131

BRI M WK EB|X]: H2H X235, 2002
J Korean Acad Dental Hygiene Education Vol.2, No.2, 2002

A7 AN ARYAES A ES T,
ez ot #A AT

54,

oA v’

L LU EPENCEELEIREEEIRNE EHTEY

Mol: ITIHE, A7 F 52, ofFlelE

1.NE

1.1. 2] HeH

25d 24¢ FYAT U WA - 94 @
syt g4x2 ANl g, 2 E 242
252 A FAY qAE dAsta o
F FE3) $3 A= Y e =
oA &E 4 9A HedS A A4t
72N o] g za godo] "y ¥
Ao e 2AE T M Faod 24
d AHS Hge] Folugs Fag AFadl
o] 531 glc}. Drucker7} ‘A A 3o di)=
AZY, AztA A olokdz 74 $4Hd AAY o]
g FaHRel, 234 AdY A dviny
At 2 #e)sierlel 98 gz gigh.

o2&t AZelM ¥ o Ao B {33 g
7 F28 AdolE & 4 e dHAY
£ %A &agHes FLF 4 o] o

% 229 A7} 22 A s = Falo] of
Yok wetd 24 FALEL sdF A4l
24¢ f0M BE 329 A& T 4 9
9. 59 $¢ 27 ke AL AojFe
32 YsdREel BAE 24 Ho A
QA 24 193 A% Wuke] AA Q3]
MES o Saht AL AAAY AE Swel
uel o) s AdAde Dol £ Asgime
£ BeAE HelF B ge Wes ws
=% $o24 dHAAeIHE A ne A
A w37 WEel, 2AFzE uhY
& e FAYY BYE AAA s
H9% 74 Ge AAe AdEe FEAUE
M o e A% Aale Bae dg 4
dohe LEL A Fol.
HUZAE o9t oheln A4 oa
Hujze) Ag FA4A7 D Acde g
2AEAYE oI/l A8 2AAY Wsg

lE

[

ARY R000-714 Q7| SHUAl HOT HAS 937 SHEANE XMy
M2} 031-2496-509 E-Mail: kabw@dongnam.ac.kr



132 ) Korean Acad Dental Hygiene Education Vol. 2, No. 2, 2002

Bo| A= e Aol

ol @ ZwlelM HYxA & FFHe &3}
= A4 234 94 #4E /A2 A
o] J¥e 23] 2 Sz Ao AT AF
AL AT g7 A7) AsME FoEg
T o AAAA YUY ES} 27992 ¥
4 Qg 23 FA4 AN g E:
22 guigEY UultE AFde Lz
Aolmz, XA z2]e) Wats}l HAHE 9
HME A4 A dsgRES} |
w3 o] Fojof & Aot

AYANEE F3leq AFANHYAE 222
Az A7) AR o2 AFE Fr A
oz A Bt oplz} AAE o] ALz
ols) st of &t sQ, 71F, A QA5 FAL
B¢ AYsz YA & e daFA
2A 98¢ Asieof A

At E: AAHYAS] AHEA, A7 B
7 29, 548 FAd 32A 714984 He
vl, FAA7E 92E AAN4AE 499 S
3, A9 AA 4 e $EE @A d9= A
& ZFnle] A} AL FAAI 2 A}
YA e Aoz 33 & £ U WY
olgtn & 4 A 1Y oHAAA A4
AAre] sdgsimiest #FE A7 ALY olF
oA A g3 UE AAeln.

getd FHske JaIFAA JaAau|2e
A PN A4 239 AEAL ¥
o, AEAe] & AL 2HA77] AHA
r A4S gsidEd] 9FL F
g w3 YAYHEE FUAIIE S
A A7 dHET} 1] Hel =
Ao Jehts o A#AE @Ee 4 &
w3 A sojof & oA ] 5T ¥4

olo] & AFdME XHAAS P
Eo &g nxe AR gAAHES

Azeel g FYs 978 Aesua Yot
1.2. %172 S5
2 479 ZAL A}PYAE Gz 9
Bones AR YA} Y=
Azl e Fgozs ANNES F4
717 98 BALL AAFd dow 74
Al B4 ohe3} 2t
1) QggEs Arasz 2 o)y =g
s}otg}.
2) HAAe) Qubd EAe] uie YsieimiE
DEDES TS
3) At ES AgHdFH AFHAL 5t
opghe},

1.3. 80{2] Z<

1) 4HHUE

YHURER T oA ARANN Mz
g Wy A3z 7439, geld sy F3
2 Hste Az Az AAsH LA 7]
HE A Fx AHez zAe Ad AL,
By, AA, 71318 o 7HA] F2eS AL A=
& 2.

2) A7 d

A7) £57+o]& Bandura®] A}3]Qlx| o] &9
FANYes B4 A YT ¢ AE F
Pol Yt el 2229 WALE oguig. F
Atz 4, A, AAT GAEAE ¥ 4 9l
3, A9 =Ad dHAs 42 & dx 24
i K R S B s L1

3) o3 9x
A e 2Ad A% WE 9e AUA
o A ARSAAL g8 T}



BRI Y KEBA| : H2A H25, 2002

1.4. H12| Mgt

2 a7 dAL Ne - ARG 98
T 0E Aol el 2R A3
NS ez He F2Hgenz $
et AA ARAte) Exoz dulstae
dE A5E 73} o} g,

2. A4 A B

2.1. AP

2 479 dARE 200249 A G BA B
A 599 9024 Ae - A7AY
o A FPdel T A4
A 25098 Y8 Fasel HEzAE AN
A3 o F ArA PHYY TRE AlY
& 21338 A4 Agsialct

2.2. HPEF

AFEFE 7239 AEAE Agssen),
HEAS W4 A Ag sge, Y
E 2357 258% Aa5H FAST 48
% ol¥elE 28 ¢ XYY & WEFoz 7
Hetsiet.

(1) dBYHE FHE7

FRE £4 L Kanter?] o]&¢ wuigte
2 Chandler7} 7§38} Laschinger”7} 424 &
Conditions of Work Effectiveness Question-
naire(CWEQ) ¥%& 44 - B3t 23833}
AAAL YRANES FH4e =79
Global Measure of Empowerment(GE)7} 2%
goz F4sel glew 53 A=l CWEQ
T VM ¢ xd 713, Hu, A, AR}
&3k 928 FAHA ol o H4
7t ¥€45 2449 )39 97z 7

133

s e SleE et =79 A=
% Cronbach’s a.=.91569] ]t}

(2) 271258 33T

A7) 257 A& Riggsel Knight7} ) 4]
& A7 a7 FAH AEE |43 AL
e dg A71HA A=, Al gele w)
§ 222 UFE doht o 2ERoz 4y
& 4 A9 ARt A=, a2z Al
o] 7H ¥ 7leol dE AR A=
T A% & A7l A" B3 )
o gios 54 Hxor U4} ¥24% A
7| &5 7ol ¥&E Yrisid. =79 A
Cronbach’s o =.8172¢]¢]c}.

(3) o3& FHE T

3 z2Ae A& vjEe A& AdA 6] A&
A7) AL o)A 53 Hxs FAN
Ve 24 o) WUE o gz dek 9
£ 7174 vlEel o] ¥ 29 § Ao 9
28%oz FA}AS 47t ¥ E4F oA
=7t 9¢€ Ygudid. 2379 AP
Cronbach’s o.=.6804¢]¢] o},

2.3. X2 2A uiy
A5 Ame FAEAHL SPSSWIN 90 &
A z2aE o] 43t A3

1) dgae] duby AL A4} wWige
Azt .

2) AHAE, A7 E57 o)Az
HA4E 71€5AE o438l 24

3) ¥uby EAe) w2 Y9 Ees} Aras
74 o] ¢ == T-Test?} one-way ANOVA
£ o43d e, AFHAL Duncan
multiple range test$ o] 43}

4) AARE, A7 557 o)A wsle] B



134 J Korean Acad Dental Hygiene Education Vol. 2, No. 2, 2002

A& oe}n7] $13] Pearson’s correlation
coefficient2 #4319}

5) A} AS] dSAES} A7 &%
o|Zojxole] {AE odelns] S8 24
A 39 £ (Stepwise Multiple Regres-
sion) & o] 431

e A 592%, FFPEA (A4
q) 408%% 20, dY¥xs ¥ HJFdPL
255349 o, 234 o8} 357%, 24~26A] o
8} 34.7%= v|&slg on, 27~294] o3}t 14.1%
o} 304 o] 155%% ¥|&¥ ¥EE B4

Z¥748¢ i Y7 T574EL 3d 5744
ojgem, 1~34 wigte] 338%% 7HF B,
3~64 ©|uk 258%, 1'd v]3t 17.8%, 6~9 ¥
ok 11.7%, 99 o)A 108%2 &t wehA
£ 43 304 oA A 3d v S
zo] AAAYALE FAoR BMHo| £3dE A
& 4AlEz -

Agdes b AL 620%. AYG A
A AL 305%, 71eF 7.5%2 dEE 4k A
A4 2 YR ES} F2 A9 FHAR
gE 89 Fae & AL FAAIE
Az FPdd s 1] o] AP3da £o.
AEARE 7]E 183%, V& 817%=2 W&o
Y riolget. o AAYELE AR 498%. ‘A
o 502%2 ‘jepgtot

3.2. el it MEX S
Aol zgd gl AT A% d@e 4

H 1. gUHE EY

54 TE (%)
= x| 2ol 126(59.2)
SEHA(KZHHHA) 87(40.8)
oy 23M| 0|3} 76(35.7)
24~26M| 0|5} 74(34.7)
271~29M| 0|3} 30(14.1)
30A| O]AH 33(15.5)
=58y 14 o|gt 38(17.8)
1~34d 0]ot 72(33.8)
3~64 0]ot 55(25.8)
6~94 0|0t 25(11.7)
9id O|AH 23(10.8)
2 AUk x| Df2f A} 132(62.0)
Zol x| MA} 65(30.5)
7|} 16(7.5)
dENT 7|1E 39(18.3)
0|& 174(81.7)
o|=|Zd uct 106(49.8)
eict 107(50.2)

Hud Yuyged 39 4 3Tz A7
& AuFzrt 324402 A A AZAHz
gleloem, GEFx7} 286- o2 o4 A A7
g Fxog AR E A9 FF 3.07
Aoz u¥Ng 47 ¥ A== AAHYL

H 2 A7 gt MEX SA

e o EFMA}
718 7= 308 63
X|X|7E 3.10 62
HEPE 3.05 85
HERxE 3.24 68
GETZ 2.86 83
AW HE* 3.07 55
|gsy 367 63
o|Zlo|E 2.98 1.04

« QI HE =7|8] + X| K| + A&l + HE +GE



SR Y RE3| K| : M2 H25, 2002

H 3 YupHE Ix

135

uye M SD
1. R0 st =HAO0| FoZICE 3.10 0.87
2. 0] thEt MZ2 7|83 XA P2 F As 7187} FofZElch 3N 0.89
3. M22 A2 g + U= =20 HE 7187}t FofZich 2.95 1.00
4. F5te] MM UXSHH L 7|57} FoiEICh 331 0.89
5 5t ARl 7|En} X4 25E ALBE F U YFe 717} FofZict 317 0.98
6. 8X X9 HHO| gl C}2 PFE L2 7(87t FoACL 2.83 0.94
1. A5t & #sts Yol chst FAHQ HETL FofEIC 2.98 0.85
8. YF Al =20| o5t SIEY 2Hahdo st Mo FoZAICH 3.06 0.81
9. FI1X 2 £ K| Ch5l0] £°3iCt 2.93 0.96
10. eI 9{7| YMA| =28 Ye=rh 3.40 084
1. 25 8o Ze8t AR} S5 78 I =38 Yt 3.48 0.85
12 328 & s if 243 oINS dh=r} 2.75 0.98
13. 22§ {off 22§ 2E0| MS=Ch 3.48 0.85
14. 2580 st AlZ0| FofZict 3.09 091
15 228 i YAIH =22 ¢E F UCh 3.40 0.78
16. S& X|Zpg|MAL0] CHS BAg HA & £ Uct 2.39 1.00
17. A3 20 HHMNo des & + AUt 2.65 1.19
18. ZgA| T2 ZH|L SE7e H¥ das £ Uk 3.29 1.02
19. HHQ X AEfof CHSI0] MYIHo=Z eh rh 3.48 0.90
20. 7l5tet 22 Z 2l A= CIE ARE0| YFE ofEH $8stn UsA|l ¢ 3.54 0.82
).
21. 75tk 22 XI9lel AlZSOl| thEt 20 AHO| oA WAXI=Xof CH5tod 3.02 1.10
23 uth
2. 31 ZIE(HE AUF)Q| JixIo Chotod L UCk 3.18 0.99
23. BX50| A5tel ATE ofEAH Mzst=Xlof cistoj ¥m Qo 2.97 0.87
2. HHHoz F5te #Af AFEHHES FoIE Lm(empower)AlH F3le ¢ 2.93 0.85
POt gaNel dgo ME|s = E i)
2. HHXHoZ ots 22A7} Lntg el (empowering) EHZ0[2t1 AH2ESiC) 2.79 093
HH T 3.07 055

*7|E|PE (1~6), KX|FE (7~12), AFETFE (13~18), METX (19~23), GET= (24,25)

A Jidez 248 ArasT}E 3674
o2 vz A depded, oAz 298
o2 Byo|ide gL Rolx K=

2).

A=t (Z 33} 2
2 g3d YRgRE Y2 Avnd, 9
s 2 Al e e s UvE

AGA s AeA d2 A 7} 35440
27 ¥ A48 Yeiglen, ggoz A
3.3. X| 2| AL] YUt HE HE ¥ 4o Wayt Ars} BES FU o =4
AL Adshe A4 Q9hREY & g, HrE g B2y BE AT



136

Ayl o =2

e -

g, 99 ¥A Aejel A3t
d3 et 7} 348402 FL A2 e
o, ‘9ed o N =& ¥E & I
3404 ¢olieh

Mg R AeE B L TR AR
AAel g wAE AAE & A 2394,
AL Ao 2AHAe dFE & & AF
2654, A¥E 2 YW o 24 AR
g 2758 €032 dehdth o A4
SN LI LB 3o AT 1A
4 9gEe A A Xida dAe
Aoz A4 4

H 4 e SN0 oE YUYHE, AP|asH

) Korean Acad Dental Hygiene Education Vol. 2, No. 2, 2002

3.3. Yute EMof| o2 YuYHE, X}
Jl2sd, 01722 ol

A7 ALY EAe @2 dusiEd A
7| &%7} oA Y xe Aol (& 49 2.

Hx YseEs Asnd, TEH 9l
AFelde] 314402 FPPJ(AHHL)
29632 A Jebda FAXHoz f%
o) debdeon, Al AdME A YA F}
A7} 3254, 716k 3.094, 49 X FH$AA
2974 €olsler, FAXcz ulg FAR
o] & Yehdch AHFEA A AY A4
o uHE 30| Pub AAHAYALS] A5
geEe 389 oA w4 Al o]
AE 304 elAte] 31532 JMA ¥4I EF

' R CiommdEl o GIEEY G e A
";'-:lﬁ :fLE it < """' I 5 ” :.'s\h‘. P ‘:\’ e “
S e EEM ESD S Eor T P MESDE - Fior TR M£SD ForT P

b= =5 T -] 314+52 2250 025* 375+.64 1975 050 294+1.09 -.551 .582
Z8HHLA(X| L) 2.96+.58 357+.60 3.02+.96

o424 23M| 0|5} 300+.48 607 611 356+.58 2215 087 294+.98 1475 222
24~26M| 0|5} 3.08+.53 3.70+.64 3.15+1.05
27~29M| 0|3} 3.10+.63 3.68+.67 2.95+1.06
30M| OfAH 3.15+.66 3.89+.62 27141.10

ooy 14 ojot 298+50 .704 590 3.44+.60 3688 006" 296+.94 2267 .063
2. 1~34 ojgt 3.04+.49 364+ .60 <5 392+1.04
3. 3~64 0|0t 3.06+.54 366+.58 3.10+1.00
4, 6~94 0|2t 3.16+.60 3.89+.66 2.84+1.06
5. 94 o)A 3.19+.74 3.98+ .66 2.43+1.13

z 9| 1. Ht X|TSJMA} 297+.48 5911 003" 355+.59 7.675 001" 307+.98 4576 .011°
2. Mol X|TISIAUA} 3.25+ 62 <2 389+ 61 <23 2974111 SehE
3. 7|E 3.09+.64 385+.73 2.25+.98

Haoe J|E 321458 -1823 070 389+63 -2393 .018° 263+1.11 235 .019°
0|& 303+ 54 362+ .61 3.06+1.01

o|xZAEE UC 302457 1424 156 381+64 3095 002" 291+1.11 -.986 .325
ot} 3.01+.52 354+ 59 3.05+.97

«P<0,05 #**+P<0.01



BIER|M RS K| M2A FH25, 2002

A oMz 99 o]Ae] 3194 oz s1F
oed, 71ERE oA dx Al
A A Jeldey FAAc2E fo8 Ao
2 3ozl st

A7 E57Fe Aol AHRH, ZFHH
9lo}A] 94 o]Ato] 398H o w4 ¥ A
£ ¥43 6~99 w9 389", 3~69 ©
3663, 1~34 ugt 3644, 13 v|9h2 3.44
o2 ZR7Ye] Be4F AZESFH] ¥
< 4 4 3ddlEd ol FAAcEE w$ §
o3t zpo] & B ALFRAN A ZFA4Y 9
W oolge] 14 wmnd fos ¥ AE
ok 4 9ddeh o AAG UM E ¢ f9
gt apo]lE By, o|AZAdel A 7} 381
Hoz Yot 354FHRc ot A EA R
9le] 7] &o] 3894, w]&o] 36202 7] &
goen, EAHo2 f23 Aol B

ojZejxo] zto]lg AFHEA, A QlIA
 odu A4 3.074H, A AGHAA
2973, 7]e} 2254 o2 EAHoZ §o)3
Aol & Jehdon, ALFEM A Y X2
AL dub 294 AALe] o] A w7} 7|elnc
o3 Al Edrt AEAHA 2le] w]Ee] 306
Hoz 7]&9 263Huc) kol vjEal 7S
oZgxr} o ¥&& 4 4 U FAHe
2% f93 AolF BHd TFA, 948, 2F
AE, o|AAY T EAel ddME FAHe
2 #93 Aol U

(A

137

B 5 YUHER} XPZ|ESH, 0152zt o
A

\asz
416(P=.001"")

0|Z2|=
- .264(P =.000")

(o]

mgeie

il

**P <001

3.4. YTIHE I rD|2SL T 0|F

o|=2ote| 2A|

YAAHE P A7 x5 o] A=
ARBA S 3 e]& AA 4=(Pearson’s correla-
tion coefficient) 2 ¥A3 Z3= (& 5)9 7
o,
AP ESG A7 A7 AAE FAAL
2 fFo% & ARAAE R oYU EY
o]2lo|x9le] AL FAAHe= FoqF o 4
F3A S By

YAMES T} AVEFTH F o
Aolxete] ARAJAE Feo& ARAS
(Pearson’s correlation coefficient) 2 243} 2
FE= (& 6)F 7o

Ao ES 5749 FETxE BF AV AR
A3 oAt & ARBAE B3, oA

E o3 o Ao E vgd.

A5 dFYHE Fxo} 9L
A7 5573 oAzt AAE FAHL
dotrr] $4s A& oA =g F&
Wz st dAH F3]9 84 (stepwise mul-
tiple regression)& AA|% A= (& 7), (&
8>3} 7.

A7 &a57E F45H52 T RN E

H 6 ALHHE MFIHL X7|5SH, 0132 =242| AaatA

7|5 = XK= AHTE HELE GETZ=
meEsd .356(P =.000**) .333(P =.000") .312(P=.000) .388(P=.000*") .394(P =.000)
0|Elo e -.351(P=.000"*) -.357(P=.000") -.319(P=.000") -.275(P=.000"*) -.385(P=.000*)

*P<0.01



138

J Korean Acad Dental Hygiene Education Vol. 2, No. 2, 2002

H7 AV|AasHE SSHESTE & BAY SEHEN

B SE B Beta T Sig
Constant 2973 .2% 10.036 .000
0|&lo|E -.169 039 - .280 -4.37 .000 R =.264
HEJR 226 .061 206 3.730 .000 F =24.957
718 #= .156 .068 .156 2.294 .000 Sig =.000
H 8. 0|Zo|=@ SSHTE B HAHEH S3HEYN
B SE B Beta 1 Sig
Constant 5.950 .388 15.331 .000 RZ =.240
Esd -.524 104 =37 -5.030 .000 F =33135
GE#Zx -.363 .078 -.292 -4,639 000 Sig =.000

Auwate 26%2 JePGa, o)Azl 5
HE Ayedd F ATz 73727}
Jule 4gedles A4¥E % 4 ddsh
oA xE F4HSz [ AAEAANE A
guate 24%2 Jepgtew, A7 asitd &
A YAYHDE HEQq F GEF=7} fojv|d
A eqoz zg3lgd.

o1 o1

G or
2 47 AAAAE dupiEs Ws
e ARRAE GF d72M AAANAE
9 URE A=g doluy YAES}
A7\ x5 oAz} od HAINE =
A A8 AFE FAoz wo3tuA g4
AR YRS YA E $EL FHEG
7t & A£(3.07)2 vebdet o|HE A
= YAsAE Aoz & Y, B, ¢,
Wilson & Laschinger'?, Havens & Mills' %
8 dFoA debd YFHRE FERG 47
A depged, ol Al ¥z Qv
AN d57t 22200A FL2aH &n|z} 9

t Yozt =73 glew, ol& st
e 7led A dHAME vzH ¥
A 7Zbsl3 Qe o2 BWodAlg,

dyad dodE F2E 713, AR A
A, A4, GE 5709 Fz=2 o] utE o,
ATz A AZe| 713, AA. A4, GE
Fzol & AA4ng gded. FY, FV9
A7l A F2E AL A AT Az
o)A el gl 2Fe o7 AFPeA 713
F2& AY ¥4 AL A= ZejHl 3l
o olg} e A feuztet 434 3K
zAFHH S AFeo] o ZzAste A
ey edlel &AL Aol sy
71993 4L

53 AANAAL] gAHE SEE ¥
7l SN E A1ARAS adAdE SR
td 9HE Folof & Aex. F AAHAAL
A AgHeln 5JH dF4HE T A
Al e Ay AYE 4 e 713E Al
FHFE A3AA F71Fqg AgAE FA
AR 4 =% AxE AT A% A
A7t 923d 3 Alsds

Qubd EAs dstEde] #AC e



BRI DK EBIK| 1 M2 28, 2002

Ae 53, 24qest 2 HYFed #=27
e Azl AN, A AN PA
e A A4 4sdiEE A4
e Axst oA w4 debded, ole
TR A&4F 7t5He 497 &4 74
Ve FzAstn A= Ao 3
g4 e+ Az R, JYUE AA
A4S LU ARAA Y 28L& FE 27
W 27874 246 o x3sedM o= 2
Gz 3oz,

= FoA% Aol AT A} ZF
Aol gAY 7182 AN YsigidEs
o A Azse Aoz Jehd AL, degol
U 374 e] gelAn 71EARYSF Aol
b A el o wel AH 1 B &4
Yo| wksle] Aoz A9 AR o
71347 4 4 &€ BdFE Adz 4
Add. gty zxRAe ol AHE
il YtiEE F/HNA & e A=A
F& sslof ¥ Hoz Alegd

AR YA A\ a7 36740z ¥
A=z AR d7=74 A5 2A 4
o1} o8, o}, H) go) iz QAFelAg
A7\ 557 A4E vleshA deht gy o
FolA A7 asze w4 A4 Y& &
& ek B3 QubH HA QlelM 237
ol wgss, MY AT A AN, 78
AAAN, olAAHe] A ADAM A7 x5
€ FAA A AR Aoz Jehd A
< oEl ¥ 22¢ Yt AFAYAE] A
A2 Ak doll ol AAzte] o gm g
& vy A3H0z dsia dde v
2 AT 4 glen, gozx A 438
o 7M1 4 Adx Wt o) 98 x
Y =3 ged Zloz Audg

ABAAe o)A 29850 AW,

139

BAMET Ga §A el 2574l
AeAM 9 o] gx= 1~3d wlgte] o)X=
7 A g3 99 el MR Wiked A%
3 7] dF Ao M} 2 Wge ngld
dzdol AolME 24~264 olsolA S ¥
ebds, 304 ol delA A v dehde
9, ol& 304 o] dFFE AES} A F
o2 AR WdFe Z AV2A ARy
zAEG AAHA Aol o g2 ALE ¥
ofgte] o] mE AAA, HAAH A=A
7AEH7] W Aoz AlsHY o g g
2o H34 oA Ao ey oz
Azt

=3 A9 AdelME Y AN YAl A
M. AEAR QoM 7|EARAAN o)A
=7F FosHA 2A vehd AL o] Ee] Uut
AN YAt v EA wls A AfeMe] 9
A= Fasfze ¥ ohdel ALY 4¥e F
T3 A%l g A%z FA=do.

53] oAUl FRAHE ol ultz o
Aol 29 g Wtz A7) dEelH,
ol A gl ol ¥&4F Ao dT 247
°ofl A FHUESY A BE 27
FE 9L At A3 229 Qa4 @
Aell A& 23 57] d ol

YHHRES} A7 a7t oA =ste] A
A ol 9stEs) Arlaste e F
Afez A% ¢ AAWAE B Y
AHe ARRHET} £ €4 AVESHe ¥
+% & 2 U3 9 ES o]F s
e FAHE Fo% o 4AAAE 2
AGAAL] Qo Es} $E4F% oA
T EEE ¢ 4 A

AFED dHAUE Fz XFHJPALY
A7\ &5t oA e HAE FAAoz
dotrr] §i3 Armezst oA xE &



140 J Korean Acad Dental Hygiene Education Vol. 2, No. 2, 2002

Wez s HAA F3]9]EA (stepwise mul-
tiple regression)®] ZeJMi o]z ejxe} 9
GHHE ARGY F Iz 7|3F=z7)
A7) &57ke] fov)d Adgeqlezr 24319
3, Aguee 26%=2 Jepen, A7|aszt
3 A dGAdE ARy F GEF=z7} o]
Ao xe] Fon|dt AHaclozn 24%2 A
98¢ 29 gty dsiydEsL AH94
A A7l &5 9 olA =9t Fo3 At
A 7149, dstgEes] Azte] A7 xSzt
& PN 2 oA EE A 4 USE
o 4 -

olAe] Azg FIsnA AAHAA} o
TGN 713, AL, R, AAFzo DA
§42 ofFo o azAHel 99 Hxr}
vehd Zlojgta AR 9 o] Kanter?9] of
oA AAEAR] AFHAA AAH FA
o wistell digt :xFHRoE A9 724 F
2|g WA ezH AFAAAL] o FEaHA
o] 2714 ZAolgte HAE AR AH=z 3
A& 4 gld. agjonz zAB2aEe] X}
AALE 459717 AME 2R AN 72
Aol Hele] wW3tE Alxsof s X IHHAYA}
59 dFgde} o] AGAd =2 &L
3 F4F 4 AdE 713F AT AA90A
AR whA spsAel dE wAHE FIHAZE
4 glejo & Aoz A=EHAH

5.4 E

B A3 A4 el
& FE AAE Gotry] s AL - A7AY
o] Y FghPde TFE A4
A} 2139 & Atz AFFAF 519 e, SPSS-
WIN 9.0& o]43te ¥A% 23 q&3 22

AE&E 994

L A4 A9 g ue $£F& 3.074,
A7 ES7FL 3674, oA x: 29840
2 Jepgd.

2. 9ubH 5Ae @2 Aolo lelA Y=Y
HE] QoM ZFA(p=.025)¢ A4
(p=.003), A71&57 UM E 277
g (p=.006), A3 (p=.001), AEAHR
(p=.018), °|AZ & (p=.002), o]AJ=xq|
AN E A (p=.011)g} ZEAR
(p=.019)° we} FAHo=2 {23 Ao
€ Jehdd.

3. 99 ES} A aNte] FAE EAH
o2 §o3 & AWIAE He] XHYA
At YSRIET} ¥ &84S AV AT
202 o 4 gloi(r=.416, P=.001).

4. Y EQ} o)F ot A= FAH
o2 fo% 9 AARAE B AN
A AR ET 224 JAYET

&g o 4 9ok (r=-264, P=.000).

5. Jeaad sty Tz A aN e
F5H5z g AN E oAz}
AR, 713 F=x71 Foeid Adgeclez
zZhg-3le] 26%9] AHEHE deilon, o
Aodxg F4HM4E T HAEHAAE
A7 &% GEFz7 Adgecles 2t
433 24%°] 493& veplle

olde A3}E¢ EdzE G537 2L AdE

staa} .

L A58 dsiREd HFE £ &
ol: ohekdk wele st YTgdE
£ AAsE= Agwd e #9479
AAE Adt

2. A#9AALe A ES FAANA AR
&g Z9AA Wk 2 E849549 #
Aol W3 ¥4 Q37 o3,



Bim Al d 83| : A2 25, 2002

10.

11.

 A2A

SEI

CAFE AZEFE A4 AEgaEs

AL, 1997.

715 2AYFAT. A& EAL 199.
. Vogt JF, Murrell KL. Empowerment in

organizations : How to speak excep-
tional performance. San piego california
: Pfeiffer & Company. 1990.
BRI dS9RIE AP
el A3t A7 AEHGE A 44
g9 =& 2000.

. Kanter RM. The change masters. New

York : simon & Schuster. 1983.

S gotsdE AAvRd. A&

JolAdE T, 1998,

. Laschinger HK, Shamian J]. Staff nurse’s

and nurse manager’s perceptions of
job-related empowerment and manager-
ial self-efficacy. Journal of Nursing
Administration. Oct. 1994;24(10):38~

46.

. Riggs M, Knight PA. The impact of

perceived group sucess-failure on moti-
vational beliefs and attitudes. Journal of
Applied Psychology. 1994:79:755~766.

A S Zr3AL AA R FRAY 3%

A% 4703408 YsREd] W2
A7 NG AYALY At =
. 1999,

gojel. 2xRNzAY o4 497
AshsimEs] Ba A7, tepdet ot

A AAHeHS) =8 1999.

FAT. A URE, FH
AQAH B4, 4F4 BARY. A

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19. g2

20.

141

s gl Ak =E. 1998
Wilson B, Laschinger HK. Staff nurse
perception of job empowerment and
organizational commitment. Journal of
nursing administration 1994:24(4s):39~
47.
Havens DS, Mills ME. Staff nurse
empowerment: Current status and
future projections. Nursing administra-
tion quarterly 1992:16(3) :58~64.
T53. AF N e A AdeA. 9
Zr 5832 1998:28(1):37~46.
Laschinger HKS, Wong C, McMaban L,
Kanfmann C. Leader behavior impact
on Staff nurse empowerment job ten-
sion, and work effectiveness. Journal of
nursing administration 1999:29(5):28~
39.
Laschinger HKS, Havens DS. Staff
nurse work empowerment and per-
ceived control over nursing practice:
Conditions of work effectiveness.
Journal of nursing administration
1996:26(9) :27~35.
Mcdermott K, Laschinger HKS, Sha-
mian ]J. Work empowerment and orga-
nizational commitment. nursing man-
agement 1996:27(5) :44~48.
olvssl VYA A7) E57 AEAL
FHEze) AL e o
A.wt}f] . 1997.
A 23AY AN KSR QR4
FzEY 72 2dden degd wag
9 =& 19%.
A4 A ARG} 2%
W53t oo so] BAL 3 HIoje



J Korean Acad Dental Hygiene Education Vol. 2, Ne. 2, 2002

142
o FAYETY HARHY] =F. 199. 22. Kanter RM. Men and women of the
21. 7434, 23¥YE dFeddd B A corporation 2nd Ed. New York : basic
24 dF. A71dsE A A books. 1993.

=& 1999.



2 R|Mn KB X| : M2H H[2Z, 2002 143

Abstract

A Study on the Relationship of Empowerment,
Self-efficacy, and Turnover Intention of Dental
Hygienists

Boo-Wol Kang, Sun-Mi Lee!

Department of Dental Hygiene, Dongnam Health college
Department of Food & Nutrition, Myongji University'

Key words: Empowerment, Self-efficacy, Turnover intention

The purpose of this study was to investigate the relationship of empowerment, self-efficacy.,
and turnover intention of dental hygienists. Date were obtained from 213 dental hygienists
who were working at dental clinics, hospitals located in Seoul - Kyung-ki.

The results were analyzed with spsswin 9.0 and the conclusion is as follows:

1. The level of dental hygienists empowerment was 3.07, self-efficacy was 3.67, and their
turnover intention was 2.98.

2. According to the working place and position, there were significant differences in
empowerment(p<0.05).

3. According to the experienced-years, position, marriage and turnover experience there
were significant differences in self-efficacy(p<0.05).

4. According to the position and marriage, there were significant differences in turnover
intention(p < 0.05).

5. Empowerment showed significant a positive correlation with self-efficacy and significant
a negative correlation with turnover intention.

6. Turnover intention, information structure and opportunity structure accounted significant-
ly for the empowerment structure and self-efficacy.

7. Self-efficacy and GE structure accounted significantly for the turnover intention.





