ eloleuol 22 =43
€ 2Aot. 179 38 g2 Ve oR Jhedd o] Wl AR AHgsE A

HEE Bl AEHERE 2 BAE HA AT 712 AR e AeshA €8 & 3tk

2

ot

o

2.2. AFH WA

A7l AFE olgol I/Hgl wetd AFE WAt A ole BAZ Hn
itk AFE J1€9 W] mebd WAVIEE BYsHEY Bl AP wey
qe 2% F4 WHE BN Rshed BA7 9

AFE HAE AFUES ©18T ATYE, PUAE L ABAEY AAAZ D8
F Q.

2.2.1. AAx
B Algel gdolq AFE @ AFAES FEE2 e
SH9E oRle] HAte) AHE Alzdd Adstd £ MUl ASE U5, HRlo)

i
%0
o
o
w
2{_1‘
™

11) Dejoie Roy, George Folwer & David Paradice ed., Ethical Issues in Information System,
Boston, Boyd & Fraser Publishing Co., 1991, p.53.
12) De George, op. cit., 1990, pp.288-292
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EYos AFHE st At AgE dxste T T/ FR7F ok HAFH
g AgEd AL FYAAZL sedE THFE Aoln2 HAtXE JtFH
a3 AHdo] glojx deRer vdE A7l G g0l HAS wele AEA
TAE oF71A .

AFE HEE AAY WFHclEE O dAHdE T A oA AFoloo} gt} A
FH A= A4, Hde] @3¢ gln, A, FHolu 7717t fla, AtE =5%ed
ME A A¥= 1, ZHeliAe JaArE didstA] et wabd #eAe AR
dstAY At "AlekA| Eete 97 8 %vﬁi FEAd e B2t FFEH 7]
S Ferleol FAMA ELEEHA dod ¢gdn

222 AR

AFEE FalA Ak FdvIdE Hobla, 3Ate] ZHF ArE B HAkstn, 7
B} AFEl A= e A8 7@ J]dstd 2&se At 53 3T o=
g3 Azgefolr] Mol 2 vlEddl BAME oE9 ARV v 2y 0131
Mol MHFZo7] WEel JASAME FET diH7E Hol A &3 A7 W
A= FA @2 F57F hFEolt

—_—

o o M

2.2.3. A=

Al HAFE ATE FARIE olele] BAoz 3ale] TS WA gm AMgste AS
de AFH ALY Hzo siFdct. JAEFEY JAMANE S, T FAPIA FAFE
£ 24 ge Al Ak HFEE APH R 2E A ¥EEAAP

dnkd o 2 AFE L Ak Aatoln HAFEE o] &she o o] AaFHDnE H|E 2F
Azt ol FBkE BJAle] AFE AIZEE FHIIgle] 2 R vl&YHelgn B 4 gick. a2y
4o WA ¥z gt Akl welM e AL AFEE NAEH o= ASshe AE F
z271 A8k e 3, ULl AolA EHuldg o83l JISEA AAHFEE
o] &3 Frtal F= IALE Utk ek AFE Ak AlH A9 &84 EAle 3
Ate] Hbde] wiEbs iz, ey ojd EAldl tisiME Zidely el 2ASAE
3 HES AYAM FJLENA FAAIEE sHoiof ),

ol oA &l 7|xo]EOR o]7|Foe FE|Fo, oFE, HE, uiFd Bl

M
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o|24 uAg sigln, ARAE Y] el ARt ARlY) &el2 majolwjAlet FEA, At
A, AZA, AFEE o1& 32 AR, FRAR, ATEET Bet] e

3o 2E 4719 o83 d7E u’ez FHgeld #3 AFATFE YA 714t
Lig=

1.1. 43979 =7

1.1.1. A&

ATo] AHed AEAE golgulstel 2H(E. Reidenbach and D. Robin)¥e] %
& - AFe - 071F9] - FEFS - AFE T A FUHAEE P S
AL ©72, B dFNE I AEXS 53 - Rgsly o] gatgct,

o] MEAE AlgFEC] 7HHIE st AN Uehte Fold 4TS 2H 4
& 7AYo 2oz, Hold W, ASTe *ANFE 2] s ol gHT

Ztzte] gelAEe DY FESL (X -1} 2,

(F 3-1) 57HK| 22T
& A= (Justice Scales)
V1 : FF3 / B
V13 : B=3ict / s &vt
AT A= (Relativist Scales)
V3 :AEH oz gRldt) / ERNA] gerh

V9 /iR ez &dY / 818k dent

13) E. Reidenbach and D. Robin, Same Initial Steps Toward Improving the Measurement of
Ethical Evaluations of Marketing Activities, working paper. University of Mississip-
pi, 1986, guoted in John Tsalikis, Cross—Cultural Marketing Ethics, The University of
Mis-sissippi, 1987, p.160
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V14 : ush A48 AHgeld @t/ $918 @t
V17 dgdoz g€
!

V 26 1 W 7tSAdAE

o]7152] &= (Egoism Scales)

V4 - AREY / AR e

V10 @ o]7]& o]t} / o]7] A o] opur}

V25 1 gAF ot} / A H | ofth

V27 : olgjet Aoty / olsj el A o) ofTh

V28 : T E A& ok & 45U ok / 77 Ao
V29 @ iR HEolt} / JHIA QI o] oyt

V30 : 714l Hulg] o]} & Fr} / Hule o9& FA &K=

FelF9 3% (Utilitarian Scales)
V5 : Z&Heltk /¥ E L&At
V7 A7t Fod FTEt} / 23t FrEs A IsHA @
V8 e AdEE R / FRIA gerh

C V11 @3 Al e/ 898 o ZH
V16 @ AtFel & o]9& Fo / & o9& FA &=vt
V19 @ £4& H3 o] BY / &42 g1 o9 A
V21 @ Adgee AdgFont / Aoine] AR He] oyt
V22 -H]§ o EeiRA o]jolt} / o]ejo] ohT}
V24 : Hdle] BEoltt / Hao wEolt)

o2 2 =(Deontology Scales)

V6 - EEAY futeltt / #uto] oy}

V12 : 3346 g Wl Aol Huidct / fuiEA E=

V15 : o]&A ke Aol AF-E tste Aotk / gate Aol o
V18 : =Yooz FIgsitt / FF8HA| &



E1 7193 dee fei EXd B8 97 179

V20 © o137 slok & %7k 2lek / &%} gich
V23 §le} eh&glutoltt / Suko] ohr

1.1.2. Ayl .
4719 57EA] Aelg /A7) o 89 RS W AT WERA] A
o gwAoz olg 4 Ut BuBele] B AAVE 54 - Bgetd] Auelez &
gel 270 ol g3kt
QREEEN
CrAte W% A7t Ashe HPoIH F4EE 87149 Know-Hows 2
s 9T, CAF: o] Know-How® whgoz Auide tigos she Aze Ay
S 9T 4 Ptk AN HIA, mhaE, Telia A= F 150099 ol3el 487
= BiAS FAY Y P AN A2 AYST Utk ol deolHulo] 8 ol g3
CAE 4EA1Y, BolER 2 BRARES e AuAelA A Aol BE U
Aol ohAlE RuNE e £, o RadE F2 PouE, wA2E, A= <
FRE Sol G FAARCIG ot 2 Y ATl BAE FUS Ak 7t
g A ol FeelN 982 §24170 dolth
CAtel A9lol e &2A BAIS olgs BESIUAY

b

2

dl

1.1.3. 714
q71el BEA % At ed] teted au4Ee] Frgel oid AV, AZT
O Weg B9 Aolehs el M S AR ETh

A1 2HRe] Plel we} felAsel dse] The wg-S UEhd Aolch
M 2 2uAe] Aol me SelHEe] tetel ThE whg-S Ushd Aolth
44 3 av)Rte] g Me} g2l Ee] takd The we-e UEhd Rolg

14455, 719 2AY AoM Y FEA, NS AdnS, 914 FASEITLREEY, T
734%3], 1991, p.366.
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o2 MFs] Zu)at Dale] 30032 s, ol
2 g AulAE0] Uit ANASRY AQEFd g B4
S oslsr} B Aoz BTEy] otk AMA Tl oY 300204 2055
7t Bemon, 7ge] B3 8RS A9t 19728 B4 o &3},
2 d7d o83 AEAE FOAE - e - oF|Fe - BalFe - I REY 57A
geldsst oo WE F 30708 F2E ATEAGH FB2E5¢ YEoz tu Ut

EARHoZE Aue dwtd EAE BA37] Hstd M=EA(frequency
analysis)& ol&dton] MRS E Avxte] A W& 57kx] &A= o
g whgo g HEe EAHEAM(ANOVA:analysis of variance) < ol gatm, Av)
o] 88 - Jgo] & 571K FEH =z digd M t-H S (t-test) & o188t A3}
Atk ool BAA EAe /UdE& HFH(Personal Computer)& A H7|A<A
SPSS-PC+(Version 3.1)& ©|&38t%4}.

e
J
i

2.1, ZARY AnlRte] gty EA
A Aol Gubd E4doz gl d¥, g BXE (E3-2) & 2o

(E 3-2) ZAICHE 2uixte] vty 5o

W= ¥ &
g 60 30.5
.‘

i Yy 137 69.5
20~294) 83 42.1
30~394] 78 39.6

L
e 40~49A4 30 15.2
50~594 6 3.0
2 1%01?} 109 55.4
tEolst 88 44.7
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ZAME 2R JEERXE A 30.5%, A 69.5%F Heolxn len, d¥HE
20~29M17F 42.1%, 30~39A17} 39.4% 2 UREE AL Y& ALZ YERten,
3H 2 11Z0|517} 55.4%, WEC]do] 44.7% 2 YEbsTh

2.2. 7MAEF

7Hd 1 ¢ 2njRe] A et AT gistd 2 we-g Jekd Aot 7
< Anjzte] Adel wet FJE, AUF, ojr1Fe, FelFo, F&e] 57kA] &3
Eol ddtd Zzt | LS Kol 78 Eax sk Aoltt. old] tig BAoz2 t-
A5 AABA.

(#3-3) dfol| g 2H|Xte] g2 ol Chst HHS2| Xlo|ZAMZAnt

A 24 RS 37 BEEUx | BEEex t-3k P-#

ol g g 60 4.9944 1.159 0.150 -2.05 | 0.042
Y 137 5.3771 1.300 0.111

A9 g 60 5.4500 1.101 0.142 0.57 0.567
£ 137 5.3489 1.217 0.104

0}7}39) = 60 4.3619 0.660 0.085 -0.81 | 0.419
i 137 4.4557 0.915 0.078

Fe 39 = 60 4.7204 0.862 0.111 -1.42 | 0.158
Y 137 4.9213 1.024 0.088

DRSS = 60 4.2611 0.773 0.100 -1.59 | 0.114
Y 137 4.4550 0.814 0.070

(£3-3)ellA BEe vt Zo] FH o tg Lvzpe] 3 Tl - B8 3
g3 - o710 B2 ¢o2 Yyt ¢ s e U 4 ole Hojew
BoFooe FA LujAE ozt g4 U, o|71F9 - FEFY - R BN =
AR R F7E =A VERST

v v LEEY %‘qualoﬂ A& A4 FFo] AA o2 Yoies AE on]
sti, el wet & xtolrt glvke AL on|dct @ gzl &H|R7E Az} AvAt
2o Foj g FulFe] Aol wA Jehd AL A% wE §5A] B RS 9
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0] g},
t-A% 23 JEd gu|de ztolg UEld SRlAEE FoEo2 fokrt 0.042
2 Yt P0.0590A #9AHQ] Aol Heolm itk aey AdiFe - o)71F9] - 3
F9] - YR BN E FA%st 242 0.567, 0.419, 0.158, 0.1142 AGZE Aol7} A&
Ao 2 Jehgo).
ohetx] aH)Rte] el wet 5714 fElAEdAM o E d3g B Aojgke
7H 12 Fo ATt g n, Yoz & JxdAe 71zEn

7Hd 2 0 avAbe] dR o b} &l H = ety o v yehd Aol
(B3-4)= 2H|Ake] d o met 20~294, 30~3941, 40~4941, 50~5941¢] 43¢

o vro] 2z oo g e wge] 2ol S AEF Aol

(#3-4) Aol W A8|Xte| 571X 22|X ol cist gr2ol Xlo|£4 Zat

ey 20~2941 30~3941 40~494] 50~59A]

Az af . F P ks B B B FHT
e 3 6.123 | 0.001 4.86 5.44 5.86 5.61 5.26
Chbn 3 2.679 | 0.048 4.74 5.12 5.05 5.67 4.97
°]7]F¢] 3 2.056 | 0.107 4.27 4.52 4.53 4.88 4.43
Y79 3 4.090 | 0.008 4.63 4.91 5.26 5.41 4.86
o 7 & 3 2.095 | 0.102 4.14 4.46 4.45 4.39 4.32

9 oM et Belest geFeloln Bo]l FARCE #98 2olr} A A
% A3 Aol olA F=6.123, P0.001, FeF2olA F=4.090, P=0.0082 P{0.01
oA Aol7t e HelFm Yk T AtFole] HFol BARCE Fd o]
7b A A5 A3 F=2.679, P=0.0482 P(0.05914 #ol7}t 18-S MedZFm lth,

a8y o715 9 o F 2= F=2.056 - P=0.107, F=2.095 : P=0.1022 An]x}9]
Qo) W} fol@ Hol7h Qe Ao Yed.

FUFL AYE - AUFe) - Be)Fe - G RE - o]y Fele] 2oz YEhe),

ol $eldel aMAEL Witdoz Augele) ddsFe wrke AL ovlad.
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g ZF &Rl E] glo] dEo] EolAeE Hao]l EolAA It mYde Wi
Hoz Aydcte EW (L. Kohlberg)?el F4& swds] ot

ul2bA] 7Hd2E FoE FelFodAe P0.015FNA, ZdiFddAe P{0.055
F A A= o7l 72N 7l4E

7143 avle) gelol bt g2Hsol D wee Jepd Aol
a3 aviael o] meh 57k fel Aol disked 24zt oW g
2 Rolerte ¢aA sk Aol t-AFATE (X 35)5 2ot

(& 3-5) &Hol| & 2H|Xte] B2l HTol Cift grge| Xjoj2AM&En

d = & ¥y HEF ¥ 7 EFHA EFLA t-3t  P-&

Ao 8 @:ZBost 109 5.0489  1.292 124 -3.01 .003
g&ol4 88  5.5530 1.056 113

Aolze]l  mZTolst 109 4.8349  1.078 103 -1.94 .054
&) 88  5.1129  1.045 111

o]71%9] I:ZFolst 109  4.2385 .894 086 -1.31 .193
WEold 88  4.4123 .954 .102

e mEToldt 109  4.9307 .980 .094 -3.44 .001
fEelA 88  5.3775 .841 .090

o] B2 3Eolst 109  4.4312 .851 .081 2.64 .009
&l 88  4.1383 .709 .076

9 EelA BE ue} 2o HEAE FAE - FaAFE - AU - o]7)2e - R E
o o2 WAl vedth. £3 Ao B - AUFe - o)7)3e] - Rl ME thEo| o]
Btm, R o|ME nEolah}t A Uebdt

ole $eluel AulAse FREE d44Fo] Akdoz Yrie g Julan, o

15) L. Kohlberg, The Meaning and Measurement of Moral Development, Worcester, Massachu-
sette : Clark University Press, 1981, quoted in J.Tsalikis, Cross-Cultural Marketing
Ethics, The University of Mississippi, 1987, pp.107-108
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S5 FEREYY AYFFE] A vehd AL ARGl dig Y= g
RS on|gn.
t-2% 23 7M3E FAE - YT - gFEAM Fe=rF 242 0.003, 0.001,
0.009% P<0.0190A folg xjo]& Hol =z, FoiFo9t o7|Foox e fo=
7} Z¥z}t 0.054, 0.1932.2 A7 zlol7t ge Aoz Vet 7zt

olde] 5712 &ElH ol g 2n|Ae] uhgP o] Aube} sfAelA f-Eviete] 2
Ae AR g dutHe f2H e oFER FAE A4S BolA gdn Bo @8y
de Foed BT 4FgE gl /MR YS5E ¢ F U

°]

rir s
to wir

B

V. %

dde) rlge YAagel Adeln TFA 9ol FRE Foho] 1 dge] ¥z
FUEn itk $evee) Z19e 604 ol F A&HA 4FE Fakd FrPAA A
A3 FUNAGe] F228¢ FES gk T 3o 5o 2N AHEA, 53
Bule g2l4 —‘?—xﬂ—a— A NA NS AL wu e Aol Aol

olo] B A7NE felel lzoleH FuAe felo] B oA ATE e
2 2ulA5e] ARgd] B AZATE AW AY e AEe BEHAT
1. 2979} 5717 GelHEo] @ BeE Auo] HanE Hel oA

FAY Aol ART, FHoN HFAE 494 Fol7t YAAth. 2o

Hepie Ao, AuiFel, FeFe, Rl 424 Folr} AKUTH
2. AvlAs] Augel JAREA olE WYY steo] HANE FoiHS

Aol7}t QloiA] Fhael AAHAL, Aol metxe FeH Felz} glo]

qEly

mln

F4d7Y) Wz TR AW, AT BEE FE5e a7Ave Quse
=R gash AYnels 289 feld BF A7} ool Wash U
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Abstract

A Study of Business Information Management of Ethical Analysis

Jang, lk-seon

. Today mass communication informs us of the unethical behaviors of busi-
ness almost everyday and the social interest about them including individu-
als implicated in loss and gain grows larger. It is the real aspect that busi-
ness manager and scholars do not cope with the situation.

. Five business ethical scales as justice theory, relativism, egoism, utilitarian-
ism, deontological theory and information ethics were applied to this thesis.

. Hypothesis : There will be a difference in the response on five ethical scales
and the recognition degree of information ethics with consumers.

. The response on five ethical scales with the sex of consumers showed a sig-
nificant difference but that with the age showed a little difference. that
with the academic career showed a significant difference in justice theory,
relativism, utilitarianism and deontological theory.

. The recognition degree of information ethics with the age and academic
career of consumers showed a significant difference and the hypothesis

was accepted, but that with the sex showed a little difference.



