2z 204 349 eleiqlol B 2A1H

L&A A7)

I. 24 o] 29 A

. 2224 2ej4] A2
V. 474 2jef4]

L A9 A7)
g] 14 _j -

o} FA7} wglshe ) H = *1“:°l
F AT 9FS A IE B 47801%1 ?—i? ‘th}.

oligt WX 49| e AL HFES APA R Nwshe AT FA
e hts] $23 2loftk. 5§ =X 9 2ridel] webd Yol AHo] A9u: A
T Bol Rositt, 53] A9 il 445 7)e, A& B2l A7 7& Hog
Fe e A UEwst 9o S 4P AT GG vA7] ghEof (o

* A3CK 4R



2 SR SR (2488, 1994)

1991 : Chelladurai,1984) 23204 229 gtigel] #3t A 2F20A 73718 S ofs)
sketl vl F88 7]edE & 4 Qi)

A 4 A3t 2lrigle] B o]250] BAS AR gk 2cidel B 0|25 2l
49 F84 (leadership effectiveness) # 7§91¢] -5 (indivdual satisfaction)ol] 7]¢d
3k s S 7T 3 £49) 7)1 G91E AEale) Ao B A} AwA
dTos 2 27}, nuFoE FHad A}, Aoz A2 As wehd g

o]gSo] Ay weks gelsa ok

A oggkon, ’2}‘1}% ﬁ?@ﬂ—EE °'E} °]"—15 %% 2}1}9] ol259] Ad :r‘Z:X—‘. g4 2
of, ZHET B, Y WIS QP AT AFH Tk A2 F YAt gHoz A
Fxo|M 39| Frige A2 AFo] Ad B4 ujio)] A9, At ZABKS A o
Fe Huds ve 728 71 v A7 £ ik mebd o] o]25S Az A
Agstet B2 ASES 742 9,

o]z AFE T8V 915k AF7HA 9 BHA) 8 (purposwe),?‘ 37 (static), WAl
% (entropic) /el ulRrs & 2ti4] olBolA Hoj} althﬂ FAA( hohstlc),@.%li
(dynamic) 434 (generative) Q) MoK Aol ddo] 271S T Y2 0o]2S
Quinn(1988)¢] 734 7} 2ti4l (competing values leadership)o)e}x %‘o}oq a]cﬁj
°li94 A2 E FE S 22y o] o] B93} Holll YRS taoz 7197499

248 Feke Z9AY] 98 £4E 2307 wEo] *:\‘_2& 8ol 12 A3k
-‘?317} mett 222 Quinnd ZA7H 2u4d SHETE 2¥2 Ao L3 Az
$ A9 AR Bug SAETE A d7oA E’JH A&a} Zgate] Jdof 3}
7HEAIAL Aokl AXEAT, (159, 1991).
2 A7 BRE 2y oA 29 Az 7Y £, 729 2ui4ld] B o]2 3 459

Ly

T

U
ol

o)7

i R S
WA S BAS Salo] AujEo g 39 g4 A7) B #3242 sjoksla oz
) S skt ok

II. =ei4d ol 9] A

WOz dliie) are AFA ARAY B4, el ARAS 9F, oAztes
A B4 EE 534 J3AEIHE 450 $HL 259,
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2xzo 249 2lilo] e Fend 3

Behling# Schriesheim(1976) & 2tig9] 0|2 AEA] 54 T 350 £HS 25
Aevh, BEA A2, B A8 Ao 4L 23l uet BRalgon, o) g
T7E Carron(1988) & 2204 HHA EAo|E, BHF 3F0|&, Az EAo|2 4

33 Yooz T3] 189 - 13t 2ol A AT

= A & 5
“Soigk Alg o) 23t0]Q, plAIZE FYTI} A
LR B Eolg B 5ol
A 7 EAQRA}L CBAS
Fiedler?] §-do)& Housed] A2 —Z§o|&
R A7 B0l CRER S
grig ] frol@ ZJri4le] gk o2

Jd-1gd4 o2 &7

OEEEEEREE
A7) 291 10203009] A7 AEA E4o] $4] 9o 2ie), 959 e 49)
901 Al (great man)"S9) Sl ol ol olge] ARAEA BE A5} A 4
She A8 P2 ek B8 w02 stel elcials) BAS AR AR S4A 2o}
e T ARk wrehd £ ARA 2a B Bos, 4% A 54, 424 &
4,598 S48 T ok AHated 9ok 5 £58 A o ARNE J9s
FF3V1 Zolz 4 gl BAS0] YoM ot /jle] B4 WA Ao ) ol ¥

$9 ATAS Fohd 4 UL 43T, 2eht o] T4 ARHOE ANE ¥ ajn

3o
&

S0 Stogdille] 190495E 1948714 AN 124709] S0l 2ol A HYPAT
ANE 194830 AES Ao F43) AW, 1 A 2 7R 239 SAnte
2e A=At E £ ok A=A AQH EAE] Fele FEA0) 54, 8%, BR9 HF
& BAE H=A] FhAof dnt ek 28S Wit oAl Wk, A=At 2 4 Qe A4 9
259, A3, A9, AN, A9 S0l 28 5423 o] A off @ 298 FA] Fold

%l wetA 1 29)4d0] tharke Roloh(Yukl,1981).

@ 49| Pl
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4 SR SR (248, 199)

na .
AU A=A Heid 3 AeAe P5& ildo2N shssita wer 2748

o
ru
o
a

B o] dEA d7E A9 FAlol AR 2sjol o FPrhse] o1, v]AIzhY
e} Aol H2of £-2(1981) ol 2 Aolt,

ool o TS A
A7 o Fold tidare] ey PEATE AR} Pahe UG 7esis ARAES
ARG 031 Sld] ol gk ARAMY ) AL Q3lolo FHEY Fri4] ApalA 71 2
FES L Aol 194030 Zofl AU o] AT 233 o] BRI £4S F
£ P58 ekt S A FE8 AR #5527 2] 98 A o
712 Hemphill#} Coons(1957)-& AEAe] 858 the-3} o] gfe] Jeloz islir),
1. % (Initiation) — A=A} A2 ofo|t]olg F&a}a 22A)7)| A ARk Me
2. vl (Membership) — A=A} el E3ls| 1, w7} 22249} u] F242) 45
28-S ZEAG e AFQl B ALE wdlehs ve
3. ¥ (Representation) — A=A} 932 HH Hhe B 5aln gty BojA FYeke] o]
49 F7IE s
4. % (Integration) —A =7} 7§24 HFL AAsle] Aeke] 27|12 1972, =
FASN 255 FoAY Ee Al AU 148 srale we
5. 243K Organization) — A7} A4le] U3t 352} o = Qo] A g HAo)A =
FAE APlS] AE FAAY 723} AT s
6. 3 (Domination) —A =47} GAVAY, )79 3jd, Wbl 7jele] Y58 Erjshs
HlE
7. 29X k% (Communication) — A=A} FRE 2EAj0) A AL AY Fx 22r}g B
B ARE J4sha, Aol #8 9 ARl A28 By
8. %% (Recognition) —AE A} 2240 Y2 507} F B3|7le 8 o) ule
9. A2H3 (Production) — A=A} ¥ 2 AAsh/u FE 3547} B} 2 w88 3jes
ke Nz ,
flok 2ol E7E AxdF F3& AR ARG 1790709 F3o] 24 gon, o]
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2Fzo|X 329 rigld] B BT 1E 5

FE& ATIEY BE9E AHA 1507 Eaoz Fas o] eAE e o|Ao] Hze A%
& 23w LBDQ(Leader Behavior Description Questionnaire) o|t}, &3 Helpin}
Winer(1957) & LDBQE Rt} f-&5kx 72si a7 $lsto] Amae] 52 8719 f3o
2 7RSI EYE 13002 248 § 3 2N SF9E o drs A A,
Az Ads fY70) JAIAT} =& 78S wAskd AxAe] A P5 f8e 7
of, 238}, Ak w4, Az 5709 f3o2 ARalslt 25E v BAlA 130749
7 237 vie] ehgte Ad £AS Sl o 2 9] A 3% 13

=i

1. ¥} (Consideration) — 7142 S5 ake] BAlolA 227, A3AE, 435 27, uj=s)

S HAAFE= %

2. 725 % (Initiating Structure) —7)143} $7-4 Aol 9] FAIE Fod T2 #Astn
ZA gk B

lo

3. A2Hd 72 (Production Emphasis) —55-dollAl 5718 Fdale 55 Qo] sjof &
AP L= 4S8 g 5402 3158 Jxshe %
4. 174 (Sensitivity) —5F-JEN Al ZA3h= W, 922l 23} 5 FUE9] AK]A 4

SHAE sk 7139 ?’EE

i 5 32 P2 P F39 dao] AAHPelM Ak Hlgo] 247} 49. 6%
9} 33. 625 AA s vl Mg 3z A f8# 7 Z:“ BF F3o] ARk WP v
+ 22 16. 8%°17] wizoll 713 LBDQE wlE 3% frdol 1570 &3, 723% 3% 73

1570 &30 A2 ek,

Fleishman(1957)& o] 7+ LBDQZ ARiAlolA o]-83}7] $13le] Halpin 3 Winer
(1957) o] Wik vl AR AAA wiE 45 3 200 28, 7255 3% 8 200 &
goz Azd AdAE Aea PF 244 HEAE SBDQ(Supervisory Behavior De-
scription Questlonnalre) E}ﬂ g st

Y 53 5 FH0R FAE Qstol o TPl A XY 8849 FEAke v
74 tiaiA "é#@—i AR = Kalgitt. &, o] A5 ARAS] A3 Ago] £ 4
A Hsfete #elM Axa5o] oA Aol sherks Balshl HskA Xaldth ol@
A28 Aurks oyl U714 5 f39A ofd RS e 4 9lnk,

L =248 P57 22 7275 4%

2. F ey g e 725 E 3%
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6 SRV s (248, 1994)

S WY Y9 22 127E 4%
S WY P e 12TE dF
w2 Y #3052 7275 P50l M A Amale gsolzia 4249 = 9)
I olle SHE T AP Ak FHEA Zakirt weA ofest AZ4E] TRl
A 3 Yol EEM 5]914
z ol FHUS A7 AmAe] Y53 &S sk BAsked Add 33
= SiglS Wk opet 28 «MW M O Peje) A 4F f8E zeEn
LBDQE &3~ LBDQ-XI1E 7idaisict. 100%802 749¥ LBDQ-XIIolAq A8l 12
7K E f8S e Folshd vkt .
(Stogdill,1963).
L w4 (Consideration) ~#52F5-2] #19} 9, 28], 38 Foll A7 & A F= Y%
2. 727 (Initiation) —3E259] &S W88 HalFn 2500 7t up} &
QA eel= AF
3. & (Rrpresentation) — Yete] lEARA waln 5she %

4, §%81e &9 24 (Demand Reconciliation) —229] A2sh= &1 2 2430y

o|N

A BES Zole Y%

5. B-8240] thak el (Tolerance of Uncertainty) —58-13+ U3} o] x)odo] shi)
A g1 A Ade Y

6. 458 (Persuasiveness) 5218t A8 Uu Qo024 §3H0 2 HE alm ARAF)
= q5

7. ZHr<] 84(Tolerance of Freedom) —5:%24s 22827} whejalo] o)A} AAs}1 3
T ole Y98 nids = Y%

8. 4g| E%(Role Assumption) A== 9] 4&& ERICA YAF 7] Hrke 2
Ao] A A54 02 PYAlshe A%

9. o 79| &4 (Predictive Accuracy) —% 9& 23] o Adsh= MR §g Hol=
8§ [])

10. A4+ 9] 742 (Production Emphasis) — A4l 2312 Y& =83 g 8%
11. 53 (Integration) —AHsHA 2 23& fAlstL FEAEN 2 58 s)240A
Fed%

12. 239175l thiek 932 (Superior Orientation) —g912HE# 429 #A1E A8
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2204 329 Zriqe] d3 $dud 7

o A5 JeEE Bl B 18 A%E W) el wAshe A%
9ol A4 B9 §3 F Qe Az 95 S0
A, o470 BoH, BEH, Ao 429 29 L AR SHoN} 716E Bse

Aolekar 1 Rl 4l

AR 3] A

3t e Ao} A9 & A7l mAI M Bri4le] B AFE A1F
3] ofujst §3 o o] o] HHAE =olerte WUl L sl web 259 a9
A3 Az e} vl G AmAS0] og A tErte d7al7] st Awate] g5l
7led WES BAsl] JREAS AAF B3t AR ArdE F3S 7R 0R 4
417} (Employee Orientation) 42 % (Production Orientation)¢] F 7} Jej2
AZ=A. 3 FUY FAL AL QA" ZRE Faspl Ash] el 19 8
FEA QA &2 FEAT| e BiS Fo dhe PFoR Uehis, 444
& AxAt FEAE0] djobdt Y& skt g “U" 07 Azkl] fEd 19 3
A EHa71e SR £38 Bre P50 Uehdtt o3 030l o FHrg
Aol veRd s S o] gk, o] Bald HlE 5> TN FHY s 7
FE YT FHY Y 53 2E Aol B4 3o
mAIZi S ey Aol T3 s FAM 7P tiRAQ] A2 Rensis Likerts
5 7 e, 2w 196199 wA e Bluid A7t teat 22 54 AT 3% 18
o] frazdel grhe A S 5 ske Aoleha WTH Yukl, 1981).

o N o
Pﬁ?ﬁi—ﬁm

1o

BN

1. 1994 8% (Supportive Behavior) =527} A2 71 9la £0 3 ZAjgta w2
T AEE A e Do A8, A4 FAA 1 28] 4TS ve 3%, B
A & Audd, 5do|uw AR 9%, FEA o7 3 7]ode] digt A5 &
5

2. 4943419 7= (Group Method Supervision) —AEAE0] 2245 /802 7}
=3 A FEA9 9

ARE9lE Fajel gat 4%, 3 P9 FHO U5
] o]

27, ARAE NN, A5 4 s T Ao
1
2

>
XY,
ol
o
3

©EES olfn] E2o] Bt} Ao A AS A 5 Jus Add = BT
3. &2 A2 A¥ske &% (High-Performamnce Goals) —{e AAARAM 53] 5
23 AL AR AR} FARFS Ak AolBg ArAe 3345 Y
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8 ' SRR R (3048, 1994)

ARSI ool 45
vkt 4812z Aelolq %
109 4403 1 ] e 431

of] H|go] ofzlel] A9 AE 7hsd B3
4, 9729 7)%(Linking Pin Function) —
Az A3 217) ko] o] S gt 4
A TS A e ds
919} 22 71 ol Agrgolt 243 2& 716 71eH §3d o il & 4
I 71 4 ik s on, 3k 1= NS (causd variable), w702 (inervening vari-
able), AP (endrestalt variable) 502 FE3lo] 2ltl4] 58 Ausks mdS AA 3
T}
Sl A A& uke} o] mA|Zig S} AL o2jz}A] The Aol B4 dlsEe] A
A& PR Hoe AR 8% §8S sk BAlske A7

mx.\ — mlm
rr
N
FE
lo,

@ 24 deole

Zrigle] SAole s guilel JRolES A7d An AR b2 Agse] Axddi &
Sthe ARdo] A5HIS] whzel 2jTisle] ol 2ol BiEatA =itk et ”W]i"ﬂ
A ol Agslel A ArAA 7HE 3314 A £ 9le B4, 715, 35S AR A 4
39| ofg] 3 lsket] B FaL ik Aol BolA Amate] At o] 5.4
o £3& % Fieldero] 3|2 (Contingency Theory of Leadership) 3} 380188 ~¥ 2
HEAA 229 24 S 7983 Chelladwai®] T 5.3 (Multidimensional Model) & 1123
2

_I

(1) fiedlere] o]

falol2] 7M. “eldle] SRAL ARl 2efs Pete] 249 2213 Hge] A
& 439) §94*J°ﬂ A E Holtt, g o] 0|29 Fad L5 ATA A3
d %@ =t om F4) 3 ARA% A WA, Alel 72, A 49 Adow 7

AeAe) 43

A Ae] Aeke 24317 9Jste] 1407 F5-0.2 748 LPC(Least Preferred Coworker
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2gzo|d 28] Frilel e g "

Scle) & AHILER), 028 8 point A= AT} RN BE A1E Whde
2 3o kst A4} 719) [PC A4olth, LPC Z7) =2 Awak=s 19 ]/_vl-g Aazo
g3 QIzFAleN A 3, whel LPCA47E W Awahe 19 whEs A9 29 43

F

2
ol

web ook 2 SN 121 H sjH o Awake BE FolM 3 4 e it A

A8}o] 5 9)4(Stuational favourableness) & 3744 819129, & A9} A7 B
(leadermemimber rrelations), #191] & (task structure), )=o)} 219] A (power position of
the leader) o] 2JaiA] A% =]} 7t}

92 3)(1987) = ol 2] 3wl glojx] IRMAIE th 17 -29F 2ol EXSISith

994 2349 %

AmA| LPC 3% [ R LL

AEA] 749 W
e 2
AE A} 2|90

292 flolze] HauAs| A

Awaer AU WAle A} A7k ANE WA o] A omj it wreF 749
5] ARAE Fofetl FAAQ A9 ot n2 FH | AYg WA Gak TAYEC]
170l M2} she BT FNE 2E F W1 e AxAt YA d3ES
PR I7E ek AwAsh A A de) TAE BHske shraE M TR

gk 90102 M [ eader-Member Relation Scde® 24 g},
9] e 27t By #EAerE 2ela B 9AS 918 Yo At ER et

°l @EE «l“]dﬁ} 1}‘?’:14 ?‘*5}7} iﬂ}‘ﬂ A=A} *a‘%l

—107—-



10 SRR SR (2488, 1994)

()8
2

>

Fohal FAAE of @A throjof SR GAFARS HAE & gk YY) 1RE T
A 523 3152910 24 Task Structure Rating Scale 24 3Hc},

A=z A9 AL AwA} FALE thsle) A} B £oidt £ gl AFS 2FO
2 FEH HUudkerts oujsle AoeM A9 dES 2 g

FA wet o] 88 & AEE Al ¥e A3 248 4 9k A9 BHL Position

Power Rating Scales 27 3lt},

= o

AL il 44714
RS 498 Sol4l 1 Y3y B9 IPCU o A LPCH
A=A Mo 26} Al e, 999 59)4) 4 A LPOR
58 AR LPCH1 28 A ks o B0k 1A e 1953 0
=4} shick

HIFY AR |y AV
R \
/\ \
WFAAEY | —————-- /e Yo
A=At o5 | 9k OFS o} wjek | Wjok [ wjok | wlok
2 2 TR ol o i
i iz N N N A I MRS MRl B
e 72 T3 A28} T3} o728}
Rt O T I T R I T

1% -3 Fieder?] f-#0]2 2]ti4] 28

(2) Chelladurai®] ch1 28



2g20|4 @A) 2le4dd] Ba Banz 11

Az 5L A4 £ oste] 2 279 Y5 (Required Behavior), A=A &
Aol 28l ARE = AA) 3% (Actual Behavior), 334 543 7499 §40) olsiH 23
S M39 3% (Preferred Behavior) 0.2 WeRdth ]9} o] 37bA] A ae] Yk wo}
A Uehhs Axale d%e A go] 27183 7498 1ES 2830 7o,
ol2ig thael B8 w3} a1 Tk 23 49} 2o,

1% —4 Chelladurdl Fi419] thad 28

glo} 22 7M3E 7% 98te] Chelladwa(197) & 229 A=HF £3E VA2 E5F
@ ¥ IBDQE 2702 aeMS AXlsle] F 47 o2 74949 LSS(Leadership Scale

FA ) A=gE F8e FH AN PF, A9H A%, 05 A5, AR AR, 2

5k

1. 83} AN 8%( Tranining and Instruction Behavior) - Aol 7] 73k FE F8& 3%

3t golatAl A eEM AFES 3718 & FPTIeH BAS £ AR fFod o

24 A, 71, 713, A 52 FHH e Awsr] ArEtte] WAE 3
BAFE 719 50 2 Tk BT

2 ¥17% 3%(Democratic Behavior) — A0 H 58 SRAY, ¥4 W 220 Y

A3t el 43 AR FIE A2 FAES ok 3

of
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12 SR SR (2488, 1994)

3 A% 95 (Autocratic Behavior) — 229 STHAQ] A} AA 3} :2)9) A9)o] FHL &
D3
4 AF3)A 212 (Social Sumon) A4 7} HLPJ E2, 9o & 297], 281 AFE AP
o] wEgk QM) $HS E 11
5 A% 3|zl (Positive Feedback) e 58 B3 A8l tieiA A4S st
AY EE oo gt ARS8 F= '3
3 LSS A7) Folahe 24]9) 8% (athlete’s perferred version), 457} 2|zksk= 22)9)
&5 (athlete’s perception version), 34| Z}Alo] 2} (ccach’s perception of own bebavior) < 537}
&5 A=E AR,

<

F1E

O}ﬂ

I x4 glei4] A

AT Al 9 97 T 71 geR B9 Sl kit dEeIEd e
g shie 4geled ol

L FFol2H 42

B7 gFol2e] A& Danedsondt 1 FRE(I9B)0] £ 158 7)H45E Yo
37] FX9 A= FEHES A7) Slstd iy PEolRelA ofn] AFe vie} o)
Qo] 0ol 22 73 LBDQ(Leader Behavior Description Questionnaire ; 9714
A=A B35 f3)E 2o Q¥ME AAsle CBDQ(Coach Behavior Description
Questionnal) £ 712315t

A7} 3] 2AY ALPE 49 g2 FEH%0m, AF7H) 2A) ofe B, &
AujF o) 1 XA YTl th2 ) 5] Fx)9 PEe o SARERO|T}, o] el 7] AR
A 2R 329 P FPS FEshL BAR Ao 2R T 8L the T} g

1. 7337 Fd(Competitive tranining) —749] $2|& FHo d47} Y51 19 FHS

SEYF RS 3718 Folgosi A o 4718 PRI $4S £ A5

2 %Z(Intation) — A 3287 fiatd MZE S notekn 4 & sk A A5

3 454 o 7k (Interpersonal team operation) ~#5-& 3P| 918} of A5 Alolg =
el Argol 43Agel] g9 7150 &4 08 HES 3= 3%

2,
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2y 2ol M 29| 2ol W3 FHE 13

4, A8 3 (Social) - A7} obd QIzko 2wl Ash 35S & 4 Ak & FHS Fe AT

5. T (Representation) — 2149} 434 ©& Slat] el s

6. 244 A% (Organized communication) — 4, el WAl FHA AM= 22,
TA) EE Pl S Fe dF

7. 913 (Recognition) — 737123} 2| AVAR Zefel] Fjuwla} 7}8}E Fofst & A%

8 Qubd 24=H(Gereral excitement) — 1ol ©o] S3ahs Fash v 24319 Lo

gs 7hsdle s

=& Neil#} Kirby(1979) & 233 71 A58 ddoz 239 A% 3¢ 733}7] Slsta]

[BDQE 7o QBN AN Ax 57149 4%, & F4 %, U154 dF, 5944

A%, AAA AF, WAFIA P& FEAAT

22 Hrlslel 329 % F3& Sk TR e gE2A 249 %

S 23z o] B} HAsle] IYetal 7)15shs WieSimtho} 1 RS9 0] =

T ookt B1aAE gAkeR skste] CBAS(Coaching Behavior Assesmert System) 213 &

B3k 229 171X Azl 78S thrit 2o] FEsiith

]

..
5L 324 93E

A Yoz — > B AT/
3. A5A] A3 (EM)
4 AFA) 714 A% (TIM)
5 84(P)
6. 934 712 =(TIMEAP)
7. Fuk(IM)

> Cogas

8 PF5EAKC)
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14 SRR ok (552488, 1994)

o
>
o
r
i

e

y o
bl
=
e

S o »
e o
=
2
0,

o

=)

T,
2
o
N
vy

=)
52 AU g

BN
XN
o
o

jws]
o

r.l
L w =
o5
Okﬂ UlO

I8 -5CBASY $3
CBASE ofdlo] oyt Aol 283+ 94+ 3HSmith,Srroll & Curtiss, 1979) & A5 #Mlo]
A

Atohe A8 AR A7) ek 119 ARl YA B 3 e 2
2] HEEA (KC) 2 AAuT B Ao o5t wak ok 7A¢ BE &

F44 23HR), A4 7 EZL(TIG) k) A2 (BG) 2 Eteh. 4 CBAS
X9 % HIE Az (SrrnermlleUs 1979) oA w5 8 Ao

'IE 4
A %3KR) P50l 57} 5]‘21 {r opjet drs= 1—4 FAE AN B2 I, AAE
T 24, 71eAd T4, $5F AL AT e whS B 2ok 2x2)9] Fdole A
T80 289 AXE %‘i—‘!ﬁl—t— i'l, 5 7led @ e ZA R QAT webA] ak
= W 34 A A5 UE0¢ w11 | B97|E Folrh o] deld B o 5
23 WS W3 1L 71 [de] Ago] Aol FPHUrhe Aolt). o)9f 2 AR
< 229 5] wfg Falo] Wskds Avke, F AR AEYE Wal} rhssivke Al

>
o
tlo
s
21
=N
S
b
lu}

2 A%olEH A2

2z 4Roled Hog §H)2S 5T A7E 07 2folrk

Inciong (1974) & A2 A}] 452 LPCA%9} 4%e] 5oolN 74 Z28 AEA-749)
2lo] AT HARle] BTASES ATUCR Hel 553 229 B 4] U
g $3te] faolge Qe Asldlnh 1 [PCH49) vig e 48] Boly Ei



2y zolM 229 gfrigel] 3 FHnE 15

a7 9 Folgake RAAY AL, [PCHSS TR 439 343k 3
2 7% oleke IS e Ea 499l me X9 AEhde] Bl

AwAe] 43l LPCHZsE 48l SN Ama-7499) W, el 728 W43
38l gl RAHEA, vigaA o 4%
2R M d5atA Raka Al soldel aiglel AuFA
A7} 580] Bhe 29E £25le] A3 F|2S Yok
o Asail) 0|9} 2& AL F AT BE fUIES QFsHe Asfsiglon), AAE
23 BARTRE 2L Bbsdld, 48402 43

olgo] AXx 48] 488 # Urke Aol F A7E Falod vzl
CBASE olflo] ofF 3o 8¢ Q742K Smith,Smoll & Curtiss 197) & ZAE AAo]

Azste A0S A5 A4} Az A9 AEAE] AR S 5 At

£
=
o
5
1o
3
£
to,
r
X
rr
=
o
X
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ABSTRACT
Literature review on the coach’s leadership in sport

SO JAE SUK

The purpose of the this stusy was to examine the coach’s leadership in sport by
the literature review. The study were consisted of 4 cha Iters :chapter 1
contained the importance of coach’s leadership, chapter 2 introduced theories of
leadership from trait theory to multidimendional model in order field, chapter 3
investigated papers applied leadership theory to sport field, chapter 4 introduced
“Competing Values Leadership”(Quinn,1988) and applying paper to sport field and
suggested direction of coach’s leadership in the future study.
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