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B2 4o NWYRSS IS0 ZUABYS Ao TS =S J1S01D STt 0J2{3 HAoIA YA
FE BIMHIL OSCE Fyo| 22 AR F8ED 2k # GE L2I9f FINH DRI} ARG
FIF QIA0[n, 023t I 1A XWHRTL CEt LS Sol B2 HES AB0Z B 0 Hate
4 SiTfe HE RAA=H SHo| Uk, PHHOE 1) NYHol HexiB0l ARISS] Hizo] JHH)
20102 MEFHEX|0] Bet 24, 2) AIBISO| HPMHIAC BISETE R0 YL BT Yo
ot 2, 3) JIHBURIOIZS| B OIA AIRISO Chet S8t FEA 0| OfEA| JIch4Fel F U O (bias)
8 S0130| HINH|A BB BRNR YHS B 4+ USK| Bt =0|S MASKED SHS T 2HET
Rgrgee] YEABS RIS B0l L3t NS SYATISH YLl AHS 61 AU, E5t BHMH|A
BISEE SIS 2O LIEHTE 0f2{3h Tt MBSO MHIABKS 52 HME MulA0] Hit HeA
2810] OFLI2}, Tt H2ot HIBE ufol 27 2018 4 USS HOIFUL). E3t YRMBOZ o3 Fwol
SN, )34 SOl et 3B ANO| SUISI0], HRO| NEIJH LB 4 ATk HFBWE M

FHI0: L=, EMS, 7[H=LX[01E, HIYMH|A HEE

AR 7 WS wel AREe] AR tigh AlE|(trust)9F BAHAH 0] S
(service satisfaction)= A" F-0] ZAAH I AS A= AAA AEE S8 JThY
71, 2010). ©]&# 3 o]f= AWAHTIE F8k= A Aol iz AME AA|, ARl thtk AlNlE
o] 4=&-A(compliance), 2 2] HFA(legitimacy) EH7} AFIE2L] AlFo] ES FaL 7]
o) e AR 9], 2012; Im et. al., 2012). & APAHFR-E0] F25hH= B2 AA - AP E
3t ARIEe] E-A(distrust)? A SH(resistance) 02 3| HAYSH= ARSI 2 =AW 8-S 7ok

OHI

* g

(o
o

FATAGE] AFA Y-S Wol FaE AFU(NRF-2011-330-B00195).
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Aok, ARIE] AR 8 PPAN BES Fge Zxd Zolth
Rz)oh A AH] 2ol ThEE W AT objectivity) o] 7] BT F3

sHAIRE T3 HE& A
Z](subjectivity) Q! &AJ0] TS5 733, o]ol me} thefsh 974 Q1S RIZketAl vhedt=
Zolth(Bouckaert & Van de Walle, 2003; Van Ryzin, 2004, 2006, 2007; James, 2009; Poister &
Thomas, 2011). WepA A FO| w5 F3b FAFA B2 2o HAZRI g3 I, ATE
o] FHAR QAo FFE 7A= a5 thdt olale} A =97t WA Eojokgit S
SHH, AIRIES] Al TEEE AR S Sl FAE = FEETE ofye}, AlRlSo] 2zt
I e AR OE AT A4l BeA, AUA, 71 el o8 282 & dom, olHTt

BE7LA] 118 Eojok dth= A o]t Van Ryzin, 2004, 2006, 2007; James, 2009).

o]#H 3t AIRE2] =34 J&(perception)T} 1 R|(cognition)] F8.73 | ZLOPOI-Oi B AT=
o] ArAFo] ARIES] FHAQ A2l F&F vH F S-S AF A5k E;HO]
UTE B A= v 2ol AU A, o]EF i«]oﬂfﬂ‘— 15 49 AYAT=
HESIY, & A7-9] Al He Fo /IdE9 B idzte] s 7R ;ﬂ]/\]fﬂﬂ-
53], 1) AR AEAFo] ANESe] ARA] 3782Ql aQlo g A=Al #3F &4,
2) ARIES] PAAH 20 T} A 7Aool 3784 %ﬂrﬁﬂ b A=Al A3 B4, 3) 7IHEY
Z|o] &) Aol A] ARIEC gt Fg HHA Fol ] 7] 24 3 O (bias)E

04—7"‘01 3314/‘1B]’\ T} th"flﬂ FE = T of A% =& A=t &34
4 A7AH 9 AES AN AJSAE, B A=
ATE9] AN, APAFY T3 AR
T8I 4TS & US<S Welet 5]
k=

Fell 719 = 5= =2k

ol

F o HHN

¢

ot AR 18] SRS BaAE
Algo] ARISS] HEAL o} AHl 2 BEE ol
oIk Uolr} ol et Swol wejo] x|giol

1. dF4l=of oigh 7id d&

A Ade 98 G SoA Al AREEIL o ShEA HojE A Ed i<l
o] o|dA ZH, 783 FH, FAE e WAH SHHEA, v, 384 ), vobrt A
0]9] -Ff‘?.ﬂzﬂ Wo 7z B = 7HL§%]—% o 011Zl(Cook et al., 2005; ‘ITEHZj, 2014; Rousseau,
1998). 22 ol =
Rousseau(1998)2] A& 7|Rko 2 FHAIZ ) tigh 7HLﬂ7‘—4, 5—?—/‘301] EHKJ lf-/]% 73335}13}
Rousseau(1998: 395)= tHaFgh SHEEokollA AAIE 7132 AoE9] &53s 4 0}04
e 54 Jiglo] Aol Bl & e A= Al 7]‘?}0E a %E]sﬂél_
38 AEthE BEE A sk
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7}A] E3F8E dolth Roussecaud] 7N Z AHoj¥ul op)g} Tkl o] &7 . A=2] AFE0|A
AANE NEE] AEls, FeEi(2014:304)2 A2 5 <A gl gk ZAY A4 WA R
b BHAT G S AR ol SHEA, AH, W9, 4T, AAY He DA A
el tall 424 Brhd 7o 24, o83 Bk 7t S5HA &S S &
S g AHFA A PErE e s ek =9 Az e Ao tgol B
Aol whek AL, 718 =, AR 7RA] Gkl =old = Atk Bk S, 7H]] e
AT oI, ARISE 719 2k AISh ALSIEA Thel BAGIA Ak 80} el e

i

Atk e FEIA2014)S A3k Aok
2120l Tt =95 A|WA Rl H83tH, AlNle] A g Re] FAy) Yoz ) &IE B
T YA, ARl tigk 7gi9} WS nlee = ISk F RS st IR Fod
g Aok A, APHRI} AEN A BHE FHtE, 283 B Bo|oe A<
o]o)& 9%t Aol A7 ‘—?ﬁ"%‘ Zlolgte Wa HERE A7 ddd 5 dth
2 S5 Hoh FAF o8 AR tigk d ] FolE AT, WES AR

™ AlWE2] 7]tl(expectation)2} th‘/] T+H2 9 (normative role)©] FZE I Ut} Miller

(1974: 951)= BFA g “H 77} dup 2 2bFsh=rtol| thek AlEe] 33 7t = 49
3}al 101, Barber(1983)= AH-2] A3 performance)2} 2 4 (accountability) ol Tk A|TE2]
Qo] HARAE L] T3 FAHAAYS FEsta Utk olEd ARAIE Y Ao Hollx &
Uxol, THALE ARIEC] ks d&s AR7L & St A=A ik FHA Q12
o] HARAEe 7 F83%F S4dolth
olggt /@A w=olox= EBstal FHAIE S ZA A F(measurement) R AFA1E Q] SF9 2t
doll A3 =255 AV EH, 11 53 S 1] ojdo] SR8 ke & ok AFAIE
o /NdZ el AAEL JANE HA o3 Nd A bS] doem, o]t AL E F
oAwgE AEo] AR MFeE 5d 7 JeAdd e =9 &3] 2= ok 7
AT o]5F - HAEH(2009) AHAIEE D}z}%xd. I dez AAstL =594 2}HU(F3
344), VALY ded 2 L A 58 BFAE S Ao AASAT vl A AuE
AR EEF2012)E B2 AR HEHA 7ﬂbﬂ o] TE3kx, ARAIE s B oA e
9 %‘J%&Zﬂ"]“ﬂ [q'lj/]"‘i ARAEE A AdolA EXsokdths T4 A7Iskin) ofeel
FE AHR - AAR - £552012)9] ATolA AAT AFAE Y AFdS A QLT

o

(E 1) ZFN=9] 71g TR

YRAUE k9 A
o T x| T =
%EIN T A
_500
(A7) yRsy Aol dBy | FEY | Do | EY 7IEt
(BBY)
1S A [osl=N-F ﬂa”
.:.°._4:rL Oloo HT oS =, EHQ)C\; OEIJE}JS -8—78)8 E)\I')\-1 &!OEI)S
H=geoos) | B =34
O ASHO u] HtS
ARS8 | o o, | TS cEy
= HEd 28d | (H89)
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E [H A
T O o,
g} 01(2006) HEX4 tH8-d xza | 88
ooo
ASZ . KHYS SAbL 2
Bes MES | BESH | my | wms | mmy | 3By | 3R
(2005) HEY
0|Z-&(2002) - =M . Egy B SYFPR _
edu-mgh | HEAN | oy 3y - =54, 13
o - - -
(2002) 2% SE oy Zt20| ofx|
X 4 SF (2012). X|HWHE A2lot HMeS: HICHS SAUOR HLFHEA 16(4)p.2720] H

& Al o
B ZRAE(Of SR 2 HAlet MEAT WS 7850l = ATOM SEotA2D, 2001 0|F 2
2l

2. MBS Ry FEMSt HFLlE

AF-0] oA T-E AFIE] P2 I A

As ANE F e 72 AAHES E2F3h= N : =
AAE zhar Jou}, w& ANIEY I3 Fool dAls Kol e ™ot Ay 9,
2013). o3t &l ARAFEo] AMFA FXske BAH AHEE PYAA B2, 54,
B, aS 5ol the ARAFo] nFE A5, ARIES A3l AR AEx2] o] A H o
IS = QUTHFukuyama, 2013). ©]23F FA A1 Q142 K Aol thgk E4
2 7FsAdo] ok o] 3 WEteA] Liu and Horsley(2007)= FH7183 A|WE Alo]

o] oaAT H BHA|FO] TRt S A8k ok

T “ojf A XA R HRAF o] AR g AFE Y F e AW
© AT 7HE F Joh ARATES AR RS BRAT A3E T3 AT e

AMEZ stdF AH-2] /W4 (openness), FA(transparency), 2 733284 (interactivity) -2

oL B
o
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N

of tigh 1AE AA7 AL, o]FHA FFE 4 Aw AR E FAHA FFE Foh=
Zo]tMutz and Flemming, 1999; Liu & Horsley, 2007). la Porte, Demchak and de Jong(2002)

AR MY ATIES] ARFQ0 ek t]-3-A(responsiveness) I LA T o] oy
At theket Je(orY] YRR, ol E, TV e 5)olAl AlEE o e AERE
E9] a0 A AT A5 A /Aol Y 2 Avke Ao, ARV HRE
3L Y] gAY, ARE AT AT} itk AR /Aol REJE AElE Bt
3} la Porte, Demchak and de Jong(2002)-2 A XA|F-2] F2A4-8 AH2] FrA(transparency)
A3 NRIEHE] S A8 (interactivity) & AAISk] AHstal ity A4 FHAS B W
ARBIA2E] A AR HRE 4 § e AEE 1B, o) FEE ] HdlA= 1)
ARES (AFHA)AHE AFAE, 2) AR g ANES] HZ 7154, 3) A=A 2289
of thet Hro] I, 4) ARIE0] PAAR] 2 o8-S A AHA 8 sl g AR, 5) A|&F]
Ql FRO| LS AASAT 08 FSA-EAS ARIEe] ARG R AgstA J =
U Ao 2 doH, gt TR T T ® A BEIIHC] 1) ANIE°] HeHA
ARE ATEE F IEF s AdS vidsh= A, 2) AlRle] agk JHof tig 87 ¥

HoAN e

e
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s7P7F A&t o] Fold F UAERE UEEs A, 3) ARV|He] AREC] oldsh] HAE Tx=
ANE = Aoz A8
APATELS ARIE tE BRA S AWER stolg AR /M, FHA, 45484
o tigh A4S IAA Ao HHEAIEE ATt B THla Porte, Demchak & de Jong,
2002; Mutz & Flemming, 1999; Liu & Horsley, 2007). Mutz and Flemming(1999)= 53| A|¥13}
AEAfolo] AEA M Ee) HH-o] AR tigh JILETL AP & TS FEdTta
oAt ol2l’dt F ARTHe] 38 FA AR PR, FrEH ol i RS
X]-’—?X“’i Agste] AlRlEo]l ARl thell 7H 4= e oA A &g EWWhes
ol vl-¢- Fost= S AR B8] AT ARFAUMA S| B2 ARIES] R
EH?J} Aol Za=907] el ARl ARAole] MR- EE B wokd & e 7o) v
2 &tk

2

HFE ARSI 3] BAZ 731, Ruscio(1996) AlRIES] ARAIE7} AL

SH7 3 e Aget, 123 dAVE ARAEE AT BATE Ruscio(1996)= A& 371
A FE = ANEH AF(fiduciary trust), &2 A& (mutual trust), A7 Al (social trust)<
ARAE = Tk AL A mige] o3 28 tde S TSI 8% Je

oA JEztg, 53] orAEH HREF0] 8% 98-S vk Holoh gt
#doll A, Shah, McLeod, and Yoon(2001)-> AFEE k] oJAlAFo] AT = = 59 =
EE 9% AFYE (communities) DS FA-S St Kot EHHQ AL Fo| s Fo=
Hodth w3 PFARI 20 Adolgs FEe SRE 98] BEe ARo] Ffdtke AT
HAE FAITHE Bk B ANIEC] AT = S Ao, ARFF} AT 7|37t
F7Fe AolH, o] Ao A AIRIES] AR gt A7t F71E & Athe HE TS
olg gt APATY =& v o =Z ARIoA Tt AdS T3 T AR AT A
FAE 9L FAAR HHEAo] s 7 don, o wet v e AFHE1IS AT

AFAEL AR FRT ARATE ARl O U= FH BAT} Yk

1 5ok Be AR ARSe AN WANLE ATHL TR AR EASS
sidsheE 2ol BaolA Uitk Wby AREe] Auls BEEE AN 2o A
AxR AT Qow, A 2% FEIIe] Fo ARAER B4 ATHAE, 2010),

iy

A]
S, AR1E9] AH| 2 S| tig Jridde AEVHY 72 52 Ao x WHEE Fal
$ITHVan Slyke, 2004).

D) AgARe) QuiARSe]l AT 9 AT DS A&H 0T JRel Ay FEHe JRAUNE FH3)
e 495 Aewolt tehy Aol FEL sH= Dol ElA 2] SsAE ARI} 2 WA ol g3
ARE AT olF 5ol FEAEH JNLFES B S o] SAHoloF T Aol
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FYAR 2 oA viSold B4 A A 2E Wl o gk SHE she Aol

Ao 4= dThBouckaert & Van de Walle, 2003). A|EQ] == A F 714
oA B Atk a9 MEEE AEU) AlEske |
ojt}. ANl ZAZNQIE AEIL AlFshs AR AE AFHIL oo TiFh RhEe{ R
o YAAMR 2T ALH o7 AFHAL, B U M| 27t AlgE s 3ol vE
S ARl disl AR Q1A ZHA "k o] A AerEY R S AR
Ell.

g RS 9 o] F43E F AUTHRoch & Poister, 2006). $F

re
QL
a2
o>
£
B
AN
o

Aol WEAY A, ANSS R o) Bt Be NHE 2 "k =g
Slek. HhEol2006) s AAR Aulz MEEsL ofe] A9le) HRalHsh 3He BAyel ik
t APATNE BESG.

Y& B4 YA ATAHRE AN, F HAAT, B
oA AT ThRR FeEle] AulEA, JEE, 2, Xek )9

Agske] WA BAsA
A7 BRG] O BEETL FolAFS BEAFE Fold Aolth
4, MEo| HEMNSH #HMH|AL QHRE: J|HEYX| o|2LH

AT7HE BAAMR 2 ETE ANE] A Mulx APorRE I S50 ARAt=
AYPATEL] FAo| ZHElAk AT T S0l wEET} AQle] FHAQ Hriolw, A
23] A x| Bl AR 2ol i3k 7] th(expectancy) 2t A AR 2 o] &3 oA WA sH= o
&gt AR A HrlelA o5 - = Aot} (Oliver, 1980, 1997; Van Ryzin, 2006; Poister &
Thomas, 2011). ©]:= AF1E°] FAHAMU AT A7) Holl, T FAHSIA 22 PG H| 20
sl =& 7S 2k e A9, o3 =2 e YA B2 U SRS Ak
82471 9 F Joke AL gulgith RiE Be 7oE 2 Qe ATES ARl A Al
Fohs ThFek A A ul sl HEA A Hajel sl AuiF oz nEaYE HES B I
o] Folzlth= Alojth. meti] AITEL AAHI e A o] 83 Ha Zhy d 7u4E
o] vlnl HHA WSS AASA Aok mEtA HEEE @A 8 T A8 ol e,
ARIES] JAAHRD “7th el o8l 29 2 = s & 5 ATk (James, 2009; Poister & Thomas,
2011). o]# s+ FHolA 7]tlEYUX|(expectancy disconfirmation)®] &2 A|TENA] A|&-H PH

~

A z=8] A3t ARIES] ZHeEre] JIAH ELATE S5, AHl: SRS AT

o
N
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Z gg3t=r A7 Jdt= "E AlAFSHHPoister & Thomas, 2011; Oliver, 1980).

metA] B Age AP A AlFehe AR TR FEIATE ARIEY AH| 20l of
‘6‘]— 7]1’4]—E— HO]E—‘,] 0];(]7(40] /\]-F,Hi 7]-_'46‘]-[‘,]‘@ 0]3—16‘]— O];(]7H /\]-F/Hoﬂ 01]5];2. = _{I': O]‘_ =
8% 82l F syt ARlA AlFshs FHol7] “Hg—o]‘jr =, Hoig 7] &2 A 7|
= o FAAMNE AP AAAY, T2 HEIF FE53 FEjollA] A= 1A we
(cognitive bias)o|™, ©|2|3F HO|= A H ol 23 ‘ﬂﬁrSL T Aok wWEkA ARISoAl F
Aeet AR AFS AHl2 SR} IR A Aol AAEE AdE FAE 7 US 3o

A Z Poister and Thomas(2011)- H|= A FAFolA A Fste =2 AHlx, alF
MY, IEEE BT B YA 20 T /\]‘:']59] 71t e} Amj2 Ao
2ol & e A o] &9 B0l ATt BAAY ZtleEe] 2 AvES B¢
HA Au 2 EETE Yths A3E AT 1H R £ 3}—1—’— A2 =2HH A
Aystal, Al Hol Hral QA shs ARIES TEET) Hoe d7EAE ER
o] A7 A} F= FYe ARIE WIS AT &, AR Bie 5T Xéi—r
A@skA] 2 Aulzol] Tigh 7|t Itoll Zfol7} F45 AH| X Tt FA] WSt ¢ o=
Z ot}

A7IA FE5L HE 7S} A@olgk= Aol Al
o @ R -4“-;‘5]‘34 olefgt IR A ATE AA

1

P
P

9

[ ru2 2 oh

O[l
ol
2
TH Y T<R ]

u:E

53+ A B(information) &=

A

l(perception)# 1A](cognition)l] <]
A

Olt
T L
ko ro
B
rlr
)%

Jl

ojth. olell & A= AEIF AR 20f HR | 2 %?‘8 ST ARE ANSA AlFsta,
= 1jr FRl ARAE HS 88k AL ARIEY SRS Fojn|g Bl e
Ao g 7Hde ARSIt AN, B AT old ARA Tl SAHA] dFEe = AU

o

rlo

r O ]
B JFE & AU Ui Bk m, olo] AT/HE3S “Feluld BAe]

A = A

g4 gl

£y

AT7HE3: AR FET AEATLS FAE 2 FE9) Fuldt BAT AT

AYAT AEE B8l AAE Fo 7HEES v o g EARES HAsigon, ofF 1do
Z xdshd <1y >3 Aoy B rdoA “H”= 7Hd(hypothesis) FEE7] A LIS ALS
shAtt. ol¢k A ARAE F FAFAH| 2 e 3 HEA ds AREY ARRAEAR T, A
A A A F& TR xst] E4S Wtk

A 20f] tiFE RS ARIES] ARSJRITEHA Q) Bl FA)H QRIS o8 Y v
T o APATEL AASkL A TH Christensen, & Laegrled 2005; Hetherington, 1998). dl&
ol AR A57t dAeks A $RIF A3 B9 ANES i‘:} A B AFe
F& Hole Aol UL F Jdom, olgd =ule AWM E vz vEld o+ AU
HopZk AlRlEe] Ztishks AR 82 43 Fasfiord 7ol Al I_EQ] ArE] Q1784 E4
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(&5 7, wSTE, A, %)l wet st = 8-S Christensen and Laegried(2005)] A

= HojFal Stk ol Bl B Z|EdA] o2 el Adsle = 9low, Al

HH MU A
gEL

HRE XA EE

AN ol

i o3t

_—

E ATE MATEY AgAldd tig ARAE, Muls s tigt A4S s
2011 69 3 2 Tt AASHATE A9 F7HE 547 1,2005H <]
2l Eo] ARt ZoE A7Ae ATt S AEERARE
Hom, o] AEUY ]| 138,406 A]2AT]
HE3ka Qo o] Fo] FA9 FEE 12256004 &89l AES WAL F 2}
o] 5HE Sl % 3,432 sl om, o]FollX FHF 3,077 0] w4l &8
o) SHAE 3552 2] AR E7HA npxA] @of, AE8HEY AAdo] e AR
dtE]o] B BAox= A9 BE 1225685 oF 25.1%7] AEZAL] A4
3Tk

Mz ﬂfu
32 Ha ot 2 oo

B,

Ho

wx
M
)
e

n
32
o
A
o

2) AE SHAES A5 257 F(lmel)A L2A Fofsiglon, A 257 FollA et 123750 Aol
FoAStAOP(EHAE °F 4.0%), F79] B 41(SHAL] oF 13%) 02 drjH o SRt AL A
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(E 1) SEX 543

ol SEHA@THE) M2 AFXt 18M ol o1d 8 H4dE E4
18-24 319(10.4%) 941,669(11.1%)
25-34 886(28.8%) 1,846,775(21.8%)
35-44 820(26.6%) 1,834,827(21.6%)
45-54 728(23.7%) 1,707,724(20.1%)
55-64 294(9.5%) 1,147,492(13.5%)
65-74 30(1%) 670,431(7.9%)
75 above 30(1%) 1,002,770(11.8%)
o 1,560(51%) 4,158,309(49%)
At 1,517(49%) 4,322,948(51%)
HH S SR 3,077 8,481,257

< F PE!E} Hliz *lﬂ«l E}O gk 7 A
Al AR71HE] FTH(who)oll #EF A& 9o FHoA F3l& d=7Hdo what) 2 7=
2 E](Pmster 2011). T3 A3t nke} o] R4l ] 31] AAdozm AR 58, T,
3473 Fol AlFe] Fadt ARE 7492 7 Atk (AT £, 2009; H<=ol, 2006). ©1& §FF5t]
B A= ATl AR 5719 SAHAES %%L}Oi AR E SAsR o, &85 A
FE AN E R AR HEFATFA(ISR) A AAIGE ARAE o] @45 FollA d=AHEE i
o2 B35 APATFo A ARES XS Z-83F Ao|tHIm, et al., 2012). FAHFE HHLIFE
Zo] A A ARE wdsy] fste] SARDS BAEGon, E447 1
(@4p-000=58.175, CFI=0.980, TLI=0.951, SRMR=0.023, RMSEA=0.066 > % #-4]%|¢]oH, o]=
AR AgAE Adsh] S8 EEE 7S S5k o2 YERTHY
=4, ARA T Uit SAANEE F N BIFOZ SAHIAOH(<E 2> FF), o]F
o2 shfe] AATE A8k =AU 1741% sk AR wdslr] S8l g
B3I B4 AT K ey 000759262, CFI=0.990, TLI=0.974, SRMR=0.021, RMSEA=0.067
2 UERY, AAES 98l B ATolA] 283 ééﬂﬁ‘é 359 ARl de A=

A

N

Ao

tlo r-lrl

1 AEo] B FRZA N digital divide)B/go] AFEZ AT &= IS8 & F AUtk 654 o] A

ANEL AA T8I0 oF 19.7%0] AT, B Oﬂ?«l AR oF 2% I tlEA 0] Wdth

4) B Ao SAHETE &8H EIELS ZAE 58 FHE(Likert 5-point scale)Z “mll-$- I#A] ZTH15)7l
AFE <ol JE5H), F2 culg BRE(1A) ol AR «ul$ DEGH) o2 SAsh
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AR, A8 B Es ARIEo] o] &3 Tkt /9] 378 Au2ol tigh B 7S 3o
AARTE D83t ol F fal A=Al AEIF @A AFshe 77FA ] #oke] sA A H| 2o
E Ao, AN, £9AF A, oFs E FAEOE 23 2 3, =2 9
, AQE, Bk, tiRIAH| 2 oke] PAPAn| 2~ ML E ZH7} SAst o] &8 sk
o AR FEalth APATEL TFH 0T AHx IEEE SAHSY o, B A7+
TAFR R Zhzko] Mulx MERE ZARIITHEH #F). 92T P e0,-000=197.573,
CFI=0.982, TLI=0.974, SRMR=0.019, RMSEA=0.0552 U}, ARIE2] thegh Foko] s Au]
2 NEEE sh $48 2k e AR 8519
npA o g2 AFEAE 8l S8 SAHAAFEL TIRF AP Tl B EAS 7
ol 2l=le] thido] He ARVIHASEEA AR, PZAR 2 REESE(A 2 AlF 713,
2 ARAFY FAPYAREATY FAJA ALEHA)A 2HE Fo| SH3} 2
A Ro] B o g Qla WA = = HYE FHas st 3l A
Hlo® AR, AF T “A2APE H7]skinh
ATE SEHASMA &S Fall A8 7HAY Ade Al S8 goEx TS
T = FYYHHE](common method bias)e] FAI-H o] EAIF 4= Ut} o] weh e T
TES FAFLJEA (8IS U AR)S AAstRon, E4E A W F 41.4%°] HE
o] shte] gjlo g HiE iy APAF oA AAE 7]—.— 50%X} Grol, FdrHE ol ot
Ate] @ 77F AZbekA] Rtk Aol AFEA-E AASHA T Taylor, 2013; Podsakoff, et al.,

=
=
|

(£ 2) J|=8A

ZHREERY) B2 | oo |0 |

MEAle Mas gHlste ATt 3.80 | 084 | 1 5

o JEAE AEER2N OHEO| BHOF g 4g St Ut 307 |1 079 | 1 5
;;l MeAle X952 250l 0|YECte UL HEho| 0|YS 2l RBEICH 365 | 092 | 1 5
MEAOIM Yot AMEE2 RedtCt 325 (084 | 1 5
MEAOIAN Yot ARIE2 Rzt Msict 341 (084 | 1 5
MEZA|7t St 2of ot 2% "EXNS 261|081 | 1 5

. MEZA|Ql ofttat Ty Fo Bt B2 FENS 227 | 085 | 1 5
;’@_ MeAld sHo|x|e] HEXMS += 295 [ 071 | 1 5
MEAl TVES XY Z2IHO| MEA| AZE OFe EE 265|075 | 1 5
AZ0IM MEAl AIEE TR BE 268 | 074 | 1 5

o Xt 2zt X220 E2 O 095022 0 1
Ao X Mo &8 off 003 (018 | 0 1
X 27t HEgs &of off 003017 ] 0 1

XX | sttere 022|041 | 0 1
gg |nxg 017 [ 037 | © 1
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AR HH 2of 0.00 | 1.10 | -3.06 | 357
ARl 2QAE 2 ZO0f 0.00 | 1.50 |-3.22 | 465
sy |Ols % =X 2 =0 0.00 | 1.28 | -347 | 3.60
MHA | S 2 230 aH 2of 000 | 124 | -3.89 | 3.15
T =2 U nE BA 2o} 0.00 | 1.82 | -4.89 | 548
X[k gl ok & EOf 0.00 | 146 | -3.82 | 425
Y-St 2E Z2of 0.00 | 1.27 | -3.85 | 4.00
g4 051 (050 | 0 1
o |71' o7 062 | 048 | 0O 1
A“i?' 354 oSt GiE 039|049 | 0 | 1
;3 554 o4 o™ 011031 0 1
FEIAR OfF 045|050 | 0 1
AEFE 394 [ 153 | 1 6
3. Eajhy o AT HE
B A= F2UA 2 (structural equation modeling) & ARESHY] B Aol B EZ AAG F

2 NEzte] BAE EASATE B2 APATE00A =29 vief o] 284 JIdEY
FoedA g SAHQ] AFo] Jhsd REE AAEATKKIine, 2005; Kaplan, 2009;
McDonald, & Ho, 2002; Tomarken, & Waller, 2005). =3k T2HPAS B3 B2 214291
e ofe}t IPHIYFFEZMA Aol 2Fste] AFATFA F-EHAriLittle, et al.,
2007;Vandenabeele, 2009; Evans, & Davis, 2005). ¥5F ofyg} AAFE &850 24 3l}o]
MES 8l o8 M SR RS &0 2ZH YT 4= A= 4 22K measurement error) S
H31e 4= = WHoE T f-840] AAIEATHBollen, 2005; Kaplan, 2009).

ol B At YA ZEZ I Mplus6.125 AHEst] dF o2 AAG EHES &
A3EAth EA0ll ShA] ThH R & ¥ (multivariate normality)®] 78-S F53=A AHE Ak
BN on, thH I REE] 71 o] fulzo] F7 3 estimator)= Satora®2} Bentler’} 43}
o] A HO- = %(S-B maximum-likelihood estimation)S A8-3}% TH(Satora & Bentler,
1988, 1994).6)

o] AEgho] e AElES B4l 2FE A o, HFEA A 2,915 0] £
of 2FEUS MEEY T2 BAlol gk Aol A, B ENA AAG AEES] BATE

5) £ dA7e A AAAHRE 7l BokR TR ARl BIEEE FoPHRE 27) o) de] BIER S5
o, PAAME 2 NEEE 3 AARTE FAAD - 23F A L2124 (2nd-order confirmatory factor analysis)
7} £ AFe] B4 mde] x3kEofof gt} 23F fA|8Rl0] EA R 23EE A2 B9 BJAEE JEEE
/MR, 3 e et Arhe)] et el o g A8t AR o) dslA| etk Adakgl e
o, olo] wal Zp Hopd AMu|AREEe] 9l ghs AHl2 RISE HEHFE B4 X eqth

6) Satora®} Bentler S3+F¥} #4HS g3t ThHAFATEE Mol SulE Be Ale9] dlojElEo] Kol 24}
o} A& £/  Ue Aol dAH} FHHFES AXASATE Satora®t Bentler7t AAE F4HS S-B
Scaled Statistics 22 E€|H AS|4 2|3}, w428t EofollA] AeATlA H D] E8ue FAFoth
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A8 AAHREA B4 Hmodel fitness). Z@A 34 %71H= CFL, TLI, RMSEA, SRMR
WS Ve R Hasglon, $4A% 7R AREL & A4 AAG EA 4 E0] A
g3k 2102 Yepgth £447 CFL 462 0.962, TLI 3+ 09522 YR on, ol RdAgs
71%0] HE 09550 34Tk E7F RMSE §-2 0.0330.2 A7t =2 3lon, ol Rdz|dt
5 7120] He 0065 S Zlo 8 yeht BdAgHo] w2 J0E YEyt rixgos
SRMR £t w447 0.0272% 7]F0] 5= 0.08HT & 2102 Axpy}t =EHUTh

Fit Indices At =41 4f 7|1& ok
CFl 0.962 CFlI > 0.950
TLI 0.952 TLI > 0.950
RMSEA 0.033 RMSEA < 0.060
SRMR 0.027 SRMR < 0.080

4B Aol AT THES) AT BHANE SR, S, BRA T BAE A
MBS A A4 ARAUAT I 9BL ke AoE BHHIAOH(B=0.553,

p<0.0D), olol whet Hd1e] AT BA, BN ze) BEEE FRAUAE Z/H)E
o] folulahll EABHE A0 FHHAOR(B=0326, p<0.01), ol e} 7h27} A
ek, 53, AYATED vpHA T PP 20l TR BEEE FRAL ] FHH GBS
she A0 Uehdth no R PRAF SR TS PP 2 NETe fel
W@ WA} e Ao Uehtor, @ 3R At g AoE BT B=0.643,
p<0.01). olo] e} Fp3e] AE) & A7e] Fa spe] thd BAANS) 1 BAE A
gate] <17 250 AASHAk

LS
Bzs

BN XK HY

HAE Fo:
XD-II:I'EI'E Eﬁt}'q
FEERE e

H3:0.643""*

Msal@ﬁlﬂ#

.....

H1:0.553""
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1 = AR, Mulx BEE, JEAF BAE AT F8 FHo= HdAgsta B4
RO}, T ARAE, Au|x TSR] FFe A F e ABIRITEE 89l 9 HXH
g BEE G 8RIEE Ao ZFIATH<E 4> F=2).
AR, FE ok & HRAE, AR 20 e BET, AR A AFshe R
Ql gk o3l W3t 4= 9Ith= A o|ti(Christensen, & Laegried,
< AASE A A9 1%A k2 SHEA Bl
P02 = HARANFE B Om(B=0.104, p<0.01), o123+ AL A0 20 tha 7=
S(B=0.120, p<0.01), AHo thdt 212|(B=0.268, p<0.01)ol4 LAEHA Velge) B Ao A
TERAE FYEHA A7) s 24 AR AdrIzrellen, shetde A A= $F
A9 A5 N5 2 02 IS ARk SHAE vl ARl tig A, s, A
HAlFH AH3) =A Breke Aol Je oz EAFAT

Ao AAIRE TESE Al 5904 3 HEA 9 v EES} Alge) 2ol el WSl
WE F9E AWdlrle ZTHsHARE O oA 9] A& viuslEA BAE Ao
2 ARES 23 B=st A2 5S4 5 Aok a8al ATES gE AR QITEHE

A

=4
LA NS W, AAAJ HA37t AR, Az OS5, JRA T tht Qo] 2ot

4o 4
r
i
i
oft

T

A YFE It s o T ok
o]# 3+ A= Bouckaert and Van de Walles°] AAI3F A7 Ax} duldEsh= Atz H, Al
o) tisl] Bol= 4o} Aulx REEs FaH oY, ojelg =34 Q1A o

L
2
)
o
ol
e
-3

=

&gk aflo FFE B At AS HoFAtHBouckaert & Van de
2004; James, 200; Poister & Thomas, 2011).

alle, 2003; Razin,

AHEH A
ool HEEE L mnug W AlA B3 A3
oY Ael BEE ooun : :
. 0.553%** 0.643%+
8= (0.041) (0.018) i
N0 -0.003 0.001 -0.007
ese 0.017) (0.015) (0.020)
I -0.005 0.008 0013
(0.022) (0.020) (0.026)
ALZ| Ad 0.015 -0.048*** -0.024
ol (35M 0|3} (0.022) (0.020) (0.026)
EIgS = 0.023 0.024 0.055***
Q9 (55M| 0|4 0.017) (0.016) (0.020)
e -0.025 -0.025 0.007
(Ch) (0.018) (0.016) (0.021)
sl 0.006 0.033** -0.050%**
(0.018) (0.016) 0.021)
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e M -0.022 -0.019 -0.049**
eToiE =T (0.021) (0.018) (0.025)
X5t M7 20] -0.033 -0.043** -0.095%**
(0.025) (0.023) (0.027)
-0.019 -0.026 -0.053**
MA|A CHM &
Xf01|:| H o (0.028) (0.027) (0.031)
E'M ; HoEE Ao -0.025 -0.032** -0.099%**
- ce=e = 0.018) (0.017) 0.021)
sHtare 0.104%+ 0.120%*+ 0.268%*+
(0.019) (0.017) (0.021)
izt -0.010 0.005 0.027
(0.018) (0.016) (0.021)
F BI|ot A0tX|= EESS0|H 23 Qo 2 BERXE 7|MSIAS
. QO|0|$FEL # p<0.01, *p<0.05, *p<0.1 = 2|0/

S, APAH 2 BB A A 2 Zolol wheh PRI MSF AU AE AFHIE 1

RS Aot EAT 5 vk Asrt AN B4 354 olate] B ARFe
Au) 2ol the) JHHOZ e YRS Holi AFol J3H EANL Uee L F AUck
ol ZIhEUN 2 BAHANA, B ANES A3 FHACE PP 2o hFE S|t
o 7] WFoletm ANT 5 glow, mebd LT SR WPMUAE AFFELE 354
ool SHAEL FAH HEE RAL F AThD old@ BAAT= ARS] AT

5730 wet Mz 3 ZthEEo] Aold o At e HojErh

w3 A H A} WPAE2e) BEETL TasH] Ui M7 I suas)
= @34— ANSAT) B A Re] A} There AAEE] BAL 2 Y AW

ol
S
ro

5
£o) A% YA 20l el ATHoR e BEEE BT, o|d@ At U e
A % A A A, SELAGLES St AR FoiE $ AN A
SR RSl L CXS AR D s} Qlekan Q121s)7) dEe] YA
2ol T MEETE B Uke Thsgo] Slek B, ARES] A BEE WA E 2 o]
3 wako] ol AYHOE AT JAE B3N] U3l FEAY P FFUFY Fol2 @

ol

Wi k"
rlu
T

A PR U2 MAT 5 ek o F kA 4 mE P s AnEe] 7]
A Bl A5 BUAE Ao ok ADES] AR el IR T
Aol glek. oled Mol A Mul: WEwsl o HE U FABE BAYo] ZAY »
5 oheh, 1 BaAel FAHOE folulshl vekstto)

7) 354 olste] FHAES] AF 1HA B FTEAEC HIs| G Anzol sl HA

o X

— R

S
O~

= Zlo g BXEATHB=-0.048, p<0.01). E=3F SGALe] AA|Z EA0 we} An|2x 7
£ Ho|th(B=0.033, p<0.05). & ATNA SHASL FJUF o2 Yol B2 A A H 20 sl o
& BHERkAL oke ko] UERsT

8) A A ] oo 739 B=-0.043, p<0.05; A'd 237 AFAE 2ol B4 [ AF BF T o1
9] 7% B=-0.032, p<0.05% #2243} AAFHAT}

9) FE3IAUE, ATIEC] AR|Ths AXATY AlAe] AFE P S, FE4lE, YHA B2 SR, FRo)
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npAEke 2 AR} Al g R SR el tigh Q1] =g At 3ke] Zjo)of
ARIES AXH 553 o] SAsta Avk= A3 UEkstth 554 o 3] ARlIES
BAog AHREIE AFgshs AR e I IAS Za U= 715& A=
(B=0.055, p<0.05). WFH, S7A}e] A5Fo] FoHdTE AeAoM Algshs Hre F24
22 el thell FAZQ 1ol EobAl= ATt A E ATHB=-0.050, p<0.05). °l= A

ARI} Algehs ARl thEk ARIES] 7t ARRQITHEZIR] 8]l o9& o]z} A
& IS vt

O 8% "2, XA #4AH st X &5 Hols ANEY] A A7 Algs
= AR diaf oL FA 20 Q1418 Helth= HolthAR7|#2] HE B=-0.049, p<0.05; A4t
AA e B=-0.095, p<0 05; ™ ] B=-0.053 p<0.05; F3&E o B=-0.099, p<0.05). H
= Q1A AFHAE B AT AAS=E AV Jou, ATIEe] B HXH T &

ok

o

Foll Folshs she A9, AWARIE AT ARt BEEe, wE2YA Rk 214
o] FolAE Bl Use HlFTH

V. a2l AlAb Bl 3|

s Tl T BRE AFshs Zlo] owd a5 WS
Atk 53], & A= AR ARAF0] AF el AR AT
o] & Zlolgh= 7HEE A7IstRon, EAA o3 7Hd& AA k= AAE AAskATh &
ATNA AAG THEELS APATElA AAE MEH, o]&F, EAZAR] o8 EUE
A= AT

B AFA AT, B3] ARAFS Fa4S AT FH 1 A ¥A o= =
ArE] o] R} 7158k a1, o|AMAES 1R ThFR AR I]E(CTs)o] e B g3 H U0l
= B8kl ARe oAkeE FEd EAlFe] Bk AFo] ol 3] wiEeltt A B
T A Q1 Kol tigk 742 7 1 2 A F9 PA
AR 2=l iR ARE AF3h < 3 estal R
ARE AFeA] T 749, AHo) g EL(dlstrust)J+ % Z"?O—(pohcy noncompliance)®] AFE]Z
AA4=E 7Hs4d0] =7] WEelth (Im et al., 2012; Im et al., 2013; AR - (A - 55, 2012).

wetx FASH| WslsheE AbEl et FolAw ARIES] WF4ls aHT ), oAt Ee]
ZAstet tefstar e RS ASAl Aleshe AL BB &5/ (managerial
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shed, APEAR-e] =AAF 8L Aol FURH(E AlrEl9)el obd W
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effectiveness) 43S 93+ =8 ol o2 Qa3 Zolth f2o] QEUlgW ozl EaH A
& °‘E°] AREo] AFAR] AEMA (A, TV)ETE ozt 271, SNS, I 77U

Xi-l

3P ARAG WA E FE AR ARE A8S T e o] HAAok ol#g 4

SaP1f0(1999)5 AR R oA S HA o] A AL Yoyt ARIF ARARele] XY
=Y e A Aol ntEHoa Btk

x] ok o] ARFAV|E] W P3Nl FHe] Zd(double-edge sword)E ZHE-E

T = ARy 2 AEo| i3k AREe] 21 AH HO)(cognitive bias)S FTiAZ
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2 ATE o]lEF AEE F3l ARIEd e ABAFo] AR FHA,
gk Q1A A, ‘4“’}7]' 7‘0"?* ]Q—‘% MAXTHE S AASHATH
o]™(Bouckaert, & Van de Walle, 2003)°]™,
grro] ARAFO] FoAS BT &
NS0 ZEaL = AAZF HE(oll: 7d 5) 71
I 2 A77F 7= A2 Foje FAA
H|2~of] T3k ‘?l—’_—ﬁ‘—% ‘Er—i—?] 7]%1% AH|2=9] A AehdAgto] obd, TR HH 7} 9 A
=2 wjol ARI2REE7} A Wstd = Qloke Zloth EjE QAT =¥ ook BE
o] A|lFo] AEA 18l off AR P thdk Fa3 4TS HsteA| AFH AR
AAER=E 1 287} ATk
Rt 2 ZEYA] o]&2] IHAA AlRIE0] Zhal Q= AN W AR HBAF
of thdt 7|thrEo] dold & Aes AASHATE HIE BN FRAFS A AFAHTE
o] o] HXAOE WL I ARA T g 382 A4S AL F UAIRE Al
i, ASEE, AAH AFEE ZAY T e 7IdFEY Ael7t A SAstal A=
A2 Fasfopd Algkelth. £3], B AFolA AN G AFEiIs AEAI7) Algehe R}
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10) BARAT BuAFol APIUEE] SHAY A S ALE s, oI2IT Aol e <3k
A2l 314 5 Al AAE 2 § Fel7t Basihn 47 m B AFE ARAZT A2 BEwst
Bl o Fhde AP } ou, T WPt T AV itk 2F, ARATHE I
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U A dig a7 dediths As BT
& ATE ol Aol e Bt B 7ER 9] FAIKE 2k Stk A, oA Jid
o2 AAE AR SHARE Bty xFH 0" Fg3lo] S0 g§dHS Fra=T v
F39k a2l = Eeta, HA] AFEANAA o7 Z|BHES Ydsta «drhy 2l#E=
7172 SAsHE BAS MAEk] oAk ARl HEES HH, MdetddS Frsh] flal =)
Atk =X, PHEHOZ ASAES HESH oEstd Adgejly O Ads 45t
U AE ] ox|7} 73] dol Itk HIE Taylor(2013)9} Podsakoff, et al.(2012)%°] A|A|
WHE ] AAAE S AXZE st shte] AR R AsE 4
sted A EY] ATHAE A mE} FEEHAE BAEC] de2 B AT AR AF

2 g Ak A, gz AsE 4T gk AeAo] 7120 duEH(E AFeER) &
oM Fad T2 ofgadio) Ao Wlgtel wel, FRAE, A ARlantse Sof |
37} omet FEiR Wsl=AE B4R Iekith &5 o APPERe HudT 2 A=
ANE der FEATE st o7l A7) IAE B daddo] vk UA, & =&
o] AHAEFH AAR SAEF=C] FEAET) Azl A9A dvk= Al vk AR A
Hol 2nAl ARIES] JAelM ARAIE2] Sl tigh =a2Ql SH4o] tS Bl 2o
ot dlE S0, Ot A2 AEAlEEN ofyt SAMAE 1 Ao AlFo] ojwet a3}
€ oplsk=Aledl tigk F7EAR1 Azt B asitt vpxgte R, 27} BIE she] Al FRet

EA A7t & 4 Aok o3 "ollA, AHF EA

g g glo X S
AL o1 5 AE TR0l glem, ol Aol
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Abstract

The Effects of Government’s Information-Providing on Trust in
Government and Service Satisfaction: Seoul Metropolitan Case

Park, Jungho

This research aims to present more concrete evidence for the importance of government’s efforts
to provide sufficient and accurate information to citizens via various communication channels. For
this purpose, this research investigates the role of government’s information-providing to citizens
to enhance trust in government and service satisfaction. Given that citizens’ trust in government
and satisfaction are subjective cognition or attitude, more sufficient and accurate information is likely
to affect the degrees of trust and satisfaction by stimulating citizens to adjust their subjective attitude
and bias. Specifically, this research hypothesizes 1) the positive role of information in increasing
citizens’ trust in government, and 2) the significant relationship between information and service
satisfaction. In addition, this research attempts to offer theoretical explanation for how information-
providing can serve as a critical antecedent of trust and satisfaction in light of expectancy-disconfirmation
theory. Findings of this research illustrate that government’s information-providing positively affects
both trust in government and service satisfaction. In addition, findings suggest that future research
should pay a closer attention to the mediating role of transparency and responsiveness in the relationship

between information-providing and trust in government.

Key Words: trust in government, government information, expectancy disconfirmation theory, service

satisfaction








