8l

ol
il

<l

fa

%0
7{)

rH

% iy = O
9% gAAes A= =9 3
= Alo 2

Al
=

=
-2

1. 9% H7}

A Lo
Zd T H1 A3
A3 #-g AAF WA g
St HolA,
, ¥ 1

FR 5
Angs o we

H ]E _,] 1 — Pe)
H [ = Al o 01 L J
q q—
_Q_A
j - o o

o o

A8

2719 & A FA A 2
|8 A Al 4 aa
AlZbst g o
|

ArE A F3 2ol 4 kel
3] o] of & "o o] A
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olgigt & A IF HA AZE AXME & = UUdEsE F s
b A2 AR T A A9 A8, A3 BN =YE A
g3la v A4 9F 2 d(core competency model)o] 7]x3d H
7} $193] A xZ(assessment center method)°]th

g7 mdd 7]z HrAE Axe 719e 19708 %, HF
e FERIAA F74 AFE AP dE David C
McClelland @9 3ol AR = Yo Hdadxel #ag n3d
A 2AE #2F + e} HASA AL &ALt 2
o] 2 HIAA3] AxY AMEE -5 FiHo A AAY R
FH 2HE A&, 2, 53, F7F 5 7E AAL 2HE WYy
AE 722X AFE 833 Qo v &9 I 3 39
AHYAE ART Yo Az yre x7] ©AQA HFAA]
nAAHA FAE A3 98] McClellandol Al 71&9] A AR
o o HAES 7|Ee Vs FARFA Y ALY £ 9=
g, ¢ 434E Jdeide ALY b= P55 JE + de
2dg Ads & RS AAdsEA 9F Hrirde AZdgga B
F Ytk McClellande "ARZ QAL A4 FEAE A3
Hold HHdo 2 AF31 o|EF 4 JFE AHsAW, A
5 AR/E HolA G AIFEY Bux I FAER A, o
F OF AelE W37 Y3ld McClelland® 19 %8
Charles Dailye Z2EQ RE JAEF AFZHQA AEHBEE A F}
3Rt oW ko] Hast Ao B AE9] BIAHE AF37)
A3t McClellande -8 A#& Hols % o2 F343d 1
% BHE T2 -E'-?rﬂ"& aFE q]’b}-‘li ‘lu”%n:—g
o ZAME R §
A=A wie =
s *e A

& 448 9oy, 20 W BEoz ¥
g wgom, 150 doty AHH AsA

_|
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e 4 9P T dAZ Fde] qvke Aol FHE
4t &, 0 AR T2 AENAM AEd McClellande] 353
He Yo gFrde 7uke £ Hr43] Axg Jdee
ZAx9 DA @ Aotk
2000 ol B0l E AA 74 Fo + AL T FdF
AR 98 A&Hoz AT F & vlH AFH(strategy) ot
X8 8H(potentiality) A A 7 SFS 2E &+ ZAH 2 & AT &
840 AA 9 F7hstm vt T AL Ui HAGgH
(Core Competency)'el FoA43 oA L AFo] Ar|se] ge 4
(Johnston & Packer, 1987), 3o} 0|28 ¢& & UF 48 o
g 9 32 A% FA YL ¢ FAH3 de FAH
Z, T Z AT QA AQ9 dAAFE Lt FEA
Wrtel stey, A4 9F FAHY + FH AF A A=Y T
2 971 993 zza9 A, A2 F Z4 AF AL g F
A& stoor tr}(Baldwin & Ford, 1988, Noe & Ford, 1992;
Tannenbaum & Yukl, 1992; &34, 1995)

o

Kl

A g

fos]
=]
3

2. 933 Aq4AF Ad

Az 2 HAGgHe dutg oz AF xYEAqA olFAR I
ojt}, & 1959 Penrose’l U3 AUE2FH &L LET oF
19843 Wernerfelt7} A9 A&k EHE MNde 2, gFol& 9
B gusRAe) viug o =9 FHesolH, B Ao
AAEe ZEZQA YHe] =He Aotk Hofer and Schendel
(1978)8] Aolo) ojstd dAFold “ZHo] 1 EF FHES A
37 e =fc) 2 AL 279 wiEe] Hyolgtn A
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gol FE3 2, AF& 7’—7--1— ng} ’%15351:‘401 2 A 3} A
3lE= ZH"E Z¥t(Neufeldt and Guralnik, 1988) ELX “7j9lo)

TY3te %1"‘?—9] F23 FEEC 9FS T3, 4754939 BHEy
oAA e F&He 437 ddM =4E + 9
o, BSFAR ALE F3d AHdE F e AYKFA e
(S) 2 =AY JAFA"Z B3 U (Lucia and Lepsinger,
1997). &, dFold FALE =AY Az L ExIH L 3
=8 &FHAAE #F JIssn 4 7T AAK), 2Z(S),
Y EE HE), MY 54(0) & 913y
W i % Jde 39, JA9H, 7YY, J
FIF Fo2 EAH AMSEHT glon, 713 dutdeoz R
Hdstd A T E FYL § YE THoZ ALHE Ao
HdFoz B F Jui(&ErlS, 2003 AQE) 9 A9, 9%,
o 283 #AE 23 doH(Gale and Pole, 1975), Wt &

_1)=.|;

4 AFE ARHes sYsted od #EARAY, J&, Q2
A2 £4 To2 LY Fhd & g o) AHIsA, ‘5§
AFE A¥Hez #3987 3 2@ ¥, V&, X4, HE,
24a"e 2 AHgd & Ut

e A Fo)F ‘GF FAME HE Hoh S5 AP
g Ze HAY 59, 71e, A, AP A AH(HA
7, 2004). 9 AL #NA ALHE YA GF by onje
FRMAE FEdte Jded AU dF ) Baw Iy
AdE BT oA LI FAGFE HAdEo & HYE g5

T 4 JE 390 ¥ 4RE I537] @ 954 Fa 548
=

Aol s £HE WAHIE FTHABA,
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T3 HHHFolF  Selznick and Ansoftd] HRFH I
(distinctive competence)@ H]&3F Jdoz F “mA9 7HXE =
ojAY I ZtA AEHE #HB & 9 a&¥ez & 4+ Y 5F
& Ao Yo, 23 o8 71X FIAY F AAZRF 4]
o HH 4% T8, F AASHE 2 F= 239 59, F
BHe] 29’2z A9 4 Uth(Prahalad and Hamel, 1990).
Prahalad®} Hamel(1990)9] &4 < 3ko] side g 2o},

AR, AHGFL FA gEF} F F7F A wE oW g
& o o A old F Yx, v XMHFHo|W oW IF
Asto] o3 HAHo] € £x Ut
A, d49F e gARGE dA, AR A FH o)y,
2E(stock)®] 7de] ot e s & (flow)e] 7Hdelth

AR, gAqFL 7jedd, AY, v, FARSe go] =3
AERAE MIAANIE FALA(Invers)St FTEHEHD, o= At
A BAFTAHORE Holdy] A% 24 A9 HAHAHFAJAKSF: key
success factor)¥+ 2PEET 2 olf& HAG9HFLS =FHvg =
E317] gEolth. EE ZAA FE3E FAH 8AL 2F4A
A&7 A% 43 o F(required competence for survival)©] 7]
= 3u T FuAdes He AMGFL HA B3}

dA, /Mddez HAdGFL xHo B A$-9(competitive
advantage)$} FEHE= FEE Jou, orRo ¢ w3y
Z7o] 71X Y FL dA4 FAALA € & et BALHA
Al A Fe] HAE vt

ojd 7lwo|l MHAFoZ AF
as, §49 o A 7HA 9
Hamel, 1990)

AR, AN dZe uA7LX (customer value)d ojojok ghr}, 4]

E:
i

oo rf

AaE TAA, AAA

571 #sh
HZE& AHok vl (Prahalad &
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AdFL 2oz g aAdA 5 #HIS AT F U=F
SHe 7€y 7ise AR wF Aol AA = 7HAA Ho
B2 719E & 5 dojof Foh HHAFF] AAJAAIAA FL
g 7198 o3 SN nAE] 239 HH9FE £ F AU
47 o3 & dve AL oY g 1A Z] £ F e A
& 7l&A4e ulEd FFolst bl AR RS o)2E I
of &3t dEoltt Mt AL vz ofE o] YYFIFY

A wgs Fe HAF AFTEA Ao

B4, A4 9FL FAA =83} (competitor differentiation)”7F )
ofof gt} A Gl HI| AN E ARAER AEE 2 7
< 9 $YIAY FEO] /AR EE FdFoloof ik F o
Aol FE oA ‘A3 oy By HE AL
&4l o o] ot

AR, AN GFL &2 (extendibility)o] ook}, AP A
o] 57| A 1 JHeERY TEE ¥E AAFolH A
27t A&H 02 dAHo] Y& § Qojof gtk NG HFL A
o] AEFANFLE JIYste 727 Ho & W JARZT FFo] o
7] W&o|th.

gHEFe GERY o 28 § UE FHoln FEo Bl
o ALE ol g YA o] Fojof & 708 FEO B
e e AHRERSA, dEA, 574, EFY T2 uixd”
F Jth 939 AYFFJEECAA AR FE3tn de HA
gFRI FQ 8452 U3H 2o OAEH TG xFo] AF
3t e W3 <24 (giving purpose and direction) @741 43k
2 (making a personal impact) @Z 2 EE 24 & A3 AFH A}
3i(thinking strategically) @=Z2] W] 943 =4 o3& T3 I3
o] #a)(getting the best from people) ®=x2 st&3 =37 HA

- 248 -



(learning and improving) ®174 &3 MH|A AF FHE F

& A(focusing on the delivery) So]tH(Z 4y, 2002).
3. %3 o FAY qF Jrh 2
7 3 A 9% A39%A

5, 3, T 89 dFL 79 g
ZAFEN, 9 g Uzt Al 9§ Wx]v
A T BETH 9F Gut AR AR ot HAsAoF &
o 4 dE S A AdFAE A EAY 197 AFEH
AHE T HAAA], 2A A4 -0 7b &4, 1AA 3,
AFH A, 23 - 8% 5 6 79 #4 dFE AR on,
o5, 9%, 3F Z§ %——3— AL F AN F T dFE EF
g vk vy =3 A, LG3Hel, AT&T 5 FuUl9 ¥ VIdER
AF H7h AEJH AEHAE T HAFE” “PHAAYE T

&
Y
pre

.
9%e =29 ¥ du 1PEE #2 FARINE 4T § 9,
FF 44 9329 749 BIe AEsy, 9% 44 2 o
% 2 gxe $R4L Gray] N4 $4 LR FEg 3
T 9% ¥/t AEL AEHIE Had ¥2 Yoz TS}
2o

4. 9F 37 943 Ax9 §49

= 9% #7199 93} (assessment center method)s AA] 27 A
33 {FASE RYAEE dF = tda4e Hrby (Simulation)E £
3 ohe HIkA 89 F AAHEH 9% Hrt AEIIE I
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742 &, & A JF A d#HY FFEA
E 5o v H/pES 29 YA & F URel 9% 3
7t9439 g & 5AL O 5L 5 o
A, o8 Aol o7 W AF/FIITOEN FHe s
AL FugAzl F7F Felt. & ugd A3 S vEd
FgAe FF(GFAA BF 75 HE, A9, EF F)e B3
st Friety, JdFE VWMo E & FAAH &4 E 9ARAFH g
F EAH 83w 7IEE LY BE 173¢ S #FEa H
7hsie, 9897, A H, T, ARV, I EE, 7
Ere 71y 5& &8¢

= 9% H79989 fFAdE 14 dAd oF Y TuA 2~
390 A4 Fu A FAHoZ XS ALEEF o, 19423 FF9
War Office Selection Boardo|A Fudet&oz® AMEEAIL o]
o] = F Fu9 A4 IFE sYFE, A, AA&AF &
A4 Solut. =¥ 19453 99 Civil Service Commission®]

FTE LS Ad3ted Hx2E AT v o, Hzg A7]d A
9] Office of Strategic Servicest 2¥lo] A@g oz A4y
oF 700089 ALAE Hrtstdok ¥F N 719U ATETE
19563 A EoNAM Ao 2 I HJ Y3 E E83t9 53
g3AE Hrrtg e, ol#g x¥o]F Management Progress
StudyEle o822 &FHol 9% FrHdd A= M FL
3 odd F R geEAA FJoh. WS Standard Oil 3 A7
AT&TS H7F 9143 71HE AL E=Y3tgi, oo IBM#H
General Electrico]l A H7F 443 7[He =dFo=4 1970
A ek o 100070 o] ZFA HF Hrl fd3E &85
A HANch A2 20d B, 9% FUF f94d3 e v5H AT o
Se]l g2 ygsdA AAHNLH, °olg TI9 I% Hrt A4
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o ggxo e Bt #2 ArEo FAHHUG

. 344 237 A4 44

T

34 B FRIA AL AR 2957 Aol WA 4w
g AN Bt AAAE ALSHAD FEAE BY e

o] 523t} Thornton(1992)e] 23t H7FA Y3 1 E3F4
2t 71822 MdAs gex 7] wEo Hrt AgHAE ey
of WA EZg H&3 = Aol T3}

<E 1> EFd n2 HrAYs 223399 AA(Thornton, 1992)

2 = WS

| . e SRS NG - oY R o a
. oo ARERE bl ddgees |- AW
HPI, 914 AR 2E 9 dA 2E 9d Q47
A EE A
2
AT AN +27% 39 EE 50515 A9
o4, FAAY, 2%, 4% 74,
2%, qurael
T YRR Y ALHse A AR AL
o(6~8), 35}
£4(3~5), A&
*g;ﬁ”‘ FRAEE SAe o, AYER
PR
05~19 15~2¢ 15~34
AR AASF 244 profile PR ALAE
B4R, A7 A AR AR
FAFo| 1, 24, FAAY
Q=
@2, 7188 A= Aeqd A=y Q013 vz

<E 1> F A4 WANQH AT 2 2He we g
gAAENE BAFT Y, B WE F A7F ARHA A
23 APA BAYE AAE Ao o AL WS BYH
Aroleg, BrhgAse] Ao we} ol e #5 FAH Wgol

- 251 -



A RA Aol ENE APLA FTHANE, 2004),

T 34 B9989 280 F 44 1F +NEAE 248
£ A A%, Wk A9 F Y AFANY ARsAe] w$
FodAW, #e 2¥e AN TE 44 AL F = 259 o
Fo) & Roltk W, BANAT] BAo) F F4 AF AAAe
$4 Uz sdeatr] A Avd A9}, BAHL9E B

>

O
O

A AR A AT 4949 932 FNNE ol 53 3
ol QR Qo] ohyd AL A5 GF] 2P 2

B7HE AEAAE ALsor g
da T Y 9% FriAdE e 5Ho] gusd Fd= OS5
22 R3S AA H7HE FEAAE HAASA I

. : 7% . SME % 3%
Egi 4% B4 |2 IFPETE | 3] it

- A P20 BE 4%
A e D A% 74
« a3} 3) 4o ohe
2o 429 et 2

S X ERER
ae e APz 47

~qo) EHE T W
o= HATZ 74

s o] te H e R
o] e}
319) 291 2 YEAE
24

= A X G5 A ; s FAT2 BE QT L2
Matnx 74 A& 7HSME) s}et

o | qEE + T
AEAss \ A% AL

* F7h8o] Ay =gFE YFA R 7] o g G g4

»37te] e =g 23 JFE AN 3 Y8 (LEH, =4
AEE &3 53 A8 Heold, IFEE,

* B AR < i F)

» &84 A oot ) = 3713}, 99 7paL

#EA 4EA R g

<3¥ 1> T B HIHAL3 AgaA dA S 69A

9 aWAA & & Yxo WrhE AFAAE WA AT A
WA 2AdEE T 349 4L BASE Ao o wAE
a7 349 &9 FAoz U= & A

32
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87} AIE}(:L"‘E! 2 ’é}
P T FA oo
2 e ¢ Yo

BEL B dehbexE 24, Hog ¥
z). oAE H3L AAk &, o, BT 2, 3
¥ A FAHoz A4 24 sh5e Py

Azy e bt | L L2 $EXE

Wz =2y EAHAS| Y2t 2 =2|YHs M

WE2 2 |mER U 2k o

Aghgl Mo
ol zyz ot ade W & 20| O|3f317] 4{2 olof My
s ojsl (17 S A fyryuoy ozt |matchwe =Eahe olof My
o0, S (2 WS ME fya WAito] Xiale) 2 K&kl olsi UEXlo i 2t Bl
2l E907) s}k A2 W22zl s £ (2142 XIS ofop| B HE
ol AlcHoi|A|
B Wt E SASIRA olople
oA |2h ol WHEsielE 80| e XixAR SSH AR
<28 (E, o s HE mo do) mm
T W kol w0l 2E5ix] 243, K2 s olop| 8

Au, i afciarel of
S 2lA1R Bl g goiF e [AT(UR) Tt WA Y o T8 X &1 THetstT| fsA HYS A2 ¢
et A [z HASYSE BT Lo Nolg e S HAUS U8 T3]

el o)

<Y 2> GALE AFe B9 2 R FBAE BA oA

=, 8, ¥ 8, 93d ¥ 34 9% &9 29 2 FEAR
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2 °l zuw, A3 FFHABAN AR 4B 3
dARE 9% X ABHA EL2AE TASA g9 ol
MEesg FHY A FAY FE shid %ol Az BE F )
olgel FFAANA EH Fsdlor drke A

x).

m

%33} 3 A
AAL 9 F
AGEE | ZEAdHA | 9847 Af

AA g ] ®
28R ¥ ® ®

AALAE T ® Y ®

AFH Atn ® d
ZE @ ® ®

<29 3> 9% X AF39A EYH2E FA 4A

P74 AFHAAE ALste F AA dAE AATEE TG
= Aotk FATZRT JFFFAA Uevde 9FE Bt 54
oz Ao FAF EAL Bgsy M A5 vt
Age wgtr olgd FAFZ drf <2y 49 AAFH 3
o}

<Y 4>0H B & %o FAFxRE F3A £dE B
2t 3 HAAA, B JAPREA £ HriAeh FriALe #A,
iR ¥ WAz #AE JeEiFEH, AAHA 2% o
H7izte] Ao e 7 A7, 2x AT AFFANA F
A nsts 9% 5 ¥ olde EE WA ¢sH49,
Aate A s Al H2E(Piot Test)E A €tk A
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HaEdA F2 B4¢ 73 2 AL AL} B d=gd
goz 3 WAEe 44 YFL 3, FAHoE B 57
selusts 9% 292 23T 4 A oRolh ol
E WAE ANn d st 43347 S4HA FE Ro)

HdEE

ZH|AZF 00¥
AgTYAIZF 002

4 (Situation)
&g ntAo] st
o] HE ANY

1 3 7t A Assessee)
nj@7IRte} Aol wigH
WA} 2 e Jle s AMAY
s, 834
235 e A%
AU, 1MAY,

27180}

<29 4> JAGEEY FATE A

= B4 37194938 T 71dE
T F4 "I A4 FFS AL 1EY dE disiA b
E2 AXSAT

(1) 234 Fo] 4R o) Be F7} A48 7

T 38 9% H7F A9 gy dge 24 Z2ady 23z %
o R A3 (Facilitated Simulation)¥7} wia T2 33y &=z}
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B 39 79 A3 (Non-facilitated Simulation)o.2 FE T},

223 A4 Fo 29 AF(Facilitated Simulation)

T8 A /3% 37t 37t 4F
- Aol FA A"
Planning and| (1~15 Hr A) * Role Playerte} | AuEA z7238
Analysts / | - Role Players} d9]-¢% F5a-g B, 74“31;3_“ ‘-’é, = ’
Oral | al% Bagw se/es | #7 7 wEd =
Presentation (05 Hr) - 34 et Frt $E
-3 et A/ LE(H)
A A G H D [ L
- B3 Ao Ui B ool Eas o}
Presentation | 3 Ao o) 4 333439 - EANZ, U
management B7H/=7 24 A5 g BF| 27, AA4%H
oot |- 4534 ©5Hr) o 1 gnes =
CacliNe | . wmg A% ruA =4 SuTA P} )
(05~075Hr)
- - Role Players}
customer / |- AbE A ﬁ‘é(l-Hr "‘i)o 27/% 2 9}e) ARG, o)A}
Interaction 3 ¥4 siZ(05Hr) 57t 7 ’
ZAA4 B Fo 2o X779 (Non-facilitated Simulation)
T8 AA/3% 37t g7
- AAE 10~25719) FA, |- 82 Wt B35t - 233,
In-Bask 2 59 ez AT A PJrre AT,
n-Basket | gawe mzawe $1% Follow up 2AHZ
24 (2~3Hr W) JEH "8 AR 74
- AN f R T
AUA WA STHAE | pssessorrt Aol |- 22, 724,
Leaderless | 33 AA) A g, 37 L ER T
Group |- AbAel 3tA de - th o iAssessor7} z274, dAaF
Discussion (05Hr &) Ty =
-4~69o] EEL %3
% #Z(2Hr)
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AF F7F 439 a4

dutd oz F A AF AAbl ol 9F H7 A4 =919
AL ¢4 A7t Y93 7129 ofd Screening R ET o &
o g4Y43 7158 5P3H(Wood & Payne, 1999), 37} 3]9
Axe b2 o| AF A =FRT ABFLE HA FALE
grg 4 ok Hrrsdse AT 23 AF AL W AVIE 1
t 9L g od E7Rt 3719939 B Est £7] Wil
tH(Woehr & Arther, 2003). HB7F1¥3 9 3= gt g2 9+

% 5% BME 29 4 AFAY 3 FACI®)ES H7 A
23 ARz 2 AHRE B2 F1 gloy, o EFEHTEFH
t 29 23 o, 3L bge SACIE)ESE 7 45
3 FdEe RS HAFE Aot 53 o ATERYH A

272 9 (Potential Rating)el the A 37t 91939 =0
g Hojud e A& ¢ F A+

AT&TAIY] A9 FALE dis) 9% F7F 43I E AA s,
#HYRZ 4FE FAHo] deA, oFdAE AdAF3}n JeH, =Y
A9 = BAE AFE Aol AFE AME F 50%
7b 3 e AA @A Ao @8, =gdddd vs dF3o)
FUHAAN =4 F 1690 FAE FE & o, Bz 4F
Rolgta dZFH AL F 89%7F AR AAARSES E W H
7t 91939 ¢F gE=rt Hojvrdax B ¢ U

A Hr7t 43 E Aol AE3t=  EAME Boeing, Coca-
Cole, Colgate-Palmolive, First Umon, GM, Konica, Pfizer, Shell
UK, Southwest Airlines Sol¥, &%l A83t+ At United
Nations, US Postal Service, Whirlpool o]t} E3 H714 Y3 &
AHgstE 9 AR A$ AU/ AMgse Ivte 93,
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Autt seolm, |4, M T AH&3te JF7te wAAE, Ul%
I, 3F Ttk F, WUt f¥dE FTALEY AAH e E
o I #YAE AL 2 SN =2 AW 24 9]% %!
Folx Fo] &83tn JYom, &7 AR FUUA JLIME
T3 AAE 1F TFLT AR U] FHHE 17 FFLE
Brtete =2 9% Hrt YU E Aesten B FHE 1
F o]t

FEHo2 E d 9% Pt 4493 YL oY & =FER
o AFETET oy, & A4 JF ddAEY Y FAYH S
7 & A3 Fvx 2EAS £ YUY 2HEZE ZREgAR
T A4 9% Bt f438 =48 B3 ARFHoln IAT™ + F
4 AF AAE AANE F Jdod, gFdE T AEE AFAF L
2A 3T AA 9F FUiet & H2 XY AF AY AR
< ERE F glon FHle o & JUIAE T oA E Aol

o[n

+
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| 23 |

o H(1998), ATEAT AN BA oJ2F 1B, AYTHAAL
A, 1998, A=
AYTH(1999) ZT2A $UPA 249 FA4Y. H95N
TAT, 2

NAE &% 2E

£51(2002) ZFW A{§FHo] ZEA =FAHE HAQWL
TE #¥dE ANARE FHLeE. A9
TEALAT. 42

FEF19%) =249 AHEFRAFER 2R L@
EFREY.

FE9(2000). =5 AHALANL E45E 4 ALY =F

AFA - o g - A 2004) THATHMNEAY EEA HI}
A, AT

4

SEER

e

A5u(2004) T2AFAANYALY EAF Fd #
Ty, $FeTATY
Qo) F(2004) A A

3
-

ok
2

]l o

Ads A% B 938 7Y, i Adg.

£1]4 2003, “BIM Y AL 2T v A g3 doo] AF” H]
A eh=F, 12(2), 109-141.

AH(1999). 239 AYTHMEEA o S E 9 EE3.
A gdsgnLd

T A5 MEA(1999). 2EAFY

THEEFAYAA.
299%91(20000 =AW QM A3 wrol.
FA2001) “FA VA Adu L LA

F AdHeor BAAE
Egere FHom”

22EARAEL -2 EAAY
B} A, FFeFATY
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FRH1997). 7120 A A=Y A Ay

°l A9J(2000). W AHAAANE A A LEt FAR A, G
3G NLY

OJ-T - o] FE2001) “HAFIe] AXH FTAHA UF FFaql.
2344 29 2 PrN2Y B4 FHow”, TAx - =
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OJRTE - o] FE(2001). “HHAHILY HRH FAA I Jge
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The Study of Assess Center Method Applied
to Military General’s Promotion System

Kim, Won-Hyung

The purpose of present study is to applied center assess
method to Military General’s Promotion System

This study aim to examine assessment center method based
on core competency model will be applied to Military General’s
Promotion System and Human Resource Management. This
study propose that Military General’s core competency model
based on job analysis to identify competency of Army, Navy,
Air Force's Generals and to identify the consequences and
performances of assess center method. This study propose that
assess center method applied to Military General’s Promotion
System have many kinds. Facilitated Simulation methods were
Planning and Analysis /Oral Presentation, Presentation
management Coaching, customer /Peer Interaction. Non-facilitated
Simulation methods were In-Basket game, Leaderless Group
Discussion, role playmg And this study propose that Miltary
General’s assessment center method based on core competency
model will be effective in Military field.

Key Words . Military General’s core competency Assessment

Center Method. Simulation methods
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