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AMZIS AP} KI2UOH= QMYIHE, ZXI=Q| L FHFOIT

" g |

M = EdFoEA 2] AAYES Fol7] g WRlo R AAy
T e A F Wt JuHEo|tHHardy & leiba-

o310 =N O'Sullivan, 1998).
At E (empowerment) ol #5F 7} o] &2 ShAjel] wh
A EakElE AdE B SelA wEA v 2} teFsith 4 AHES] AoE AuRd, 9eE I
ow A7l gk A% ALSY] 55 A GEER %O} Al FEHAE 1997), FHES Q] Fhell Adsvsol
AA =k olgjgt Wl SlRr|del| FES mx WA UL, Aol FfrEm, Pwol AREE S Aokl
o] AL AL HdES w9EY 98 &TE T o]THKatz, 1984). T9]ol| thsh #3o] A=A (zero-sum)o]2hd
AFIHA 248 AAEE =ol7] 98 therst weks At M EE ZXE] B A (positive-sum) o] tHEIL, 1998). ©]
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X
)
3%
_Q
o, o

% Y HEe] digh ES skatel Adstel] whet wlsa)

=g I v=A g ejenh
Zoltt. AoYHESE Hdg o]F2 =4 W] 722 947
| aA7IE o ZeE sto] sl Aadd &8
, Zolt}y K= Kanter(1977, 1993) & FxA 9l o]&3}
= o7 IEgATIE el digk AelAel sl F
3} Aak & Conger and Kanungo(1988), Thomas and Velthouse(1990)
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el AAARA AEE sk FEAPE o2 7] eRlew b 3l Spreitzer(1995) 9] A2 AEl4 o]Eo® LFHLh
TAE Wudths @4ty off feuetelld = AL S T Aelds FeleA Bl EE gtel texA el 9

[e]
o
7b BALERL oRAIRE ofv] w=re] A 2002l A9

% HAUEFTZE It d 48 75 Kanterd o]&& T
500,000 2 ZFSAPE RS wRttiSpratley, Johnson, AAoZ AwH7|E 3t} Kanter+= “Men and Women of the
Sochalski, Fritz, & Spencer, 2002). 7F&AFe] o] ofl= o Corporation”(1977) oA FZ 2] EAo] AUYHES A
QRlo] ZgaAINE B FAI7F He 8% F shbe AEY ot Pk ol AR AdYshd, 229 327 A
A7) e gREAS £ 4 9lrtKBuerhouse, Staiger, & I nlFAA Aol Aol AFE FYske T YT
Auerbach, 2000; Kowalskl, 2001; Pinkerton, 2001; Stomer, nXth= oujolt} o]gdt FA o] EAL /S dugA]Y]
2001). Wb AEo] B2 kAL o]AS WAkl A E o #osith Kanter(1977, 1993) 7iQ1e] Adkut= Absd

FR20| : AUWYHE, TAFY, TR
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0101 253 A% AL shed w80l B F
Il mE= a1 A1 A3} Kanteroll 981,
42 (power) = eﬁg S 8 A9e TPsehe 59
(ability to mobilize resources to get things done)(1979)°.% %
o wehd sl 2HelA zpale] A9 zrE AR, A
o, A, 718]el AEetr wdE e sYdlA d5H

olAtha A

wEpA ek A9de] gr, A4, AR, 713 e
T M AEeRA dFEdE wY g S AFEEE
FESOFITE Kanter®] ol#& Qofshd, #¢o] 158739

AR el dig AzkE usihy o] ARE HeHow &
A= A2 ol ti(Laschinger et al., 2005).

Kanter®] Rde WE dAvolA HAEE &3led 1 5
F58te)] AS 283 ALE-S Chandler(1986)°]tk.  Chandler
Yo RNE 2682 FEAME O ORE FEAREC] I
P— QFEEelA A 715l dist A7 A=E S48t
PIARES 713], AE, Ads dFaadel &= 7
Q QQloF etk 1 ¥ Laschinger et al.(1996)
o Kanter® REls AFeHs ATE SKh
AAoz AvEH, Kanterol 7|WHE YStWEE A=Y
(Wilson & Laschinger, 1994), Z%-7h<(Laschinger et al,
2000), AlZ|(Laschinger, Finegan, & Shamian, 2001), ¢JAFEA
Zrod(Laschinger, Sabiston & Kutzcher, 1997) = of|=3it}a
Ruska glok

=UlellA] Kantere] o]&& Z8st A7E Kanterd o2&
AEs AR, 1999; T3], 2000; A&7, 2000); H
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#3], 2005), AVAHES: ¥ 2(H&F 5, 2005)°04
B 5otk BE A9 AsApE Azksle dutedETE A
R =48R MAE GEFE Sefeiglon o] on
T Ao et sk ARoleet dddE v A
& Uik

wep S9olN e

M= AE 7FseA v FAer) 9lon Ed oAt

Q17gRES Kanter] o]&o] gh=

o =i

- = -1
29, AR 7ol oW QAnAZE YA wE 1 Evks
oA sjepshs ATt Aotk AbRH

O E=E=F ]

B Qe BAL Kanterd] oS SAZE QogHE 7
20ES PHAL AFSH Aol olF A% FAHA B
He kgt gek

o

s QuhgleE, 2429 8l gt

FOmRre] RIFARI PEA BEFS dAste] Y] AYw
= AT oS54 g AR oI
B Ao g £ JduHES #HE Kanter?] o] &3}

(1977, 1993)¢l] oJahd, G-
Qlell oa A= pel7h el
E} whebd Z2A ol Aol A9z

ekd Ao UL&JHOH
Ao AdukeH
Q1 Kanterell <J3f xi]/\]E %@1@ i
EgAFoH JutHES] AypHgle
AtoA Wo] Hgsk zAEAL P A9
HES o] o} AFEA = FRAT 24
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T7F B YOIRE ATele] ApEARl Fol7] ke sitk.
TAAH R Kanter(1977)2] o] &ol oahd, x27AA] ¢
RHEE 249 F44 99 9 vjF3AH szre A

A7) el 344 geeh vjEAA BeE 7 Y
< AU ETZ g 7lesFcHLashinger et al., 1997;
Lashinger et al., 1999; Lashinger & Havens, 1996; Samiento et
I, 2004; %3], 2000; 71317, 2000). wWEpA] £ AFelA=
A 9ol njFAA 97 e ET Rl ek
ARNARE AP, E3F Kanter o] 23 A5 Aijol| 7
Z3}od(Laschinger, Finegan, & Shamian, 2000; Laschinger,
Finegan, & Shamian, 2001; 7-%3], 2000; 7137, 2000) ¥z}
AHE ol e A2 240 E9ldke Zlol w2
7] wiEel, YFHNE F2IF A=Y T ARAEE
Al ek Ao =91S wol 5 x| st
32 = %t TR ATEAHE EdlZ(Price &
Mueller, 1990; Ko, 1996) ZZ=%]o] 7o %o 7= #HAH
2 st E= ez 47 St weay
selel N JFL AT AW ATE wPGoR(TS
3], 2000) &4 I7F HlEA A gelell Tk BEE
AgaRon akged A ARAER ke A
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QUMZIS AT} X|25te UDIHE, =XI2Q 2 FRo|=
73kt 8790w E o4 Cronbach o= .61 ©]gith
o1 1Ci A o JAUYHE
AuJHEE= & oAt ATA M MES Wi oA &
A= Ago] AAsE 600AF olate] 37 skt w OERIY SRS Hd M2 AEstz KA sk A
Yol SFSE EAL 279 S Ao¥FE sklow Zb kot 7188 AwsllFe oA AA AF A 240
Yo TR Aul ks ALE YTt Ad 2, AR, AA, 73] 47HA] FFo| HEshE RS

& oJu]sti(Kanter,

A4 7 Q= AFEFE 5
1977). & ATolA= Kanterd o]&& WMROE Laschinger
5°1(2000) 7§23t JAS(Job Activity Scale) short form= AR
ato] Al SAETY Ags ovdds 9l
back-translation *%-& AHE-3}3T

Back-translation WS FAH o2 drshd, 3 HA oA
o AFATE SAETE SR Wosta, 7 WAl dAel
A Golet ghols TEsHAl Ak tsAbt dEE W

g E=75 JolE vhA] HYsiglct vk %74101]*1 Qo]
E oy SAETe} dolE AtE SAETE
AEsGIL HE 23 =2 Mdd ST %fﬂH =
L9 S5 (equivalent)sitial B7HE afo] Aol AR
3F3ie

54 B wEoeR AEHge I
) A 2FA drkd) e dAEY 53 H=E
AHEsto] o]Folfk Wt HE5-E T4 e =&
2% 9Ju]git). Laschinger(2001)2] ¢--el*4+= Cronbach a7}

70R. 01 E oo A= Cronbach a .50 ©]31th

kg 18

o NTAH 39

H| 2214 3¢ (informal power)= %A UollA AW e
Kol wat 9 e RAARETe] w)stel
AN BE5E= FeE u]sitH(Kanter, 1977).

& ArellA Kantere] olE2 WHE
(2000)©] 7N4tst ORS(Organizational Relationship Scale) short
form & AMSld SRS SRR At vade
$13l back-translation WH-S ARE-5}SI T,

=4 E7E 3RFoE FAHIer RS
q.(SXJ)q]Jq Ik A= P ) 1:]_(17@)4 ZAEA

Zool Eg

T, oo,

O = Laschinger et al.

s 18

5x% ih:é

AHEBte] o] folRek AFTt =E7F vFAA Bt =
2% 9Jw|git). Laschinger(2001)2] ¢1-oll41= Cronbach (17]—

LA 12(1),

2006 3

oJulstti(Kanter, 1983).

B delA] JuhviEe] gk 27 = Kantere] ol
vlE o2 Chandler(1986)7} 7123}l Laschinger et al.(2000)¢]
% 1.2kst CWEQ(Condition of Work Effectiveness Questionnaire)
short form< ARE-3FQIch =gk A SHYET] Yot on

HO

A-S 28| back-translation BH-S A8} Tk
24 B 1ol 713 3%, A 3R, A 2
& 9 AR e ow PAESITh 2&2 vl 186
Aol As 28 k()] SAEL 57 HEE A
sto] o]FolFom ATt HeE JIANET 52 As

oJujgte}, Laschinger(2001)2] <1tolA+= Cronbach a7} .93
ojglom R Ao AuHES] Cronbach aX= .84 ©|
AT E 1>,

<E 1> ARETOl ME=
=7 B3t pEZ(a) R HEHX}
24 919 3 500 3.084 486
1| 3214 319 3 605 3.260 551
A E 11 844 3.060 487
2459 5 793 3.072 592
Ao s 4 833 2.937 703

b | T T ‘T”}
ARE == AEE st 2AES SHS Meyer,
Allen and Smith(1993)7} 7]¥t3}ar Ko(1996)7} W dsh A=A

Q] & (Affective Commitment Scale)E AME3lIdth SHE

T= 57H _,_sl—oi :rL/HQ;)iocq _,_51—_0_ ‘UHO 113;1*4_’(5%)01]
}\1 ‘xiz;:] laq;q olq_(lx%)/] g]ﬂEN 5x4 xJ_I]:_g ]—%o]—?}
o A5 =05 2450l 25 Uity Meyer,

Allen and Smith(1993)¢] A7-ell*4] Cronbach o= .82 ©]%laL
B Aol A Z21E9]9] Cronbach a¥= .79 ©]3ith

o AHFOE

ZHol S (Intent to stay)i= ZF o A% @715 A3
= omETtHPrice & Mueller, 1990). ZFoJE =HL&
Wolford Hall Medical Center Retension SurveyE $l3l Price
and Mueller(1990)7} 7R-kar Ko(1996)7}F MYt ARojx =



o2

AETE ARSI ST 4vde R FAENeH &
3o - :7_341:}(57@)01]}\1 k= B A= A e 1:}(17@)4 g]ﬂe
2 54 HEE ARSIl A9t =25 ARRT =

oJu]stt) Price and Mueller(1990)2] <1-tolA] Cronbach a
86 o|1 E Ao FFHE<R]9 Cronbach aX .83 ©]

3@ o 4

)

tﬁ—?‘éﬂ el AHgE HAEEe ¥ 9 e
(convergent and discriminant validity)& HESF7] £13] 2.9l
A& *e]/\lfi}%iu}. 574 A3 7 SAET OH%% £

REpaupy

M9l ERe PEE Qe F AP HELE YR o
FEAT ARFA WS AP BEe GPE 0%
sl HEAZ WaEsti FAlskch

A8 FHL 2003 129 SHE 20049 1€ DA ok &
3t AA o] FeiRltt F 35049 AEA7E Wi O
30457k §l—rﬂoi 87%°9] 35S Rl B ALE3)
L 2575 AQJstal HEHo® WAl ARgE R 5

= 279%019;11’%.
K224 g

FAE Ago] A2 HAL SpSS 10.03 AMOS 4.05 ©]
g3tod Agsialck A1 WS v 2k

o A Aitd BAL HInRY AFLE HSS
Cronbach's «, S4¥WS4 kel AF##Al= Pearson
correlation coefficientE ©]-&3Ftt

o 7} W= Pyy TEEAE ALEEIh
 AljkE REE T 918 AMOS 4.0& o]8sto] HR
oz ]
AN

"
= BE $AE Ao vepgrh E=5 ofolzlgh wEh
H(eigenvalue decomposition method)& AM&-3lo] TEFAMA
TAE AESOY teditd HAE o] AlE WHPE
ATk

a3 il

CHAIRE2| Yerd 4

FAMPIARE 2790 R Hat AR 264 AL 75.6%

7} vjEolek &8 ¥ Exe AEY £<2o] 45.2%, 4'dA)
gt Eo] 50.5%, 123 gt FYolido] 4.3% = et
Wtk 7heAlR A3 717k B 3d olgler & oA
SFEAE E 28dolqltk SEFFEAE uFAl WEol
17.6%, QJIAFFO] 22.9%, TEAo] 358% 123 Aty)
Zotz, AT WS EFet Z[EPEFo] 23.7% 2 VFERSTL

T B 9 BEUARE <R el AEe] Jltk T
Azow Auud, ¥4 9o F2 67 Ak V|EoR
3.08(EE=HAF 49), WA A I9(F 3.26, —frj‘jx} 55)
UIIHEE A 3.06, EFHAF 49), ZAERI(EAT 3
FWAF 59) P HFO (B 2.94, EFAAL 70)°]
2>°ﬂ xﬂl/\lElOi Atk 03_%

=4l

b;

45 el E g A5 JHoF AdEo] Qlk
FuAoz AMO o] gsto] AREANE sh7] Heof Ak
F2(ANOVA)S 01 oH FE e APAAE AESS pdmsol A=
<E 2> o7 B M|
e EE A4 HEAN 1o AnHE Z&EQ N
EE] 264%* 241%* 327%* .190** 148* 089
sk 264%* -.009 194** 010 -101 -.055
T2 A 79 241%* -.009 390%* 5147 221%* 134*
H) 24 2] 119 327 1947 390%* A16%* 224%* 117
QTS HE 190%* 010 514%* A416%* 340%* 234%*
ZAEY 148* -101 221%* 224%* 342 A42%*
T 089 -.055 134%* 117 2347 A42%*

P*<.05, pr*<.01
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o B AP 00062 F&do] Agsirtar & & = Qlrk 1Y 1>,

239 AMds Hrkshz ofel 7 AR F 7P dnky
ol A¥E  FlolAF(X), GFI(Goodness of Fit Index), o PR FupA
AGFI(Ajusted Goodness of Fit Index), RMSEA(Root Mean 7PAREoA At AR Ay, ey U Fa
square Error of Approximation)S ©]-&38lo] 7153 Az & T <& 3o 7lEHY itk wWA 344 999 v)FaF
A8l 7haA BEe vl 2 BEditia & 5 UK, e A-EIE sl vebgten] w5t 3214 9497t
X’=.7751(df=4, p=.942), GFI=.999. AGFI=.996, RMSEA=.000). H 5212 mheo] nXEe e A4 BAro 152%S st
TAA] S o5 2 Il Qlek

A FrolAFS] gk X’=7751(df=4, p=.942)= ER} Y E FIE vA= FAA 9o} vlEAA 1k
Od:rLEf‘éOl Ahmel 2 feEe & g vk Fadow Jle] = AA #4ke 50.7%E AWsta jlow FA4 IkelE o
Al o] BAw Ahnel edsHl AfeAE AYs ey Ee] FAXCE FoFt Adave) (Havs Fe
AxE FrolAlwel grol & wi(el, P=.05 EE 01HTF 2& TaNANAE FAHCE sty wgt vlFAA] 9=
ul) A=t o AIS, 2001). F HA A EQJ GFI 9} Ao E] A A FAACE frolatA vrebstTh
AGFI &= W& FRizke] A7 o2 Uehde 2oz o4 AEYel S VAT FAA 99, veAE g 9
sHAl thA® ezl M SAIGRE TlolAlnd 2y AutIHEE A ko] 12505 AWt vk ¥4 ¥
ChHg: Ao gube] ¥ J3ks wbA] okt Uiz e Aot mlEAA gl 2AEY Rl aEE sAXCE
2 ool £ mygow duEch 2 s ByeM oJapion dutuES} A& AHat $AK R
GFI=.999, AGFI=996, RMSEA=000% ¥ R3S & F frefskalet.
oltk miAlElo 2 RMSEAY= Standarized summary of the Aol d&FS vIA= A A, veaE] e, 9
average covariance residual ZA] M2 T2 REFEo| Fozl JHE 2 22 EQS WA B4k 202% 5 Ak ik
Ao At AeE vlwshr] Sk A2 055 Ao Tk 344 gge) AHEE AR r et §
o] At % & & Qlvk wEbd B Bl ARoE Fosila A=Y AREH7T TAXNCE 9

T2 A 9]

U 39

REREEE

o
i)
o,
)
[t
BN
2
i
i

X’=.7751(df=4, p=.942) 09 Ao
SMC=.202

GFI=.999

AGFI1=.996

RMSEA=.000

a7 1> ey

<E D JHEEYe| ey, e, S5

29l gz HYEU() HEE ) SE() SMC
Bl R R e ke 390%* 0 390%* 152
P E A A E 511%* 161%* B72%* 597
8] 32 A - T H E 413% 0 413

e T4 =] 0 238%* 238%* 125
34 A k2454 0 146* 146*
AR E-2A =YY 354%* 0 354%

Aol A TR 0 155%* 155%* 202
] &2 4 oh gl >3 0 096 096
A ESLF = 085 146* 231
ZAEY-AFIE 412+ 0 412%*

p*<.05, p**<.01, SMC=Squared Multiple Correlations
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A8 97k Eom YnIIRE P2 )8R AATE,
AQ7E W AnTede A2e 4 dFel 249 4
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U3kl Tl AFEAYo] HobdN 2ABYo] FohAa

zAo] AFehuA sHe O£k Fobaich
TAOE B AT FAH w9, wFAE 599
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(Sarmiento et al., 2004, 7-%:3], 2000; ©]&]7, 2001, 2}&l3,
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BEEA A JIAHEE A3 2AES]C] 9= vIA
o 55 FAA el vjAA g7t JASHES FEl

A 2ABe] G vtk ol AH el v FAA
SH7E 2B VA @S AuEs} et
£ o

B 5 gtk ol WITAH S 2ABY AN

ERd %3](2000)2] AT Azl AT

T3 AYHELE ARoTel AHAQl JTqFS wHA=
A 2AEYE Bl AR YT A 2AEYS
e mell 241 FES vtk ol wAke] 23EY
S FYoEA ExA0 7P FARR oFE £ 5 3
th= ZlE ARrkEllETE 2eiu Al ofwA 1heAke] 24
e Y 5 AEA] W] EAlolth wheba] 2 Ao
A ERlE AAY AP A deke 2RSS duhy
AN 5= Q= dEHE B Qlch

S e ol i R i R = | e e B A e e |
T7F e Hol LuHtt FuA O R Laschinger et al.(2000)
o] AT FAA 99} vFAA Tk SAETE A
=k G, 324 99l 053-0.67, HlEAH Tk

052-0.64) BHIET A&A R TE SRSt Sl
= ARE vRe] & w derE el e] STl
P ATol ek B Ayl FART AEd o
v 913 back-translation L A3k, o 74
ollr es]e =7 Gl ofals gof Aol AT 3l
S R AAE wEha] ojstelA Aju

A

A SHETE
ARg-8E o) back-translation el thdt HWE BAa) FE-5
HEZF 78e & vk w3 2 Agelxs 3EFdoR

TAE short form SAETE AMESY
= Ao 12Edow fud =A%
sl tEo] =z A g 3

gelel et SHET Jide] e HT

)

AT A&l A 600187 o172 371 g
ol Tk kAL 2799 R E sFgleH 7 1
Hell SFshs Ak ZheAtR sgsiith S ETE 344
95 ZA37] 18] Kanterd] ©o]&S HIROZ Laschinger
et al.(2000)°] 7§23k JAS(Job Activity Scale) short form(% 3
3, 51 AE)H vFAE #eE 48] 9 ORS
(Organizational Relationship Scale) short form(% 3%3%, 53
H5)E& AHEste]l S4sIgith st AFHE] g 57
T Kanter®] o]&& HFEFCF Chandler(1986)7F 7lslar
Laschinger et al.(2000)°] S7Jx.¢t CWEQ(Condition of

rr
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Work Effectiveness Questionnaire) short form(F 1153, 5%
HE)E A en AR =E &4st7] 913l Pricea and
eller(1990)7}F Wolford Hall Medical Center Retension Survey
= Qal el E7HF 413, 51 HE)E ARSIt BA
VS fE RIEREA], Haf, EFEWAL pearson  correlation
coefficient, FE2H4& Q/\lﬁ}c’ﬂ\:}.

B AT st gshaes

Jz
X

s, mEAA e,

= l

2489 90 ARAES YA JURAS ok 7Ha
B3 2PN & A3} AN oE Hol Aue & 7
BE RojFTh 58], dgUE: 43 24294 9B
A3 2ABUe ol ARowe] HgAel L vk
Eg FAA e QenEse] 494 98 vAn
wek H2AH A9E FANE HEHoR 93e o
FAH A9} ARSIRE FRRHeN b F9F 9o
2 2839k

A ISARE QIIAA oS FolE WReE 1%
AP date Q) 718, A, ]
Al AL 5 e FAAA AAL) A AAE T
sh= Zlo] dQasitta AlsEth Hgk AR Aldjel BHA|
AVAAZY eFE drandy s
FrEEE A Hd 9 A
ATrellM Bekd W Agshd o

A, 2 A= IFH 25 (cross-sectional data) S A-E-5)
71 wEel WyE 1Y) JABTAE ﬁ”ﬂ0}~ e A7t
Atk weEbd A7 AR A 4—?(Iong|tudina|
study)E T3sbA JsteHES # 7re] A3

AL o BgstA 2 & 5

A, & AFexE Yug
ZAEYY AFERES XFA

S v|x|= o= 125%0] 1

Mo

2 (m n
£
2
Wl

*iﬂﬁ B Aol M= Laschginger S©] 7HE8E short form
*E?E AHgste] B4 9ish viFAA A 548
o AFE7F A BuE Qv weba sk A dde] o
Elgeta Aol w2 SYETY Jide] AlgFeitia
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The Workplace Empowerment on Staff Nurses' Organizational
Commitment and Intent to Stay*

Yom, Young-Hee"

1) Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, College of Medicine, Chung Ang University

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to test the empowerment structural model based on Kanter's work
empowerment theory. Method: A predictive, nonexperimental design was used in a sample of 279 nurses from 3
university affiliated hospitals. Data were collected with self-administered questionnaires and analyzed using mean,
standard deviation, pearson correlation coefficient and path analysis. Results: The results showed that the overall
fitness of the hypothethical model to the data was good(chi-square=.7751, df=4, p=.942, GFI=.999, AGFI=.996,
RMSEA=.000). Both formal power and informal power directly influenced on nurses' perceived empowerment level
and empowerment directly influenced on nurses' organizational commitment and indirectly influenced on nurses'
intent to stay. Conclusion: The results imply that hospital and nurse managers should provide the empowering
working condition for nurses to be stayed in hospitals.

Key words : Empowerment, Organizational commitment, Intent to stay
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