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I A&

Suzte] WA= g B SHAES st AHC o AFAHE Fxde
WA G O AAA G4k A FHE ok AFAEAEA SFue] Fag
A wAY wF o] thek ode FHe AY 2 94F &4 N 5 S8
FHo R sAEY o FAHH dFES HA = A (Copland, 2003; Louis, Dretzke,
& Wahlstrom, 2010), ©]o] &3 A4S 8l SFudd wAtete] Fazgdd Fo&
71€Y oVt ok wFARE

5]
Ao westuzt st Stu e ¢AACE wAete] A AE BAS FA4 A
A8 a7t 9l Aotk (Bryk & Schneider, 2002; Reitzug, 1997).

ol# g 7hH HZ StuH A=AI HHEste] ‘A7]-E)] H7F A (self-other rating
agreement) /'S H&3 AFE0] FHSAUKH(Devos, Hulpia, Tuytens, & Sinnaeve,
2014; Ham, Duyar, & Gumus, 2015; Park & Ham, 2014). A=/ g =A7]-EQl %
7F QA AT A=A gk A7) ALl Bl 3He] B AR AR &3 Ao
of JAE A=A A7) A2 (self-awareness)ol] M-S Fi A FT}(Fleenor,
Smither, Atwater, Braddy, & Sturm, 2010; Yammarino & Atwater, 1993). T-AH|Z 2=,
AR 4T A=A} Bl o Faxgow oArje BHAA, ol F5z-&
I FARAAE o] e A=A A=A e Ble] Hriel el
wate] 2] AHs Bofstal ol F vA] ARARAY AT Fo] vy
4 '23E SIANZ F Advhe Aot (Yammarino & Atwater, 1997).

s
4o tja Av)-Ehel W QAR g AEde BHE S F
ehe Aol 8

7=}

2 A
ol
otstr] 9% =¥ mg Fagd, & AT
w3d Wt FEg F3kd & Al &
g AgES FHE dlFe S A AAE 9vlsthet(Dimmock & Walker,
2005; Hofstede, Hofstede, & Minkov, 2010), ©]&= 7)<l Ztel] o] Fojx|&= F5 2§ &2
% stuel J = (feedback)¥ #HAsIY, T FA, td, W8, ¥ Toll dFE & F
A, AEAL) A7) 4 GA 2 FFIM AFEE& 5 9lth(Ashford, 1989; Atwater,
Wang, Smither, & Fleenor, 2009; Sully de Luque & Sommer, 2000). A|=4do] tfst =}
7]-BkQl B7F LA =T =7F e £382 WE e dd ThsAol e Aolth
olglgt 7hsdS Stw X2 WA HAFHOE FAEr] 5, B A7 SuF
ol

BEASHO @ G- W} ANt BHA AA GG AT Sz of
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g AAZAQ zolE Hol=AE FIstaAt itk o] F f8 E AFodAe usds
= A ZAHTeaching and Learning International Survey, ©]3} TALIS) 2008 A}=¢}
Hofstede £](2010)¢] Hla &3t A5E AFsto o]& BAsIT. & A7+ o4 &
< TS Ado AR, dfstue AsA st 1o gdde] A FUEHE 2
=29 wSAHA Wt A A4 AYAo|A BSAAE AYAEA SuAe Ao F
21 Qe AE 1Hd weld 9, 2006 A&7 -QMdE-FH -3 %3&, 2016;

mlm

Ham et al, 2013), &2 A=A o3t Hr7} 2D A=A fde s thzzol
AT JJBJ} Atk & A7 u A=A o AFA e s Hustst
otyet A4 Aol thal Mz HHA TME Asd & A<

neshmu olygl 223 Ho}:_/] KIS

St HYARA Y FAFET i} wFAEAEAN Y AL Fofko}
(Blase & Blase, 2000; Hallinger, 2005). 53], &¥2<l 3 ]
S 2A FuAe] uFAEHgo]l FHE we b, vxY guwd Hrp 5o AY
FES AFAEARAZAY 9 $37 AHE| Ut (Davis, Kearney, Sanders, Thomas,
& Leon, 2011). o] a}a& §_E.: 6’]—/%]——_0/] 8_]—0—1 /ﬁ_ir]oﬂ 1:}]6} iﬂUx—l_q 71—};5—].& g—;q]m
A G20 2EY AAZHRE e F4hE o] $th(Gumus & Akcaoglu, 2013; Ham &
Kim, 2015; Lee, Walker, & Chui, 2012).

Suwd wFAEARE o td BANFolu TeFstA AoEo] e, ARk ow
AFAERNES EHH 0T W5t St WA wF EFe tid Ad 9 o5 $
A NS Bl eFHOE FAEY ol TAHARA FFE vXe AR EHA Q)
o Bt FAHOE, wFAEAEAN FugdS IA 5 Al 7 BACE AR4dE
It AA, 53 T4 A=A AFAEAS ERHoE B35t StuwAge g
W BE B, 53 ug o] st shq] A3 FXolgte w53 3o H3F
SIF & WAFSS FH3tal o] ETH(Bossert, Dwyer, Rowan, & Lee, 1982; Kleine &



Klacht, 1993). &8, 4% 3 A=Aolth wFAEHE A} 0 R W3t Stud
< WAEE stolg Al g ZFo disiA #FYflel MAdHoR FEER F&
T}(Blase & Blase, 1999; Reitzug, 1997). A A, &4 MY AW A=Atk AFAEA
< Ao r BFste FuAde wAEY wgF AT S AT el g
g5 ANHH o2 A U3t}(Blase & Blase, 1999; Youngs & King, 2002).

B AT e dud dFAEAY] a7 A4S B s Gudd 1 ARFe
EHE ¥ T 2 o] AEAE Al el g2k ¢ e Ml FEska

& Ham, 2014; Southworth, 2002). 2 52 WAL HAEH &4 9
Zl InAE olo HA MNYT + fth(Hargreaves, 2000). 1
d3)ets St wAY] wg &5l HHA R A oF st
| i3 ARoE A4 ThsAdol i, W2= g
MJO] AARE O" o= JE A= dthel&4], 2002). 1 A, A=A
a7t ZAaHAY 279 Y3571 %= ¢th(Lee et al, 2012; Rosenholtz,
1989). o|¢} ##3te] Blase$t Blase(1999)« Stu o] myAEAo] B o

£4% Woks oA @A td AT 9Ye sl wAste AF BAE YN
AL 7z39th Ham ©](2015)} Park® Ham(2014) %A 3t g wAb 3+ 45 21

KN =
= - =
Aol wet sage mFAEY Lush ekl b e AFeRA, 3An a4 3
8

@ Q4 BYX 845 Fol7] A% we FEA

2245 EY8 4] R B S 2 S AEH wstel wep A=A
g 2 9 # © 7h&dl, ‘A7I-ERRD 37 YA (self-other
rating agreement) A EZF ] {83 MNEH EEA FASATHelET, 2010;
Yammarino & Atwater, 1993). o] o] w 3 A5z B2l 7]
% 7}(self-rating) 9 A=A FHO B A= B3l S)ogHE Byt
(other-rating) S A A2 o2 WwthzxstL, o5 53 AEAH A2 =4 -Hriste d
F&AY (e SAlY) o] ARE ALANA AFFHEMFOEN AR st
A=d A oA g i a7 d9e MBS 5 Zlo] w¢ Fasith

AAZ T3 AdPYATFEC] A7]-EQl B7F Aol wet Ao axnrl zeolE
1Y 7heAdS A7 $th(Bass & Yammarino, 1991; Ham et al, 2015; Sosik, 2001;
Yammarino & Atwater, 1993). FAIZH O R, A7]-E}l Fr7P7F AT W A =4 T}
SHEE AFS Hola, o9t RitiE A7]-Edl H7PE BYAS w A=A Rt 7
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&23tE AFES UEhd Aolth ol didl oy AFAEL A=A tg Ar] Hriet
BRQl J77E dAske E A=A A7 A4 FE4 T23% ARE HIil(Atwater
& Yammarino, 1992; Moshavi, Brown, & Dodd, 2003; Wohlers & London, 1989), ©]Z
o] AEA Jiet o' AAZH BHEAAZES Hols=A AWt s th(Fleenor et al.,
2010; Yammarino & Atwater, 1993).

A7) Aol Ao A Fo s ~22% olgfsta v BEE ov|st=H,
ol ERlEol vigtie AL BEd ~xw7) vigtEeE A4S Bgo] o= A
A=A HE #AAS AdY A=A ¥E ARAGgE &

£
uw Aol A%, e AEH WA tol A=A Belo] ojug 1 F
$
%

o
=
r o
tlo

l-ﬂl
2 B o>

7h7kel #AS L AEE F U7 rqhoﬂ THE ERRIEC] 14T 4 FERA
ERIE FF AAA X3te) A=4Y 54 SH dd F83

2ATh(Atwater, Roush, & Fischthal, 1995). && °¢|Zlo] A =0 dig E}QI9] 3
=2 Bele HrtEg wieA o A o}E}—t« = %
SXE AT dolA 27 FALHAY] FEAES aRHow F

Aol A=A A 7] wWZel, 215*4 of gk Rl
A 7 dE AR 2 5 JtH(Ashford, 1989; Fleenor et al, 2010; Yammarino &
Atwater, 1997). A=A 2oz A=z BRIE § o= 3 #A dHo=
&M AgeA =HE F Jla, A=A} BY #HS AAZ R FHeEHE
=go] g7 H(Ham et al, 2015).

A5 U A7|-ER] B dAsE A, AERAE AH4le] WEste AEA
el Rl Ags] st S TheAdol w1, wEkA ALl AR P9E
A 248 drbrlel fEld gl o HelM, ¥ A4 53
o olgt RHE, A=A thd 27]-El Brt EYA G A
A A A daix Az geteta YA B sbeAdel w0
AxA &35 7Idstr] ofgrh 53], AAs FHoid

i)

=4 Jhgel Bay 8 gel Baw A=y oga.w dal A AAsA 2
ol we Wak opje}, Ao olo] ¥ W=Ho] AFHULE 0T 23 9T
sEdo WIS Jbey 4N EABTHE HelM, A At AxF 54l

=T (Atwater et al., 1995; Bass & Yammarino, 1991; ligen, Fisher, & Taylor 1979).
AmAel i A71-Eel Wb AR WE AxA wse] olo] e Aol



A9 5o gopl A 43H AT AWK e] & shed, A2l WE RopIHE
3 2 3 o

olg g MIA BA & 83t HE&F ATEol $As] AFIATH(Devos et al,
2014; Ham et al., 2015, Park & Ham, 2014). #d], &5, Zelo]Al¢}, &=, €79

AEE F4% Ham 9(2015)= ©l5 =7} EFolA algA =gl it Stug-wAL 3
sy

3k AF7)-ERQl HE YA
< o we, A=
]

Pl oo o2
Mo gy M2
o o

B

=
Mo
o
=

R

>
o

S & A &A&" ARES THEESH dlFE e VA AAE 9v
FoH(Dimmock & Walker, 2005; Hofstede et al., 2010). ©]®] 7}*|(values)= “oj® &
HEG o8 FHE ASA st 220 AIFA"(Hofstede et al, 2010, p. 29) &
A, L3 7EA AA Wl e JHEC]l wEske et e Al ik dF
A 7FoE Agste] A HC R RlEE ARl A tiARAE AT ET
(Hofstede et al.,, 2010; Lustig & Koester, 2010).

M ko] FeArg B oAAE WA A o3 ThA] AA S FFCEREH AFE
< T e dFE0] o BRiuFol 7Heul(Gelfand, Erez, & Aycan, 2007; Lustig
& Koester, 2010), o]&g &3}4 zfol7h 71l 2 Fadke F=wlo] 24, tid, W&,
WA Foll 4T AolE TS U, Am o]A o] AR AY] 1A FFEY A
o| 27} olo” ThsAdol A7IEo] Skt (Ashford, 1989; Atwater et al., 2009; Sully de
Luque & Sommer, 2000). A=2te] #47] Q14L& A&7 HelsddA e A3}
I A BEEo] EwS AlFstes AR wEt 2ed ¢ ded, oEe daF
& AA7E 4 FE 2344 Wz g shedel e Aolth(@ s 9, 2015). ©f
| & Aol = Hofstede €1(2010)9] =71 &3 2 /IS vl OE ol& ¢ A4
Aol AAHCE AHBIA =, 53] ALA 9 A A FsAE&d fgHste] B
S FEZ ol YA (power distance)9t 7| AF9(individualism) &3 Y-S
3

Hog xqstns Fu.

ot

o

2



StE WX e StWE-wAF Bt dXZ0 0IXe 238 o

Ju

o g 317

fol

= A =" (Hofstede et al., 2010, p. 87)E L]-E]—bﬂl:} O]L
g Fete] o Arox #AHEEH, dgAt & £33N A=A
A

A Z=Ape] o
Hale AZE ZEFCE FEoA ¥ AR AT B ofye, AAo o
F2 e EHST BAE BAAMSkE v, YA A2 T A=Ake F
& 1] A= @A 4o Aovhs YEbATtH(Hofstede et al, 2010). A =Ak-F3) &
Aol thgh ddo] A4 7ML 4 E3hdol &3 A=A e} Fs} 3hl HozH
A e FzAgel dAF s FFS vY

Ho FAz ez, d8AgrE 2 23N Y2 g A=SAA AFEHA
Hgoll, Fote FE AEAZTEH 7o 3 AANE T s, A=Ask Fa) 3t
o g BE A=A FE2 AZETH(Hofstede et al, 2010). E3F AFA 7 &
=N AEAE FAHA gAY A AEAL] A =AA oEsta ARl 9
Aoy Fatel oA € oEstt, ol HetRFH o] Al Y H=
S THUE Ao=E AgAA 7Aool A7) FQ]-E-OIE]-(MiHman, Taylor, & Czaplewski,
2002). © dolrt, AgATE F £3AANA A=AE SAH A9 FAE Fal Fotet
o A9 AAE =yt doh(Hofstede et al, 2010; Sully de Luque & Sommer,
2000). o213 E3fHolM = A=Aret Fab ko] AElA Aol A3 A=A FFY
of that Heto] Fego]l 7] W, Fik= A=A e 9He WEes AL 7
o, AAo] gt oA e 7 E AFste A=AE Fate] AR eA 2ot 3§t
Ay AzskA ¢r71= dth(Hofstede et al., 2010). BHAZ7F 2 E3AANA = F317}

AZ=ANA el AT 7135 FE] Fowa X2 w9 oiyg, A 183
71315 Fouttagts §3517} ol & AWE &&ste Zlo] A Fre HeA, & 49
A A=A A7) 1o B gl A8 JhsAdo] Erh

gEoz, T &3 AP =7F WelA Ui o] F&EHo =&
3 (Hofstede et al, 2010, p. 118) AEE Yt o= 7i%lo] W H(in-group)el %1
oAl FFE AHCA T o3 S48 dirtz HAed HIE ve AR (p.
118)7} =& AT £3589 Hlu s S8 tS EHsHA olsfd & Atk AT
w3kt AT 3 2Ho2T Y Y FHo] FxHe A= wet FEEH
MAF2 EstdolAM A=Aet Fate] AAE AT AGoz AAAL Hite= A7)

&3

D AT o Jebo] 7he] A9 #AAste] JidFoet JaFoE Fs A= side] of
Ut 435 5949¢ Mdelgta 8 A% U tHTriandis, 1995). Hofstede= ©l& 4]

F#(level of analysis)®] ol7= ol71WA, jele] 74X uawstelW ATl PaFel
2 F N9 vhE AQom gFEdok ShA, AB|(EE S7h) FEAAE @ AU FFwo

2 Yeldta F43cH(Hofstede et al., 2010, p. 128).



Zkqle] ool s FFdt= Aol BAAET] W] A=A} Rile AZE HuA diF
H =

A o b, AT EsldolA AExte} F3le A= FE-A BAS} fFAF
3t7] wigol Fate A=A NAE &4 AFE Eth(Hofstede et al., 2010). ©] 2]
gt A 525t BAle] g AAEH 71 AEAH T ofefol AAEE AT

_l_?l_
A9Fe] Boh 1 BBAG Ao Folsh AWsA QAo AmAsh Fah ke 3

AT 3 AgA e W2 A ARE AFse AT AWS AT Ao
F83t7] W Z(Kim & Nam, 1998; Ting-Toomey, 1999) EFQIAl HHOZ Wi o7
< ZHete 2l FHst vgAsHA 2 AR FEe v, JiQFe Bk
A AL BlelA A oHe (TAo] A FAAR] WELAE) £t A
< PR oqrja, dAE F9 FTAAAE AAS & Holwe AL Wi
HTH(Hofstede et al., 2010). E3F J&F9o| 3o = 2 HRI} AL TS
F FA7F ﬂ & oyt I = A ol 93 ARl M B2 HEI}F ofujsiA
Ags s v, 7idFe] E3doA iR Aues A1 s Addn
© 8% Aol7t tkHall, 1976). FEF2o| 2= F2 BHAL dEoy &
YEE el yemo] dasa, AT 3dodie A4 &8s 58 d=
ol ¥ M3He AR ol #de] vk ¥, o] tida ddste], JdFo
A= Ry Aol thd FRI7 0S5 F&3A AAA L, g dEzt
g0l e g2 dojur] wZol Aol e 54 Jle] okt FEel BTt
B, Wi x37t Ad Ae fHs & H?l"ﬂ M Aoz Hrlsh=

54
A& AU (Sully de Luque & Sommer, 2000). ¥FHol|, 7j159] E}ANA QAL =
7] 33 7}(self-assessment) £} #}7] i’,‘é_(self—regulat1on)°1 B2 S Ad B ozt
(Hofstede et al., 2010; Sully de Luque & Sommer, 2000), E}QlNAl <784 A
G717 ke A9l 2227 weme Iz os QA I} (Morrison & Bies,
1991; Wayne & Liden, 1995). 7127} 733 E3dolA Fots A=A oA d=ms
AL 713 & vlad wo| Fowi olF AR &8&F 5 QUthe HdA, MAF

= = T
2ol gure Bajol ns) A5g A7 Aol i@ BHL AT
4. A77H4
B ATAE 9A ATE o] 82 WPL MHOR o] AFANE EEe, A

z7 g 248 o= AEsuz o}
M1 SR aFAEA @ stng 2 ke 24 %

L

7 AAEE B

o

el
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@5 P DAY Sol t@ Aush £FE 0] YTHOECD, 2010). TALIS 2008 7+ %
A O =7HE dEske St 9 WA B8-S AAHCR FE3 Asge HdAA =
7b b vla ATt AHegk ARl
&4, Hofstede 9](2010)9] ¥a&3} A S+ HofstedeZt =7} 3t &3} Zol& AFH
oz HAEEY] Sel A AA 7e/h= (e AH)e] IBM AAY 2E2ASS tdeE 4
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ABSTRACT

The Effect of National Culture on the Principal-Teacher
Agreement Regarding Principal Leadership Performance:

The Importance of Power Distance and Individualism

Choi, Kyoung-Jun(Hanyang University)
Ham, Seung-Hwan(Hanyang University)

This study examines the possibility that the degree of agreement between principal
(ie, self) and teacher (i.e., other) ratings of principal instructional leadership may
vary depending on national cultural contexts. To this end, two distinct data sets
have been linked together to constitute the data for the present study: the OECD’s
cross-national sample of 3,888 principals and 61,776 teachers selected from 3,888
middle schools across 21 countries, and Hofstede’s national culture indexes. Based on
the combined data set, a three-level hierarchical linear modeling analysis has been
conducted, whose units of analysis simultaneously include teachers, principals, and
countries. The results indicate that the degree to which the principal rating
successfully predicts the teacher rating systematically differ depending on power
distance and individualism at the national cultural level. This finding sheds light on
the importance of integrating a cross-cultural perspective into principal leadership

research and theorization.

[Key words] Principal leadership, Self-other rating agreement, National culture,

Power distance, Individualism



