373 4 4 13t 3
g3 Aradt, #3248 A2

213

20134 64

e

2] 733telz] g Ay

ol

o4

ATe Betue e AskelA

2

3|
S

1o, A

FaL A}

ohe 2}

47}A]

&

A4 dEl, HEY o EA,

it
ﬂo
oo

sl

&

1 AMOS 19.05 AF

171 918

S

Al

AFA HEY e

S8l =48kl

KX
=

M

ol

~
N

B

pal

@ v A

<]

2 yeyt

ol

A =

o
=

0P

3

il

ja

94

s

2 5

FAA S

& 3kel Aol

e

3k

B

)

N

|

)

7

AL 20139 0649 229

20133 06€¥ 174
I} F a4 jongho@tu.ac.kr

g



A= 7]

A7

_04

eI AEAT AR A%

[. M

214

el

B

gl

o]
of o

Dhillon¥ Backhous(2001)9l|

W Aol /19
o & w7

F o

©

4

]
=

Aol At

ol w2t 7]

An ARE
i

9
yul

4ol Al
(2009)=

9

=

=
=
(¢

&

1
o] 22
Boss

el
=

}

<
il

2~

=
4B 7] % o]

o

whe} A W ek

R 7]

o

gt
(2012)

o

=

7}

[}

=

Qo Hsu

Jr
o

el
o
Br
!

Nfo

L]

}
1

°©

0

Ahgel el

[e)

& AA7E BbE
< Hl o
Fags B

o]

al

Al

(e}

th 18]3l Yildinim (2011),

2

I

ol

o
o
Br

—~

o

Nfo

b

|
—_
o
ﬁo
g

el

o

=

Anderson¥}

. T3 Bulgurcu

w2} 4]

Agarwal(2010), Straub®2} Welke(1998)

o]

-

I3

1:_‘1?1:
Straub <}

ATk TRA]
=4,

(1998) 7

Cavusoglu S{(2000)

=

AHE7F =] AL

A

pis

b

1

<

|

Siponen®}  Vance(2010),

pud

el I&) Abel7F wElSd #A <}
Z] o
Welke

)

el
;OO

Muﬂo

0

X
jod

=
<]

Von Solms(2004), Jahner®} Krcmar

(2005)

o
)
Nfo

B

TR
or

Ok %

714

KX
=

o] oh]el met@eel glojxe] #)

¢
=yl

—

0
®R

=
Br

!

)

o
"
Mo

% o] 2}

4 % 2

Z

I Al

Els

of o



7190 Botde] gstelA] g Aol GIFE v A= 29l #F A 215

Aol neotwre] ZstelA el mekyhe)
Ag Apolol A oW 2AFIIL U
Aol AL GGt F 2 o

= notgele @A o|se}
A% AFsha wergd i =z
S0 A 2 Aol o)

71gde] wetel Wid dA4e v
Zheo A o] Folz gkt dF &9,
Lee®} Larsens(2009)2] 7]+ % &7
A A7 Straub(1990)9] Alz~®l Bk
24, Gupta®t Hammond%(2005)¢]
HetExl A4, Boss (20092 ok
A=, Spears®} Barkis(2010)2] =
beha 2w 5 oy FEelA Ak
Ha gt E3] Straub(1990), Lee 5
BHE HAHA2H
Abg-o] F7hetH A FFHE ARSI

Z

§ 2 G837 2L AFEAA
)
=

Y
to

FE2 Yelya ota & 4 o
ol2-2 D'Arcy 5(2009)0] ¢]&hd
< AFEdAHE AFH 2

£
(deterrence theory)S 283+ 7
=
=

o| 2

9 ggstel Ry ATE F3
ZHse Fuz Aysn g =
AFY o83 e AZ AgRe
Proz AsH wWae fele] @
F Q7 W ol Awe) FE A
wol wel A & Jokn FY
ot

%3¢ Pahnila 5(2007)¢] A5l
M BrgA Fod i =4
S Fu. dE EW, Siponen %
(2006) 2 X % & 7] o] & (protection
motivation theory)S 283l %

.
o 2AH A ey

371 9
AL B4A 8, Az2E 914
S5 U@ olast Basvm o

Aok ¥ olyeEl Herath®t Raos
(2009)> 2]l o] & (agency theory)

of vhee Fu shdE He A8
KeX

gt Straub$} Welkes (1998)2 =
Aol Hethe] AYE e Fo
Ake HEahr]l fs A3 wAe
FE ARl ghepstar zAEH7] 96
H7b7b " asithar

F338aL A} o & &, Babatunde

S

He axszze



A =77k

o

pu

BEEI
(1998)

p==
[¢)
-

[e]

H

Ao 2 el
Hol o

Straub®} Welke

CERTISER
A ¢)

L

JE

5 o]

=
=

}

o
il

B

e

R

e AAZE

L
R

4

SEERER

o

1

‘?4

eI AEAT AR A%
0,

9} Selamat(2012)

EX
7]

216

mu%ﬂmmﬂuq%%Wﬂ%w%%m @EWW%%&WEW%@
o = o <0 " %A 3 T K W o N X — — O
i 3 = 3 v B 6N T o N mAT A Wf _hquﬂ _ o T ok oy % N -
G T g A o) M B o Sg PX gan N X o
e T P T B ST R T w
p X Ty m BT Mg g d®H Sw T ooogw s e o %
R e I SO S e oy >N B o— & ) Mo
il N o 9 = 3 P B g ° Bl B
Kel Pl w gk om0 2 F oo T o B oo
Ny X 1%! Ot 0 o T OX ,H_Ol _ ‘le_ ol Z.rl m - HL 1_,_A.0 % ‘:‘_ = O_ o ‘ul 5 MW‘._
i G G a 2 2 S x T X FER
C, Pow e e T Fogs ROBC R RT o ST RN o S
R a o © nJ - W % .M = 5 A Mo & g X W S o
Wy - N, ay ) IR g o= wor o e
AN S al=o N ) A -
< o — ~ v Yo il 2 < &N g 5 4
Cl- = T CARC N AONR- BCR R= - O I -
X o [ —_ n1r‘_1_. b —_— =
iy AU RN ~ ~ ° T 8 ° X U o T o &
o H T oA R W R T " A m m X e = S
ooF ® oo Ao o X W T oM R MR T W E S
M%mﬂ_@%%%frwﬂmﬂﬂﬂwﬂ%ﬂ%%%ﬂﬂﬂ@ﬁ%wﬂ
5 - N ® v oY LK B Mo Mo TSR RS H oM M
L AT T mA xR omhe T oHe L x AT
o ]OLHLXWE i NN Lkmxlﬂ.*uvmaq,ﬁ . A Mr%
%@ﬂii%ﬂ% Yoo N MR B ew X
ol T 9 0 T IS o H % TR YO T B - ® o
= 3 0 ST g Ed THEHWAg o TP w0
I i TS S O e -
T 2 T TR F o oo b om Do T TN T o P
o AF T w X B o °of o o o X o e W
T X - R N oo o ®om 9 gy B e T
LqﬂmmﬂﬂﬁiﬂH7§17r - T O O o
o = A = Kl o .ﬂowﬂ oo X ) = o oX o~ M T Noo= B o
= ~ T He R NP ™ xr = B H o N 4 1 5 - 5o
_ 5 o WO Bg T & R wy TR Moo Wﬂ T 2o
Te el SevHurTyge _FE 0N S ®w
o o v TR wm _wm_pw o @dme @K Pm Y
AT Ve yre B TR w5 ®oBo Wy xm T
Bood oW ok T woe w4 o go X
e mBRATFTHP PO FPAITRITX AT PR TP Y

Aol ol A



7190 ®otde] gstelA] g Aol GIFE v A= 29l B A 217

LSRR
(2008)l ©]at¥H A o] HFS

4oz A

Y
19
N
-~
N
o
:OuLL
R
rl
e
o M o
o,

o ol FAlasrEel mebAY}
Atel dFS WA F ATt o
& 2 et

A P19 A5 drEd o
Herwelel Wi e Azl
et AAAnE FAska ARt of
el Heb A Wi 244 3
& el Wt Ay vHsita
& A w2 Aol A= AL
wel Aol o) motye]zt 259
T AeEs AEsn Ve ATEE
Fuz QA Q9le mEdte] wordt
g Al MERE ole2d Z7E A
Aleted F8 250 9l

A mfl

{Cognitive Appraisals)

Sacurity Risks)

HESEIR L]
(Hercelvec Henefilsl

e 2@y
(Partner
inilerdepondenca)

ot Zato]|

Developmernt

TAstsl7] A= 21 dE0] 2
A F Qe 8t 98 Hol
A ofor drpar FASA . o]
Herath®}  Rao(2009),  Anderson¥}
Agarwal 5(2010)9] Rot¥z 73}e]
A ¢] 1% Qoow FAEY

1

(Organizational Commitment), H.¢FH 9

Bk Ao

Implementation



218 A ARAT A3RH A2

78 (Experience of Security Risks),
o121 ¥ & ¥ (Perceived Benefits), 3}
E Y o|&A (Partner Interdependence)<
AAste] ojwgt 719 W FAF s
7le ola] Hebs AHsaz st
Aol s Lol At SATE &
Walker®} Weber -5(1984)04 <] =
AlAE 7149 1Tl dist &7t
Fee] Eolye] wE ITe Eg4sh
ol metwE] ZrstejA|oA A
o2 7|74A] olw gk Q. <lo] Zstol
= vX=Aed s AR
th webA ol oigk Rt 7}
YEtH o] <2y 1>

[ o

=

o o2 2
oo 32 ot

myoR

2, g47t4

B A A Atst= A &
A WA WweEE 2
Herath®} Rao 5

e 24 FHA 97 o

[
o,

o %
il
hines
o
Aui

g

v
AN X o -

N o

N oft
Ly

1 ol

by o

L Fols

\ Mo

T 2 <
£l g
o fu <
1y FU?Z

g oF MK
E\E LSO )
2 BN

ot
>
o
N
)
o,
off
o
ol
ol
rr
o
AL
fd
]

o

4 2t Stanton 5(2003)
o #AANA A w3

A Eslfof & HlEo H
713 TR o] ol
= 3ol ofygt x4
< Za PFss T3}

& T webA Lee S( 2004

I
it
" ot rlo
B2 N
> O

(M0
> o

=,
N
N
AP U Y A )
>

=2
=
ax
[FRSA o

N
-
R
e

Egol € g gtk MR o]t
2o 27 B2 27 0 Hny
o 2§ F71890 € 5 de A
ol .

(14 11 =489S norwe 7
sholAe] A(+)el FFE vA Aol
o,

WaeE AeEso]  gith Venkatesh
(2000)2] #57d¢, Thompson 5 (1994)
o] o]xdAdd Bajaj®t Nidumolu %
(1998)2] #AAFE E=+ Thompson¥
Higgins 5(1991)9] F#S  onshAY;
Hartwick®} Barki 5(1994)2] A] 2=l
N A ojA = AR o]
Aozt stk Ao #AHLS A
25 AREAIZE, RIE w7 A] o]

A

5 AW G Wol AFH o

o

ot

boojgel i A A A

t}. Compeau®} Higgins 5(1995)<
12
T @A Hoko whet AlzbAl b

¢



A= L= ?:SjZH,O/] E—
rtelel @ U5 L TAY YE
al

Golk A& oy @

2 ofy
o
o

o

N

N

0,

>,

oY

o

i

Y

[} 2] mekle Ade nerpe %
gl 7o) H(+)e] FFL A Aol

wergte] gshelxe] ake] i
A WA Wi AxE slholt

Kuan® Chau 5(2001)& Z# i

o AAE AL A AsE E
o

o= ALERI7I7E A€ 24 Y
AR B2 T s A A AAEHE=
A2 digte] oju g g&%Ql FH
= ATFoEN AAH AAEBE e}
s AN F derke ey
olef & F8 ARrel & F Utk
Anderson¥ Agarwal 5(2010)2 A
Al 25 olyg; Hekwe o] A+
M= 27 SHkE Bt g
BAAE EHdor)7] aiAe B
HEel IaE 5 Qe XY o=
of g g oyt Fastrhal
a3t

Hd 3] A" sEe wetde] At

Ao B+ FFe 1A Aelek,

oA ASkst ul WA W
g szl del 719
de] Aol B Yoia

et
o F\F I‘FI

KR
T

:rL
sE
&

st L3k
Azketa ole] gt JFS FAE
= 9t Lee(2009)= 5% A€ A
H7]& W3t & =92 =4 i A
g g Hio B dFgs AL %
21 gA olylgt BAE FE3H7] 9
g ofe == i weks R
3 A2 e AES Za 2uks)
# 3t} E3] DiMaggio®t Powell 5
(1983)2 EY 7|9E9 7]l& ¥ =
ZAx =Yy #AAS A Ho| AL
e AyE mEHE Ao 9
ok olelgt #AHelA FE VId=9
HA D o)Ee xA ] HoltHy o E
F83% g g<dlo] A 4 Qi) o]e}
e =98 MEoR gy e
7Hd S AAskao

Venkatesh 5 (2003)<
Hd He ATFdA HFT AR
o= AA PFoE vEdtE
AF7F ER1E At SpearstBarki &
(2010)> BRA| =8 Bto] #3 <
TAME HE AFEAES] A7l ¢
af W7o Hetb A7t A3t ]_’ =
of7b AAA #E] FEo] T

i F7gktk. Whitman(2004)-2 EOJ

HEA A

_a



eI AEAT AR A%

220

H]

0

'

7K

ol

[e]
=

pu

A3
o}

(2011)

1ol 7

==

7

o
o

o
17h e 4 ald oA

Tarafdar®} Ragu-Nathan
o] el gt

IT9

ki3

=
T

kel o

k<]
Hetehezh A

FoE

b3 o]

L

Rk e o

°

71 o
&

[e]

5

[e)

L

=

=3

7
74 3}
(2010)

o

=

o

]

Ry

wx

el
_Lmo
go

]
juy

JJ)
:
H
ge
,wfl

7]
7
H

o] o}

1

23947t

9k,

I3

o}

(1984)

vﬂ
i

kel

A

171

o

=

I3

o~
T

1.

K=y

=

h=d}
23 Abel9

sheie.

S

B 5= 7F A = o

o]t}. Walker2} Weber
] 2]
Hokde] GA o]

Aole} o=

K<}
[e]
= A3

L

L

J
/b4 6] IT oA
5he] A o

A
el

1
7}

o 7]

Bl
%

9

]

7] 3]

!
A
7}

e}

pu
R

17] o4

9

A2y

iRl
R

(1984) IT &<t

A17)% ]

=

.

i

R

Fu
()

2 7oA

=4

[e)

i

oANA slEs Al

=

=

Duncan(1972)
714

[7Hd 5] B
v Adgel A ()9

o]t}

t}. Bichteler(1987)

Walkere} Weber

5

[e]

._._.
o
ml

i

oK

ol
K0
&
Kl
K4

<

T

s}

4
Vv

o
==
A =
T 2|8
|
ww o |
G
5]
an
H
.mmo
A1
RK
o
N
k-
oy || oF
X0 K
Tl
| e
N
!
=
k3
o7
g
T
N
oo
o Bl
B =r

Nd




Lee(2009)
Chen¥} Paulraj(2004)
Spears$} Barki(2010)
Spears2} Barki(2010)

sy

a
ey
a

B
3

]

ITe] W2 93} wsfel miat 71999 9

S

Hekve] 9

EY o

byl

xr
1H
KIO
<

B

—
o

el

7K

Ly
a

3

s
ZS

ATt

sl 4
o

B

S

}

9
hul

1>0l A A

hya
ar

2] A E (5-point Likert)

e <

FANARH (5)%F

54
A

il

5
A
s

]

L

701—

=]
)|

o)

R R

ul
=

ol

it

2,0005-29] A Fo]

=
o

sttt

o] of

ol

_—
o

/\]o

w

B

A

A 2(32.5%),

(12.4%), 14(9.1%)=o 2 e

&/ MM 2=(40.7%) 7t 7+

I tgego

11.9%)

21-2]

[e]

T=
R
T

P

(3
b,

£

=]

238
3

=
[

=
K3

3

°

=
=

7b 3 =A%

ul

vl

BN
(&

o
oy
4o

209+

A ]

294

H (%)

32.5%
40.7%
12.4%
9.1%

1] wH(23.9%),
5.3%

wo

500-1,000%

10074 -50078

1,000 -3,000 ™| ¥H(21.52

(27.3%),

AH o w9 A

nE
i

26
19
11

1

EX
g

[}

Az

ol yas LIES

zé_u;_
718k

k)

=




222 AT ARAT

A32¢8 A2%

g s 164 785%
o} 45 21.5%
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Abstract

An Empirical Study on Influential Factors of the Development

and Implementation in Firm Security Management

Hwang, Jong-Ho'

This study investigates proper solution available for flexibly management
pointing out reality a lack of understanding and interest for executing
security management while importance of firm security management gets
bigger. Accordingly, this study suggests 4 exogenous variables such as
organizational commitment, experience of security risks, perceived benefits,
partner interdependence as factors of having influence upon development and
implementation in security management. It suggests IT volatility as
moderating variable, which will intensify between development and
implementation. The research model was tested by using Structural Equation
Modeling, via Amos 19.0 analysis on a sample collected from 209 firms. As
a result, the remaining variables except partner interdependence showed
statistically positive influence. The implications of the findings suggest a
new theoretical framework of the security management and offers important

solutions for the practical application guidelines.

Key Words: Security Management, Cognitive Appraisals, Development,
Implementation, IT volatility

% Professor, Dept.of Management Information System, Tongmyong University, Busan, Korea





