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& 7= W Fojol floid =XI2aHE XRSH WHRNCP0 Tt Cla JHoa oivF
HES Ehisl Heo =008 S HEs B DA ke N8 7D X, TRl
st JHeX - RN ciekdnt ol i ATHDHER A0 W DA 20 8%, oz
IAR EUE I3WS FHolM =XZ2HE AT o Jedsiol ¢ WEEE wolsh EUct
oix| 71E 2ol citt DERM X2} 3k THAA Clofnt P ARl o X2
BRHER EUD, ATNCHoRM CMBY YR BB MEtk: TisTolt 2R 2
PR & (M) FOE 4ER0 0] § 212 Uix YAg Bl A uingE o 2
Uck J23 HT el TAESHURN GTZER EUch ooz ot JIE B
Boil Chst DEEN TEEE AP oo WHoR APXlel Rapiidol Chgl D EE
H, 2Aciel W B3 R0l chft JPHEN, ZXRAFYE ChEt AR, RS
MEER| Soll s =ofsict.

FHo| - =X, M(aE)Felel TisFe|, el

1.ME

B A3e 3% JHoA] 2223} (organizational culture) 2] 7113l
g olsie) ZFEA ATHAFAAN AZIE ¢ Ue =AHES 7
BogH, FF olE FAR & AFEANA F 9 S H27 F ¢
BEF Y 28-S A Bz s o xolA &Ltk

zZz ek 807 AA Ad@ #YE Bedey RE
1980 tho] EojopMRElolth. 1 B4 o] fojr} ATt BAUE F
A 8 AL $4 Add FHelM dEo ZA7]A (Morgan, 1986:
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1) 3 A, Y% (excellence) 7 T&S HH] AT N2 A2
o] &4 (Schultz, 1995: 6) A HIRE(GR & 4 U}k a2ln
90dd) FNHRE HAAALE fYstn e M&AY AdH8de
I FY FA2H7t HAY FAHARE 2R At E3o
v AFEFa: AL, 200la, FEZIANAG o] 23 Bl
BA" (FZH AR R)Y 10(3) :17~40) ©] F718k o] o] Adel o
g BAo] AxnsHe % %S Hu givh W, o] 2ddA
v 2 2ARAE FelH o gopshe tR7)FFd U &4
£2 kg (Meyerson, 1991: 256) S 2M, E3ide] 2F AL o
M2E HEHE (new metaphor) 2 AXHATHe RoZHE 1 ¥4
ol HEE + Utk AT oJfFE 13t — 53], 1980 — =
2 Egol B¢ B2 MAET 0|83 BHEC] £olA Ugten, o
MdE Bnigdelvd 72 £ 2AW3te] £4d H4A7]ee o §
< o] leigitt. TN F2HE T 2e e AR
T o] —7]& 20| &9 F8 MIEQ — 72U A, T B4
o e gn v&{ AYE AA =AUk (Hofstede et al., 1990:
286) L F73Het.

a2y v & o]MY A& g B BT EFEm, =
& ok MdA el oA Atz FAFEA 9] sl o) F
ojA]A g1 Jeow BAY dwtgoR wolEdxe A¥E =iy
H& gk A o] Jidel @AE s 2 AL Yoy
(diversity) 7} o8] Aotk AA A B/} oA AT € 4
AR ARGAA oA Me 8 F derld dF AFEHLe a9
2] BA| ¥tH(Schultz, 1995: 6) & HA 2 E3de] dig o]
o] TS ST F Uk oY ¥ A7 dAdx gAY
A7t kol 3 999 B gz 3 Aee ot
A A gtk BE PP2A B NYRATE g =3
EBHE AT F 7] "ol olo) uigt A7t gAslsA) £atn
ATHE HE o7 (o]FH, 1994: 708) = loy, o] Bue FZR7%
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Fojsh Hgojzhs Aol dd ZE e FFABEA ] B
o AAAHY ol f7F AUk D ol @ FAEFAE 2RI AL
ZHAE EE oldd 2 HHHQ g0z olsisl: ko] glo
B, TA o] JdE 5 AP hE e oo
HlEtR e o] gl

°|& WF3tR, VFAFGANNE 223 gt A7} WA
3t wlaich, 20009 AAAAE 2HFIAFE 2 Putelx|
8 AAFoIth(el 4 - olFF, 2001t 249). F2o] AL IFaso @
EEES A, 7 BNGY7 27 £ YHR = 9
T3E FAZ 3t o] thREoly, BN $324 71X $£Fd 24
& FE Aol FFL olFx AU (HAS, 2000: 15). FFYAH A
e 1960~70dthe] B RAHATY] AR six|Te] BE A7}
1990 t7AA & A &) Hel2 d7H T Qa(o]E, 1994: 708),
A E3te] Hstol] it A (o 4%, 1997; o<, 1990; ubH 9,
1990; 7], 1982) M E3HE FHMFo)E EYMSG|E 7l
275 shel Mg HFE oldshe Ao] FFL olRm Utk
200139 B tiZEA(Douglas, 1970) 8} YH A7) (Wildavsky,
1987) o] #3}& (Cultural Theory) & H83td AH 22, gy 2
YA Ea i BME Axslele o] AT wEN B
2. 38 FFYA A 2283} e dE Ao BF A7
(o124, 1992; &A%, 1992) &% *ﬂﬂ}i FAHLE T AR A 1‘1
2o g AF(FHAE, 2001b) FE AYsHH Ao A7EA g=
o]},

o|st & Ao 7j&3td B AFE AA, 2R3 g A
3 OFda a0 o A7HIYWES 12 Bu, EX, oy
1EE EU2 3 J9olX 2AEHE AT7E 9 nelsor & A
HES =8l Bt 2324 g% 999 sl 23288 ¢
e P EA T e ook AoYe gen AP BYE
ASdhe © Qo] 2ol EXE AlEs 2ozl o
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2. ZX|Z20f CHE O|BX T

1) 7HaE2lef ol

(1) XZESH Hel s HA

ZAZ8e] Jidols “FHE (shared), “FAA] A7) (taken for
granted) )2 FEAM7E Bl jlow, dwtdos g #e
7ol Z=gittn £ § itk “RE XA ARt} E& 7l o}
gt 25 AgED Aol FxEn FAHYE Alold] FHE] 3t
o olgld AELS HAA dEHeo|ln FoH oz Hoj 7} 2374
HE Alojol] BAA] AAXNAY =T F gl HEAR H1, 74Y
£9 7 A g ouiajAe] Ade] 4L k. a3 o
REL 29 £33 gZEd FYHo] BEsqn AFdnt.” ojgd
7L 2R E37F ‘ZATAHLE Aboldl FRER BEA dAAE
ojl R'Y B, FAFHoZ ZAE3L FAolvtd disiM e HET
g el7E oych

M 71&2e] 2ARIATE HEY BH, thit o] Aide] zte B
7¥A B Eolv AAQA 59 JHHEAN 59 998 FE 7
UL B, FAFTFA Aloloire eyt a7l Ee dwry &
drel R kA §4, a2jn a2l Fse ozt 7w I
o] qlt}. F2HEZ 5 (Hofstede et al., 1990: 286)cll ojshd, ZAE
ste @ AAAY Golistic) FZolw, @ FAALE AAHE Zo
o, @ AFIA MEEF dBH Jon, @ A3HoR FHH:
Rolw, ® d4A (oft) o™, a1 ® WE3}7] ot Rolth
¢, LE(Ott, 1989: 52) & ZZE3ol] g dwbAQ) g dH9&
O =3 &= AT, Q 24 23 F3e FFez E53H, O
2 Fse Ao R FAsE Mden, @ 2F&E3e 2ATA
1S Al AP A& olsldtn 2 9n| & dldste WS Algs)
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o, @ 2FE3e= 2YYFE Axdhe FHF £, oF PF
HE & vFF oz SAsAY EXdte ZAFANAYETLEA
ledt F 5714 JHELE Fed Roldh

ZZolgolA B3l /g JFHozRE WA geu, AFE
AME E3le] ofulo] i ojuj Felk tte HA|A EHH,2
ZAEAT tRdel Avke AL A ¥ Yol otk
(Smircich, 1983: 339) & Aelth 80wl A EsA Tl AFHA o
g 3 TZAE S (Frost et al., 1985: 13~23) 2] t}F3 EAES
KL e MEES o4 33 437 Hojgtk o] Age &2
A OGP E #5358 Aok " 2HESA) g AdE g
o RE AEY FE Yddte ARvks ofd Aoy FEd
ue}l 73l oldishe Ao] EHEE A 2o

(2) 28fe| &Fol|l g &

28 HAB] g 232 B AdAE 2 F 71
2rz g ¢ Aok e R #FE T de /MIEY A4
oA B3E sk, thE i AFHoe #FE F Qe W
A aolA 238 FoAPh I HAdAM e EhEE FFA T
AYEd daid ARFeE #FE & e A HFE F AL
W, AlEHog AdAgse B PFo dE, =7 2L AAAHY
2o 24 e @33, VH I A4e FFA FHEEY vt
& &l TRH e Ad 712 Aeg F/E W gnjd 2
A& vk oldF F FRE O ARYHE E3te] FE(evels of
culture) .2 /E3d § it} £3 £EE =¥ o 7P W9
A&=E Hol Ml (Schein, 1985) ©]Tt.

A (Schein, 1985: 13~21)& E3}e] +F& AT E (artifucts and
creations) - 7}X| (values) -7 -7V (basic assumptions) & 37] o2 F
Baled, Mg 7RAAQ AL AFEZA ol EYH - AFAH &
Aoz T 9l o™ (visible but often not decipherable), 7}X] FE-L&
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A (what is) S PFEEE ‘olo|of G} (what ought to be) = H71H
A 0 2K (greater level of awareness) ©] o] el B4 Ao
AsHoz RAESMA LA 929 uigg ojF¢ 7|BiHo
HPEET. oA HEE 78 FF0] TAHLEY oY o @
AAl AA7le AAE 83 AP0z BREYA Fe Ro|th (taken
for granted, invisible, and preconscious)

FH, LE(Ot, 1989) & A2 (Schein) 8} JFE $3 vz 4
(Martin & Siehl, 1983)¢] JFHAE FE3} AFE - YEHE-7}
29 A-7187M8 F 4 508, 24 (Rousseau, 1990) & Q12
T-YFRY-AGHE-F/E 77187 F 5 $2eE A
3ttt F2HEZ 5 (Hofstede et al., 1990) & 23}¢] 22 713 5l
B3, 9% 94 T B BAEA $FE B (practices) 02, 71X
(values) & £3+e] 4o FRsl ZFEgd ATE st HoA
AN F F7E M (Schein) o 7HEste} Hlm@ddd, £F 12
TELS 7HH Atde] Eda AR £F 2% e 7 A
A9 WdA Ade] ¢ &8 FAHEY, £33 B B
dzrgel g g Fch o g go] F8 APAEY 2 E3|
e AdFele BFo] 7Fe 7MNA FEoU FRPT I Bibs
3te] FE5Jojopt it ELE ERE 4 th

B, zz &) A (dimensions) T &4 (attributes) o] W2t £ F
ato] of7]oM £3te] KEE =& Aol 71E AujHd A7
oltt. ol AEdA AFT 2AFJNATAY0] TRV EFRY
3AZFAE Jehd FAg ddolet B & ik

2) 2oH5| XA S4o| o3t ERo THLEFYS Claky
AFNA 2A80 & 71E ATES BY, 2B U@ oy

g AL FGEo] AAHAA old we) gt 22 EHREE0]
Atsel siok oA, slel<&(Harrison, 1972) & ZF 9] B3ld &
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dol 229 oldd A 27 Udtm Egtewd, Mt (Handy,
1978) & E8¥ue F3 YE-S EA5x] g o 874 A3
7b obd7bt F88tha FEFT Q4% (Ouchi, 1980) & AH] &
o} FHAM ARnEE AHste Wy J1Fos F4sn, ol
FrAFSHAl, &2 (Jones, 1983) & AR AT FHLE Alole) w8 =
= AHE BANI] AsfA dHE AxH FoAN 2225} YA
goi B, olgd nidele 2F udlxe AAHA (property
rights) & FZAA HIRED Goldt A FxE Hold 2R
38 3HAE F sivka F4%c

a8]3 F2H E (Hofstede, 1980) & AH AT (power distance), &
A9 3] Y (uncertainty avoidance), 7WQF2] (individualism), ‘FAI T}
¥ (masculinity), A3t B (time horizon) F 5714 2ol 24 & 5
ot ¥, AR=(Sathe, 1983), MQ)(Schein, 1984), 2211 FE{9} &)
270 (Kotter & Heskett, 1992) 5-& Qo2 B34 7} (strength)
S} AR (congruence) o] & F43E 1, 71 Hol A_H 1 Y&
g3 AUIY (Deal & Kennedy, 1982)9 A% 59 &% (speed of
feedback) 2+ A (risk) o] H ol 719kt 2 & b} Atiole}t E
28] xF(Sethia & Von Glinow, 1985 ¥ Z3Zo] A Aol o3t
wfe (Tl it &) o AL Aol gAY BANA (THKY
o] A& it @A) o wel, AUl AE (Ernest, 1985) &= )% (action) 2}
B(&FA-A32) 7 A3 (people) A (A H-vl ol A) o] F 28 7]
Fo2 E37¥< ArIch A Ha8=(Quinn & McGrath,
1985) 9] A+e B2 i F449 AA xS} weExd i, ¢
°li (Weiner, 1988) = 7FX|#9] 237} dAHolgle F 72 24
2A% 2HESE RF¥etn ok a2lzm HY(Denison,
1990) & A9 2HT HEFH T whe} FEEHEA o]} 2AF
1 Y FAE =93 #9, FHEF A (Cameron &
Quinn, 1999) & Wl 71&] 2}7] EPH o Ego] Y 23 &
el B I REES s ZHYY okl FRAIIEE
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LAl FBTE FHAa
Harrison QA EE3} Q¥ %E2 QHAA GRS
(1972) @A gE-3}
OF4 (club: Zeus) B3 @A ¥ (role! Apollo)| o] g a =2}
]:f(;;g 23} @3] (task; Athena) T3}
@4 Z (existential; Dionysos) %3}
Ouchi @A F (market) 28 @# 84l (bureaucracy) &3}
(1980) @2 (clan) 3} Adulge] &4 o
Jones DA (production) #2} @B &A (bureaucratic) | A4Hde] 72
(1983) 3 QA EA (professional) ¥3}
O34 (process) &3}
ZeaI'( . @AY - FBF (work hard/play hard) 28 | sjgje] Hmsh Rl
enne
(1982) Y @nAE - &¥F (bet-your-company) 2 g §7e £
@99 - F8F (tough-guy macho) 3}
hi %
Sethia 8% (apathetic) 23 @WHe) (caring) 281 | T o8 APl oi@
& Von Glinow i a o Ca weish TAade] 43
(1985) QY9 (exacting) £3 @F (integrative) 3t | o oy @4y
@322} & (interactive) &3}
Ernest Q%24 (integrated) £3} ) .
)] }
(1985) @A A A (systematized) 3} BEARUH A
@719 714 (entrepreneurial) ¥3}
Quinn D3t (rational) £33}
@712 (developmental) &3} Aol i FHAY
& McGrath | pysro] (consensual) 8 AA RS} BgEE
(1985) @A (hierarchical) &3}
Weiner Q715 - AEE3 @0% - Al AnEs
x| @e] 23 A
(1988 O%Y - ALY @Y - eI LoHED ypRe 2 4
Denison DA E QA1EES TAHY A= ¥
(1990) QEYES DYTIRS A
Cameron - - o A54Y-¢EY Aes
& Quinn @?iﬂ {clan) —‘rﬁ‘t Qel=za (Tadhocracyi £ Ao A 8
(1999) @A (market) &2 @91 A (hierarchy) &3} 4l
Qg O% el (rationality) @4 4 (progressive) #3}| 23] F449] PF5

(1986)

@A 3} (affiliation) @K &4 (maintenance) 3

33 qAAZ
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el 2o 2M BRI R Y (competing values model) & A SHAA
ol XAEHE THH] A THER WL AMEED Yok
A7lele 4 AEG - AFY - FFH-ABA - BA - ANE A2
e 24T WERAE - B GE- 2R - 23 - AR E Gz
T A F 27HA Ao sl lle] F3REol =& QU
3o Ay, 23 FHYY PFEHY PALE vE e, 3F
ZIFESA T FRRHoE AF JASHE MUY (1986) ©] HHEA
oltt. olgF AFAEC] Y EFAL (D) o Wit =&d 2%
FREES BEW 99 < 1) 3 2o AAEL

ojFA W A Eo] ALHAKY WA o)fre ZAEIE o]
o9 BHAstn GFEA FdE F dvke © Aok FFHeRE 1
Z2 &3] ag MdF e A7Ae H2HeY #o] Folojdo|
o3 AR =& ok

3. ZX|E3fo| HANTY

ZA2sl] gP JFADY E BA1Ed) G2} kA B
4 Ut} wbE (Martin, 1992) 3 2] %3 (integration) - -3} (differentia-
tion) - ¥4 (fragmentation) 2 2 F 37IXE, 29 A]Z(Smircich,
1983) My A E3}E 20|87 E3o]89 HH o2 Hu vwF
48a  HZ(comparative management), 7|QE3A  HZ (corporate
culture), AXA H = (organizational cognition), ‘332 H(organiza-
tional symbolism), T2 Ml H&H HI(unconscious process and
organization) F 57FA] FA|¢} olEE F O o|YF St W (critical
variables) 2] BH B &7 (root metaphor) 2] BHOZ UPEE < ot
223 g2 (Schulz, 1995) &) B E 71552 (functionalist) - 32 5
B (symbolic perspective) o]\t €29t &)%) (Schultz & Hatch,
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Z2
HREEHY eiMRy
g

Martin|
(1992) 2% w3 3
Smircich (integration) (differentiation) (fragmentation)
(1983)
ik 71552
(critical value) (functionalism) FAERUYSE
=+ 34 (3A) F4 (post-modernism)
{root metaphor) (interpretivism or symbolism)

1996) &} o] 7159 (functionalism) -8 A 9] (interpretivism) T2
ERE ¢ st

ATFHIoIY #Ho U ol2F I EFE A Eol "Au)
&8 EE ‘Z2F AAAQ oW A” (something “it is) 0249} 3o
W T ‘2R o] kA3 e oAH R'(something “an organization
had) o2 FE3 oldl¥ F  UTH(Smircich, 1983; Calas &
Smircich, 1987, Meyerson, 1991: 257; Bolman & Deal, 1991: 268).
AZe €318 23 2 Aol i 279 tdes Ee A4 v
A, ¥ £38 23| BRI e AL He AlZojth o]
T EFE ol Martin, 1992) 9] FH-E3-84 T A 7A B
FA71E tAd Fele wE & AR, 49 & DM E 5§
%ol A B4 71T, MY (A Fo, ELERUYEFE =28
Atk
a3d olg}, 718593 AIH AYFAH HoE vA n@
B3 A, o] ¢ HZ 7 2AE =Rk By drAe
d F2ERCUEA S THJEF

n
14
il
l

PN

¥



152 HRatT M 73 H 2 & (2001)

N 7lsF4

71Tl e AR AA7 ol 9A AH-g3tn &3kt P ARE
< Arlste A AR 2 A |22 e HAE T (Parsons,
1951). 715F9e 23 & 83 7FES FIFEN 229 A
g Fske AAAA (natural systems) A A43Th, A7]oM %
A Eshs 2FAPE FHI=Ue wte}t ddEn. ey 23
A7E b2 B3} dhe de FAY &3 2 3loiA
o 71%& @t Al o g 7ErHgd dEcERY &
i}, o] A e AFABAE Hain THsE S e A
(Sanday, 1979: 532) & Zzgth. E3ld dis] f71A4 #HF
(organismic analogy) & Nestal 3} FEEo] 3 Jyoko| A3A
TZ2E BE - fAgke o 3o} %A rwdertE dHsle Ao
o} (Gregory, 1983: 360). WetAM o] HTL EIE 239 ZAijd g
gg F= 9F, F =74 9ule BAE e AR mebsta o
A A &E3E 239 FEOIVU 2P FY NS AT HteR
A geldlE e A%E Jeidt. & 23 239 ERE 245l
A% FHozAy HEFe] YR8 ouistn BE] 7bd Roz g}
Fc} (o], 1994: 709).

A9 (Schein) o] ©J&}4H, £33/t ghe dol# o] ¢tz e @
9|5 B7golel ATt 1 tollXe AE, @ HEH AEY AFH
2 8E B Ad iE e oz 712AR1 A
2 A= Aolth(Schein, 1985, 1992). LE(Ott, 1989: 67~69) &
Z2AE3Y 71%€ O FRE dANF sXdE e A48 A
F, @ 34" BAHE, 239 7px 9 P A 3HAH 2
A4z AF Q@ ZAFAALI HFAELE AT BAY A4
4 #x], @ A" Y5 FPT FATEZH 229 FAANAR
A AN, ® AR A ¥ F S7HRAE AMAFT oA F
155 7HEY 7HF o] FAYEE Alold F&Ee AR A
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@ olo]dEES] FAAH 2HE Erh 2Fun 2o 549
$% WEol 229 SRS THE £ Ude BHE BAske
RE ot wty AT WA TP-E3l9 BHo) d4&y
ZleFdd gAdgn & 4+ goh

olHF HIL 53] 7IPEs ATEO| FHE o|F1 e, 7|
HES AFE 2 BRI} oY% HPHHQY Azt8AE0] FalF
7N1AER FE& Y& d¥she Rojghe oA, WeHez 27
ARBA A7EF b4 gt dGrldA ATE BelAEAA 24
HE Yrleln BAlske ETE AFshe W 3] Ytk @
AT AYR AN B3 B4l Bl AFSY E5E Ay
o 4FE FRE mEtA 19T d F2e VARG Mgz
Ao B2 B3t dHske W o2gg Hed

2) (M) F

A (3R Fele 7IeFARTE Mdd P¥Ao] oA 1, wa
€ 439 Mds 22839 Ade] @x R UL ®A AN
# Bt (Pondy et al., 1983; Geertz, 1973; Frost et al., 1985). &
A3 FI2 BHE 23 € 44 PFAE L Yl A A
EH 2o 34 97l dxe FEFQD AR “THLEA
Z29] ofule FoRIZN Ol d4 (3A) F1& M2 e A< 7]
22 dste o 4] e Aol ofel, 2R & Mestn A8
© © Y€ ZF=(Sanday, 1979: 531) Q7AFEC] o3 o] &= o)
XA o ZAL e EF oBIEL ZABHE ‘E
AGs) o FeH2A 2la PAH] 7he Aoz Helsleim @k
£ "Bt A9t ¥3Fge #@HEA AT (Smircich,
1983)," E “FHE 71, 49, YuigA AlEHoz A A|A
(Martin, 1985)"%2 g ejstn sfet@c}(o]3W, 1994: 709). webr] &
S olgA olaig e o old tlg BAL YA FT AYHsto|a}
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ZIEehe oulgAe] sAulgto] €l

T8 A Ao FAE AARA odn e AT
e, AR € Foidhe RN FAH EFo] %A
FxH1 fFA et gdE AR BHE e o] dAe A}
B 1Y FU FFoEM FHHE WS oEstn dYse
ol 4ol slcth shQlel 2E9 %] %A ulE Rdstm a¥
F A7 d8Hoz AARE 5 e AAES %A FYsin
TR HerlE oldishe Aolth tdE w3, d3AE F AH
Aol FAA dARE FHEC AAHNHY HES T8 AgA
TEL FHYEEAE oty ol HMFeole TajAleltk
(Morgan, Frost, & Pondy, 1983: 22). Wi &4 Fo] AEME=
DA oujaiy S A7 dAYFo] 5EE B4 L B ARFAA
71912 (Geertz) & ZHEEE #1437 AT ouA A H2EdE}
X (text metaphor) & 283t} H|PEYAAHY, BT ovig)
g2e FARNTeE o2 7L 2 Y (reads) T} A1)
gAES AR thElA ojAo] nlx] Holgle BA(a living
document) Q1 AW wj}lE 1 “#2" (read) tdof ) (Pondy et al.,
1983: 223) & Zolot. wtA ZAEIAE A B3 237A
15 o3 Fzd uiEH FHEE olsishe Rolth W, &4
(3 FAA BHAME, 7TFINE YR EC] HlsA] 2H 9
olAAQ HEo UFo T - XPHE o2 oldHA et
3 B, 22 Algo] ojd AgelMe el FRE Bl &5
M o BZL Alge] O &AM deEsle] 4R e seolEe
AR & A (competing patterns of interpretation) . 23 1Y F52
leHE-h (Shultz, 1995: 16).

ol2igt A (3 FIH HIL BT F3HE E Y 93ye=
893k D gIn, 4380 HEH Fo ol2A He J=E
24} (Harris, 1968) 3L ®¥]H-E etk ol2F &4 (37A) F4H
IS B0 AR V559 E Heny vas 2y 98 & A
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& e YRHES U2 Fn
3) 7153 o} siM(AAE)Fe 2te| =X

A, BAE glo] Ao|7} Utk 71eFedH F2& vlE] FoH
31 (predefined) RHH EHEE A & RE 2F FAME
73lo] 7153} &0) Hgdth. dEHY FA7L M (Schein, 1985)
Adel, e Y BFAY Ui FEH 94574 H &9 A
F97 Bl TE 29 B3 Aty FAEAL. o]
njg] Fojg FHE2E A7 E3lo} o 23 e 7o 23E
th old % BHEL 2AENE BAshe shue WeEA AAE
34 Hggolehe Mges ddshetl, wlY< (Denison, 1990) 9]
A% s B, 434 A e Y& £k ¥ o
g AFEo] 3o Aol Aoyt WELES FRIAW, ol
BEE EE A7 2 EC) guistE ¢ e e mE] e
g BAES AMdhe RS Az w, 4o £49 o
ozl Fod &8 AMgshe Aol ozl EMIPAMY FLH
(emergent) LA WEL & HHFoolMe E3E Mgdte /M
88 TG EC) 4 93l AAEe Aol

X, 71559 BHE F2 ABRFAAE W (causal mode) 2.2 3
A W, sMFe] B &3] AW (associative mode) 2.2
AMEh 715Fe] £4e vg AdA ¥MFEE A8 st
IE e AHRAEE WELBH FYPH 7FFYdM Ede &
3 Ago} Jle, ¥4 2e 229 HHEFE F SR U
th. dE B9, M (Schein, 1985)& E37l JIZE #L A FF
£ rEolule Z1E/H T ZHX el o8 e FEsA &2
Bl 5 (Hofstede et al., 1990) 37} It v nATE FaM &34
zpol7} 2A G SlojA F7HE A& %A dHeAE =
Zalgeh. B E o2 AFEe] Agolg A FEM HFIIAA
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g oolE AFE EF AABAH =Ad &l Utk s5Fe
TG dixFo g, #NFe BAL A4 Az}
=€ AFAY Auize} 2N Auist dAEE B4 S g%
ot olgd EAAE 5% 284 FAY ojn)x|, 18ln &
fi7b @@t (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). A& EW, wlojoj&
(Meyerson, 1991) & ZZ|oA] ofjujo] ojolr|\} fu|, a7} e
TBZ A4H FAAE B8 %A RS 24189 o
2h o] £A4e AL ApA7} A4 association) & THETL o] &
e Y9 a9

AR, 71%8Fede FH3 (convergent) Q1 Abzel] 8 =]z, wh
A ATl e TAVA (divergent) Alae] AL Wk BE sl%Fe
o M Fe) B FPAPF B Alar) 71 REAHE S A9
a2y F F2olA olad A AolEA o)gEt $EA Ty
€ o] &3 AIRES F3EA] 8488 S5 BE AL ER
2 gk o] T 252 239 oig vz vy Esd oz
FH F o AMFoln d GG BALE oA A& So,
A< (Schein, 1985) & 71&7Fg0] £3l9] B4E o|F& £314 b7
ddigE 2788 o2 31E 4o AYA Ade QT
B 7R 2RE REEed, drldA dHdeln @Al ARES
< o] F o AXMAQ oldz £P T} o9 FAlEA FAHS
(Hofstede, 1980, 1983; Hofstede & Bond, 1988) 9] d3% o8 =7}
o} 313 ArEE 57HA BAAYoR P A Fe oA
THY M BAol AR dyoly dEXE 229 g 4
A F Uk oA, 7]o]x (Geertz, 1973) & BR-E 4oz utg
A AIES ABE REHATL AW sXFe dpEe 2
A B EdE Fa ok i 3139 ARIE L 29
glo] o B M 23 2 APES BtEo ey B4 87
Stil FASHA ok TS el Aol AEAA sA B oA
EOE d4ES Eded o 2y
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4) TAEQHUEH HE

F2ERHYFA HIL 7eFold T 5 2L 7E A
gt e mAE =Rdte otk (multiple paradigms) ©] A
TFAGo)2t B F Utk o] AL HHIYE % TLEIFA
(incommensurability) 43 = 28 Thn sjhd S8 (paradigm integra-
tion) Y45 = +&31A etk F, o AL FHEEAH 5F
BRE vHidte A39 el dFeEA siEud mA
(paradigm crossing) o] 7Fe’d-& EAEtE ol ol sfEtiy) zHe
nz WIE 2FH3e Aol 4% X AE XY E (postmodernism) ©|
th6 FAERHYAEES dejudqe AAze AE BYUXES
o] ged ofF Ev #golztn FARGAY qU4E vdiE =u
7] Y8, Hod S AP} wekr 2B o] @ FAER
HUEA 2L 7129 71T s 4 (33) 793 H2o 4484
A sient 2F2A aEln FeH FA o RHE 2o
3} (Cooper & Burrell, 1988: 96; Schultz & Hatch, 1996: 539~543)"
E 78R ged. & 2 EEd dd TAERGUYEH HDe
Azte] A AME Fofshe Aolgtan BojAe 7|E7Polu ¢
olof i FAE Almdhe ol Fojoln, zAEIE st
A%, T2ay, 24, ovA|, FA 5 L& FHAQ e B
#Hahe Aol die) whoigch 7 e HESA Teod, ‘=g 7)
TF 9} s} AN e F BEAE Fxdhe AolEtd
2ERCUUEH HIZL ofvl/d (ambiguity) ¥ & 7Ech Ar]olre
weAel Zdoet B84UY, EFH o] onrt ZxE. webA
F3A ol UM F2ERTIYUEH L 7189 A7) ohuid &
wlAlhe S Holx Uthe H|Bo2RE Uit

E3AFoNA ofujido] vlAEHE olfe TR #E Adwiyd
o) 3] AAE Utk & O 2Foj&L Hiolt}, @ AL

A 24E 7 A E FEke Aot @ wEtAM cjuidE <
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Aéhe AL #Hote] 7ixo] HulisEle Aotk wlo]oJ< (Meyerson,
1991: 254) & "E3A oA ofuide] wiAle $2l7F Qs 35
AF AEYRT oflz, vRAR 8] A9 FFA9 7Hx 9}
Ade) AF ARBolr|x sttt a MM, E3ATol ofujdE EF
AFle AL 71&Y A 3ol i ZHeln 1 A el
Aol Ze%le olde] e gj4loletn Bttt

g ofuldo] 29 Zkx|, Ald, olai#A, T& Tl Hau
23 e g ofvide B E31Fo|th. 2HZEA T NS
AP AE 22 Yol AAH o2 EMete ThFd A o8, o
AEE QA3 B Aotk ulE (Martin, 1992) ©] AAIZ Al 742 3
T F B4H B (fagmentation perspective) ©] 27|zl 310 ofuf
(¥ ojulAe) QAE) & A7 (foreground) o] XML o] #FHL
ofujdell 24-& FHA, B33 BAE 3 BA9 ERANE 78
I 34 kS AAETH Martin, 1992: 130). 2+2) (Weick, 1979)
o] z|&d}Ko], ojH 7|EEC] AYn v Hud EFHL 719
A ARAEC dig A A glo] ofelde A Helth 1
2ln 23 B3 23 AL Ale] i S oA9A A¥skert
(: Meyerson, 19915 1994), oZd], <fujdE Af FE HYPo=
A¥slerh BAEQ Ao T vFAE Aoz AYderl
A d%E v ol e ofuidE AFIe E}ETE
HE 22 W EH BEA7L e E7dtn E3lo diE Bt A
AF o)1 Tkt ol 7HedE ATE + Utk

o| A} o] MPYATLEL §3 22 Elo] dE )83 1EEL &
2ot naAdn, AR Ui Hdd moe TR olEe
ERo= Zord # gith up e g AF7HA] £ o|gF nFL E
2 3, 53] FFUY F9oNA 2HE3E dFHoE A7
3 g o nsol & AHES AN BEE Fr
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4. ZHEHNTO| B

1) A7xtel 2apido chst I ER|

FA 2 ZEA 7 U A7IE e AHL NFF e o
A 2o W& A7t F3jol g 7HEAolt}. AF7kA) 1@
iz, 2HFIAT ddM e R AFARE Atold Adez
FH A, tRe H9, oRe P, AMske 80, 2z,
W83 A Fol vl¢ st mEsled ojd Wit olalrt 4 &
ohe Aoloh, A E3lo] did Fold disiMe 2 7k A4HQ ¢
FlA §9 992 22 F UL B, IAE 7 oH Fox o] Fo
AR g3 Utk olH T FelRA ZEAQY YA 2 E} A
Bolgi7|Erde Jidelzhe A, ZAEIE oA uigtRiup}
F2 370] Fo|uE B drhe Q2] ZAATTEFAE v}
I 7] wFelh

ZAE3E SN BL =WEL Al wE HE o0& Ads
A& AMERithed 2ATT 22 E3le] AL olFEle R WA
SAle 22 F37T ARE (thing) o 2}7| Btk 70 (concept) o2 A&
AdE AXshe RAolth, AR = g8 /ldelghe R Al n}
= &olA Fxdch YA 2R O 234 el wig
T 8l Aolth(Ott, 1989: 49~51). &, XA &3} Mdz HoE
R BUXE 2T ¢ e TFHeE Ug i gHoy 4
gL givke Aotk

RN FF 2HEe AE Ve 2F s UM AP ¢, o
ZHES 3 FHbe A= Aok AAY, LE (O, 1989:
51 o3, Fae ZAE3E 2AH o PR Hosn, F
e FAske TS Aestn UA 2831 gt 2
7z da, E UE d7ake 2IEEY 3 A EAY (guiding
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beliefs) 7 D3NS (daily beliefs) F 71N 2 BZsle], FEHoZ A
Ad S BR T g 555 Ba, vlA 280 2HEHE ¥
3A1717] A A AAY 2B} Age] AFAGEL Atetd
A o s 44 S 92 (gd) o)y BBy SE5EA 3
e Atk dttn gtk o]d A od A3} 24 E3E ¢
At +4E o, 1 dHe A E3}o] h 2 Aol Hde
oy ZAof A EFo 2N ol AT o]} o} R AL oujala) @
etk @7AER MR 02 g dEagE e AMgdE e 2
Ao qME M2 & FES WU Ao, 2RI
3 FEAY, B wE ohetn ¥ £ e AEE UL
F on, HZPd JME A7A 2pale) ofd Hol| whe}
TR FFAT, HEE E HIyoly B3o) EAE e
B¥E HA¥ Holoh

et & 2 FIAAT JGolM FFHCE Nd HoE B
A EYAE A2 F e L U dHo Age gle £
ot sttiete, Fate BtEA] zpde] AMgEe HEY EE B
I a7 ANEH 4], Fdel| UF M T 7oLy 4AF
ABAA BE3HA Hslof & ol
2)

Moy W 28 sF0l hE T EEX

A
o

B FgoM B3 A7t & o AVIE 5 U £ e
BHE 2 NG 2A FEO Z7 FEOIGY BAloty, =
7HEEte 22 E3he A2 TE FAe 4otk 4ol 2F ‘B3
e 8ol 2v e AM ok Fx EFE FH(Wikins &
Ouchi, 1983: 479). EAMG/} 2 +Eo2 438 7L =
7HE3te 2 27 £F o9l £ 1R HEsiMe Fs
(Cameron & Quinn, 1999: 17).

mheba Este] BMTol upet A9 £38le] & T FF (levels or
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layers of culture) o] 718l Wi§ =<7} F8&AY. & ZHEHES
A7ste AYA BF - AAEFHE AFexd g 3o 4
olfl £Fo &g FIdopsherte #4171 Fa3slthe Holch

TEHA TN 2 EAGAI} & IR 23 +5d H$ B3l
B g 7184 Heloly 71271 § BEA 71 $£Eoz f3ey
2, 23] E3atolg Ee ARie] Fu|E 7HeAde) Atk F
2HE 5 (Hofstede et al., 1990 :296~297, 311)& #3le] a}po)7} =
oM e F2 7] FFEdAM dEAR, 29 dM e 1 A}
o7t F2 Y FT (A, 24, 98 M veidda @9 o
A EHEE 22 LR 8 PS5, E8le HE /X F£20
2 fs}@l ‘BE RS HR, AR oPRAE AEEFA Ree' d
dte ARtk A7 23E 4A, 8Y 5 UAFE sFo

€ o] FAvE ZAE 4 F e Holth dE o] =

FARFAE 9] 2AEHE viagds & AS, oS 7t 71
TELE E3E FEEL I opv} g AFHERA
| ‘BHFIH olgtn M€ 740l AN BANE % B3m
| Fefnd + ioke Aotk webd BaATE 3 F7hh9
TELE T Atde 249 23S BAAY /KA 3o F
Zdi © 34 Ev JFE F 949 AH 23 Zo] fon)
A3 E2 7FeAol B8 Hojth ol # Afole BT
F3he] Folghe A& 7P E "art floixm o] §Hd) gl
© B34 B4E A7 238871 He Aol

E 7187 oV 71 FEA @ Z7h Ul FFRAE e £33
Aol7t 7R ETsltgte a2 SEANA 28§ AfolE B
UFu o & Y & ok FolEoh 94 A9l (Schein) & 7394
H 71871 tho] AR B3l BW, 9 7|3HEqte] Foj iy
olgldle Witz e £3E AAY & e 7Fs4S A Fug A
ojth 100 §3] 1 tiFxA o] FUHEREA £F9 BERAY B,
A 7I7hEte) FAAJFE HAA o g B Aloo] W 7}

_>L
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A APH AFALEN FYBEZE S FHAY AR @ dTRE
u]S R4 (%) & dde g § "=vh(Feldman, 1989) % glnj=e)
FYBHRAE AR € €2 (Schulz, 1995), 29 AR AAL L
Hdez & HA2(2000; 2001b) 52 dAE & Stk FUWH7| @
& ez 2AFIE A5t d o] R e 7 2 oy
& Wz FALETAY AFEA T 53|, ¥ £FolA9
BREL FXA dHAQ Z@e] 870 FYE 7]€o)e Hgo] 9
on uehd 318 A8 uidt AANE £33 ¥ gEd, oE
o] &L E3] oS A=THSchultz, 1995: 19).

olZ|g B AL FHE YRR MNE THLE 4o
Al Bgol] dial] d7ake] AXF - A o]Yo) B} &3] A
#HActeteiete, o|EF Ze] FFAAES THE T U
Holgte PFoI2 EAHE 32 AFAIe BN dedy
99 2FE WA & gk o1FA YA NE BAEES &5
& B4 BT FEAA oy AEe Al £F9 v}
QT2 Agste o] LA Mdst AP G 2 FoM W
ojubs dY Fojth. A A “BHF #AFoly H2o] B
¢ E3E 2 A9 9302 FYs DA T, LB HY
A o oj2A He =& It e TAERHYEY HFe
AAbshe wp7t A uBtd, 71R] $EelAN @EGOH iR i)
iz E3te Bl 84EE /XTI U1 BY oivjsin
AX7} ke Zol zejd Aopr] wRoldh. ‘B 4o £
& (deeper level) & Al&3te] gdle] Eojzitkd wAsE AL Y
9 7Rz AZEY. TH'ge fojdle AU FHEYE A
Qojghe gofoll Faso] gl Aotk

HH, QIFE Ee #olghe fojdle on] ‘TRU HEolgke
oju|7}t ofn} REelo] glv}. webd e 2HE o3t Bgolu
JAFE ol BF1 o] FEAM E3E HYste o] 53],

7MY BEE2HE deR & Ao BT fevi A
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#e B E 7Feidol w2 AHolH.
3) 7iEL =XEsIRHE gt HUSH

ol o] mAjA Hgkxe], 7|& A& A AT
e Fzo)sFod] YA el Frle AHe B3|
e 4714 E3RE L =& AojUth FARFE 2Fo|E8
7128 AT ozH e MdA A F2y HEE AP
FEEFE S AFsta, 712 72 BAE dHNAF
o] (McKinney, 1966), °©lE/¥ 7MdAFY 712E rl&dEH
(Hass, Hall & Johnson, 1966). ZAE3} FEERFE T A7 ¥
Adle RE Z3d A4HE BAE A Bt 530 WA
o2 d#d Y9 AL EH WwoEn 2R AT o3
g AN F ddke 7Hgol ATk (g, 19970 306; °l4& - o|F
4, 2001: 251). EF, o]} Zo] ZARHFEE FE= AL FA
8o} 24288 $Aog 239 A EAE AAANA dTFeeln @
o, 2o B3f¥ vnse B /A fEoE ndste Hel A
2]3}7] wj&olch.

a2y FEERY Ade A4S doshet 2R BREE
ghed8hx] E3ch(McKelvey, 1982). 53] bt F 719 2o 24
3 BEE7l udg v Qlvh 28 ook Ade AR &%
f¥o] o]&3 . AFHA FHAAM #E3lth 2v Bl B 2
Har) d8 o B Ade TR RYEFE 077 oEe
A2 BTt (Meyer et al., 1993) & AS8A 7 2A4%c) 23
Eglo] B3 3 Hueo AR Frhge ¥ vhd(Van Maanan) &
‘g2 4719 fEoz EREH B350 Hol2d ZAMAE AT
tn EXEAA AgEE AL FRojgn AH I} (Cameron &
Quinn, 1999: 17).

Aoz, 2AFE G- Hriste d Uol BRE #H 89IE
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§ Igthe AL EUlsdith a3EE 2 & Folok & R F
83 A4ES ] AaX e, dHAY B3 AYES 4T
F e el 718 ZY gy o]&H 7NikE AHgste Rol F8
gt B8 ojud LadY: XY 5 glen, oW ZydY
1 E UE Zydde ERva 2% e gk weby o A
Eoll mat A" 2Pl o AT drdde] BE E8H
e ¥ IAE dre S sk Zo| e, WA
AT EFHd TP A Za Yol A el 71zt
glojo} 3= Aol

4) Mool MEEH

THAM 7ot & of FFFHeE AdHe A HIHA g
A7Are] AeEAolty, ¥ty Heo] AFxle] A g o}
g} HelHoz oA F vke A& ke R oMl EAle
Arigzz e 344 W F o #33] ojssly] fsf oH H
2¥& Adgst=1olnt

A ojm “E3bE WEge Hoh gdEA olasly] HeiMe, X
2EROYEY 7S dade Bedavy 97 2e vatd
2 2 (multiperspective approach) ©] B E 4 Utk X2 E3} A
oA o2l A FARE =9 vle (Martin, 1992) 3 =114 2] A
A& BEUZ =9 o|FH(1994) o] itk #tele] A, kx| A#
A Algute g zz o) B3HE wetste AL SAVE dvka A stn
A 7 2R (B B3, 23) E5d e B4E RS A9
(Martin, 1992: 174~175).

el PR T oF HIYPE AHEsl A st ulet
A goldt B34 vt 258 4 Utk TFHIH ot e
2R HEZAE 2458 9% Jduizz2 BAME & 3 o)}
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Hzdes A& EEE 2k FAHYAY o8d = 3tk
m2bA g 2283 o] PN B 2 ddske g3
RS gAY shue FIUe Adsle 83 2273
ATEGEDR B#dd FAEE BHA Wele A g £ gl
o ol Zo] AdEd H2|I ATtz ) we} 7AH
A Aol 438 g Aotk

840 2 E3}e] A7 SloMe AT 23 B3y dgg
Ho} edsA olalsior gty EAdldl AT ol £ 2H
Agsojof & "eAo] gitt. A Fdeay A3y Y
o] ZEHdell Aol vk EAZE AsAetE T 229 B3E Hr}
A AYshe Aol FART Fasich

5.4 &

AF7A 2228 F I AdA Belo T0] e A7
ZYES 188, o] tE AT ArlFE JHES ANk
usich o] Ade] 2 7MY & BAL Tpdoleke folz Yo
g 4 gtk £ A7 2 g olgel, Dok of g fA}
a7 oS olet Eopel AdETe o)A Y2AN 1 WS 8
AT tepge) AEE ¥4 08 Rolt o)dY SepelE
27etn 1 B¢ BFGANAE olo] tF A7r} Waeln nEH
9 Zo] AMolth, Aol A4S AT Yk ANY 2% £aB
AT gk meh @ 27kel ARRATVAANE Ao w4
o ZAEHE BAAT AT AT £ A vE o] YAME
BB Lol 2AEH ta AT BB WAL ArE 4
Atk 53, $ele] AAY AREANHEo| WY AT 7
Holuh We] oo glo] ZA B ado] TS Tolok &
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"ol goRltt. a8l 2F FEdAMe] EdTE /By
718718 & #EH Aol g9std F o spA Al dejrked
FEolA Bk Aol YA dRA o AuiE 74 Yvkn @
gEt. A AP RAY ESAT AL nelE W, #EZH
of et @4 BEMol §F dedtn, ol dig A7}t vteA
Y 2HRIETY RE §lE Folth. 2 U A Ropl
A Bol THI le 2ok Sl A8t AR TEeA eln|
dAFTA T AP AF AdE, Ee TR TRk
AAst) A7, HIHY GFsd 794+ Jlen 22§
ot B4 AAGE e olBAIAA A 39 e Fx F e 7t
TAE A& Aol

¥ 771 3% G0l SlolM 2225 T AP E3A T
W e Hon AFFAES B8 Eed 20 EdE A
T3 Bz stede 2 oot sida B ¢ gled, £ o A3
A 7IEATES o18H 1EF old wE AFENA AVIE + A
€ =SS AN Bede kgl ey o ¥F d7AE
o A52E e

D 2 3 2HERY 78S HY A7TFANAM 71sFe e B2 AQ R E ek

2)

, ZAFRHATE dif 75T qiF EAMER gl o8 A sHAed, AlZte] 54 u
g} 3ste] 7o) Aujs]o] BHRAFE BF 7T FEATE HEW Hele ¥4E Ha
21.2.03 (Meyerson,
(managerial bias) 2 X|¥7} A% AP ege] HALZRE €9y 727155 A ke
ZM Atsoigtodt, HA oleld AU AHHA Y1 238 iR At AR BEs
TE 71953 2PIo YU Martin, 19921 43).

2w 9l F83E (Kroeber & Kluckhohn, 1952: 5) 7} WX g ule] w2, 23] A3 Rels}
164784 dcho 3ok

3 ol 5 A9

1991: 256~257), Ad 10 dze] = E3ld dg d7e #@y HwA

TERIFE EAqste F e AES olof e AAetn £ + gded, 7
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4)

7

8)

10)

4 (Keesing, 1974) & dA &3 7lidol 74 984S viid E3RiFse F gug 2edn
(adaptationist) & T3 85} (ideationalist) 2 27| 8k

Hetiyd & ¢ % Erbsdolahe Bdo] 20| EollA dutEog wdolgozl e wAd vt
(Burrell & Morgan, 1979)9] galxdedl, ol z Hudy (ZBAHER - A2 EH NS F
ol oz AU s HEEolok gthe A uiFct, 25 UAF Ao g PR of
Yl S48 JAE, 23 PEE UM Atolr} seitield AldE e FHEIMEE A
AE PASR Uckn FARG. B2 HHOYE 3 FLENSAA dEde olv #(Kuha,
19701 103) 0] w=ejgtgov, v Hfdeivide Wt ke Meigde] 8 (revolutions)
Hetel A HuidE o) FHEIHEA S =9 @k

ol Y&l mad, Ut ATEES FHstd Hrlste ol sbeEte, weld AQshe Hy
E7 o8] HeuYH /MEE U Ao|g FAIFE Aol 7Hesithe RHojd,

‘FAE (post) & HFO1E Bole YUY 8018, o|FHY ZAE-FYFY /vlzarFe/ P2
o]/ AAAE & o TAE WA (post-position) & AR o den AMA O AAE sk
A AQ ol =l dig AEshe Al EHF e 2&A JAE skl asd 2&
ERCYEY 2% ROUETHe olF T2 YA a3vn Faise F3g dSAHT ga
32 eketh(HA7], 19910 14).

E2EROYEE AT Az 723 HA dHstd BFH HFd 24 o), AHEY 7Y
& Zv 4 B0E (disparity) 3t “dol/d (difference), ejm v) B4 (indeterminacy) o] Utk A
< Agolot P}’ (Cooper & Burrell, 1988: 100~101) & A& F4Fct

A7)oA e deld O HaAde 28 Ev @ 9v] T Ade ooz NE MYde Ao
E 43k ouide B84 Aoy nke] B3 e delsav) el 4498 0¥
=& e o AzEd, AL FHHes XzEHy, weld 229 oule siME Aol
(Martin, 1992: 134). <jdi, Bl 2137} Akel] gt &3+ (Meyerson, 1994) oA, @&
de] AR FYER ke 98 9 Ay AA, U EX =3 9, EHYAY =
cHEe 1% WPE §& XU B9 Ed 722 2gEHAY. EEHQ ouig A (9u)
o} Adel tidy) & EEAoln ReFoln BT oldH ojf#ARYE AU

olE Ao W2H, i £&ZFd duA R IFFHoY Yo], & £F T A7EH 7
Foll mel o Apo|7h vn, U4t ol tht FRE A2 (shared perceptions) o] Z2F51e] 84
olghz A& 7EHoE RAFTh

M2l (Schein) & “B3dATAFEC] WAl 3 F syt Bile] WA FE 7Y Y e
71878 EEshe 27 (1985: 44)olgtm A, 7|& 7HHe] AW d& Ad e 2 B3E
gAY H4E ez Uehr|e AT 1 Bl ofd Fale AFEolelEr} XA FE
ojo} §t}"(1985: 6~7) L FAETH
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LR B

471 191 (F2ERCUZI HBASAY), He: E83 x4AL

dhef. 1997, ‘2 et Ao Al FY F4F A7 (AIEAT) 26(2): 303~328.

AL, 1990 “@IASEste] Wl M2 PP Ao A VY BHA A7 (@YY
H) 24(1) :25~56.

el 1982, (¥=e] #PER) . auitm E9F.

Mg, 1986, (FF719) ZABAFYY 225 o] BAY A7), Heuigm tietd whare
A=d

oM E. 1997, ‘A9 237 (BB =F) 35(2) 11~30.

29, 191 CIAAAE B & 239 WRy). neidida R,

ol - ol F4. 2001 AUAHF By 2HFHS T2H FY 17 FSPF A AGewy 2
H=FA: 247~257.

ol 1990, T E3te] widAE A" (FFWPYR) 24(1): 3~24

o]FH. 1992. (&9t AH: o] Fr|EA T #F FHE FHoR). neidYa YFHEAA
T4 EFEE L

olFH. 1994, “FFe] A7er 2AFH}: ] Martin®] ZHE3e] i@ A BT (F=YPH
B) 28(2): 707~T17.

4%, 2000, (A7)0l AR E &Y 2AERFEY AN FY AFAAY AHE $HL

2). nejuista sty WAl =k

. 200la. “B¥ZAME= BF 230 TF o FAEY.T A A<y IR

=2 EAD).

. 2001b. ZHEHE FHAM & FHUERA: 27|vteAe] AAHNA H2 (AP HEH)

35(3) ¢ 127~145.
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premodern human relationships which have formed and strength-
ened through the days of developmental administration.

5. Managerialism as a Guiding Logic for Government
Reforms:

lts Contributions and Limits
Se-Jeong Park

This study talks about the managerialism as a guiding logic for
administrative reforms. Managerialism has been a subject in
controversy in the field of public administration. Advocates
propose that it will contribute to making government more efficient
and customer-oriented. On the contrary, critics argue that
managerialism cant serve as a guiding logic for government
reforms. In this connection, they point out the fallacies of
managerialism. This paper examines the two contrasting views and

proposes implications for future government reforms.

6. On Understanding Organizational Culture and its
Debates at the Empirical Level

Sung-Wook Choi

This study aims at exploring the various approaches and
research themes in relation to organizational culture in the field of
public administration. For this purpose, first, several theoretical

typologies are reviewed which summarize the various differences
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in the culture concept. Second, it's classified into three
approaches generally acceptable in analyzing organizational
culture: Functionalism in that culture is seen as one variable
among several others; Interpretivism or Symbolism, the view that
organizations are culture as opposed to the functionalist notion that
organizations have culture, in that the culture concept works as a
root metaphor for understanding the human constructs and
expressions in organizations; Post-modernistic trend in that
ambiguity or fragmentation is emphasized. Finally, based on the
above theoretical review, cultural debates and issues at the
empirical level are discussed, which need to consider on the
public sphere. Here are researcher's assumption of culture
concept, a level or a unit of analysis, the overconfidence to
cultural scales, and the selection of analytical framework are
debated.

7. The Conditions of the Policy Competition between a
Governmental Agency and a Non-Governmental
Organization

Sung-Man Hong

This study aims at examining the conditions of policy
competitions between a government agency and a Non-Govern-
mental Organization in the case of a dam construction project. It
focuses on the contradictory factors and the organizational
capacities between KFEM (Korean Federation of Environmental

Movement) and KWRC (Korea Water Resource Corporation).



