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A Study on the Effect of Hotel Corporate Culture on Service
Quality and Organizational Output

Ki-Ok Song'
Dept. of Hotel Culinary & Catering Management, Chungwoon University'

Abstract

The hotel business should enhance a service quality in order to improve management skills and profits.
However, when compared the size of foodservice industry and hotel, it is show that the hotel management
systems are insufficient. In this respect, this study examines how the culture of hotel business affects to service
quality. The results of the analysis are as follows. First, the culture of hotel business affects restaurant tendency.
Consequently, the hotel, which is open-minded culture, copes with the external changes in a flexible manner.
Second, the culture of hotel business affects hotel management skills. Good culture of the business creates
the positive result toward the employees, customers, prime cost and inventory control. Third, hotel restaurant
tendency affects to efficient hotel service quality and management performance. Fourth, change of hotel management
skills brings difference of service quality and management performance. Good hotel management skills will be
able to raise the competitive power between hotels. In the future, various empirical researches are continuously
expected. By doing so, the result of the study helps to scholars and hotel managers.

Key words: hotel corporate culture, management system, restaurant trend, quality & organizational output.

I.ME

B
rl
&
™
r9
[
fol
s}
o

A7 '] uHsl &

del 57 59 ¥

T2 AuEn 2009

SadTAgH Aol ko] AFHAUE
(e}
H

<, 010-9017-0972, song0972@chungwoon.ac.kr, & ST 373

71 2008).
59 79 AR s A7) A% AEE



192
79 sheitqlo g X JHE FaA] sta
sHo] 7} A QA7 {718 G ollA
T FAY AA] RS EEF 0 S
Ao FAlstar flow, S8 7|gelA A4 A
= Frsket 40 9E82 she Aol &
g FAle] Agto] dgslth g8 S 2008)
e Ak 3 uAe] WE) o} Alswlel WE)
A E44E nEt A AT, olxaA)el &
&, A2 7, wiyAe] 9% S 2 A2 o
g el &4, 7Ied A9 7 Tl o +
T AE ZAF o) 2 Wy Ao 1A
NS ZRE Y AAA Ay Falo] o
Holl we} 56 7|9 3 9 Edl= W3} S
getsls AL ¢ $e3 dojgt & 4= Qlth

o] BE 7|9 Ee] 12 FA 7 d(customer

relationship management)°]t} 117 A viAE
Aol THS F= o7} vl o719 o,
ool g1 gHH n7o] sid(development) 5
A4S Aejste] 7P el A4S 4] (retention)

& ol v PP DS wE 24Ul

A ALt FEE =

Hu2 7|99 A HrlelA] 13 AR
TARY =8, v #e), Ay 2y, 7
3} 5o §38 ARkl ZA AR dFaslel
Ak 7192 A AnE 98 gl A=s
ot Qo A x| s, ZR2AA]
il N2 FHV)e 28 57 2L 7199 Y
¢l &lo] Fasirtay sHATH

£

w2
MR AR

2

X ﬁﬁi

=
N
o
il
-
>
)

S|
EAFA

[o

we 19 o
0;
O:

Qb

~ o
ol
ol
to,
o
>
o
o,
i

40 fol
(1)
N

=

k2
it
o,
E
Lo
N
2 Ir
r
M 2
=

1

¥
wo il
L
kY
fol
i)
)

Im
)
f

g222]83)2] A 168 Al 13(2010)

HaEdy B, #e) Alas(nd @
4 e, A7h Bl VA 9FE AHEL
e Edset gl Alzse] 4 9 24
gt WA= 9 WAE Fetdte] T 7Y
o] 97] e St A2 Ay A}
g de] et

et B0l 5
S 98 o2 2o FAA ATEA S 4%

39

5 =)
£ A3t 3 9e] Fodxe) FA| Al ="
AV, Az, AR, JF SHAEE FAstaA) ¢
o} 39 Y2AEq Ed= WH3l go(Ed= W
gl, 1 EdE #e))l g o-Sieks A E
o e JFA 82137 As 991 Ftux} 3t
o} g AlzaEl golog A #e, QHAY &
2], 471 el vig AfgrEe] 2 FEEo] Qe
sE} 2 FEEo] QA @2 THo] AlxElS
HlwiAste] 3zkskaiz) gict ol gk 8QlE9]
A g vl 2 A =39 /dolA] A5
2 W FE 9 24 e vig JEgE S A
HE, AE7} =1 9 JeldE 292 24
stk gk

II. &519| OIEA HiH

-—

=8 1Y =t

N,
A
Mo
3
(e}
o
3
(e}
S
a
(e}
i=h
s
‘rl"r
o)

z
Fel A 719 FALEC] BE FHat

AA 8aAY B

o M
fe o

1
F
F

E)

==

N

(

.‘_4

T
N

==

&

1o oy ¥
=
o2

ftlo |o

X

rr
BN

N
S
2
~
Eu{n
1o
1>
rJ
&,
ol
o

o i
&
3:0
o
=

(
= =

Mo ot o
o> 0% nf,

£y
Rl
OE
>
o
.

fr

e,
b
rN
2
fil
R

>

>

foqo
o

O

ELANN

)
T R
it
)
By
ko
o
fu
>
lo,
rN
e
-

BN
Og‘:,”
off
tilo
)
)
ry
e
ko
b
il
o,
1o
o
fd
32
X
9



s 71 EEp FA 3 2A

S 1998). 719 w3ket 24 Aake] HAlel o
Blo] AFEE An] 2A1%)(Smircich 1983)F 714
woleh 27 FAALe] FA ooz 24 &
YJo] =2, AHEA AAL] HE, 22 FEEe]
39 A Holgta sta A3t 71 w3t 24 A
e} G| AAE Zretha HTh
715(2005)2 T 7}X|(shared value)= T+
S

390l el E AH Mdely T3 54

o ARl w0l TG 5AE o
vlgitt 24 F3k 4 24 T 7P el
84X PAASC] TToR Sfsta ol 7t
A A, R3] 53X 52 24 A

e 7 AAE 2 o] F 79, I

74 (2002)& 59 719 AE|2E ¢
JIAAQl o1& AMu|~v} 93 9A4h7 =83k

ok mheb SE AR Aut A ETE FARG
of gk o]&go] om, tiEe] 39 7|9E

FAAES] A z2aL
A 25 A A2t FAEE 59
7 AARA 2E ¥
o] 24 345 4

[}
A
8 sk d9deis=

(o3

e o
N,
jin*s

HrozH 22 =
718 & Qlth 56 7|4 Ee] 1A 583}
£ B AdgestE o177 e e 24 T
JhEe] dxE T o83 o] L=, o
A wge eH9 27 B3E PAsl] =
2 Yol A2 oz 7lsstta skt o
FFe BAS2000)E T8 7190A 7] B3
of et A= QAo FAM FoAQl TE
719 BaNEe B 22 fEAS Eol AU
z22 AAE 71 Aok ek

TE 712 sdle) 9, 4 dEl, e # A
Qo] £ Hld| webd sEuit A2 e A
o] YA FEe] Ba HoA: TUg Ao

Fol| PA|E Gl BT AT 193

B oele] dnkARl SA¢l sl U-831(199),
dY(Denney G 2002), 2A1E(2003)= g A4t
o] Fgu|7t Awt 714l HlejA E=A vEhdH,
FFE AAE 2 E o] ol Aol o
¥} £do] MAE, TE o] g uAEL

wgbstar, Alde] B Sert 27] vl A3t

Hom FEe AAA ZEIHA7F oA, &
g FES A, AR Al Bl e vlilE
i FoE EFeka, ARl tid ool

w
e

=

o,
2

o

o0
N4
rlo
M
_k?_{,’ .
o
ofy
oX
AS)
o,
o
of4
Jo
i}

%
Yt 359 ehgol Aol 71Qske Abm, A,
4, M) 5ol 3% shelel FYTg ol 4
oA ges WA Ae FALY NI §
Asbll T F, Pee] 4%} o] 7]

o 237} BAE 1 IRl ggd %50 A7
ol A 71908 HBrka Stk

2. YAES ERE

214719) 719 B4 e dZe 5 8lg
w27 Wslsln et o] 2wt
1GES] WhE 5 g3t Aol ek 24 A
Aol & Sl tige] Tl Fasitta

A
Zo]tLashley 1999). A 8 258 J32
AR} 7199] BY 5/l ARt S ve

Hgtelal 21tk

L7122l “20001 FH=rle] o] ZAEld 2}
2H|e e ZAPA Tl mEH, 2o 4v] EX
=2 ZA(fun), A (stability), 7FX](utility), 7)



194 g222]83)2] A 168 Al 13(2010)

#(identity), IR 2 (on-line) 5 57FA] Ao
2 235 ol A2 7R 9F anA} vk
=3tta Ak Qi B3 o] & vl 71A] A
TS FHAIE 208 AT NE teFs),
O]““Ei} L=ss 59

Fe] $RAE Abgal

m
ST
%@u

7] Hejgoz
LR AT 7lge) B0l Z2u
§]—Q 7 A}3)A Agto] ZtzEd] neia] 224 9

A, $7d He, 2H|AF B Sl 7]ge] ARl
ZH‘” 277F A FE ok A CSR
(corporate social responsibility) 73, <1
AB A Al e /199 AYS Beke A
u% oI5 719 &EolA AF thSste] omAE
Jretow RFw7] A2 ol &
7149] olu|x|ell A E3ste]

=
o
o

—

A2 WS thelziths Aold AR A
wpxlolglm & 4= 9l

A& (Sam Hill 2004)° dE = £33 3o
W 22 7|39 Brolghe W A

B2 ke Be A% wF, A4 9T

B3 Arpgelo) 71&g 5319 73|tk
=Eo]l AR Folw, P op et A&
Ao F&& 7|x & Ed=E

FEQ004)& 20043 FEUWLS FEACS
AlSE &3l wE d2d E(saladent) 2= 7]
A=t sk AHUE FZo| deje|wd
2 2] W< salaried manS. 2 2T} 8F L oA

< & 3le] salaried persono 2 #Q1th} g
/‘ﬁ(student)-J o2 o= S a3 dhoj=

= o]—JZ- ] 7\}0] .4__ m—gh;]_ 01%9] 73_?_, %io]‘
I Soll A vpehd Z 2| E(freeter) F50] A
= e, ZelE ol 2] ofZulolH
(free arbeiter)®] 2] FHdojola, theFet A4

< AR duiels BARRE < wrl=rgl= )

Luﬂo] SAsIA T FEAS T2 F N HAS
712 AFFERA], shte] Ao r o e A
AZE A" AW, Z7] ARl E A7) S8 9=
shu o zke BRe Ede=s SS90t

271 FAA FujARtR o] e AHAES
el FAG S Aglsta, o] GAEES EE
NA FAA = RSt AR e
4H|E o] 8-3lth(Pamela N & Danziger 2002). &
H| S 53+ 2}7] &8 (self identity) 5 AFS| 2], A%
2 71so] Zsheel wet HEA oA E tiFel

A elBshe 3FEE Frheka, o AL Be 7]
E} 018 M RS AllelN Q28-S 5
8 SR, 5 MEA, A o, 2 A

3!

HE odo] 2 g 7|nko 7 o] A gakA] ek
3 o] ZAElI S ~aR ZA HAUeh A
g ez g el @4e AL EAst
= I el Ble) 2 oAlEa A
QA HR - oA wFE 7FsA Fk T Q] 4
o] 2m] RS} ez Rl &) FEp7t FEahiA
A, A, gzhe HAE 2oy B}
%A}a 7H ~7711=4 e 736@ a0l

2

1
o
3
82 i

2 8F(2003) = 9 7]
o°§ elof| 4] A<l

dojl Al HF A AA
o)

r? b oy
X 10 of U bw
e

>

%01'



s 71 EEp FA 3 2A

FA; & Q]
|7} A2l

=2
TA-E(1990)& A9l THL UnkA o7 37) o]
7Fe] TElo] shve] T1E-S Pl dEE A
= Woth oE AGAES A R
e FRE A AN A 5 &, Y
Az, wiEY SuhE A ALE
A

Zxid)A ofv] geiz]
1=

!
i~
i)
T
o
1o a o rfr o &

o

ot
N

ZF 5(2003)°] w2 o}-A S S35t
o3 ]
ol

+ e 715l 94

)
o
o

¢

i

i

Fe Ao 71ze] A4 Sl Atz
o) Aol B&A ol Aol of
ok gk A4l egel mheke o
3} ke Aol Ak 24 A
29 7L BT % 9 alF

AT Beld Fu} FEL

(¢}

e N
o o ™2
bz 4y ™
oV i ¥

ox L

k>
o>,

o
(o Mo o o> QM 19

N
o = ali
oo 2 ¥
o =2
=3
)

30 i
R

Alz=ElE B 2S flal dste 4S9
2 7 848l eI AzFdE
REEA] 537} glojof of, S327) glom Al
oA S 4 glek 3 AL S32E Al
5] el BE AbEelAl dgsofof gt o]

N
iin)
i)
i
ol
B
élt
=
o -
_O|L
=
iin)
_ﬂ
i
=
s

ZHrecipients) 9} H]-&-=
Alo X

[
¥ O FEa) 5
S5 29E Pl vjale

o

wo B 19 3%
W Ao

o

H

rr

-

_g —

be

o Hl a4y

o
e
PR
o
£

AGAe ARolth 28
%

@ o Ay e 2
N

fd
&
S
et
v
[N
%

rr
N,
>

juii)
o
LN
)
ol
X
&2
(o
£
kl
&
o

o,

o

e

Rl

=

o

f

il

>.rl

oo
o
o
i

0 e

T o0 > kb |

ol
N

o, o
)
2
_gh
39
0
o
E
=
[o
=,
M
hd

2 g

O

W 4 -

N
-

A ofn El
o,
v
o
Md
g
il
%
i)
o
d
o,
o
2

N
2,
[o

> o T
ol
N

>

ﬁuﬂ
H o8

=
fru
Mo
f
=
=

|

ol
ol
X,

i

tu 32
>
e
T 2
koL
X
=

ol
oo

n oy &

ofN 2

ol
ro
>
=2
o
g0,
A
i
o
2
o
o o

flo Jl-?l o 3o ax ()

B
2 ﬁ
o
K

g HuE A% oA A

10 }011
i
N,
Lo,
k1
=
>,
O:

]_

1B
R
N
X

= ©]
ato|g, o
processing) 527 ©]Fo] 2T}, e-Sales2 <1 Ul
oA AFFolyt Au|2ag dAvfete AR 22l
A& A L] f1gt S5 E= olof AMEEE
E(tool)o]t}. 127 4% FE](contact management),
ulo|Z2}Ql Te](pipeline management), vl o]
(sales forecasting)?} 22 7]5o] ZFATHAAEA
2004). 7153 7kl Aol et 1 &mjzke] S
o} Q7% thstE A Alqt 2 FEe] o

2 A8 71 29 JUA Fedo]
2
}

n
rr
N

ol
o,

E] ¥4 &, OLAP(on-line analytical

2w o % ppRe] e 3 AR} A
3 B4 mppIRle] $2te7) Ateldr). nA @

bl

A #ele] Bx= 1A A R oleh= A A
2 17 #Ae A&olghs BiEe Yt
g 4= 9JtHDeming 1994).



196 Tz e3]A] A 168 Al 15(2010)

71

= AL e - ‘_r"UH ] - el #e -
AAY He 2 FdETt

F714(1999)2 el Az #ALE &

A 223} AR Q7E = A A (human re-
sources) 2 2 ZJejelA] A7 g3}, o]
£ ZHF R A, NE 2 &8 918 Al
(plan)Zt F3Y(do) & FA(see)st= FAAI &
2] 2}% (managerial process)©]2tal & <]sta o).

ol XA FTAHSE AL HA ol2=
ddo] 1A #He] W2 xFHor AA A
€ Weor Fofdnt 1Mo Fade] Ax
s olfre =4k e A=, aela A
FAQLe] 29 2 AFAA A
o] FojA|7] wEoltt. of2fjh AR 2 g
AE @dste 4] T34 i 2o 4
dgenz 94 da fEA, 284, ¥4
aeja Ao my 1Akl Seidos &
et

wgoln A=A s
AEL ol HAY AYH FA
o] ¥4 Anke Zgeked us MDA

A3kn 0, oI5 YA BY $24 2
2 >

N

o

tlo

1%

D)

]

rlo

>

Dy

ol

i)

=

%0

v
BB oo

ku) o

Hr o

=
Lo

O N
o we Mo g

Hq Fe 24 s an
S AR Aol W, H2e] FAe T
B AVsd Gz

ol B oo 2 lo o &
X
e
5
T
W)
o

g o fo )

%0
% i
o}‘)z

w R4 ox
Do 1o
S,
NoyE

2
R

e apsh A7 Aeel A
ﬂ | S} ol9) 2 &4 el W
7198l A F2o] F4l HAE e

04 Q78 HAa, oleldt A
s4A] F4 #E(TQM)e] Z 8o thFH At
(Taylor 1995). 22 117o] o]& A-23lHA
Aup} vk %Ll/ki S ¥lofof dtt. wh
ghi] FAo] ¢4 e 28 HAeolud &
Wk opue}, Xﬂﬁ«l A=, el 71zl
A=, M2 A, vA 7], /IRt %

L= AH| b oA QA" =4
to] H 7= ofol SHHDeming 1994).
Z(1990)S A3t 23] Lutzle] on| =
ol A l‘i“d d §7<}°ﬂ Hgj Bk &8
gy}A o FEA| A ZH o] A
gohe A *UrL k= R
alM 2xEtha & o Q. 2o A
A3E A &4 aabdor
o, E842 FUE Aol gk 2=
}U% FIpol 43 A3

o%ﬂii

l

2y Mvﬁ \-m
%
°r

ml

ofl U It fo gL
t\nQL'

(
1_4

o ol

k
o
0|

[N b

o m & oX
Mo M o

5

N
N

)
X g
Rooll oE

rJ

foi

N
o

H B
o, =

B
> o
RARETN
rlr o ;T;
Iy
111
10 mlo

¥2

o rir
o

12)

|

O::,‘
X
©,
L
er
—’O

o}‘u i
o K
I

r1r
L
LN
rlo
o
-
o

Guest(1997 ) =

7] flal vhek F3e 3 AE
Prks Ak B9 = 2
e 349 5 i, 7S Ueh =
tjere Askgo] meldolcl gk =
= 220 weh ehte Azl z}
Zre Mz oE =S 135t o
ol o= gk SWRke] Ao
27)e] A3to] g F2 A

o
ofs
Rl

N
R
e B S

»
1o
N
Ny
rr
0

HJ

oAy

ox X2

+
xe
H

Al

N

3
©

1

$r1r~

o

o %

i
Aoy
2o rlo X
SR U

M
[
il
L
i)



9 7| B 22 H =

mEha o= g SHE SYislsir|Eoke oY
=S A% 3Hoptimize)d Z 7} v} tiefst
Al W& &8sl s dAAER &
44 F e M 8-S FiEsta olslEg 2
Q7) Jed), BHAo R AFA Autel v A
AR FED F AT AFA e AR 3
%(ROA)O]L]- ololg, F4 714, AAE =L
lom, HAFA G oA g, 22E
Irs 24 =Y w3k}

Tste] Mshe 22 7JdEe] I st
e 771 el 229 M= Wsks 4
HAZ17] AelMe wahA SHelA = Wt
£ u2jstoiof gtiJohnson 1992). & 714
A Aiete AEAA Fad FES AAshe

MUl z=e] 4 FES Fol7] AT B3

[¢)

o}

2

o

= = O
olZx =zz] Zol 52 o

_{

é

¢

il

o e

X,
(o]
fru
i)
oX,
—OL
N
)
%
BN
)
M
)
lo
oy
oXx i
o
r = o

o
50

ich

>,

[

T,

tlo

of

ol

ol

2

I

)

Mo

o

)
L]

25!

A

oo

o &
off oS R P oo r

ZA] P=L sulsle 2 22 23
el Yrtok @ Aot A8l 2003;
2006)

AHE(1996) > 71=4 &7, b5
A FIE o] gdlo] 22 AHAHE AH
Uﬂ EN Sk 24/\3'7](1997)’04 2 22 &
Z3} 232 218 22 Mutw =3 o]—J_ At
& 24 5(2001)2] ATl e g 249
2 A2 Aol A4 Bitoleke AIE 288
22 Ao Ssta ok ol gk IHolA, 7149
o] Az %2 Bga AL FHsl3 Zkx}F A7)
Eoplre] AAl LR 71 Axehs M S 2
stz AF] S H% g2} 2] ARl (Perfor-
mance Manangement System: PMS)2| =] 1
off® JFARl golet & 4 qrh

e
ot

Ry
i

:“.:Fj

o fob
_, 0\4 nqo
o,

T oyo

2R o

oX,

-

M. o351 &

s

Ao mAE ol #E AT 197

Restaurant
trend

Quality & Organizational
Output

) =
J[m
it
fol
i)

fr
ry
i)
X
il
1o

Lo
fo 1
e
tlo

(¢ r—>|:
)

oE, < L m
r_>.:
oo
o
38
Mo &
o
re
-
i

o
==

Jm

2
o ¥0 X R oft
to 2 rE 4 rlo mx 1o ox

o
T
B
iy
o,
folr
)
9
2
&
ot
re
&
r 4
)
=
o2

2. 97 O

a7l M2 5d 7)Y 23kt daER
Eds, e Alag], 4 8 22 Aol 3
A% A5 2= v 22 M e A%

aick sl Fe 74 WEe B B4 Y
ZA A3l oJarS- U X& FekiERl s
5o
[}

ok
20
2 N
8 f0 o N

DR 1] 29 A1 ek 02k daEY 2
2o FFE vd 3

TAAL Folx, BA A2, 47 FAEE
EAE Wslsl 14 EAE deld] 9% Z 2
ok 7Hdolt). old] mhE 9 1Y Bakel &
29 O FHREY AZE ofolriol st A4 &
£ wgel U@ A5 A9 7| B A
BA F= A AAA BE Y, 59 Q)



3%
1A 169 A 120
010)

T

Il
<

SEEE

F?j_ﬂl LHo] =

222 A =7 AA )
|
—10]

198

X0
N J,NOEL»
_ﬁ ﬂﬁ,mﬂl_ﬂ%muﬁw
B N < =
2K ,Iom.vﬂsnnlv\auﬂ«ﬂ‘alﬂxﬁ‘l
cal u_xﬂ%ﬂﬁL%&Va
i @ﬂro®ﬁw@mﬂr@u =
\]U ,nnoJ. ,
4 EEFE N o X ? S
of ﬂfrmﬂqéwac_oﬂo 0y ,uﬂxlmﬂ_ﬁl
=5 ﬂ:f%%%vd%% W ) ﬁom%%wmﬂ
= N e & X & e o_f®uﬁ§1 ™
AL nn]zomﬂ]#e%z__.i ﬂa]é@ﬂﬂé
~ N 0 E —,AL .,‘L...yl 0 ‘m .A..* .._f — fe} ‘_.@l ‘NO ,W —_ BT_ o
i hﬁ®ozolvu4 o ﬂmi ,iaA g.lm_xl
o= 77]1%0 ouA.ooLo Ju%ﬁdﬂ,ﬁ_u Al 3 o AR
& %%am_é.ﬂo v#ﬁﬂ bl mR ,_mﬂomwiww aﬂﬂhﬂeﬂ
= & n,ﬂoM ogﬁogo@ﬂ = EME L;ooﬂmoz ufliwaow
g tiiq i #ﬁl P
7oo ,ﬁomﬂx,mﬂmmﬁﬂﬂﬂ] ) E_q_moEﬂ‘_n_EuﬂANrM_ﬂl ﬂaTuEm__.._6
-z mﬂ@oﬂa;fbwﬂp.éma y p@@%%ﬂMl R @_Ewmﬁﬂ
i owaﬁgmé%gﬂ x ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ%%%a 2 Ty
E O] Gl _ =y _, ‘l,l‘w.‘_\_l‘l ] 3 _60_60
%ﬂ%ﬂ ;;x%a - ﬂgbzﬂﬁﬂ% IH mfaoﬂmm
a__JLfﬁ P gl Ezmq@wﬂ@ oy D KT
N = To W A P N B = = = | = - { o0 oK < < = o o
%W%Jiﬂﬂ = ~ E_hM4E%wﬂ@o i) ufwuu%%
ﬂorxwmwo 2 o J 7ozﬁmmuﬂ J - mel,aﬂﬂ
]qu_xqr_ﬂwﬂ [Ny %._ﬂoﬂ7% it = w N 2
ﬂAqhﬁ@1 A E1¥ﬂ e moio_m = Q%Muﬁo
EoWzo_/]oT o < NamA®mwmﬂmﬂq %otwjﬂ1 K :luﬂuTﬁ
.o 1” 0 O_E wﬂ a ™ __¢o — &o Eo Tl o . KH OnM Wﬂ o ) ﬂu.L ‘lﬁ ‘_lr‘” T
ﬁmm&mm_. _% 70 ﬂ op W A Ul %@Mﬁfrzﬁ 1 Mo Zn T a.fn_rmmr, zo B
s g}afﬁo ) ﬁ%ﬁﬂzj_o%ﬂ1$ﬂu _ ﬂ,%mfw
%%ot X om p v N . B ) Lﬂom LT o KT RN °
1.7@;% o o T ) n X0 ovalﬁ e N - -
zwoi_@ﬂ%m ) Mﬂufmxﬁ4ﬁwwzmo e K Qi
dah®mwﬁﬁ1 o Ma@;,@ uoam_mig - = JTEE
3 ,lﬂ1u ﬁ.#]ua_%mﬂxﬁ ) o] % X K T = M
#on_rmllq‘17mﬂ TE 17E o z._o]o» 2l IIE_U =
E_o]_xﬁTxLﬂa] 17|,U| Eoier jol off Mﬂm«cﬂ% o) = Xl o X ol N
qﬂmazl,_eq o A= ,m,bﬂ/lﬂ @ﬁﬂ i EE.X_.L&1_L
oy T TR = T o AT %LLQ < ara:.wuﬁ,
70 T ) m ﬂ,lmq,ﬁft = BT 51}7%5
ufkii% of T RS ﬂ_z#euaﬂAurmﬂ a ﬂox o
ﬂao@o%mzm T %%ﬂﬂfﬂmmmml,@ o B %@mmﬁ%w
ﬂ%o@m T g Mu,ar.E ,ﬂﬂﬁe:_xﬂwu&w I E__/ﬁoA -
e = op %Alﬂ%i = =T <3 b & I ST E
N D, 5o Hozweﬂuﬂ,ﬂ,%ﬂ%mama aow &ﬂ@@%%
go ﬁTJaMFdﬂDT‘mWﬂk‘_.nrﬂL‘mﬂAﬂuMl @ ,oldlﬂL_i‘w
N 1# il N = -
X %z‘lnﬂ 750@1 Au ﬁi.@.@%
o) X e UG Y A ) —_ ! o . X
AOJ%E o < = P N dﬂq,_
oﬂwro#a ) ]ﬂpo o c» X oK
_,o,_LdﬂﬁaEﬁq = _oELmﬂﬁowr
~a Lo 1 ~ 400 Wukﬂm‘_ Jo
‘m_ﬂ‘lﬂvﬂZA M@ .SoEﬁoo
2o W = E@o_LLﬂl
vl PLI =) ﬂW;Ot;Ow_JlA
[ul aﬂolmy
%0 ﬁﬂu&n_xﬂ@
~ 1r0 T
éﬂx]ﬂu
B
X

Z 74

gl 3l
};;Ij—

 OIFEASA 9

L9

1.



A
2009 5¢ 145E
dof| 30052 v ZalHtk 4 AEA= 2715
(90%)°1™, A 1072 AAZ 261H87%) =
B A7 HF 24 ARE ARSIt A R
of gt Al =e} Bl EE HEsty 3|+dE A
Ao "t WeE kY] 8jls FEdla, §
Alel] Abrof] o] FoHd A AFEol o5t 7t
AS ARsta A7 23S AFAATE Tl A
T 233 7Hd S flste] 334 2 LISREL
T3o] ey 254 (covariance structural analy-
sis)2] BAIZZ 23S AMOS 4.0(Arbuckle & Worthke,
1999)< o83t F2EN oz 3% A8 E A
st PNEE 7] Het, FeA) dHEAE
HojFgr) A4 2dE 73ysr] A Oﬂ Anderson &
Gerbing(1988)°] A3l F ©HA] H ”"’\‘(two-step
approach)t 2 H A =7 2dl-& A5}

AL AAEE AHSIla, JW—?—E‘?S(maximum
likelihood estimation)®2] = E3alo] A3k
o] W & Aol A= FA ] ARESE EAY
o Fxukdal gdo|th

N

= =

9 I 2T

1z

1. AL CHAMAIC! OIREANA E4

AT ALY AbS] S AR WG] tiete] A
TR, ZAREALe] ARk A1k - AdoA =
o3/do] 627(23.8%), H7do] 19978(76.2%)°] A L,
AP L 30t7F 134MW(51.3%) 02 7 ek,

S5-& 40t 7} 77%(29.5%), 20t 71 4478 (16.9%)
o2 VeI, 500 o]/de] 678(2.3%) o2 7H
H=7b A Yeldth g dx e dEe =
Jo] 1239 (47.1%) 0.2 H-ES 2128131, 4
A g 2<o] 807(30.7%), thekd At o] 4
o] 38%(14.6%)°]} 3L, 31Z0] 207(7.7%) & 7}
A2 Vet A3 Z9< 398 4

AFA7} 999 (37.9%), ] 2 ]2

| gtel mAE

ol B3k AT 199

{Table 1> Characteristics of the respondents

(N=261)
. . Rat
Characteristics Categories N (oa/;
Male 199 762
Gend
T Female 62 238
More than 50 6 23
Age 40's 77 295
£ 30 134 513
20's 44 169
Graduate 38 14.6
Education College graduate 80 307
career Junior college graduate 123 471
High school graduate 20 77
The other major 21 8.0
Language 20 7.7
Major Business 23 88
Cook & restaurant industry 98 375
Hotel & tourism 99 379
iz:; ement Unilateral management method 133  51.0
€ Chain management method 128  49.0
mothed
Employment Irregular employees 23 8.8
type Regular employees 238 912
Division head 12 46
Positi Manager 65 249
ition
ostHe Section chief 2 161
Chief 142 544
More than 15 years 59 226
13~15 years 28 107
Duty period 10~13 years 51 195
7~10 years 47 18.0
Less than 7 years 76 29.1
Culinary department 108 414
Guest room(H/K) 36 138
Department  Beverage department 88 337
Marketing reservation department 13 5.0
Others 16 6.1

e AZA7} 989 (37.5%) -2 7 Bekal, 7
g B AFZAF 23%(8.8%), 71EF AFA}H
217(8.0%), o1& A HA-FZA7} 209 (7.7%) 2=
S vebgeh SRk S FAE 22571 108
H(41.4%) o2 71 Bska, ool 4S85FA
7} 887H(33.7%), AT 3678(13.8%), 7IEM} 16
w(6.1%), PHAIE 2 oA 137(5.0%) 22 1}
Elgtt 9] 18 FEl= ZtEl o] 2381
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912%)2o.2 453 B3ka, vgae] 4=
237(8.8%) 2.2 ERITH

29 FUFo| 142%(54.4%) 02 714 vk
a1, Aufelo] 657(24.9%), Aol 427(16.1%), 7}
J2ko 2 Bajato] 12(4.6%) 0= et 2
A4E= 79 olalr} 7678(29.1%), 153 ©]4te] 59
(22.6%), 10~153°] 79%(30.2%), 7~101d°] 47
(18%) o= Yebgt) seo] 74 whale )
2ellof] of gt T Ao WS Feta e ®
o] 133H(51%), =< Al A W22 A
slal Qe FElo] 1287(49%) 2.2 JEbstth

o of u X

>

1)

T
121
of

i

\o

<0
Q

]
z
fa]
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Hu

H
N
N

Stz k8] A] A 167 Al 15(2010)

components analysis)= AFH&-gt} S € 7]9]
of #et 81T A# 3719 aQle R &
om 99l AL X7} 0.584°4 H 1 0.835
2 et d2ER EdlE=o #ek el
A3 278e] gRlo® FEHACH, 8l A
2 HA7E 05789014 a1 0.8320.2 VERyth #

2 o o —_—e =X - oo
A E FA4L A8uks dupel 22 drbze 2] Alxdlo] ek aRlwA AF 4749 el
B2 AREE AFE HEE Al PAReE 2 FEEJ e, 89l AAFS HA7F0.63700
o F7kHQl ol Jein FAE A= TR A H3 0829 tehdeh B4 2L 2% gl
of FPRHE] g NEE FAFS HEe] B 2B 2, o] adlow FEHYo
o AF e BAS AEA7F Just @ #3E H, 29 AR A7 0460904 L 0.8162
= 7% v £4o] Bl o] FoRAINt A = UEhiTh
Ao g gQliAS Adlste] B 7kA] aRls 5
=3 §F o]E alEo] sEARI MFER 74 3. Jid 23
o} IEAE 1 v o) gHTh. 71 del AL
|5 A% Age shie Aents duto|th 1) Jidd 19| 23
AR FEIEE] AEE Al 0.860¢14 0.916.2 M 11S AR 8l 54 719 239} )
{Table 2> Factor analysis and the reliability official approval result
Ei Explanati
Item Factor loading gen Kpranation Average Alpha Standard «
value (%)
Hotel Member of participate 4.794
corporate Control system(system, procedure, result) 1.307 60.624 3.632 0.860 0.861
culture(12) Working sincerity 1.174
R Trend change 6.095
estaurant . 54619 3368 0899 0902
trend(13) Customer trend management 1.005
Human management 5.774
Management Customer management 1.588
system 65.348 3.493 0.883 0.884
(15) Cost management 1.425
Inventory management 1.044
Quality& Quality output 6.753
organizational 55.757 3.427 0.916 0.917
Organizational output 1.053

output(14)
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{Table 3> Regression analysis of the relations between hotel corporate culture and restaurant trend
Variable Analysis B Beta t Sig p
(Constant) 7.805E-18 0.000 1.000
Member's participation 0.293 0.415 8.621 0.000%**
Control system(system, procedure, result) 0.334 0.473 9.820 0.000%**
Working sincerity 0.068 0.034 2.012 0.045*
R square=0.405,  dfl=3,  dP=257,  F=58267,  Signif F=0.000
***Significance level p<0.001 *p<0.05.
2Eg BT ko] t53] AR AAIEH o] F&R] gk AA| A E(R square)< 0.491
ARG AHE SHHFES O 79 2 vesten, 3914 tigk $A4 f8s
A%k, @ Al A="RAA, Ak d3h, @ 4 A s FRk 827410138 o] tigh #-2o] =7}
T FAsAD)o, FEAFeE g2EF E 0.0000]th web 9% p<0.0010] B2 ©] 3|7
deolt 3|75 23 (Table 3)0ll4 He v 42 BAHCRE fo4o] Sle Aoz = 5 9
o} o] F&HWS| Uit AA APE(R square)  TF F, ‘T8 71 w8k #E] Al2Eld] J3ds
< 0405%2 YElsten, 3174 tigk $AH F A Aotk VM 2] A EHAH
o) d& HH = Fak2 58.267¢] a1, ol gt
o] %7} 0.0000| ). webA Fo % p<0.0010] B2 3) Jid 39 AA
o] 3| EAHCR FoHo] e Aom He 31 AAsk] flal d~Ed Edes
E ok 5, 59 7S] sk daER Bl 4 2 24 A3 e o537 A= AAlst
Tof FEFE A eltbeks VM 112 s dn AR AHEE SHEsEe O EA
et = st @ 1A EdE gejolH, FHATFREE
4 5 22 Aotk 37184 22} (Table 5
2) Jtd 29| A& oA K= niel o] FEHSl| gk A A
[H 212 AHs] flsted 58 719 238k E(R square) 051622 YEREom, 3]7]4 ]
el Alzgzte] s AR S ARt & oie SAIF feldS A sk FRke 1373630
MRy AHE SHdsE2 O 79 ol 1, odll gk 227} 0.0000]eh webA o=
&, @ A A="HAA, A3k AFh, @ AF p<0.001°]BE o] 32 FAACR FolA
TAECIAR)oH, FEFRE Y Alzdl o Sle AR B 5 it & UaE" EdE
ojth. 3|FEA AT} (Table 404 B viel 2 = F4 9 24 o 932 v Aolvkele

{Table 4> Regression analysis of relations between

hotel corporate culture and a control system

Analysis B Beta t Sig p
Variable
(Constant) 4.088E-17 0.000 1.000
Member's participation 0.217 0.434 9.765 0.000%***
Control system(system, procedure, result) 0.248 0.496 11.155 0.000%***
Working sincerity 0.119 0.237 5.332 0.000%**
R square=0.491, df1=3, df2=257, F=82.741, Signif £=0.000

***Significance level p<0.001.
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{Table 5> Regression analysis of relations between restaurant trend and quality & organizational output

Variable Analysis B Beta t Sig p

(constant) -6.7E-17 0.000 1.000

Trend change 0.404 0.571 13.185 0.000%**

Customer trend management 0.308 0.435 10.043 0.000%**
R square=0.516, df1=2, df2=258, F=137.363, Signif F=0.000

***Significance level p<0.001.
[7HE 312 AEEAH

4) J1 49| 28
7 415 A3 Sl de] Alawle 4
22 A7 2re] 93RS AASHAT
AR AM4E SHRTES O 94 #3,
a4 #Ae, Q@ W7t #HE, @ A Ao, F
SATR = T4 9 237 dijolt) 3HAEAM 4
(Table 6)°l|A] Hi= v}e} o] FE&H| o
3l A AvH2(R square) 0.586 2% LEES
w, )AL digt BAA feldE A= F
2 90.5040] 1, o]°f that F2]=7} 0.000°]c}

B @ S}

s

mebd fol = p<0.0010 2R o] FA4e 5
Aoz folio] Y Ao B 5ok & ¢
g A|2BlL 22 9 ZZ] Ayl kS n|A

olthele (/14 41 AEE,

PR

5) Jtad 59 248

14 515 A4 6 draed sdse
B2 Al zEbe) BEEl AR S A 3
4Rl A8 SPESEE O =

@ 27} == YR,
Fatal

{Table 6> Regression analysis of the relations between a management system and quality & organizational

output
Analysis
B Bet: t Si
Variable e '8P
(Constant) -1.3E-16 0.000 1.000
Human management 0.420 0.593 14.751 0.000%**
Customer management 0.246 0.348 8.644 0.000%**
Cost management 0.185 0.261 6.497 0.000%**
Inventory management 0.149 0.211 5.243 0.000%**
R square=0.586, df1=4, df2=256, F=90.504, Signif F=0.000

***Significance level p<0.001.

<Table 7> Regression analysis of the relations between restaurant trend and a management system

Analysis B Bet. ; Si
i
Variable e &P
(Constant) 5.147E-17 0.000 1.000
Trend change 0.278 0.556 12.837 0.000%**
Customer trend management 0.228 0.456 10.530 0.000%**
R square=0.517, df1=2, df2=258, F=137.828, Signif F£=0.000

***Significance level p<0.001.
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2 0.5172 YEhtew, 3|2 gigk BA4
oS A= Fghe 137.828¢] 11, o)< thak

1 9]_5:_7]- 0.000°]t}. ek Fel = p<0.001°0] =

o] 3AXL BAZFCRE FoAo] e Ao
2 E'r AUtk 5, H2ER Edes #e] Al
o] g n|d Aol el= [7H 51+ ANEE

At

4. 2N clgt =0l

M 7 flste] 3R 7224 (covariance
structural analysis)®| & ]Eiﬂ.aﬂ <l AMOS 4.0
S o] 83 AREM o7 £HH ARE FHA S
7 A% S AAlsiSith < able 8)2 T/37NEE
kel Hit, FFAA), FAHAE BT AT
2d-& 77 3sl7] Aol Anderson & Gerbing(1988)
o] Aletet F A W2 (two-step approach)
e WA 34 = ZAbEATE 5% =
AT 2dS 9l AMOS 4.0(Arbuckle &
Worthke 1999)& °]-&ate] Fasiglon], BE &
e AR E AFESIE 2, 25 (maximum
likelihood estimation) %S E3lo] A7 3sl5ith
of wj H Aol Apm FA ol ARG AN

< FER A 2dojtt
A, Sguge] FHEd A e
EAH o7 AA 5] Yste] AMOS 4.0 ©]-83}

o] &1 81 (confirmatory factor analysis)

|./\-| Dd S|

Ls

[e]
o] o
A=) [e)
2o

Z2)

o)

3ol mRe P Fe AF 203
< AAEgT) dutd o g mdlo] Muka A3he
Hr¥ete A EE2E 1% GFI, NFI, RMR, CFI,
RMSEA 50| de| AFg"t} y%o) 93 7]1&e
p@ke] 0.05 ©]73< wl, GFI, AGFI, NFI, CFI: 0.9~
0.8 ©]4< o, RMR, RMSEAE 0.05~0.08 ©]&}o]
W 2o nda J:]7]—§:]T:l— o]—.ﬁ(lggo)’ ol=<] sq
(2001), Bagozzi & Yi(1988), Bagozzi & Dholakia
(2002) SR gt g1 8 A FA(confir-
matory factor analysis, CFA) 23}, Avtd A=
E 2°(131)=342.77(p=0.00), B] 14 =R 4 CFl)=
0.89, E]#-Fo]2X|4(TLD=0.902, &=
THIFD=0.927 Fo& Jeh} Fogh RAgtey|
< FE/7)= A o2 YeERJTHBollen(1989; Browne
& Cudeck(1993); Hu & Bentler (1995)). webd
Toll AHEE e NEEY] A8
& 713 Aoz FR1E A (Bagozzi & Yi 1988).
AT wdd g H4y A= x(131)=342.77
(p=0.00), ¥] A F 2| 4(CF1)=0.89, F-o] =24~
(TLI=0.902, ZE-A e SX(IF)=0.927 S22
Bt ARbAQl A e 788 F e JeR
e thBagozzi & Yi 1988).
a7 K 112 3€ 7S] w3 sk
g Ed= bﬂi}oﬂ il 1—t— gt HdHE Aoz
w3l grEF Edc
]% 0.66(t=7.92, p<0.001)
o2 vehd [7HE 112 #A1=

o

3| ‘@—E;(

A

HN

{Table 8> The result of the correlation analysis of the research task

Average Star.ld?rd Correlation
deviation F1 F2 F3 F4
F1: Hotel corporate culture 3.5747 0.6815 1.000
F2: Restaurant trend 3.3455 0.6862 0.498%** 1.000
F3; Management system 3.6169 0.6232 0.489** 0.563%* 1.000
F4: Quality & organizational output 3.4736 0.6781 0.528** 0.613** 0.570%* 1.000
**p<0.01.
{Table 9> Covariance structural analysis of scene confirmatory factor analysis result
7’ GFI AGFI RMR TLI CFI RMSEA
342.77(183) p=0.00 0.89 0.86 0.04 0.92 0.93 0.06
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e

54 o5 37
vl Restaurant va5 ’T@
44 trend ; 4
v2 o rwdy ] errdi
44 3
v3 Organizational va8 [—ferrdt
31 Output o
v L w50 7 errdt
55 3
v5 v49 {+—ferrS(
w26 || v27 || v28 || v29 (| v30
1 1 1 1 1
e
a4 > o—" 3 44
<Fig. 2> Structural equation model.
Rom, 7Hd 21& 5E 7S] Esh #E] Al B ATE g EdE Aske) ] A~
g nX = g A Motk 3 719 ®lo] 38 7| REhet A 2 24 Ay 1He
Folo} #e] A2 7ke] ARAF FHA= 022 s w7lE Aolels A 2dlS AAsHe
(r3 30, p<0.001)2A] FrolatAl veh [7HE 2] (Table 103} 2o] A7 2o €l 714 &3}
AAGQ. M 3] diEG EAE W5 o F4 9 24 43 7o) WAE Jehe 1)
HEA 24 sl TR G BEE L ol A 74 S Ao e ek 2
Holth BlaEg BdE Wae B4 R 24 4 = Agele] 1 AolAE e AN, F v
3t 3] AEAS FAAE 049(=5.93, p<0.001) o] Aol AF A7, #l 2P E= Wsel wel
A frelall vebdh web A7 M 31e AlesEle e v)g Balel B4 9 24 A 7t
AR = AJ S} [7HE 4] #e] AlzHlo] 4 H o IAE &A vifste Aoz Yehdth oA
524 Q3] SAE U5 B eI B A7 29¢ Sden AN SAda
o) Aowls FA 9 24 49 ) ARAF F 2 S U

A& 0.40(:=3.53, p<0.001)2ZA f+]skA Vet
ot weba 7R 4] AR = AT

npRlEto 2 71 5] dAEd EdErt #
2] Alzglof nx]= G #HE 7otk ¥
2ER EdE9} #e A2l 3ke] ARAF F
A E 0.31(=4,47 p<0.001)ZA] F2l8HA Yet
[7Hd 51 AAEAh

=

Ao 29 71)e Washe ZA ojzist 719
B730l) we an)Ae] thest 2ol vhSsA
71919 AES 93 AAA 2] 58 7|9 B
ge] 7% 2 go] Basith 59 71go] 4
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{Table 10> Research model and an altermative model structural equation analysis result
Research model Alternative model
Route (perfection parameter) (part parameter)
Estimate t-value Estimate t-value
Hotel corporate culture — Restaurant trend 0.66 7.92%* 0.65 7.71%*
Hotel corporate culture — Management system 0.22 3.30%* 0.21 3.25%*
Restaurant trend — Quality & organizational output 0.49 5.93%* 0.38 4.54%*
Management system — Quality & organizational output 0.40 3.53** 0.29 2.60**
Restaurant trend — Management system 0.31 4.47** 0.31 4.64%+*
Hotel corporate culture — Quality & organizational output 0.24 3.01%*
Model suitability numerical
x’ 352.07 342.77
d.f 184 183
CFI 0.93 0.93
TLI 0.92 0.92
IFI 0.93 0.93
**p<0.01
. 0a) el nao] dele 878 2 FUEE daEwe] EdE W 27 Eds
=0 Anet g wA sdE g7 geje] 9eS vAY @ 4 ol wep A=
G AL AW 9 AForAe] A9 £ ojoltle] 2L Helskn 0|2 Aol e
BIE 2 F UE Ago] 443 a7k & PTEI MRS A4S Bz mEol T A
9719 Bael ARG 27 ARS Mlm FA T4, Pl AAAQ BE 247 A
sof Aabel AR S AReka, ot 58 7] 8 o) e B4 J1gne 24 f= A
el A4 9 v A Syel ATAoR A glolre] WAR WS Al JTstelol
g3tel T BAbe] Y A 2ALE ASH @ drlavin @ 5 Aok
o asel A4 $9) FRE TE) 4G B, 59 1) Fohe we) Ao oJn)g)
Aolth, & A7) BAL T8l /g Bajshdls £ 9PL 0w gl Aoz Yept wel A
£ B, gl Alselo] B4 % 2% 4] ase Q1 wel, 24 e, 97b Bel, An B
A 9 WH GF 59 719 BEel 97 elalow Faulom, PN Blws &
B8-S FES D 1A A M 2 @ o] A9 ArkE FAlske A A £3F TE,
2] Webs FHE F == skl 9l 223} A =7t AAH L Lol e AlLH
B AFE Folo] 3E 7Y w8t dlaE" o] 75, 3 AAR A]] 2@4E TiRle] EFR
EdE, 38 Alzd, 4 9 2 A tigh o A6, dRbde s s SRl A 7
T8 A% 2aE Fhohd vt 2ok A, o 23R AP A7 A3 ols Sl Wig
9 71 Eshe daEY Eded ouigle R FF 8ol AR R el Tk o
FEFe MAE Adow Uetgth 39 7|y B3 = 3H9] Q1A we, uA #e, 9rF e, A
E o] 5] AA Al Fa3 A2 shar 9l
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