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2 AFHtE 22 M2 (AT - A48)3}ew)

(guild) ] ¥ RAEEHRHE TS S@hinshe A2 2 #xd <elstn 2ok 53 176055 ¢ 18
0F AR KB BEEXEAT 1789F TP AEHL £ HERFY HESdA HHERE
+F A% B REEHtEe] 4L ixster], =3 HELHEKBol $dslE A2
e RS sk

o[} Zo] HWMEE RETHHE AU ¥4 T2 HAMELLE L4550, K®E
SBEERS AT Jste] FEMEST T3 o EEgate] old emMezs: Fa g
e A=t 22jnz ol Mikslr] AT H&a el AEsgles], SMABE WA
HRoE 3t HHEMERY SRIK fde] A¥E A = Fojoh

ubebA] SHEMRE BEpE) CHERMY B HEMFE ola s Kge KL AHs
T AERRY S FE#MEECR st EREXHERY £ES E=id HEME(social
relations in production) 2b= W2 uj7lR o] E¥R &S (abor problems in industry) 2 gl4]
&7 sdct?

HEMRl U3 AT WRE 189051l Webbsrt %840 FEshel ik o B 34
o2 AFsgen, olfe MRL HWMFS Yoo} cjEo] #HEhE SBE o BHAFle] WEF
T YUY £EXEY MRS oHfog HASA sHgich =3 SEHRAE S ol 2AF3E
o BRES 19504 H0oll FTRYFS (behavioral sciences) ©] $%3} @ BRE, HAL, LBE,
A, HER, £ES 5o HEMSHZL Sdsloxn gl B3 #EHE FI e HWR
£ & E93# % (partial theories) 2. & 63"8]-04 Aoy, 5o MRS SEEAY 3 5 (interdiscipli-
nary approach) o4l @RI TREEA Az = gl

F wxe Exee] WAy BRI AHo) o}t @BL¥] FEilo ¢uts #HEM
o Ewe] AF¥ EmAEetT € o, LEEXERY BHE WERES A Pl SN
el ERpoy BEEREN 1 B AU o - BEtste] #Be SEMFY B ERRES
A 3-3l=d WREMS T

uetA & RS HEME B3 Ml My BRe K. Marx, S. & B. Webb, J.
R. Commons, S. Perlman, R. F. Hoxie®] RS 2 A3ln, WEHER Add 4 S0
thel My BB F3 3 FEE gt =¢8] T. Dunlopd] #EMGRAI2=R g
TS HE W ol HARME AESR, oo AAuEB) [THHP AP G
eyt #ERRARERS WE®HMS G G. Somers, K. F. Walker, R. Singh, A. W. J.
Graig &9 RE® THHRXE FHoz 2agd

1) Rebert W. Cox, “Approaches to a F uturology of Industrial Relations,” Infernational Instilute
Jor Labour Studies Bulletin, No. 8, 1971, p.141.
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S£ERMRS] Ry BEBE ¢ WR 3

I. BRG] £ERERI KL

1. SRR HHe THRA

SBBRRES FHBRME 2A 27119 80| ot Fi+= Sidney and Beatrice Webb$]
[ Industrial Democracy |9} T History of Trade Unionismiol o3 8-& k& Zolcl o] 559 HMEMES K
KL% BIEAL HEL 2o, 25 dolt XM A Flanders o H A. Cleggel $HER%®
%@ J. R. Commons®} S. Perlman % J. T. Dunlop ¥ ¢]&u} Johns Hopkins - Wisconsin
K$o g oloyal HIEE SR (institutionalism) &} HEMIKelch. =& sl Karl Marx# [Das Kapila-
Lol 4 vl REE mpERo2 A, ot KREAIHHENIA HARGM Hire dd4S WA
Y BEMEE SHES REFR HHEES] BFSME F #RMHA(abor-capital relations)2 2.7
S£EHAS RELHHES) WAWMTEa KA FEZ Lt HRH

ol& 27tAe] B2 L SEMe Muold BENY ¥ o 2% s k. F MarxismE
SRMFES = 2 3le}e] ok (proletariat; K& #8E) 9} ¥ = = o} (bourgeois; RARLEA) WM& M K
At BEWMES S 4 Hi-HPe] MES 2o, SEMFERLS S. & B. Webbe] #8534
RAES MW EET AME SHMEAS] WA #ad S8 L8 Mozl XXMM
SHrstE Aolch. e SEMESRT HRMFERS 2 BAAeldl mAM Aokt ER7L QL
c}. '

SEMFE Bate] WREN atet FHsA olr & (EY Heluol: ofL RRe] UL
o, fel WRE FE #EnHiac] AYshs WM #HEs ) Wi B - B SO A
ol B

(1) K. Marx

SEhEao e K. Marxe] R#EEs SEpEKE == TEalelejole] &34 v R ez
£}, = Ealete]ols M- T¥ol A RELHRD hERRC] BHES titdl AL
HEEHE LA, 28 RERS HMHES] A % deh=de A YAAdT @
o} n2ln #$EESS £HFS 9 A #H#HE ahSBHiEd Restdet Yo F3
LS L

wle}a SEESL 2 EACl R U+ HFWhol iy EARENC Ao, KEFe: HEH
o] 4utxlo 2 WAyl H@UY HHS AES 718 471 ok oo ¥ HWESl A
Je 4% iteme e Kmel S e, o] ¥ #MEEo] At HERPS
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4 AZYRR =2 AZA (AT - A5 )

s At dg 4 AA Aok slelch

ole{dt K. Marxe Rfgol olsiwl #8pas B4 2uAe] st Wb Loz v ?
A0 BEEMS ZEoelg]olr} R2zots ARAF| T HERHR) PMERE v, o
£ 9o BEHRFFS BUAM BIP (political struggle) 28 4] EHE o35t Q)

a7d, K. Marx®) #&MGRS EEFR ITH - IEFE Y mkg&Es REa Hmed M
Pt A2sted, P Marxisme] HAKERRE itHBRol AT B - Hisie iatasle
gigo] Iod4 Hctx 9ot E3 Marxisme H8E K&kl BF Y X2 XiF i - HF
Mg TFoll FolAdl =o] RAEHIEE $AHN et Aa} KRARKER Hislc LHBEYA it
figge 2 Wstsdcgy 39, %ﬁﬂﬂﬁ:ﬁ% S SERC) REHBRES FASE Ehoy FE
2 B8tk

22y o] B o3 KAk BEEHas] BEE v3o £ o Uy AT BRERR
e 2ok & K. Marx®] F43= 2] $EEREEN RERER AZ Hied R &
MRay BAPS AAMSIE Aol goler], BHMHES RERGKA Hste FBel slddr] v
= 238 FHER(GRER NELXODER - THUEER S L¥¢5s KRdE#o2 ®REEH HE
tane wAE A WaH 8K - BusHBsES 2a3lddh

E3 wEe A7 RAMAR st FUNY PERS SHER/o2 THRILEA PEE
o]l RARA HMSEER M=l MR REMAY T3 HFHEREEY Mk
2 w3lA =lglch o] A3 s#@RRE K. Marxsl 333 Bl BEey e Hmic 2
8 7 itEkrEmMe hREHEN ez = stz Sl

(2) S. & B. Webb

Sidney Webbe #E Y dE 2 MARNEREZA 219 WA Beatrice Webb3} ¥l
[ Industrial Democracy ol 4] #8hEEpo] A3 7134 f@Royelx AHNE BRoz UAAZSL

o] 52 AN ey ITES MEMFE =5 86y B (social institutions) 2}2] e slelA] =}
g HE FRsch Y =3 BHMA S THLHMES ) $8EES 4 - F447 Byes
cH7 3 fEALY M8 (continuous association) J2 TA L, HHHMAERS] SH/Pay Ao FA
4 FA BEHE Y Kbl Bz A FHdE 9A4S T

aeln REEHRHBATAA HFMNEL &0y - S0 Biks 293 480 REHES
A BEha KA UK EHT AHREZ H#ESS Has) Bes sy, SnF S8 #

2) John T. Dunlop, The Development of Labor Orgamizalion: A Theorelical Framework, Richard D.
Irwin, Inc., 1968, pp.41~48.

3) R. Bendix & S. M. Lipset, Class, Sialus and Power, Methuen and Co. Ltd., 1961.

4) MEZHBE BFOSEME, HEFERE 1967, pp. 5~6.
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SHENES] 2Ry BRBR WY WE S

e AAEBHoD gt B ollel HEMEL S#MHA T ZANL RERS ¢ 5 K
o) AiES T 4 alolo s, MAY RAMES JASNHA FTEXREXS] BALE REN
Fikell o5t A" AE A2

afe} 4 Webbkifs SEais o] MAsRd 2 & A sie AL MWTI e ABERE
o] #toll 218t A BB HIMR (restriction of members) 2} HEABFEN 23 K@M (common
rule)oll 7 AEES F2 9len, =3 BEME SolA Aifol Yo REHBE LT EB
#59) IH (doctrine of livingwage)2h= 3712 ¢] #HEAC 2 A HEHHEAERT T E3I A 9
Webbxi o] BEEASHELE o] e J. R Commons, S. Perlman, R. F. Hoxie 5o A5 = o
W SEMES BRy BREA 2A Jd5A o

(3) J. R. Commons

2H S#MEASHFIA SHSEL] 7|25 M4 Wisconsin®EE ©|53 John R Commons
L osEMES RAEREH R FEZAY BRE sbita £333,% 19 SER BEE

“* (institutional approach) & SEtiige] KEE Moz 1 A3E 7|22 ¢ BHRE ¥4 L8]

c}.
SEMET BAER HARme BREZ2 AU, HHERRE I #Re SAld o=t

#ige) WHE oot WHIKIEER (expansion of market) 22 A HHEMFRES B
L AAEz gtk SEMES BES HBKE oY B BRRBE F WXREEHE (merc-
hant capitalism)—{ FI % R & £ 2% (employer capitalism) —$#4TH K% £ (banker capitalism) 2
27,9 1 @R #HELENS Y4Ho2 SapEe] £i53 RS A¥NA Y4sH, B
ool #iEes 937 371A1e] EHK(transaction) 7F 2o Aelch

ol 37kA 8 £XE Otk RS E HAEM Rk QFE - MES HRE % F
KErEo 2 REE%R O%Y - BaER HF o4 @as £E}T £EY NET KA
e ERTBIA SBEFo|T). ofF HEMM o34 1 it&rel thfye] At B3,
235 %2E ALolAs pERES S o RPEEE s Re - E8n¥T 4
A sifdetx shsich?

olg} 7+ koA HEMLL MLk WA AEMEE LM Klkoln2 SBHEM

Ao
[

5) S. & B. Webb, The Hislory of Trade Unionism, Longmans, Green & Co., 1920, p.l.

6) J. R. Commons, ‘American Shoemakers, 1686~1895," Qarferly Journal of Ecomomics, Nov.
1909, p.76.

7) Wid, p.77.

8) A. M. Carter & F. R. Marshall, Labor Ecomomics, Richard D. Irwin, Inc., 1967,
pp. 29~30.

g) N. W. Chamberlin, Institutional Ecomomics of John R. Commons, University of California Press,
1963, pp. 63~64.



6 MFdigdm =54 A7 (AE - A5 Hek)

ot AEm MR Kol Y3, HEAS BREE Lol we} 34 TEagolzl 3igich

=% J. R. Commonst K. Marx’} & FH6 SHHERNBRHEBES ¥ HEBBRR S 74
s v AE AR, HHEL BRERS #iBS 3¢ R0l dlon, #ups e BE
BBE REEHREES] FHRolT Wl Adr] Lde BEXRR & XOE $#99 EE
Al ulRHoE Jlold. wetA o] EE RIELS 4EFE A9 AL F302 3+ BEE
#Y RWESZ 7l53iA gon, BHHE o LRABHUK(SHHE) == RELES 58 FOF
#Re FHL NAsEd Aoz s O

223 HAE FES ATl EHRENLY BAE AR HE7) olye), KFEoE wHE HGh
R0 o Wieg) ol BE o T dddA TLHIE KE - HMIE(e% 3 S0
Be Jdgee 83 gt aelng F A3 HEEHI B (going concern) ] £EET iF
B 2 @AY S-S HEEE A4S dln, MAESY AHS ST REiER A5
Holrj o]F A FAEHPolY MEBo s Fe wold £ Qs Heldh

al2ta] BRE K AN EREERQ AEMEH LS FAEY S5 —Hoy X o3
o] == el oldel, HHEHAM &Lt lolA HERH (mutval concession)oll & H
B EH (reciprocity) ) FiBolA u|Rdohe Aol 'V Z %A goodwilB%& MY HER)
B - R H4E AN MEKFY BHMES A2 Aot

(4) S. Perlman

KBS A 22 A Marxismg 713 Selig Periman® Wisconsink#el4 J. R. Commons®] ¢
82 wol, XEIRtErolA+ Marxismty $8EE 0] 2§42 4 S-S AT, M= & HOHER
+ AYsdL

It H$HE4E RS EE (manval workers)oll | BEME S HIR} FAES ] THolA %
Bargol At HMHEMCES 3717 A A4 Mgelaty B3, ol HEhH SARK
BT $0ELERREAA 71A7 $hE ol BEH F il (saarcity consciousness of opportunity)
olebx sigich ' 2y SME WIERE J1T EFE - HAEME dsAY d2e @
ABFE STEA gor, odut dE KREEHWERIA ML KEANA s} =759 &
E3 HES 1YL 4 UEE Ml 5 FEgo AP EEATE Y o9 2L Hm
£o| WEFE FH0Y $%EE S (philosophy of organic labor) E= ##0Y #4 £# (organic \i‘nionisrn)
et 35t

22|32 S. Perlmand XE9| £y #4 £ (business unionism) & YA BELEH OkE

10) Wid, p.81
11) m¥sk, EXRFN SO, 1985 p.%.

12) S. Perlman, A Theory of the Labor Movemeni, Augustus M. Kelley, 1948, p.273.
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SEMGES BN6) RRBE B HWR 7

F#% o) {E# /) (resistance power of capitalism) @%1:EF & (intellectuals) 2] #&hEE ] 3l &M
Ba O#0EaY ERmAclsls 371A ERS S0 SBHMSER HuaRs A9tz ol
c}. 13)

FIREQ REEFE EHN A3le, REEHRE FEY Hole BERE 71AE RFELE
sk HEET O medgolety Ty, RAEHES BT AH AR TES HE
¥ 3= BALBREL HHsmey Tt Ak gk

F2EEQ sEhES ol J mEPERe RH il HBERS FBHESE TAAL &I
o RLE hAE KW ARMeoletr] Bobs Mgey & AlE3hE MR K&K (abstract mass)2
2 B3 olox ks eldds 2T masiEgks OEaRng Jdd(lrastis)
@#8E A4 A4 KELC] HEY el Hdn & KRB A (ATHMAERE ==
mEERE) OBEES Ao BWey - HEN fedd $v N S JAL B33
= A&er ¥ gpEQddGivjins) e 78 U AS HAREKRS SHES MR
B AZe2 FA3ln a5 HERES T3t BEREL AT, ol XH HEHES
o] #H#<l Anti-Intellectualism& A A sgich

FIEEQ £BpES AWML TN | E 3 FBHHEY FTRERA H3ld, o+ HEME
of EEHMA T TS HRBAA Foial L Mol BI8E ALINA FF3= K@K
£ #olol gk Zlolth. & BRG] MAN—SBMHE ] BERTIE RA-LEETBURS
2 olojz= WE Aol

o8} 7ol S. Perlmang 371 EHS # @ ulel SahE® 1H5E o3l e,
=3 HEES ®EY o F AW RERSY MM F2dcted #Eel dd. 2
dhdol] gEME] HAEE AR a4 o Bee] H- B2 #FAE/ FEUd B3] &
o vj3kg W 9leon, B3 MRS S8HARS UEH] MERoE AT Hells &
A 7b ek W

(5) R. F. Hoxie

SIS ES ] BiFE FHE 493t glelAl Robert F. Hoxiex BE—o &£F& Z#A &
e i TR WANT, FEEG RAkA LB BRE 199 Suse A
N8t ol et

a2t BHEAS FHE st Hor AzslA gn, EES Bty FXH R4 ©

13) Mid, pp.5~12.

14) AR, HWES TH{bo SEME ke A3 WRE RHMAPER EZSNTRURI,
1983, p.13.

15) R. F. Hoxie, Trade Unionism in the Unsted Slales, Russell & Rusell, Rep. ed. 1966; Ist ed.
in 1919, pp.34 & 254.
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8 AFdzaz £+A HA27H (UL - A3lFew)

%25 47 H ) (business unionism) @EMEA 5 #E 8 (uplift unionism) @ ArAY 45 EE) (revolutio-
nary unionism) @RTENY 2540E &) (predatory unionism) OKTFFH] 55 48;E K (dependent unionism) £
77 o2 mREE EHste Adgsn U

oledl #EhH A S Akl WREL GEEHFM Holmz 77 kfifte] v Moz HFiL
s, o™ shte) Moz E gkt E grohe Aotk =y Aoy WYL A-ME, F-—
EY T2 £En kifol 2L ZASdAME Bz $HpMLEDS EEL SERK OXE
mol Wik, HEY BE S AL KEN BERo2A A9Y 4+ . 238 HERE BR
S 33 Aol Y SR BEpEEme] RM.CEN] REEEY Aozt 24 |
Rol g A 4 gk Heldh

a2j=g R F. Hoxier #8#4< $8ES S SEMMIF (group sentiment) o] ##{LE = #
el Aelvd, & - oK - TE 5o Wz AL SHERES KBS BE AP AN
FHez wAdcty ot ® =g o AL MiEey BHE Bk ohvizt Buahy - ey - ik -
Mgty BEE #HEe) EAM - AEN EK 9 £ 2L vz kiEds BERS o3
Az Feghches oot 'V ae MRS THNE BEERS TANeE HAAA SHE
0o HEFmuez I sl HsldE xmetA Ratn Xifstach

ol Aol Al Abs] 2 ujol o] HBERHRC] W MMAR = S. & B. Webbel o3 Hmhii s ol
BEMER g Hx7 Rosloizgiony, olfe WREE A4 #Mmise] BEs W
% o EBR =t Bt NFd FHHLRS TALE € HRI A% Aot

2. SEBGRES KL B

(1) SERMRae R0y KILBRE
SERIE] Weie] Qe T8 WA EEEM HAMEL SBMEAA AYslE TAHI K
Hjolnt #iE F& Jebd «f #HEMkels AEE AHE3A Mo
gEpaEel A= M SRS PRI 194048 olF o] EXEHBolA labor relations,
industrial relations(2% 2} labor-management relations) 2t £ o2 A i3l 7R A=

16) Orme W. Phelps, Iniroduction to Labor Ecomomics, 2nd ed. McGraw-Hill Book Co., Inc.
1955, pp. 214~217.

17) R. F. Hoxie, op. cit, p.68.

18) L. G. Reynolds, S. H. Masters & C. H. Moser ed., Readings in Labor Ecomomics and Labor
Relalion, Prentice-Hall, 1978, p.249.

19) R. F. Hoxie, op. cii., pp.66~67.

20) LM% SEMEY FRRA Y WR IEAER HaHBHRE B208, 1984, p. 58
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HEWES BRE BRAR Y HE 9

o, 53] 194840l SEMIEHZI & (RRA; Industrial Relations Research Association) 7} §)3r =]
of Sa3d BEAEMOEA HEMEBS RIS BA I ook

RIS [RRAGIA = SRR B EE dotd dd BB Aok = SEME
Fol AXHBoz A KLY AAA ohw ARz KT Y A} BEM Fid ool
A BERERS] PLOBRR HFEE 4 - AUA So] BEMR Y

2zl 2 olFel: olHY RPL FuHT, BHHESRS FLEBY HE PEES Al
WA BREE-RHE—RBoIZE BBH Fikol dY itk ERE Basiz ok D

HREMET EREXHEY clEo] 2P, 2 &MWL Al oz} Ml Mo ¢
A E%ict & EXERMMS HEMEE L SEOSBRAA MK SEME S8R
# R BALR (employer-employee relations)oll ¥33tich. ajuh FEAMIE EEBE Y HEe
TEH #@so] HAYo s A PEEBNIA EHY BEE B HMA-EEE WF (union-
management relations) 7} 4 #] 5] gic}.

2 ¥ T kel BEAREAA SMMLL EBES TRILKE I M8 BYEE w497
SEN SEE(zE SEEEDS Yo ARELMES TR M(web of rues) 2L Y3
< HEY BHEZAY ES 2376 oz

22 19K TR, Fele EBE-HLAME UX FHEHS-EEEMEY SEME
A AYsA YL H2¢ MBS SA5c = BRE BEMFES £ (actor) 2 4] B4
Figel 7olsl7] Alztgte s elbyte.

HeEbA 2 BEMEE TASE ER(SHENEY SEX IS SHE (SHEs) s S8x
a2l Eifels 3EMER sloslodol & Aeolch

3 BN ARE LAY EE K] SR, FREY E WRES S o4
22zt 4 glov ot MM Pest: HREY MY HR oz Qs {3 (integrati-
ng framework)®] %7l SF3cdn & 4 gD

(2) SBEMGE TR &Y

drdes SEMFEY EXAe] $BHMES 4BMOE Biksly] g3 Aoidt AMIBREE (giant
human relations) 2 ¥ 4 ok Pol2g AMME 5 HEMe) HEOS S48 St BRA
HHEMERS AHLE REMS TEAE FF02 o UAsid it S$HELE &7 AERTY
ARtEe] BE 59 REMRS #5HA 27380, £8E: £EEME == A8t FTolA R
g Y43 Yt P

21) MEHX, BOSBERL SHEWME LM, 1982, pp. 164~166.

22) John T. Dunlop, Industrial Relations Syslem, Southern Ilinois University Press, 1958, p. 13.
23) EHEMNE, +—2 L5 U 7D SEME, HAx#MiaR, 1984, p.23.

24) PIFABE, FEWEOEXRE, BExSMii &, 1974, p.215.

25) MG - ttesE, SEME L SERE, HEEEEFRT, 1978, pp. 40~44.
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10 Az =24 A273 (AT - Asiated)

oot Be MMM (RIEM ER o5t B BN MELY S BRRAA HHBRKS
ST M Mm-S 2A st Aeick KA STHAEL Dol 2ol £EERS KAE
So] BWRHSE Z|Hste Ebwel ORI KE&e) BARE 477 A KEARME
o3 AN ME ONET Kes BYS T4 Se Mkl A #um MEo2 stehdot

(R ®X2 EEHAR

(ERED) | (ERE D .

N
/st;xﬂm— WS | X g

N al

olajql —ithy SHEMET ARy MBS WA R st BLAMES B2KME 27t
A 24 siAn ged, oF EyId o 2o

@ F—KME=BE ¥ #ERRFE=22R(ENN) SEMFE=89 BA=S2ErME R ELE
ER) =i EGE

@ FoKME=8E ¥ GAME=250 (EEM) #EME=82 RS=05&FFEHLE
) = IME

2oz $EME ZEMC BES $A87 eide oty REME =AY 2ESY
€ Al EAUGE AL SE®Ho] AAslol et

28n SEMES R4 BELS (KDoA vehd vist ol Bt & A HHEMKE
o WES 9 KHAFE] A2 AAA of sH53ict

=
=
"
E -
B

(&) SERFE RWEE A KARY

mume mmen| swixem | SENFT  waoEw

2 & # | A ®R-2 = £ EF D amEHke] Bk | K KX K X

2 E #& ® E | B % &4 MWEXS By | & E E 2

R O # | R XORE | A MAR Rl x| & & ®B N

xArthur C. Pigou®] Welfare Ecomomics (19204)el4 3712 &M% Mmooz 43

26) KikM, 74 5 MBSEMEROBA-SEMER (3ot 5" CE RBCOWTOFR, BFH
Wi AN, 19774 3A%.
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FEME BE REBR I HE 1

o] SRR 3714 YRS A Mol At MGl St ol ot MEMEM
el Ae¢ ST Sl xEOD ERe]o} o)

weba SHRES AHS EMRAY MEA X HEMES S8 KA Wl
R MUMEE 27hx WES AT ok SREe) mmitel wT SEAES (s
HEM) I B - B0 BT AP SHEMS WRESS Sl SEM HEM
e dAAoz A st oot

ARAKS AHREL SEMEY TE - BUERS T35 Holaln ¥ 4 ook HEM
trel TEfe WA HAME Bad A8 20 BRI @29 2ol Jehd 4 Qo

ol 2rloll4 7Y AET BN b 2ol HelY 4 9ok

AA, BWES FHEte) WS SHALT FALSS) BE HLA £2E M
Z7Lt BIEE 7HAIT Qloh.

A, HXA STEMES EEMEEAY WE HBAMEEA MBS (employee relatio-
ns) 9l HEol™, #E) AFEEAT Yok wlebd ABFHE/ WA +450) OMMEES
Bi QRS B8] W EMEHR OUER BAL KM 21 2 W7 o] Fojzo}l @
}.

A, SHALT BREEMES BHSELY &5 GBS Said B9 LY 24 HumMEe
A Bake) HEMERS HReld MERES FA02 ot BSEE RES BEEHY
5% 58 v QYsA MM olfola chiol 22Y Mol WA ¥ A}t #E
BtRe ZEMLSl Rolch ol2ldt Lol YWsA| ol Foix7| st OBEMS 4T {SMmo]
FEsle 2 7122 @%#e dAE R ot GurstA Ae 4 A mWEKH AR
W7 W2 stel @#MME S LTE MMEMES Bhas SHold AEsted TBEREY &
Wy BREE Sl Jle] OEEEE S Y3 AL/ 45 EHEES 2L TP KED 4
St Hkily EMES A Dsteiol gt

dA, SmEas) SEo HY FIRBS 4"z olRolalt AE - HEMEERE Yo £
%) REBR, SHE AL SBfnd 4% U dov, =3 ELEES A5 BEMH
W Eamol Fe oA e AAstede}l ot

ShAA, BEMES MHES PRI YA Ut WHTAAE SEmMol 7t3x FRE 9
st fEfel Qlon, ALY M SHBS PHRE HeHM JY RBHoE HASNE wEES
7% 4 g

A, MK KES AT EHES BA AFASEES BEol Lolsol ua} 2

27) RAM, AR $BHEROMM, BFEXFME, 1985, pp. 122~138.
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12 AZdsa =24 A2 (LT - AseR)

(2>

sEREe] ®RE - BHtE #8 =29
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RHHBE] BBl 7158 Heldh 2 BE: & HA, MmfRiES wA2 Jelds Ao
o

et HEEH-KE~BH—%EY GA—KNEE BR-NEY EF—-HEERY Kk
faEe] 7hE A= Aol

ol 4z} o] BEMLE M - P BES sou RER BEol 24 46 ARLH
Btk a3, olF Fdtel YUH RIS W 2 AT i Y ELTFM S0 ELEE S
A BEAET SHY £EMERKE SR8 BABRES S8 B - HES BES & -
BRI 2 M HERES AR LT WA & Holch

. BEBRFRAIZRS HRoLH

135849l John T. Dunlope 9] ¥l I Industrial Relations Sysiem 10l A SS5GERRERS] VY —a%
Bis AT, AR - BRERE YoIN ) HEMEHES S HBHO S Hagsiod s @
FTUAY AFH o RITE AR 9487 4 SRERE A28Pozn T RGBS a4l
c}.

BRMER] i) HAHR fMIR 455 A4 mamd HREEs 28
= 7HAT glofol dek wela SEMEY BB $ole 34Y SEMEE BAMO S shobg
A2, 2 BRGFRC F2U% ML - Sk BHO oW FroE WY o e SHHERNGR
= oA H3Y FAE BASE gEo] W ol D

ole3t SRS Biibol W3t FY MEEME 714 ] T. Dunlopl o] e WRE e

TEAKE ANE U HESe) MAET 4Y Ermolx Tigmal Hojzx L
A RAS BEMERCIY B, SES KR, HES RS B8 o dus BREE
HB.okc}.

et 2 SR LK) it BES S ARAIAT, Bk 4o HEE 4] 5}
ol BERRS FHUEE £el7] Y BRO Koo Bo®1 s

el

£

28) J. T. Dunlop, of. cil.., Preface.
29) BEE SOHEXP, Sx, 1985 p.303.
30) J. T. Dunlop, op. «il., p.6.
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1. SEMEALNE] wEs) B

sy BB HANES THEFubsystem)7t EBbEE BEMEE AU
Talcott Parsons®] —R Aol §8¢ & J. T. Dunlop® A=WESS TS %
EWE e SARTY EREEsc

Aadgaols AU olw WMzt ThAagol daisig, 2l iAol 2
oz a9 2¢ zel=z ] T. Dunlopd SEMEA2DE HABEetD s 2ot = BT
Axse MREFY FhAzwolzte vtk

@eid I T. Dunlop®l SEMEA2ARS AHMET A=UBBE FHEFS FAAA
unl (@3S 2ol vehd 4 Ak

(M3) Dunlop2l #MEMMEALH M ALHES

HEHE

B &
€3:2.2 9

3 8 9
d$2

> ) =

7]

T e
mE [ mmnnin)\ 2E

Aol

9 mhRS

SEREA LTS e SEMES STRERG -4 Bsh 1 BT HEMe2 WD A
o] ol|-& 2 7] (ideclogy) ¥ SIRBE M (Lt i, A - RNBIA, HasndAe gHRMEY HE
A SolA MEIS Ml AESE sibel 2em SEMEALYE 2ot

ol2i BB MiolA, J. T. Dunlope #EMEES) Mikol HHsted 2 BRS AA Ao A
QAT HEES UL RBETFolA mirslel, ol HEMKS B - BB - SHAFHE
o XPE ¢ o ¥A AHE] A8 BEei RS §R(body of rules) = YAHP e 2
ojct.

31) Talcott Parsons & Neil J. Smelser, Economy and Sociely, A Study in the Inlsgralion of Ecomomy
and Social Theory, Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1956, p.8.
32) J. T. Dunlop, op. .. p.6.
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BEMGE AR RRARA DY HE 15

S0, EXHAE YdHoR SEMEE 252, 1 FRERELA SHEY 2 x4
B, EBES} o AXHE L WL Ml BAol Ax KA MBo) g ®

°l 32| HEMERAL MMAH TN AAG Aol MY oIxn], of Wiy Mo Mo
AT ERES ERENS Bl i, TBERC 492 25 H53 BELY MY ¥ e
st2ol A EHESolabE 37tA Bffo] 9ch W

=Y EREMS HEMEMC] ASHo2 oolx7] YL TWEMI HESS @A
e HAE HANE ol ERI(HEET) AN BE 2 A2 BRI WiE 5o U
Rl 44 - FAL 4 At Helch® o9} o] WY MUL Hi- 4o - REEN - 8
SR - BRBY Fo2 RXIAY £& F25 - AERES SHKIRFoE] FUY 45
At

ol el At2) 2 wis} Zte] J. T. Dunlops] #ERMFEAILN®RE $EMES) BANES o5
T AFROEA sotsle A vot FREEEY BEAMNT olulL2s] o MAITY NMME
E A FHolch

2. BERMFEA=DH RFME

J. T. Dunlope] SEMEALAEL 25 SEMERS T8y (r@el Ak 2y o &
ol A=A 20840 Ak slol gi) GMEe} MSERo] Yebxtcl. P olel 4L %ol
A Nk 2 s xHS SEMEFHEE 84 F2 A7 =gk

J. T. Dunlop®] #ERIFEALDE A stae] Rl BEBS BEwsid ohes 2o ¥

AA, BEPMEALDEE W BRol ofd B BRIz HRMMY A2 AR
Wl st JAY HGE £ Fshw ok

A, BEMEAURE SEMEE BELE FES Jobsin o, 2uy SERES
ERERME ] BIMES 7122 Y457 2ol BEum BR HAMEL BELN Fi
d gt ®

33) mid, pp.7~8.

34) mid, pp.9~13.

35) Md, pp.16~18.

36) @ S. J. Wood et al., “The ‘Industrial Relations System’ Concept as a Basis for
Theory in Industnal Relations,” Brifish Journal of Industrial Relations, XH, Nov. 1975,
pp.291~308. @ K. F. Walker, “To Wards Useful Theorizing about Industrial
Relations, " Brilish Journal of Indusirial Relalions, XV, Nov. 1977, pp. 307~316.

37) KA%E, WIAW. pp.64~658R.

38) ZLE BEOBEME-RT L1, BESBER, 1981, p.8.
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A, BERESY TRERE HYe=A Azvle] WS &6 BoZ ERIT Aot
ol2lal FEEWST HERRMSE A2URB Bl FASL k. & OfFBIwEAM RE
5& LA A dobd Bl F3, REF/ A5 mAd - |y - Bust A% Y W
Feol A SA55ch. QHERE B o BBkFR dos #3110 BUFEMe A BV
478 FEHMNS BUFS $UY B AR 3T HoE R ok, BuUFe RElE
HRFS SolshAl RolAE &M BEMERMS @2 yel 2y stepse} et ® OB
el EEER Ol ol AEEE ERAMYS A7A g2 Aot

s, REEES FA8IL JdeHAE RImEA4 SNk AR AREER - BE - 2R
o) EEMG BAL 71EolA @t MERe - HHE ME2Z A SEMEA LT HE
B - e SEMEs vehils BRE - Aien Hao Ao BEMEALYAE EF3T
S

A, Alawe) A Ediol A3 WA (transfer process) 8 Aol gled, ofd&E
7] 9 (RiEmol #atd 7 TRERM ST Jeue BEY ® A gt A &
oAz Yasi

A, SBEHES BIE AR B ohjzt Rl ARA EEEGS Bones Ky
o Al A8 Rk (feedback) MEEE LeistA e Aol W oz A AR MAle]l WA
o] MeEoixE 7 BprolA el mAo] Waste], 4FH Kol oloj M aEfEe] A= E 3
o o HEHFE - Hifo Y ATl Wk

oM, mxibsel UA % M - WATE AT AFels 278n A2t mxitd
galole 24¢ #23 gled, =Y FAU akm R BES A8z 9ok 28z A
B isEole 4L F S#HEMEALDRS TS e BERSY 242 A e RFH
A£EE 7L A2 BBl 4 27hslsAl BAsE AP - TRl FAF J1EelA WL glch 4V

oy W, EZ{tla E (industrializing elite) ol 2l3tel SBEMERE zzstn v Aoz HER
FA AR v glov, BRBEMNSE Fol4 A%sn e Jkode|E(x: grass roots)
o gt EE7E Adslel ke Ao

39) MALES #ASe HAFE SEMERY TRER s, BRRRAR 5 FEALKS
ALol BT SERE Y EEets] io AAE W= @EE Db ek Bl
Ash o] HRMES SEMFE MEY BFLE R & gete Heloh

40) ol #iEe olul€z 7l gvists MEMFAT A4sie BAUS AP =5 4 T
Bol 94 SEMFEALRL BEes 27 slEolch

41) ol SEMES K o ABS HRI} 2 ERE A8 Aolw, 3 SEMEAZIN
o SERPel G0l ohyn 233 HEHPMR W 2H4¢ ¥ ol & H#MUANR
gpozd EBES HEBES BAMAE U3 43H SEMEREAT J2 HA
g ol
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ol A3} & #HE w3 QLols BT, SHEMFEALNRE oD HYAY EATRE
e 7T Qlen 23 sole 224 MEE FUHIAE Fusil A2 BRE TN
o ¥ 4 9ok el SEMEd AdolA 3kt witsl 3mMF o oldEEr] Fo Wl
A& o 27e] ojm ke JEe] HHEMEALDo] FE ol HM KMo} HES AF
A DA A st Aol dstod s oiwhs] 7} Bl S (prediction power) S 73 R Azt
st} 42)

V. #ERFARGE S HEHRA

SEMEAI2E ol ¥ 1960FK ] KA BEMEFREL O19604 ] Clark Kerr,
John. T. Dunlop, Frederick Harbison, Charles A. Myerst [ Industrialism and Indusirial Man o}
A BB ER o3 BEEMEHE S UsRHR (convergence hypothesis) & FHRE @19654
o Richard E. Walton®} Robert B. McKersiet= 4 Bekavioral Theory of Labor Negoiiations o X #54%
XY S THHPBE THH k] 25l WRRE Y Hikhy THE WEBX G197 Milton
Derber<= " The American ldea of Industrial Democracy ol 4] EB o] SEMFEHEA B @IEL BH
3 EXRETH MM FY HARBE @19704 0l Hugh A. Clegg [ The System of Industrial
Reiations in Great Brilainjoll A BEMFAI A R E KHo #@ASId HEBEY,
Kenneth F. Walker+ [ Australian Indusirial Relations System o] 4] 2.2 E 3ol ejolol] &8 WX F
o] alsich

22ut o] fAlell= HMERMMR FI BKey REE ol Wk o Fol HEMFES] BNty BE
ol 2 4% FAx 5ot =% HEMEALNR] HHAE ATl BE Y HPd &
ot WusA AP kel

olgled F 19704 %+ 5= SEMEY H2¢ WEM@me] Yehdr] Ay o] M $
R 2ol B 2 Fe 8= & MMy FHE =+ A/ BEREZA, SEHERT 2
Moy same2 oS BRA7IEE Zdeld olv ool 371 &4 dAsA Yedzn gl
. 9

42) PEER, A%, p. 312
43) @© George Strauss and Peter Feuille, “Industrial Relations Research: A critical

Analysis, " Industrial Relations, Vol.17, No.3, Oct. 1978, pp.259~277.
@ WFEH%x, FiiBE, pp. 159~161.
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A, BEMEALDSAA AAS MEE T340z BEslEE Alzold F THA AR
BRel mmEtEael HEEA o SEMFEAARNR I mE BAELE A

A, SEMER VAE 2 BBERS WRES S8t 2, LBy gl FatsiA et
wioh oo RN R THHE, HESE8) I3=ln MRy Bt o Rikey ool
A ehusle MRS HFI] AFsigdd

A REEP ) BEMEAI FAlo] ol PN SiikiEE ¥ I XS Bl EiXe
ustA o] Fol ot

olo} 2 WREML BEMEA LMol Fusted HEFEY AL 2o} eawez 3
ot3lr] Y3 HWERE A, SMHMMEERE (industrial relations process)oll £3-E& T HEN - BRoy W
Rolle} Aol FolAAl H Holcth

1. BERFARER %

SEMEBIZ g HRE od BEAMTAN 24 FEEWE %A HAREMASAEA o
W3 R E AT AAJE TAs}e], BETE - HEHK - THEER - IR L XEANEE B
goz 33 ok aEm S 5 - B, AFO) B - R RE £ HPEAE LY
o

HERRERE] oS Ko HllEc 233 HrEld F4& Fx gtz € 4
28y ol HRXLE EkRE B ohulel Rt E FAME ol HohE YAy Qe H
o) MEER 24¢ 323 Uk W

welA SEMEARES A2 #A (inputs) 2} 7 M (outputs) & FIIRZ =g oA #
Aol EHE Mik(transfer) Sl =718 41t Zolch o] BKBIES REMT (Llackbox) 24 2
AEE EHEBROT 312 gt o] obuel, HAo] EHE Ml B2 PME MR E
BEERS Vst o] HHMEERERS WEAM ] ®

2. BEMRARERSY AHRE
(1) G. G. Somers

BHEMEA LR ol Foll HERMRAREA dsle] BAE 7L WER A Gerald G. Somers
b oh e Feeasy B gkey A o B4 REel SR aRe HEERS LYY

4) EER, SERFRAERY dY FR KR A® HABRHER3, 1985 pp.111~113.
45) K@%, niiBE pp.66~67.
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TR EREE FAISET, ol={dh THA HAMEE S MM Tl 34 A4 s
ojx|= Zoletx 8 9%ct

2 0 TEHL HA BERAML A FHRMmeE 1 LR TRo| Hafedch o
A £ - TR @SEACA Ao HE T hs AYsc AL £HE S THyA S8
H#tig -tEmoio], ol2igl thm-S IR, AW, M =& &F S HeLEe BERolels o
o ©

(2) K. F. Walker

HEMEA2 Y FIFMES YolEod 2AEde]ole] HMMAGR HEFoT A 247 - i2
Fird WRE == Kenneth F. Walker7} ¢lcl. 2= #MFEY A% BE- M- -EX- - 0%
P2 SEMEEES FEstod Eng HolA S53ct

283 TEREENES TR EHo2E G G. Somers® AsE wolEo] (E4dolAS &
L 2eg molsA, OFBEEH(Ss snEd £0%) o #iER B fEhe Bt o
REBE, OSHEMAL) Bk S, K OTBIRMS MAEAY BT FRSI ¥
oz F@sn Adot

(M4 K. F. Walkere] =249

l H#A A" ii — (B BB
(FREW R
[ #mazy | 8 ® TR
' moawm YR

TR GtEm EE)
BN & 7 x &
| smus | ® ® : :
AR
[ = = |— = T

Q7oA REBS Bies AASE Aoz d BEEHRS Asted $83E Hikdl DY FRl
. BEs mend A3 ko 2oz FA4sIH, AgstAn s RS AL uxe ool

46) Gerald G. Somers, ed., Essays in Industrial Relations Theory, lowa State University Press,
1969, p. 163.
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2 siAElxat o §e AEE Zech =¥ kLS W - B - HEF - A A& Y
AClA g =lxle 759 ez oFoixln ot

ol¢} o] K. F. Walkert 7Bl tHale TAlE 74 oo, ITREERE BA - £H -
Mol F 5 UAn, = M ASole AXMME =t BEN HECIEX o] g

53 BimAol o4 EAZ &{ﬁ/‘]fi%‘(#i. BN Hikt SBRW), FEA2E(FRE
AR EERH, 54, EE EHHEe P BEe HAERE tx Uoh

o2 gHog o AL £EN ERY HEW BEA sl Fag ol 222 o R
B 2 fELE gAA =l Hojoh

ut2}A K. F. Walker®] or#r¥ifiv B TAI2H BAY x4 £@7} Higoz o=
o7be HERIRS Wits o2 Qdch

(3) R. Singh
SRR EEE A28ty B glofA Aol EiLE Hiksloxs Bffcs 2 AY
R. Singhe #RIFS) HEEsh @RS (@59 2ol Ueliz, 2 Mae FAsgh®

(5> R. Singhe =W

(. i)

EHE U HEkEM
EHE Y EREER

iR b: 4 B o
A2
—_— BAAY u &) Ed Bn oA
-~ N
0 EEE !
BEA~H
(A 2 fi
EEAAAE A
B8t x# %
5 fF B & j
B % 08 A MR %
J

& 3 (feedback)

47) Kenneth F. Walker, “Psychology and Industrial Relations : A General Perspective,”
in G. M. Stephenson and C. ]J. Brotherton, eds, Indusirial Relations: A Social Psychological
Approach, 1979, p.19.

48) R. Singh, “System Theory in the Study of Industrial Relations: Time for a
Reappraisal?”, Indusirial Relalions, VI, 1976, p.68.
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27b AR Zedol A "é“ﬂ-‘i‘-"i SRR MBSt @S YA Rk - AL
Y2 E 5317 A glor], @4 (accomodation)Z} HI P (conflict) ol 2t AL HslA T g
AUt

223 HERES] EiRe] #adol BHAZ BT HEHKT BEY HEERYeE
A} spebsl ol BilE =+ ##E 2x gld

4171

ks

(3) A. W. J. Graig

B Al 2o 2 A GERIES ERAY - HWG - A - RN - BEl THAARER oA
3la, BEREAI A HA-WIR-FER S A2NEREN SHEEY 7|28 A. W, J. Graig
= (E6>ol vehd 2ul-g AAFoz M HERMFEALNRY Bl G Holch

(m6) A. W. J. Graigel =29

® o (BEBEA 2 W)
sme Fadad | = > N
| mEm Fadsw S 3 o D omm
o T P B B — , &z mow | —
BR Fodew | ; L® - —
BuaH Tﬁfgis’q- ’ P ﬂ!‘i’ B "

S 'Y

Alawe] FAF Hfo B

ol o IRER

o] Eelol N o] #HEE AHrad O #imERd 2Atsidds] Lol FREMS HEHS HHS
HALZ slo] MEERS el +35cdom @ THENS BEHRS WA oz Azsy
7l W Eol B2 REHES Foid oz ¢ W) gleo @ 2% FRIMS HHS it
et BEAaez vy LA gRglon @ HPe E2AE dysie MimaRe] A
24 Aadol %1_4' As9 mKE A48 Aol

oj¢ Zto] 2 FTHER S HEH T Riki#ho] THH <l BEAMFES AN FAS] 7 AN =
t FUA det THEEEMY MEEMAC JeldA HE Aol 9

49) N. F. Dufty, Changes in Labor-Managemen! Relations in the Enlerprise, OECD, 1975, p.78.
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V. # i

18904 Aol %EIS] Webbkiol o3 #stednl H@plac] BT HWREL HEMEAN 4
xe Beosiym, olo| 33-g wol A4H J. R Commons, S. Perlnan, R. F. Hoxie &
MEe WRESE SEEMA e Beay PRl EeRm o MitRo X153 #MEsRS FAHAL
2 HRs AR

BEMEHR 2lol4 Sx14ql By o2 A HEMERY R E A & A< 1948
ol HEMERRHES] fieleln ¥ 4 Aok o H&d Srybdls SEMERS BRIy
frEel o RSSO st g mPol ik AF oY RRL HEMLR oA
L EB e EA7F Wesiched AFslL, BBy Hikd oY SEMERR] AEREAN 7
FrasRel EBLS B2sA =Hoh

1958% 0] J. T. Dunlop2 #EM{EHR RS & FNEREA A2dlimes EXHES HEN
% BRe LAsted AL BEMERRSY BRLS olS5tslch o] HEMFEAI2=UR
o SEMMEY 3TEENS 2 FEe AYR gt HEY oldE2r] U IMMAMS ] HE
S E3tad Aol M E shte] 2t HEMEALNCR N5 Ae2A 25 B
MiFae TEm (ES AN ok 2dd o] BRWARLE FAMS] VAN XK - kW
BEE 243 dodslz] T8 ®al ojel Bii FAE P53l Mekey SEMERle #
#5 vz gk ¥

o] ool BEMFMASL BHEMEALIR F33) THIRY £9]loz <ldte HERM
FHE KRS I A2ty HFRE UA B@i2ole] FAle] FolxAl | Helch. o=@
SEMES] AZe HREIAS 197054 038 Jdetdr] A S$ENERAR S BRe
ML BHIE LA Bl EEMFR.Lol T2 dos, =3 BT MLl Ys4d
JAsHA olAARNE £if S A T AT FERS YA 2 AA Ao A
SEREEL HIERK] MHI TBHHEY) KEd ARA 71 Jdsol A TH ielnt
o E SHEMFERS KBRS A oS A7 A8 sl of ¢ RS HEMFE
Bl FAE § BRI ol
olei¥ SEMEEKS HREMmA Axiud, HES SEMEREL T2 HEMES K
CBAEE A Tl ERey - MR - BEn WRA w2udld #8M Hiks A%
= By WRCE 246 S AS, 28 % - Bkl g - BEW BEMEBRRT
£ ol o] oz £ty - ML HEAA chFolxel F Holch

b

50) MEZES, #HSROER, FGOALHKRE, 1976, pp. 102~1038H.
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Summary

A Study of the Theoretical Development of Industrial
Relations

Song Byeong-sik

Labor began with the history of man. Man cannot do without labor in living; it is always
essential to combine the labor force with a means of production. Such a labor activity
takes up a different social structure and function, depending on time and nation, when
viewed from the standpoint of sociai relations.

As for labor activities, labor problems have been social issues since the birth of
capitalistic society. Today, Industrial Relations which take place in the course of
industrialization range from mutual inter-power relations between labor and management to
social relations which set the rules for the workplace and determine the distribution
structure of productivity.

With this in mind, this paper deals with the following topics :

1. A survey was done on the Industrial Relations of the early days, based on the works
of K. Marx, S. & B. Webb, J. R. Commons, S. Periman, R. F. Hoxie. It also
encompassed the academic sphere and nature of Industrial Relations.

2. J. T. Dunlop’s Industrial Relations System was discussed in terms of analytical con-
cepts, struture, and critical views.

3. The current tendency of the Industrial Relations Process Theory and its empirical
analysis as exemplified in System Theory and Behavior Science was reviewed on the basis

of the works of G. G. Somers, K. F. Walker, R. Singh, and A. W. J. Graig.
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