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BIE F E ]

BI1E PR BHE

1960l ol % HFAEE A% WSS ATHL e pskel HEE WA HR
o HERC] AxaA wolA T gleh olo] wet B BESE o Lokold ol F
BAs] AR AFE ALen ok 58 %ElAE BAe pgo e 43T ¥
& g Halo] Fololw, EEeld FEA REIT At ¥ SAL ofugs
$ AFae @EA e MEEEHEAAL ¥ 4 A ofd BXl e W
fgon 1S Tikhy EXL L3 o]F ol LBRE WA BRE Eolddt A
A e AASA Feich Al delA HEAES s 2t RiEEsel Y 7
FHER Solt UEdize SE el el 2AE 2 bl X dE Y
43 w2 27 2 S AYHES Avstn HHANoZA EE LY WDE F
2g 4 & e wA A AHoleh

1980 ch Zutol] olZelAE SEUelAE oy p¥ritol R BAlo] Fohx
A SR SERBAA STl Tolold, XE5% BA 22w mEe p¥xit
oA GEX, MSAREIE o=d FAE AXEA Sol o] B Ft
A48z glod, ¥ pEe UTUze S5 LT oA A o3
ANz 235 gon 2 AR F& Ao vehiz Yok

2eu Xfbahe e Hd T #Eaold £Y pfolshe M U EX
o oahed dee Wr) WTol EEold BA Sold FEsha Seivtetilds e
A Eodel AU 4 Gt Aotk %EE vEY FEEs bl MALH v
S o) i) ABMQlC] Wlehed WS AES AT A4S SAlo) zeism gled,
FiolHE B8 BAS AMSEE AR g F4Ao ndn Pod BEREL
gl Seuele e AW dulel AMEES BEY EMEE 291 BAN
FEHEe o 5 debutt 42 o2 £4¢ 23 4o 287 Agel pgeitel

D MR (mEeske]l ¥ES BE, AeHdm HARER 1989 pp.329- 359
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AIAE 2 e FeAn b A Bl iy MES 2e o X R
ol U Holekol HRM oL A 4 ek whebd AL TU T{kHy
o WE FeksA Feiebel Ao ulxo] oo Kol BUD AETILE Ml
Whe A $2% BERT ¢ 4 gl

222 ¥ B SELS MK MRS B0o 2 a4 ROEN BRE
1 fis B So) MHCCILE Bt nideld Revold 5 EEERS 3o
2 She MRS Do) W% BE PlAEAE Uy Seldety 44
of RE LETLE FAAA Urbido] £go] S2E s @ok

Fofi BIRAE 2 HABE
1. BRA&

¥ d7olAe WRLE: ER FRS KEHRY A2 Je 4 . Hi
e AR ATFsol RITHRES F422 p¥Ute ERARdEY mast
AR 5% A=}, REFRE BRWAT 7122 HEEY BRE 4398 3 &M
FES AL HEHate AHA HRE BRE 5o P
2, IREM

(b} HRAERMES 2 #Ee] e TadHolold FUH sl Hpe ¥
of Al Fatm glch et 2 AFolAd e HR#y WRE KTHE distd 24
FALE ZA%tn AEFE FEAM AAE Holw, =3 REFFFRIA £ B
S P2 EARHES AT,

3. WX .

+ WX TS F1EMe FRY B8R K @E 52 ofsln, 2%
A (e e BEAE b 7153 §8 o detd Eifhes o
Ao, FI3FANE MHAAES HdH A2y, 24715 Sol Bl FEa
I, A4Relde oot BEAKNEY MRl 3 £iTHEESY W& ABY

A5



o 5%l E Bty ROl 2 AE b3 KEIES AT S43D H
RERE HEY * FHARES AA HE (frequency) 717, ANOV ASH, AERRAN
% (correlation) S R EEESHT (regression) 9 #HaHH) kS ol 83d e 2 &
e BBIT BRES HITHA vixitte 2 FeMolA HRY RS SAPoZA &

e Hech



FoE e HEN BE

1960448 MR R LB XTE F4o2 I MHHTEK (organizational
climate : @A Wl ¢ PPE A2 249 AR Fdel A B4
o] FoEldA 1970FKRK cl2ME a9 FAR AYE AR LFEXIE
(corporate culture)ell th&t AAAQ] AF7t Azl gla 1980 ol 22{Me =4
AA ] ik el $AL F1 U3 A7) olFofAx e feldetelME
ololl gt WAle] FopAHA $2] Al W& Fulo 7| EE AL HE =H
o] A& Uk

B8 3L #

1, fMxiLe| T

2E Mol 2] S5 kE AT e 1 Ml 2T UE Xk &
Fitol AR A pETcA A Aol Fhsin Yok aele FFHI ok
x| Xkl Y /Y AL AR Tepn gl o)L pgolste £AA}
chorth §eE AHE A Bz E£Yste dol Xikehe AY =@ 287 dEel o
23 4Asheto] ojeifMY Heleh,

$A ik A Amiud oi$ chepaol Addn dE 49ez “AMel A
Aol Holut AP TH v AFEME Adseis £ A3 2 FFolA
e @ BAH AU 259 247 U olehe guagyel ou)sh Qevt B FEE
& Aol 48 Ut AYTol FEHOE o] 21 gl FEEE L ez

oA T Sl A, #9, BF, ARB Sol H4d 2 YRE SYASE 5

‘& BXAdE MdAY <9 Fele douk MMOrik(organizational culture) s+ Z1siE
(corporate culture) & FH&x ohistz FA AEE
) F=ER, FoldAd, ME UFAMY, 1990, p. 1283



4" P olakz Hejatn 9low Deals Kennedy € “AH}, <o, 48, A4 A5
THY A dESATN oS Az AAAY SHol wet ARHE T4 AR
#5o @A"Y olztm AelEt 5 Hxvick SEa g Yok

dutd ezt itArE FAHND Ut BE ATl FEoE A8 A+ MRIEMS
{24, B ®E 1203 BT WS TR Aol E¢de MIo A it
HMRAS 9534 e T BEEY B2 4=z g ?

olo} e ibel #EES LESY FATHAQ bl H8Y Aol pgitetn
g 4 Jded SEXtl g BAEY oS vy (E 2-1) #H god o9 7
of thrgt gATe) AeF F shxlz 2ok o] (E 2-2) etk

et oA stA FHE Egel 2 o), AGHRASC HAIL U FALS
TR 248 TR BARHEZ Aot AR BAC WERS 52 55 R
22§59 $o EMA SIS EEorte s ERY £ dod oY Ade
fgol 483 Ao gt € 4 Aok

o

2) FHE, "HuaAe dfy, A€, FFTAHINEFAFAL 1991, p 23

3) Terrence E. Deal & Allen A. Kennedy ¥, =44t = 3% 7€ ¢ 7143, A&,
ZH R 1989, p. 13

4) TR, "oEcuiiia, M€ #&Gh 1991, p 22
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(E2-1) LS %
EER E %

S.M.Davis |EXFHLSIA ool & Yadstn 8 Holo] Belo] ARG F

Ae AT 2+ #4525 2 HE®

E.J. Wallach E4A8el4 o19A g5 stdol her Sol et ZATFHAS

o 354 = ° ]

Bro. Uttal |ZA748e #3528 rloloshe Y Rilist 559 0%

E.H. Schein [#Mo] SJ%d =S EA9 W2 ST alo] chx37] e o

FEE Aol 2 Frio] waaAU WAYGHS} 2 AL

EARBEEL 2 A Bt oA o] 228 A & AL

se) mebd A FHLSANAL 2209 LARNED Blstd @

gEn BESGn Lol 2ulE walolebn stzA £ Qe EK

R

W. G.Ouchi | Zx A9 A5 29712 24 [KiEMD S 22)m B5)

de s i

WMHEE  |SAHIN AP0z 949 ZATALSS 209 BER

ok TR, 719 SRR BT 10 B

BES} 4 AEsn Qe HAMWY gBEs |

FHE 3 ZAAY FALS Fwem Qe gt {e. B8,

B, BE W% 22T ME B S$ Lo Egdel

Ades 2AF48s% 2484 B ADE Fr KA

Ty |

FEE |S4/9% EAAT = £3589 rE@moz Aol 29z

S ARES kb A8, 2202 A0t e sle

ol Ayt LA} w A

A A | ZATFAUE0] FEROE AANE FiEk (BEAR) , “AE

HE(RE) == d5ae a8 (78 Bg

5 S. M. Davis. Managing Corporate Culture_ Cambridge. Mass Ballinger Publishing Co.. 1984,
p2

6) E. J. Wallach, “Individual and Organizations,” The Culture Match Training and Development
Journal, Feb.1983, p. 29.

7) Bro. Uttal. “The Corporate Culture Vultures,” Fortune, Oct. 17. 1983 . pp. 66 ~ 72,

8 E .H. Schein ¥ ZFti$ 3 "ZAT3e g4, ¢, @y $3, 1990 , p. 34

9 W.G. Ouchi, Theory Z. Reading Mass:Addison-Wesiey Publishing Co., 1981, p. 57.

10) MR "Eerike) Mzg A, Ty, AAAsASd 1989 , p 4.

11) F%498, Pt p. 23

12) FH%, ALK p 17

13) 294, "Rkt SEmRel MEELNE clAe g B FRR T WLeRT A
Zhehdtm o8, 1991, p. 16.
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(% 2-2) ¥t MR
S A (K FoozAe | K1 :clebr], dof, 94, d4e

peld 249 ik
W.G. Ouchi  (1981) W.G. Ouchi (1981)
A. Wilkkins  (1983) T.J. Peters & R.H. Waterman
V. Sathe (1983) (1982)
E.J. Wallach (1983) R.M. Pettigrew (1979)

T.E. Deal & A.A. Kennedy (1982) G. Hofstede et. al. (1990)
R.T. Pascale (1984)
F 8 & (1986)

£t 75 & (1986)

| R (19806)

F @ % (1990

TrH: 294, ROk REMEsC] BMEZIES] BN Gl BY AT A
£2, A% A, 19912, p. 1S

2, DEXLO CHE HRS| EERMH4

A 2x o ABEARE F2 Aol A HEE FAL o] EEHERCIY W
BRE S $4¢ F1 nAAq AP EE dFehe Aol Fd Bt 2
e ARt A28 BERSY ol it A%57] dEel 24 ATHEE
AR AAA Aoz old=n Uk ol Aol pFesribel AT A7t $d
87 o] Folxx el fForibel el Bl Feisln gle BhE dvrd =

14)

23} e,

14) A¥4H, pik&Ess  pp. 7~10.



7k AHEZE FEEA) Y LEY

itfrel FAL wistol ohe} BEE Lo EEHA (industrial society )l Ax
Hoful 2} FA151E HEMEERLE (post-industrial society) 2 ol @5 ol ol chat F4
3 Aol A ¥ 4 A2 EIERl] WA s

Aadez & of oj37dgte] felveledl =08 ol HEHmE BEHE
(managerial approach)¢l F#% olFct7} 1970d ol AJA0H A9y (system
approach) ] 2 gatedgch 1980 el olzaj & FAL AU o] hgslr] Y
3] MeEEEy HSA AL ( strategic management approach)©) £A15 itk =& 19804
Holle EAlol ¥t AT A7t 43 Frlsld b Btatn & 4
ek

v ¥ el N3 KR BN

vl=e] ASole G Hxeol AAeA = 2o g A mAsE FAA
AL vl Fe $4719e BAAAY BE ololtorl Folalx g Fob xuZs}
o 29} e A MHMEOULE AT Aol Hdae e AR ALA A
e e e Al p¥Esribel did d7FE Fsbakan gl

LEL ERER A58 FHAA sl 22989 A, 44 Ad S9 &
ARAE k] ZAAA ] EHL HE =t REHES TR =29 Aoz p
EXLE HA olete Yz d7F S Uk

o ZERHS ittt B UE

Z1d7A g ol sz AR FAg, AASHEA SEENEY SR 2R XL
B Frtkoll Ste 7174 9o LEMEe] AAol mel 74 Fo43e] fbsy fel A
Aol oAl A sfgleh FAHA AAHL JHA ldLAE £3AH ol E uieto g 3]

15) #HMEHRLA (Post-industrial Society) : <%l EZ#s 1980dol A4% “A3 o 22" (The
Third Wave)ollA elefAlsle] HYTFz2EF a4 ohge] A 7172 o
A 1] A< EAFTAY HMEF>
A 25bA] AR AR <HFEY . it HERE Exog fy FTAANAAAD>
A 3R L 3 AR <AL A GAAT HAAFY JAHEF (adhocracy) ¢ APERFY « wAH
AAAAE EHez >



£ Aol o]ToxA B ALelE Xt AdolH & Adol AY & Y7 AHE
o fEibol A @77 8FHR Y Rolwk

¥ Age] AETE 2 A3 date tdo] LAsT PAS Yot dAl
Aol B nAE BB 44 XD Jeng pETLE § Jete) HE
Blo] 2A Je wowdy Y4HE ek ') amz SgAAAE R2E ol
£ 2 Jebe AETHE n Y pgritd] ¥4 27HGT ¥ 4 Uch
3. ¥IiLe| MEE

Sl MgEe 2 Jldde]l AT e RERERRY B S ¥t #
BRERS) Aoz sgdol Afshe B o5 FAS47 AA SEXL FoTL
2 E¢siol AR AL Bt AYe 2 Yo ¥ 4 Aed £ AFolAE

%ES T3 AdelA 9 Mgee 4 Laxt Pt
(b Bkl i3 ¥AES F4L <E 2 - 3>clxet o] chof3iet

(% 2-3) S¥ibel Mk
7 % ® i
L. Smircich ZA3s AE sFAs B4 QAL EXols] £

7 9 A3l A AAY A FA a2 YA E stol=
i A4 7= RAGEER (sense making) & ZHE

J. Martin & C. Siehl | Z# HAlol] gt AHE 5 FAYEAA 7 =
Y5g AT 71] 9] 734G 7bx e Ao A A4
o2 FAYLE] ATAE 24 s SR Yol At
Zx 9 ¥4 WG T2z 24

M. Albert & FAYY ZR Qo] ov]e} B8E Fo FAHE e

M. Silverman FA0 Aoz A7 A" A (social glue)
9 715% AF

L. Harris FALEY oo} g5l &L v|Xn AF FEFA}
Aulxte] 45 3 FFA13ebe] A FE v)A

T. E. Deal & g5k AR FHE AP RN FAHAYLEo|

A. A. Kennedy HAAA o Fgeiol T AFE HEI AAH F=

vl ZA A ARAA Y Bz e Yol Rt EALE
LA Fu AdEL WS 9438 42 A =vted

REH: 2R, IO b BRAEE B AR AARdeE, Fdddm FAAA
Hedl, 1989. 6., pp. 21~23.

16) MR, "B it BE, HEdta 4y, 1989 3 p. 10
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Schein® Zdol el ksl MigEe @ AFBrols] 43 a4olie HF
@ A3} AZY ASA F7 3L wAes A% WA H39 Selehe Aol
A3 Qe Z1EA BIEE AANE Aelan FAsa ok

a0l olshul SMERERES AW el BY HozE e O AE AN

@ #HAULF, Faddd, 715 5 £ BEE (mission and strategy) ol  tHdte] 3k

@ P4 F24H =£" BiR(goaly ol A 4FE o5+ 4
@ zATFE, ¥, BAAE, HAIBA 5 FEE A AEEolol & FR
(means)oll g A&E A= o
@ A ZEE FFA7) w0 Awto] oA F vt u A 4 UM E F
Foted AHEE v 2lETESE 5 AFE FE(neasurement) 3k Kol ¥ &
et o
=3 Al s oz o] MEEs Wiy A3 WIS HANEE oo A4 7R
g 53 Ut
@ Aoz Jieds A HWASHE} FEHKE BF #an 459 T
31
@ A BR AR, PR 5 TAYY RISRE HiE
@ Aol Ao =3 HES, HRSAC 5o FB{L Bk
@ TRUE B K& A 5 R el Bk
® SN ERo B3 BHIETE Mk
® maset Ak WA F Fad oldlgar] FAE BeE 4+ ge Aol g
HEAES A9E 5 de 2 3 HESE BT it
2% ol23 #ifkol REdA ke AbabEe] AT THERMEIY 53 Fdel A
HE o A s e AL E AR #EES 380 F48n gl

17) Edgar H. Schein, op.cit, pp. 86~127.
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olsh 2L oy FAEE sk ww, SEXbE MEMRATA ERER
(identity) & =haisl 3 #ilfol AL £A3h MMALZAY TRE olFoiFe
5 zAe BE wol JBE nAE Rolet szlch et pe BRE 24N
Aedl gleld plibyt ARY EEEAS ¥ 4 A=S BN FEleiol ¥ A
ok,
4, HEBER WL ER

LI A Ado D MERERE Tol Yl MERER Y A7
1960 ehol] Al&tslo] Be ATAHE golgow AMHATEIY AEXILAT Ui
o2d 728 d4sEd 2 298 Fu g P

THUE BT MERERD ZAAC Foid BAel Aot Hgeld Y4 A
o) 53 AMALZA FAYY P50l B JBE FE T4 FALY PFol £
X297 G4l 52 290z AgaA s R Volan TRHT Ao MR K
g ¢ 293 92 242 PHHFAA vad FrHez Adsln 2w AL
ol Helo] e WAL iR HM ORE EL A BE 2 $0ce
2xHql folz 23 9 5 39d e gov Ao MENERE =47
Aol 2 ZAo] il AHR e 4= FAH MR (impression) EE AR
(perception) ol ek &} 7o) Aejoct

oY AMEERS AELE e 2 R XA Ae|E Mald: ¥ 4
Qlch 22)

A, SEibE 24N AA Z19A BTl FeE Fr EAWES FEEE
FEEE o] MEEERE 2974490 Axdn Y& ZAA AT RS FE
ok webd pET(bE %) M5 MRE RE&E FE U,

18) A4, FEk@wI p 1L

19) %48  FEE p. 63

200 MEH,  BUHEW, p. 10,

2 AN, "4yl glold ZAFEL EAFEA wAE Gyl BY AT” HAdE
T, Stz A4, 19858, p. 13

22) FW4M FRE p 73
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A, A7A2uel Ao SE(bE AGEERC vt LRI REE ol
9% F4Y 53 AA Jld9EY ALe o 2xsn gos] HAEAY FEAY
Ao} (RIERR) Mg £7¢o 24 vt J7hq A HE SEST Yok

A, pEEXite AFH FEEEA 47224)F $84 2 Yoo 2R
Xiety el 24 T oo MAEERE ZAT4Y9Y LEY QR vEe
3 gleh

WA, GEEERC Helee o AESERL $243 A3l Adsn 9o
PELALE 2ok AXA AYolN 2AANE FFz et P

gt Holld ¥ o p¥fby MEBEF vlotd voh TaH Aoz
s BIRS #ER Moz ¥y 4+ oo MHBERE BHe) Wkl 5o
454 Tt Fanld F2 4TI 244 FAR Yoix ALY Swe 2
Aol 483 hoiAlel wab oled e ugsen AEHn Y Rl pgr
{tifgeete ¢ Aelth 2=z pgEwik: MMERERCIAY Rty HES 722
slod el ME WA AHME BT ATH EWANE LFele Adez ¥ 4 g
o},

HoE SREXES BIh%

f¥rite vlad FH2< 70 #E o] Folok AAHA dF7} Ald FopzH
obdg 72 W7} vl & Holdh vy fkets Biel HEE, AKEE 5F A
Algd Aoz #d 4 Adelr] Hgol L£BE S5¥) A&5E ik e o
Al F4A] e = gl

23)  R.M Guion, “A Note on Organizational Climate.” Organizational Behavior and Human
P Performance, Vol.9, 1973 . pp.120 ~125.
24) 244,  piER&sL p. 11
250 iRHE, CAEMATRI, A€, RWLHEEL 1990, p. 472.
260 M MBS MRCUEEAS AEHERIS BIBME BAZE T Al H9eE,  Medgn
W, 1986, p. 1. 9, 1986, p. L
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E{bel N Henhe 2A F kA 2§22 AHed 4+ A= e (bE
Aol L R3lx e Zeo® vy Baos Kt MAEE Zxde KBS BAE
FHekelxn, o Fue AR E Wb B sotdte 153 NS BAHE
oletx & 4 Uvdl olay AFRBMY HAHEe s £B8Y Ssihtel AU
oj Al o] AN HBAMEE Yebd Aol <af2-—1>0ld H7lq Yehtz gl
£ FbA 2 53 o FAdLZ o4 sbe BHez Arad T giEd
BERY) BIHEe bE RIMKE g3l HESE =& oty Beast
XbE AEHE 2v ¥l Baes e e bE HAY Aliez ¥
E Za BAas SUEE #AY Bk AAS 2E 80 B4 222 XbE R
o] BERL AW FHRoZ ¥ & WEEE WA LENRY RRe: JE4 Utk
1. HE&3{Esy BEES % (Comparative Culture Approach)za)

Ecdeyy (2= CERY)) HBAAES HAsUbEs RUEKE 21 F54H4
o £¥TEIE AT Yotk HeXbe =L TN TALEY BES T
B Auidicte [AelA iesiiet KBES, REW, E4 WE H& 539 2
AE T4 A #EE FAcE AT BE TH) ¥ D¥EM T
B< ATk Aok 24 &Y F4 BE FERIT §9 A7 Adddd ik
£ REMK =t ARKE g dod ovate kel ARETE) ¥ A G4
2glol A vehbs dEE A7t wi AT EETES AdAc"E FEe Al
o] HEKES S ot

2., ¥R FEEF % (Corporate Culture Approach) 29
EXL KT HRESS bEULE RIMKE 33 o9A bl HER

27) Linda Smircich, “Concepts of Culture and Organizational Analysis.” Administrative Science
Quarterly, Vol. No.3, Sept. 1983, pp. 339 ~ 358.

28) 448, AR pp. 36 ~ 37

29) Li&W, pp.37 ~ 39
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{ag 2—-1>

R AR e

AFAAAS ZH A | ZANAGATAFA | ZAI BN A
% 4

8E <zl 44 AL FATAY A

SPERESERCES #4 7olch

X Folc},
d]) Malinowski2l

A%

o) 2" BejolE

e AeA—FAR
Ahdgeld ol Al
g AHTFEE T4

EEE EEBEE!
HF5ol o8 Exfehe

£ d9ue g | B = e n s,

o) Radicliffe-Brown<] o) Hel"A] o] &
FE75F9

T8 F7H A9 Zx e x| Ale] A Aot
A olct, Qlzke] whge] TFAAEe] FHdte FH
AR 4o Ao o A ofu|e] MEHIZE] &
o 285 wsojug, | (VAN g qada0 2e Wy
o)) Goodenoughd 2 J5de AAMY nald
ol & 3}-3t o) dAH £2xE

T3 Frd A z£7& 479 sHelel
ofule] AAelt, AHH ot 24 359 9
ggol ola=lr] YA olo} HAE X3

+ N4 Aot dojel 2 AAA

B Fo|s|ofo} gt *AE 8 FRIES

o) Greetze A4 H dl) ARAH xAlE,

Al

T3 wkge 2Aq Zx 3o} By T
FoAFx9 Fapelet, o4 A" FFolch

o)) Levi-Strauss] —| AEF = o) wgd 2xol 2
FEZ =7

¢x+&)> Linda Smircich, “Concepts of Culture and Organizational Analysis, - Adminis-

trative Science Quarterly, Vol. 28, September 1983, p.342.
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23 R 998 wALsE g

15 HMAES e Sk fieste BN 24 Wy AERH a4
5 AZHoz oAFsied ML B HojulAE FEIE FAldl 2 FAERA
A AuE MRS e 53 i MIM (artifacts) & HEWE HeZ e
Holch,

o] EREAES Rl by Kt Bt WAE BAS wigAR Ay
BEE AL ol £2% Bayel sl Ala®] ool A JEUch wiFA Y ARL
tes ZAasted old olsig #EHEe ZATAYEE TR 4+ A€ it
By BXS A8l FAYEDY FEAQ RiE 22 B MH S8 3%
AFE AT o] F AMPshed x2g s1geln Uch 2= o] HAKEY AT
qe pgrire FAAAS B HE, FALH HEAYTFEe] FRAA T
et
3. ®WEM #EFE (Cognitive Approach)

HeEeriesy BEEHEolY Sty HEFES %S AAA 2204 - Y44 »
Aol|x olalslal s AQH widted AZREMY BT 4¥MRE shio XBM B
(expressive form) 2 23 Aqle] oAg Fodsie ¢ Fitd ¥ELE oA
+ RAew AFxHol whel aly EEHESN KRB BIAE WEIENSE BE
fitko 2 oA’

it #EHE (Cognitive Approach) & #EE) BRIV B4y, B, 7R, B
2 giRstn o) & ZAsbsly] ¥ SE] @RS xikam AFEL A Azl 9

30) Mg ARyl ABEEZNES slAle d%el BY R AN v S A4,
1987. 12, p. 7.
31) A4¥4, AiRmK pp. 18 ~ 20.
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B8 £t EEMHQ D BEel A7 24E 2anglc P o w4 B
& FAYTo #HHNE F24 oo Y FAAAZ AAHEH ool Y% B
AR AE FAIY TH3} o] HolE ook wWab of wwel AFAES BAL
e Bee AR olo] MYy Potod FAUTY ZAY FTHE o] Foj e
HRIE Fobzi el gch

4, BMH BEHEFE (Symbolic Approach)

NEBE BEHES e WA SBE BEFES et LT #FY RBe]
U WIERE 3 SEMed TR AAE wAST olF Axol FAUE H
of oWy B F3 YAl AP Aol Hk 2¥e T2 AT = 744
o 78 Adol WAGE EoRERE Aol Aatd A So] HERIE BRE
A HAS 2o 21 oo & Aol ARETY BFH WA AuHEE
ghalel e oldh ahebd MBS AT wolE ASol A KR WA 4%
2 olslstrt s AT oY HAH olels} fTHH WY BAF B )
B ahw REE fTEE BT DM AR #RE S9et do A7 TEM} ®
obaleh  ole® BAlY BRFY KBFESS T3 o9/ MAEMS Bl §4
A7 AL s ukekold BiRel Y T 4L AANA By THS SHse
Al e wets e AxAQ TA BAL FAch  AAA o5 ATIAE Fol
£ guide Bk BEe #49 YAoz ok ol s wEAsthe Faol
9;1‘:}'. 34)

32) M. H. Agar. “Whatever Happened to Cognitive Anthropology,” A Partial Review, Human
Organization, Vol. 41, Spring 1982, pp. 82~ 86.

33) Peter K. Manning, “Metaphors of the Field: Varieties of Organizational Discourse,”
Administrative Science Quarterly, Vol. 24, 1979, pp. 660 ~671.

34) FRREE, HRCTES) HRskst BT A=A, Ao, ASdRa A AgdT4a, 1988.12
pp. 5~ 6.
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5. WELENPE BREFE (Structural- Psycho Dynamic Approach)

WMETHES S e T4 L3 BEY B2 53 LB W
R E o]2]@ Ro] W), o] 5L Mol e MITS B2 ol T4
o] EFHH(out of awareness) BFEz Wilig) R B HAEERLS 42
LTINS AT glch ol Ml Fuish APo] EEMNA B/EL TZAW
£ ARE BME T e g4 AP 294 45 A EEBH 1S9
EFE =2ivA dein o=3dln glch

ol HERAEE 7HdlE o Hikel Fohn 44 g 4+ don 42 94
g BAS AT gk dubdez HEor{bd) BERAEL 4% 44 YFAdH
2 EFRS viad A Agd Fu glen, AER Srhe v AFH ot B
SolA REMRA T SEXLE 438z g Y

B3 ERES] Bk

1, ¥ G2l

LS FAole BE FA2AY JdAA =Hd B} Bl 4E2E
S SEXiLE YAV EERE A Dot AP (ke )
duelol Exske ARH A3} FaA A%, F A, AA, A, £ 59
#7435 zxo] Asgstozs FAged FH JP8lol i sz @
o},

B FOSE MRS F88e SEREY AETRY F AU I pE
Bgolt A T84 $73 AgA 248489 F AXE T1 lon pETR
sleid e BEAEES ¥ite dados v g’ THE goge SIOUL

35)  ZFEu4s  HiEE  p. 40.
36)  wAEE,  BUCAERRGRE, A%, £, 1986, pp.725 ~ 726.
37) 1oME  ATBESC pp. 70 ~ 85
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o el s pEsey RN N BUECE daln ¥y REERS itexit
(social culture) ¢t EEEX{t(industry culture) & Sx o= ¥ERNE ERo 2+ 4
¥H AdTE, AFY 4uHF7 (life cycle), ¥ BAI KB KSEETEHRR
e Mondy®}t Noe T+ EE&EE BEHEH (communication), Ak
& 271 BOEERS Ada8d 5 8/XE ok dgese wagler

et FAEE val MEX(HR 98 5+ ERE ¢ ddsdn ¢ 4 9
ol AR Bage] Fa-e F4oE EdQ B b Aslnd oo ok 0
7t AIEE £t REEEES SEES

%] QIBEE ¥E A4 2R FERS B2 292 o4 FHE A
29tz Add 2719 pEILE FA4) 499 ) fkKe) EE@sC a2

ledo] Ak Mz Jehbe A$o) B2 27} /1S S 9L AL

t HAolq 44E 24 B A QRS pEgTibe ERE olEch = REE
BEe) 7S TAUTY TEEEtez Jehid S¥(bd P4sed S8 o9
€+ Aok 2By 2 2L ol F v AL BELEESH U3le A (What they say) ©l o}
Uz} #sHe A (What they do) 22 %8 vet Aolch™” aejzz @ma#s) €4
A ojele Age] SREE 2HE oln AEEY ARV AL WA s
Fgoluk clejol g N FF8 A Adree Pz FHLSA
2ole Aol & bEX(LE YA £8o] ",

38) F%4 ALK pp. 26 ~ 3L

39) R. Wayne Mondy & Robert M. Noell. Personnel : The Management of Human Resources,
3rd ed. Allyn and Bacon. Inc..n.d.. pp. 315 ~ 321.

40) WA, TREENTRIL, A€ RLdfREL 1990, p. 479

41) Edgar H. Schein. “The Role of the Founder in Creating Organizational Culture,” Organizational
Dynamics, Summer 1983, p. 14.

42) R. Wayne Mondy & R.M. Noe L. op.cit, p. 315

43) EKEREZ, TR Hx geodd Hale gch, dFWAAHEY 1990, p. 57,
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O pge] el LEmd 044

3 e Eaolv BB, M EBEESR S w79 B Fe HYes
ol3olx & Aol ohzt 2 Z17 F B MRS THHD oy AYE ot
A4 S irsy Figols “ Scheine Awrg Axel 7 Gl bAAQ A4
o] %A% ASA Wol Ay ol#lE WAy Ed YsHolztn Batn Yen®
Sathex MR, 2itid, x4 2, 7499 Aol 2 Xibe) HAol J2¢ =l
SERCER T Ci

HAHez ¥ o 9} JE —HKAKS »2d Fgn 4o} e A
2EXALE FHAZ e el BiEY 7199 Aol pEEXL e AYSA
4l A% wer

Ae] Aot 7ol 2 oAle} AEMAIE S0l o2t Sl sdHct
R

o, foEibe

o Efisl kA Aq suddo] ARG HE FALE] Aolg it AR
23 dol: 7o Efo F33 o] oA sez ke T (absence of
substitutional alternative) 7} frikel ¥4 £xgch ¥ 22y o3y =40
SA57] geAE 24Tl @ A 2AARE At 2 ZAolY 4o
2 gebrlwa 24549 RiEEE o) Ade Aol Wasth = sdeEAE 7}
53 ¢ FENY S5 ATFALE BolSo|L 27 8E o] SolH LEMEE FUA

+

o]

e
2

44) S.P. Robbins. Essentials of Organizational Behavior, Englewood Cliffs, Prentice Hall, 1984,
p. 174,

45)  Edgar H. Schein, On Organizational Culture. Working Paper Mit., 1981.

46) V. Sathe. “Implications of Corporate Culture : A Manager’s Guide to Action.” Organizational
Dynamics, Autumn 1983, P. 13.

47) BEE, "33 dH £33 J1dEse ¥A,, Mg 379 $¥3, 1986, p. 6

48) A, Wilkins & W.G. Ouchi, “Efficient Cultures; Exploring the Relationship between Culture and
Organizational Performance.” Administrative Science Quarterly, Sept. 1983, pp. 473 ~ 474,
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719 71 &9 HM(firm - specific technology) & &oll &€ Aol Fasg 4

g, ¥l 43 Xt

¥ 27} £ LB Y& ddH ez A ullelch EE o]zle] AW
71949 S5 £3E A9ded $93 MR A& AL ohxat AdbH &
Exipe E4E€ FF3ked oM F8% 890 F 4 Utk 53 pEe SAAHQ
ZAolg}7] Boh: i@ty MM (social institute) 224 2 jitere] A - Hal oy
2t Aeisl FEilo] 43le E¥S & F¥o] =HYl =Fel a2 itfsuibs) E¥sts T
fir Aledess BffAl2g]e] gag e A ddsida & 4 gtk
o, pxmm O

HollAl & Faoal dolx AYBAY ¥ ¥4 BE 5 (LB AT 5= &
¥Exibe] Aol 9 =) ch a2 ot oldal AFold mA, JlE, A 5o W
EFXt Ut 7bE & 48E Fv BEEXEZ ¥ 4 Uk a8 REER o
71EE FA vtelAl g & FA 3 fbE FAISl = de AL A He A
ot}

2., L¥XIES| MAEXR

Aa7tx pFXitel] ¥ dvold WMREES bEXLY BREXRE A7) &
2 AAza 2 FolA HEAQ Aolatn A= BERES F4oE d7& A
271 Aol fFrfbe WMREFR NG Fo] =i chasich olHF RE FolA
Fd g X Asedg o) 2

7h #AEHE REWRR

MR #aRc L¥ULE fEol oA HEFY RiEtERE L1 FA4Y S A7
A de Ee] A BaH HAE FACE T RBEY AFE 934 45F
A3} o4« ello] ou]Rofe} 2 (RS HEHE ¥ A/1EFE (vision) 9

49)  tREIR AGARME pp. 479 ~ 480.
50) iR, pp. 479 ~ 480.
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289 4Aol wWE RS WAME A ololtielst Mz AEe] Hstel i M
fie] RFE 5 4714 F o¥ELY 4 THLLE AR <aF2-2>9 Z2
dFRYoz Adesta gt Y

Cad 2-2 ) 7IdEsheh 24348 =9

B 4 3}
1. 7HRe el —

2. 7HAY AARA

3. 7hAle #H &84 o A8 &

Black Box
4. 7t 84 ~ 3. 0 # A

A8 RER, pRsbeh AR T AR, A 91 A 3%, AIdiYa,
1985. 9, p. 62.

74 (i) AftEolet sldel A AATFALE deht Gel=n A
2 dert B HEE wuke LEBESoU EEHE 5 Jo] Aol ¥ NS
FALETo AAZ LT HEFL AL @ol ZY T} YAk ¥ 4 sk

it RS sldol 2 AT THE SEY <o - ool e o4 e A Fo|
ouh} EAjshe RS0l DS Y& M A uYe Aoz FHLEO
QAT Qe AL, 22 Baol} oz § 4¥H 8459 FUF MY oo
Balol¥ 5 Yot eT 922 EH ¥ 4 e CIP 7P ulz olew 2 @
Folzt ¥ 4 AUtk .

e} RS 7199 SIS FAYLSOlA 5 WAL Yy Mo

S1) MeeiH, “oEoritsl MERRC A4, 199 A 32, AEga, 1985 9pp. 61 ~ 64
52) CIP: Corporate Identity Program & <Fxt2 ARy 7]siviel 7197k F4€ #3d 4A
Hel =78 oYM 4% Fd Jlddel  Identity® THIEE 3,
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zZ4-37] e 2 7HAAb $EEtn H 33 FRAIH g AAlEojol e AeE
RS EER 528 S4=oAd

MiEe] TFES 71de] WA - A @7usto] didt 4838 &, ¥t L %
BAHE 2ok A9} o] Fwithe BAGolME Hle £83E SHA JdE3ke
Yol F3lctn & 4 -k

MR 3% =3 MES FALZ 7IXY $gA3 444, 4844 ag{xn 714
o &44E 71dE3te] FH84E B3 ofd viNESEE AR AFurFelt FE2A4]
a3 fAA 2L AHE Fe AeE B3 ok

7 S/

Pascale # Athos 3 Peters® Waterman® 4¥X{te MEEXEZ
<2y 2-3>3 Fo] 7 S HALE AAs 3k I

1) #*AME (Shared Value) : 71GdEsHe AR FAHL4LE 7|gAY FA4UL Sl
FE22 4733 Qv RERS B, =i BHRES 71de] 71E5E 53 32
Z1d Al HAEREIE o1RL <2y 2-3 >ol Yehd AFNH & /dE 4L
zofl NulAQ F¢ Foad bt Ao 7Y T2 AR Slch

2) W& (Strategy) : 7ZIdAY Azt ZlEAAE AA e BAE 7IdA9
A71"Q E43% A, 2 olF FAINI] A AVIA A i Hels E£¢d
o Z|dA Fgol 1Al BEE AFH Fo3H e T4 Be T &
ct.

3) & & (Structure) : v 7MY Aakg sysid Yot S 4 MBRE
o} Wié&i’h HERMRLRSE HEHE 5 TAYMES &2 2509 AaBAE A
€ A4S TR ey Hige delAad dEo] FALEY dA4GF
493 Y5l B JFe Foh

53) Richard T. Pascale and Anthony G. Athos, The Art of Japanese Management, New York,
Penguin Books. 1981, pp. 200 ~ 206.
Thomas J. Peters and Robert H. Waterman, Jr., [n Search of Excellence, New York,
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4) A~ (System) : FRAARL 71dM A ARG S A4 Tl &l
se BAAse B Fo2 7 J1EstAe A4 An A7) AFEE DAl
AYY vAAE, AP AAH A2, A3} 543 24, 84 5 2E £KEF
Bt BixE LP3tc Roldh

¢ 2¢ 2-3 > 7SR B

Strategy
A 2

718 :R.T. Pascale and A.G. Athos. The Art of Japanese Management. New
York, Penguin Books, 1981, p. 202.
T.J. Peters and R.H. Waterman, In Search of Excellence, New York ,
Harper and Row Publishers, 1982, p. 10.
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S WA (Staff) : HWKAL 719 E3HE AAgFos g3te FAloldh azjoe
T Yol HRAS AFTAS 7445 53, AE4, AR} AY, &
T F71, A4 dx, FFAE 5 et FALEY HWERS THS AdA
7} dxdte s 2 RiE et B e Hn glon AR KPS 7ol
FF3e BRgol 3t Awislx Blo] Aol

6) Pl (Skil) : ¥ULE A4z At T2 849 sl Kl 24F A%
A 5 A 2 ArA Fokol st=do (hardware) & BE & AlR3E AT E 4o
(software) &= @3l FAUel] it §71%o, 253 W], 39} 4 5
3 ol fpge] B HEsv Kkt gk

7) Fd42eted (Style) : 7103 w2 BEERE HERASS ol ¥iuste
Al 2A3e] 2tz FAYEY P5ELYH 25 A5 A, 2HEHY7] Sl
A4 98¢ F£ 58 840l

olet 22 f¥efbel MEERE 7S 7E HE UAY WAL Sz p¥EULE
A3 glon ojr & TFEube A 4L ohf oo AAH FANA
Holo} e},

o, % egerive) T Y

Deals# Kennedy v A3H< 7€ #3¢ £EULE 272 givtn 21 1 7§
3t ZEs4E MERESN EARME, XH A B, 2=z by vEday
g AR E £ ek

1) £©%58% (Environment): £¥E3bell 73 & 432 vlAle 247} DR
o ES AFH 24, JlE, AR, A T & @784 deby ze HE
g ELE AW Uk 284 ofd 714 mlolAlgo] FasiAn ofn s)qle
ZtsAel Fasixle Felch ziwhal welA rlglo] AFEs] JHAM FAL & A

A7HE AA3E Aol T HHeleh

54) Terrence E. Deal and Allen A. Kennedy %, A&+ 2 "% 7Iod & 9% 7128,
A&, A4EHAL, 1990, pp. 62 ~ 81.
848 HiiRW, pp. 51 ~ 54
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2) XAME (Values) : EAREE ZAo gloixe 7124 Bola wUFo2A
fEErie] AL olF+ HA2oE Pascale® Athosel HAME AFshe Aeleh 7
T T35 MR JdES FALE e {EE T EAMY NERRE dx
k. 1 BMS “mAMuL” al2 A (#5TF) o =prAlck A4, A9 =43} AHA
Sol ol % 749 ithy WiER 2 7€ s ZledAL s deixlx U

3) #Hf(Heroes) : 2 fofribe] A4l Mk S FH3= =49 Y& 2A
7)€ Ao s ity F4dEeld TAHYLER FFHES olue FUF9A
Z FAlell FFU "Ly o XA sk vhglelch F, FoiAl Ageld W
d¢ e 2 pELEAA AFY PFtHE A8 vole A Aoloh i
€ 71dE olF vrke AAolA i FEAA, zel3 F8 Ay AdH
AP e F3tod 7lle EARE AHEE P48 U2k

4) #58< MR Rites and Rituals): f#efiel MR 7ide] AH4E FPshed o]
A TALE] FAHe R AAUNE B4 2 PFo2 dAAG MAHoH Y
5l A S 2ok AEG JTARYA Fof TREREEQ] o) fhiftsl M 7149
RES FFo2 &7 o5 A7l S4olch A fofke] flel Mol &
Batn FHYEANA FeH A ol EsF ¥t BRI

5) 3xfeel Wl 2 (Cultural Net-Work) : °o|Z-& £xWe 7]£4<l LK ¥E
FBTERozA 7Y WERS Kol F73c 7|2FEE FAYEA ALstn
71y 28 FAE A7 4EE Bk o)y k) vIEH2E 24 744
2 olFdHM zz9 71EAH] A¥E AT 2A9 AHH RES EAFH
H3bE 9% AZE £ 240 BREKEES AT 14 AA 4L ded 47
g g ge oAt

Deal # Kennedy 7} Z&e o5 oA 7ixl9 Efe ¥ LE A3 AAdl
ALEE £8347 71dF3E PAHIE doe o5 e £H3L 847} 2E3hx|
at HEHQ ¥ spAgkE XA Aojeln ¥ 4 Uk
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o Wi MRER >

Schein€ 71953 FAYelA B¢ F+x JAAAE FA22 71dF3he) 74
84F AY3EY olF 2459 MNP EHE Fir] Hild <2724 > 3ol
T3] AE FA 3 gl

1) mTHp=t A& (Artifacts and Creations) : ##¥XEE AT + U+ AA
T EdHes vehde 8H - AAH - F5HA ATAEWI. Qe 714
o AFolvd 71, WA} F&, AR AEH} A}, T4 @ At el o4,
P Fol 2Pk ol A FEEL 71 A AAHA A4t o7
A agn bR B YAddkedlol Ag-eln ARH 243 ALk

2) RAEXL (Values) : FuiAle f¥xite] MREFERT Fayy Kool {Hiffcl
ot ole 24 FAYLFe] dtAoE AR Ye FEFY AHo2H Yol A
B AR AEWE Avidte adolek Jl”lel A £F, Aol AF FoA4,
MR oAr g, Adu Rojo] F84 Fol §& dlole

3) E&AMHRE (Basic Assumptions ) @ f¥sx{be] AlHA FAL4LE BEL Kol
o] XAFHEZ Rift YA Beid Adoza dubdoz FHYPEo) JAlstn
AR kL FMHMEY RH (preconcious value) Blas & 4= lch 7|]de] o]dg& F73
dert dae ZXE Aldve §F AR Fddns Jdd A4Sl HlE EXK
Aol ol#iq A TAHUET] AALFA WolFo|7] wlfo]l TAHYE Alole] o}
&l =ost WedkA kow ool EAAMES ME/ M= ohE Helch  EARHE
€ ANH +E59 LER RiE=A 7498 A4H =4, Aol 43-E F4
A el PE5YPAo) AAA LS = Aoz pEeid oF R ole FAHYUE
el = ztol7t Q1 4 o ofeiqt ¥ e Atolst 2 7Idel A  fEETiLY
YAz FThoribd Aol 43¢ =iAE Aol

55) Edgar H. Schein, “Comming to a New Awareness of Organizational Culture.” Sloan Manage -
ment Review, Winter 1984 , pp. 3 ~ 7.
%3 AR E pp. 54 ~ 56
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C 28 2-4 ) L¥EXEY EEE BREX

MEEH A2 E O TIRAY K
(Artifacts and Créations) (Visible)
« 7%, « 7HAHoln AT —7A1H el Bt
cEF P VgL Aol &
* + Lis “‘}Al*
7kA 2 (Values) O ZMHy k¥
« 23H AN AFE (Awareness)
e 243 H ol jFejoll Mt AF IS —-o ¥& JAHA
+ T
71 & A A (Assump{ions) O BERy) K
R O s (Invisible, Preconcious)
s HA o A7k B 2A —F3o 2 AAALo|
e Qlzke] ¥4 49 4%
« A }EIF A/AY £A

xt& : Edgar H. Schein, “Coming to New Awareness of Organizational Culture,” Sloan

Management Review, Winter 1984, p. 4.

AEAA AAE pgEX(be MREXRE AAeict o4 o AHE 2ol Y
d 4 dokh 2y FAYLS AA 249 gFo P& vAe EAFHES M =
€ Aol WARe] Bz v Y4ds4dE & 4 Yo 53 M B
¥t % (core) & ol %2 ke A &Rl Ut
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B4 £FRULS] B
¥erite Al "HadE o Boba] 7 p¥ote EA A f¥E A HE
o o f¥o] Fx vfucke AL dHo s W & goh 24 L M
e FE3e AR ¥yl i A3 REFES AT Aolebr] voe il
£ FA22 e 4 bR FAE AAAA nATE dlol F&38HA o] &3leie Aol
ot dlE FH 54 siddel o £4A 2424 HAERES 72 gz 2ol &
€ Fo3e F d57F 2R 2A FEFE vlA I gt ol Es] wgol f¥

(& 2-4) S SR
a F = 21 F39 %3 T+ ¥ F
W.G.Ouchi (1980) | @ A% @3sA | Amzgsz 4y
@ AL
T.E. Deal and O dA4T3 (Fdstn JAE | A= s &=
A. A. Kennedy 2}
(1982) @ 2 #Zx Fxe §2
® F71Es EEACED)
@ BFET3 GBE FAT3h
E. J. Wallach © ¥4dE3d @ Ad™Es | MY Frlwusa
(1983) @ H#sAdEst
G.R.Jones (1983) | @ A4-Est @uaAEst LR LIRS
® AEAEst
R. W.Mondy & ®© A" A LA AR Ao
R.M. Noe @ dA47 ALY |
A4 (1986) @ ¥HEEH @ AHEy | FA4xAH HEd=
@ BEAyst @ AdAEs | ALl sE
294 (1991) ® AFATH e Yol 3
| @ 34T




ke e FEEE Aol £8% Aolth F fEXite sl $H B4
437 Aokl 275 ol FAUANE FARAAZS O pgxice) Fe B
#ol wheb 1)z BF71Fo) weh ohEul (E 2-4) & AFAEC] Y pEXl
o FEEE Fold 28T P 7AE 29 e olch

1, &8t ik 7

Deal Kennedy + &3 HAHE F3ld A3 LA R AFE Holvd A4 ¥
ol 7S BY X{k (strong culture) ¥ Zi Utz Bx ZIdE53 A=1d 9
P9} oGty g o] we} g L2 & JjFo s <ay2-5 > 2l
4 7k 2 3k eh

(ayg 2-5)> ke 45
5 4 & & F 7 +r %

A (#dstz gk (e Ax 3t
4 The tough guy, Bet your company culture)
g macho culture )
= dasln Akxe % A ¥

Y (Work hard/play hard (#4€ FAEe T:
P culture ) The process culture )

wl F - —» = ¥

Feed Back =
A8 : T.E. Deal and A. A. Kennedy, Corporate Culture: The Rites and Rituals
of Corporate Life. Reading Mass: Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., 1982,
pp. 107 ~ 123
7). B#it (The tough guy, macho culture)

of M Xfbr ATl En A9 AHE A4H & ¢ Yoo AL 4 A

56) temm,  Rpk@L,  p. 27
57) Terrence E. Deal and Allen A. Kennedy, Corporate Culture: The Rites and Rituals of
Corporate Life, Reading Mass: Addison - Wesley Publishing Co., 1982 . pp. 107 ~ 123.
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E Ro2 “A¥rt ohdd Febe WAez dA¥E A4 4 Qe Ah Aot FE 4
Az FHE A7IAY ARZ FFHe APLDlN AFde At dFel He T8
2 77 ke Ad4d $4E Fv F¥clch FAAQ FrKel & Aoz 4%
Aot hrsle] 1814 FYA] £33 e Aol drlo] &3t Br1HA FA £
ghs}ct,

U, o A& stz & >+ 3xfk (Work hard / play hard culture)

FEH REWEA S AAZ} o] fboll £3h=dl HPFdo]l A o] FFyche
7EY xHe g gl ol2d A A4 4 4 Urh o] TN E $F 9 RiE
7t 59 ReE EA= o MRE S48 Yol Folok 7] =gl AH3}
2 $E3AHQ Algto] Moz Tt o] oM EBAYQ HE FAlFEE KW
) A AFA, FoHo] AYH = oke FHol Uk

o}, ##7{k (Bet your company culture )

TR Abedell thete] JAAAE o] 2 HIE eldlke dAx 2@ A|7te] 2
2w gyiato)l b2 AFE EZFFAY AR FA 53 2L el el &
ot BT kel Al AME 7 Alclel g Ax o] ohE ¥ 2f8d ¢S A
2L = ASE Al BETEEY Aur 2 45 ez AT gAAAE
A s A AYel 7|2 E T A FANEE o zE MERECIY RER
i 5o ofEe FA7lx Yok

2}, &3k (The process culture)

TAYL "ol g e Aol il FES T 4 e A 2 #ETHENT B4
€ 71golA s f¥eE 2 AgHyol FAE WA Hd FHER A
o, rlele &8, 1YL, ¥ T3 o] Bl FikE viEA e Aol X
ME7F =i A3 e dEol AasiA F38 5hg AAlsoF geh o] fbFol
e FEIE Ade] glor Ajteld FAHL Aol A AL Axlch
2. G. R Jones ol #m %

Jones & EXRAY AN AsiAlek FAUATY ol AE FAIE] AT

o

_30_



Az ARz A ARz4 F3EF ddsn A 2e XibE RE
(property rights)oll ¥ F4re] AA2 Jehd Aoz &k a2 ZXTFAHLEC ¥
S4AeA AFee sHAg AFE AN AAE AL WL HH, BT S =
£ u]4-¢ FgslEle o] 7y e FAE uokch Aol Aasio] FREKA
£} wom ol Ay 2HE, HA, FA Fol Aol Au|EE Robdch U
o] £l A5 Hrbrt ol AS (ATFALAA B) ole Azuldo] wobxA =
3 o] wolle A4S FAY st AzE A=A A7 deptol doke Holwh

(E2-5) AR S 7S
T 3% # 3 F oA 4 A 9 F
4 4 & 8 N S
28 A % 8 F A . A A
A% A Y F o4 . A A

aajd 28 <E 2-5>9 3ol XfbE AEst{b(production culture), ERHIXIL
(bureaucratic culture), z2lx MFIRCL{L (professional culture) & ¥t HFEC
Ll e 253 A7) il iAuEez gA4sid BaAAEtilye FAF A
7t, AEAEelE T3 ZHACE FAE AT A=y AAE A¥%n FP}n
Ak

=8¢ a0 g3t Jaztgol AH EANA4F £ AAAL HelA v PG E
Aeiu] 2o AL A3t A, BEREDUL BPEICULY €22 vehde 3
o AgAo] F242 AFAEss} ol AFHoletn FAL

58) G.R. Jones, “Transaction Costs. Property Rights and Organizational Cultures : An Exchange
Perspective,” Administrative Science Quarterly, September 1983 . pp. 454 ~ 467.
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3. W. G. Ouchi ¢ 4% ¥

Ouchi & 7%, Sold HFRMe Dol ke HH= BHE), Clan A
ANz BRen ok zed 2t AAY delold waha i, SRS A, @
gol Algelel ML ARG ole AL ¥l o} Clan Hele £
ATt ke dA4E ¥ 4 slotn Fgsa o

2% Bk (efficiency) olebe 71Eo) o8l £20¢ Hrbehe Aol 2 Ex o] Adfy)
$¢ Hadste YE 9 o) g BEdelebe Aol 1k HRRAS ol
AR FAREAA 150] AFY XY 2Tl AL AN 15 WHE —
e 25 BEA7Eol BADE ERez Foletn Aok 2E A0 A 49
AAE BAMoz Mzt 4E JEHQ Lol o] Fofxe 1 o mHL MY &
B X2 Adshs DARETdel AEMRY 4ol TAZ ofrlfch o] AFHEE
A3t NAIUEE 71Fe2 <E 2-6>7 7o) A&, gA, Clan o] &3}

(% 2—-6) prale VAL IO IS 7. e A AR =
x 3l + 3 P | B = =
Al s 7t A A Y FE
= & | n & A <
z D) 7bA e F oW

Al Yelloll A LiEtEe] A4 ARG stAGYF o2 HAAt FR
fle 23 A8l Al AAl RS BERelehs Felo) 443 A
g whgoiozs A

Clan€ Rfhe] A3H EA L Rl Riic] ot At A dAAxRER 3

59) A. Wilkins & W.G. Ouchi, “Efficient Cultures:Exploring the Relationship between Culture and
Organizational Performance,” Administrative Science Quarterly. Sept. 1983 . pp. 486 ~ 481.
A9A, 2R AdAY 9 2 Zdyolel Y AR HAES wF,  Agdta
ey, 1986, pp. 62 ~ 66.
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oF 289 ZHo| 4% vjelHo| ohd XEH Aoz AN vizmy FRAUA}
Aol & Ageld ARHY 4 Qled o s FAYE IYA W€ JHAE
£ 5o 43e AMAKIER Uubd Tl g AR Slelok et

4, BBKAY $H it (Open and Participative Culture) 2 BASKAY

Mait ° (Closed and Autocratic Culture )

Mondy$t Noe I+ iSRS WEIEd BRE 33 jo 2} BREA 2
®rfbel PAsEy WFoULE v ik

By 2Ro{be %S TEHRMREESC]) 2L Slv AR E od &)
€ o] b7t BE A%l A¥slckn FRAsIE ek o] ik S @ Yl
g Al @ A9d BEEE @ 23 F 3494 24 @ FA2EA 8A O AdA
o AgA ® Y FF @ ¥ AEEE 5oz Jea Qi o|HL YAAA
HAel Aoddte] Al A 4 Ut AHHe] v FAYLE 73 A4 oA A
4L Yohe HH8RS Yoz e Aolth AAA FHAEC] FFY o1dE H3o
MAAHQ AE EJEYL del HF Ade of FA Yot HF¥7t gk P YA A
FAoll B AE AodA 7 A HRe] BAEEd [Eyo e BREE YA
Aol Aetst o} B AAlHc] Aoz WL AdE i 7] wjiel YA FoHE
A A "o, =3 B stibe FY499 xR MmEE FoMIn A4 He R
34% oteltele) 443 Yxo Ful, WERCIY AT 4, Wde HT FE,
A 7o} £xof oY WENY 5 7HAGA J|dol F& & =1AA A

PAgaEy MEcibe ¥ EHARE 2 AL vBbrlAey FAYEel Aoz
Al Aol ol S Holny BgtHal 2rio] o3t Fod Holzt ¥ 4 Uk ol
3 bl A LRFEREE A AJd ALFE AdBels dgdo] Fetxln

60) R. Wayne Mondy and Robert M. Noe 1, op. cit., pp. 321 ~ 323
61) Richard Pascale, “The Paradox of Corporate Culture : Reconciling Ourselves to Socialization, *
California Management Review 27, Winter 1985, p. 28.
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AlelA AL o ASA Ak olFA s "W, xche Aol FE FHY
& ohat TgAele A, ol debe I T Polch

5. AMFOIES Bmweshoxie

ARIHLLS] b S350l n YEAal $917], Aol e DAk} Lalol T of
R, 94,9 FAs FUY 457 g4 £ EHoz st Xk AEE
Aol g =43 A ool & Aeiahe] FMD, FHM, AnA F4, AF
Abelol g AR A, $EA0l AT A4Y JTAS} A5 THE Yold 4
=24 BERREY BRSUbst FARE SC{baERY el et & 4 3+

Fapche) b BRUEEECls AX A%, Ad 34, $d 959 Jd £33
ARE) BiKE 5 954, AN, FFER Sl dyse FA EFssn
FRslo] vimA PYH o2 JEAYE ke SELE BBt

AaAx AdE pdscihe) e 18 ol 1 B Xk e A
o ohn o} $¥e) ikt AsolA Uk A S clolAl Lol Bt
Tit FFE o]$1 AZEToldE o L B xE T}, AFALLINE
288t 25 E o)FE 5 chaabAl debe 4 e fivel @A E B BR
Xibdol M= BME o35t gAY BEESF B2 R A Solt A4 Xk A
A EAY 45 Yok ol e M) Ewoz dAdsdAd 2MEaEe A
Btg o3t A7E WPez FEseiAE Tkt 2 Aol UAH AR AR
230ite) Fol ¥ 4 & Aol

62) 244, HHBGOL pp. 53 ~ 4.
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F5H WMESR MEOSUERY Ktk

1. MELKS| XAL4SH

el pie) 237 Edo] oA $2F AdxcE $uel Al A
HEASS AHE Foted e o) vk A & £ Y+ AY Holsh FHEAT ¥
2ubel Flqdol dhste] deke HEH B g 2

7}, ‘Can Do Culture

ABASC $2 Jldel st A QA4 FA =AE Ae ‘e Aok & ok o
2Hol £AMHQ] ESTHOI 2 pgo] BE RES 2 A e
ofel THHet Fket Ty WS i, 282 9176l e BE
£ 743 RIS o Zolztn ¥ £ glch

. St

HEASOIA 2 AAE FE & shie) BiEe F48 Jdabe B LIt &
duete AAdd BEEEEC oi$ 7 Aoz diA Jow FARY xFe 2T
A, Q@A 28w A3 AGEAAE 2EHo 2 A4 Yok

o, Y AEHGES EETE

= she] BExe AW agEe AN By HEER 12la A
BEAReID.  Tofflere $eluatE BE8e o $2ve} 7ol Jddeln YUA
olwf Asidoleba BSTA ABAAFAY EsRtrolE FYsht Ao Ao
Aol s A3 TALH (FEAH) oe FARchE AHE Wl w9
o,

2}, FIRFIT ARIER

St sldold LEFHRS WKBEE oHE SANCHE £IRAF A5Y A
gol ot dald FHYSY AETFER JAE ddoz 259 dUY 24A4
o A FAE 2oln ok 2 A W FEel YT AMMRE F43e

63) 844 HIi%W, pp. 105 —136.
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£ Aol %8 7 FAHLEY FEAQ FTRER ] 2,

2. MEOMS EEERS

seluete] 7l 87 i€ o= AP Amel & vt 79
RIS EAUEE AR - WtS - BRI 46.4%, W - Epio) 44.2%, AL - BA%ke]
41.6% £ €22 Jdehdn JoiA Qe RAS 44 - 2] A FEHE BER
M ¥ 4 Ak FAAQ SBENS KBS ZEtke] b Bel #Z2sn gled
2 goe BRESD e 2T o HEMEEAY L7 HM 5 A3
B JEREE Qo RERthe &gl TAA SEHMeZAAH D U

3. mEowe mawm ™

Sedely slde Addoz BEREC Ad%d AFH Y WBAF
AL A2 Ao} ew JF4Pats AR ¥ XBE el Fohd A
ARold BEHE e Aoz dehtn YU

=3 MRS 449 AgEel AFHD ek olRe Seltet S k4ot A
o o] A gedold v oD ¥ 4 Uk =3 HRES M
W Sl st Y4sE A= hhe B0 Ha Ytk ole AHstZolA st
A4 AFYAAR AR A D FERHIES BEEEES A9do s B934
of A AAsAE A7 A YedlA BB EDE & 4 Aok g ¥ =
Aol 3t 754 fdk JhEEl 354 fdkel AEAQ PeERS) SN FAH Wol
et A% 2oln Ui ATA SEHEY 4ol A4S AR ez
¥ 4 s

B Lo e oALES oid, S8 #5o] TR vl BEHES
AA e wd § " AFUAcdel ETMe ARUAlduct ge 2ol £x0]
. 4ol olME FEFAA Yridol 4719 B Rt Aol 3le A
22 33 oy AFAEe AEA HRE A9 A2 Palske Aoz vy

64)IIAIE, "MELHS ES K, MEd #3Y, 1989, pp.115-128.
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o geh 2oy SEAHES ATAY MRE $EA 485%E Ae ok MRAER
o A% Axel oo} daAn g YHozE AFA H, Agdel o F
HYSE ool heted w3 Todel B ol Yok MMM UiME FA4
Zol o= AAH EAH BRel AFAL ol $47 £ AF A4 247}
A3 E 2elec 27 A8ehn 3l
4, BMELWS| WHEIILH TR

o Selvehy MEcUbe ST MEEMC s $8% a4 A8
fof goh  a2dd FES RS TH, B FEUAS %34, E4%% eieely
So Eqo] dehiz gk olz <lskd gl ERIMCIAE 2EE FEo 9Q
A9 EBEIH AHE 275 Sl Y4HT SAEA T2 4AZA
A5se 29lo) B2 glond =3 Ao U+t Soll oW HTMES RERTH
&7t 945 Qe Roloh
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%3 E ARt Hal B8

& AellA xe7tx ATsin e ¥ bl Hitdq At ok a2, B
it Hg d7e ¥t NS sAzE A7 R dowd ¥t
BRst 2 A ¥ ARt FotelAe AFst AAE wol vlza 2 AR A
4 Az 4 Uk

2 Aol ol BANAM MBAKEE ABst] AL nA ot

B 1E HREREe #i=

1, BByl xR

AMS a7lel e AAT BHE A AEe] Az g el HEs B
Zeletn ¢ 4 o U olae HMe 4alsns sk 23 HiEs BHE A
a2y BREA4L 3t ARy, ) ERE ¥U3d Ao AN A3
< Fo=H dhie] MER) GBS ¥FA4Ut z2n oy FEA FHLeM xc
stz 24 S5 AHE AEN] A3 AT, A, ARE g4Ee 24 B
o A¥el FAUATe Xoh A FHEHA FEE 259 $5E 24T 571E o3
o ZAWoA 3oh FEI A BA} FAE =S HEE iet8R(social system) =
A FAAA drbe 59 S4& 22 ek a2 242 o] 2 BHE A
71 A3t FF3A sl HY #AE sbAdn € 4 ged 2ol wiE Y A
Bets (organizational effectiveness) & 3.3+ zoletn & 4+ ot 2

AR il e 3] BANM EFAY FFHAAZ AUed olF Foll B 7}
At gopdtd o (E3-DD3A Rk a2 delx @2 wdxpEo] 2AFEA N Al
=93t ghAlvt 2 shdelvt AR 8], HIPIE Foll A FUdH R ik 2

1) R. Terry, Principles of Management. Homewood, I, Richard D, Irwin, 1960, p.246.
2) &AE HMELE WY TR BT ARt R, ddd ciehy, 19821, pp.31~32.
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(% 3-17 BARES] ER

il + =t 7 9
W. J. Reddin VU Adxt 29 Ageld s7sE AEY
€ AdY e A=
A. Etzioni 4 ZzAo] o EHE HAe A=
B. S. Georgopoulos & ABJAl ARl o 2 9] ZA o] xpAlely AHY
A. S. Tannenbaum ° | € $H&A WSA gz 479 2%
G4 A Y EARFAHALE] ¥}, 2FE
AYsx gn z=Ae EHE ¥ A
A3 Jde A=
E. Yuchtman & 4gn AUYe AdE ¥z N
S. E. Seashore o U5g 4 e ¥
L. L. Cummings D ZAFHRY AR e ANA2HNEE = o
£ 33 A FHE A¥E 4 e
| 3=

2y oleldt Al F shA f¥oz ddsled e S BRE 402 x4
FEAE AR E Aold = e S dhie] Alades ¥y a2d MM
E4E FAAI7lE ASE ARt E B Aok d oz e dA¥A
o F34 DAY dFEH zejn AFYPA Fol =} chE2A EMsAA A
ozt & 4 et olel o] ¥ ANE UM E MR AY MEFAME

3) W. J. Reddin, Managerial Effectiveness, McGraw-Hill, 1970, p.3.

4) A. Etzioni A Comparative Analysis of Complex Organizations. New York. The Free Press,
1961,  pp.6~8.

5) Basil S. Georgopoulos & Arnold S. Tannenbaum, * The Study of Organizational Effectiveness,”
American Sociological Review, Vol.22. 1957, p.535.

6) S. E. Seashore & E. Yuchtman, “Factorial Analysis of Organizational Performance, "
Administrative Science Quarterly. 1967.

7) P. E. Mott, The Characteristic Science of Effective Organization, Harper & Row. 1972, pp.1~5.

8) 418X, “VldEHe EAFEAMHe P BY AFAHAAGHEET MU oy,
1988.1, p.6.
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@ e BRGER BE WA HENE @ A RY wists ¥ wle] g A
3 @ MR R £ 714, 25 Had 5o JEE HESD glor KB
%7} 2A o)A Fol€ dE7} (What manager does) Bohe Fol¢ A3 3=} (What
manager achieves)oll AKE $Ee F2 AUk 2= EEAERMES HA (nput) 2
o EH (output) o] £841 Sl gt 88 J9E Ak 9 a3 gujoly &
o AN A AR A e dEsod 4 U] dlEedl o ARt
< AR R A =229 43S BHELE & Uv HRARET A AH3lA 7
TE 53 zAo] Adslax s »lFAL Al AMKBRE ST BEeE K
Tt ER) o= AE g4 e g 4+ A

T ARMARES FAE Ao 2 gEmRo] ok BER (efficiency) & o™ HEEK
< A3t FREY AT ol AT EHY HERS i Aol dwbHoez x|
gAsldol & Bifc K, B, B 22l BAC 471K FAAA HEE o et
47} 25 T3 BAAMY SR FE ARktrols ol F3xgGAE A
o AR 7 Saol oY BB K ggkel eV webd AR el 2F
stobA| ARktel 0% 7t 2 Afol= gERE “100% 7 € & = ek a2d=E
B AEdte LEtolsd M) FERQ e Euisy FHol ot ZAo] Fote
£ Aol s AL otz £ 4 Uk d71AM Brs#(political) FEelzt =
e T -9 A A iR 7 ANE Jelde Aotk a#A
feRe AN £9% BROL Idx ¥ 4 ow Y A RS A2 b
g2l Mde] oplal AZHAX Aoz xA o] AL FX « E4 AR Y=
MG AR} gEERo] A o] FoiAof el

MRS sl TR ARES TR AEe R e Aude REEE o

9 &A% FiHRWC p.6
10) BUEIR eEANES, M2 chARERAL 1981.2, pp. 101~111
11) L&  pp.110~111
12) &f8% AHEROC p.77.
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o P Qo AR SRS o] 24« 4A < 1A At Y BREL
& Qe A E waE old, TR ARES HEold Kaw e &M A
o] ozt FHLS AP NEEAE ot A2 4 Yk AH W4 F FAUY
+i, melold, BESWE 5 AMA BEfol S sleldh
2. MEEHML| FE Y

22 AR B U ool shiel FEZA ABMANME B W)
o Ade Myde o] Hx %n Jon 1AL Foz dFseidel ¢ Al
4 doh oA B = FERFE (business performance) £ AR el AA
Mol AMdel TEiEsolalr & 4 gledl olF a¥oz Jehd o] (2Y3-1) o
o @ sbedlE sl AAA S3e 94 FEE e AFH ALFL oo

(28 3-1) LA S SRR

ATH A%k 99

(Domain of Financial Performance)

AFR+d 78 Az 49
(Domain of Financial + Operational
Performance)

ZAFEAY o9

(Domain of Organizational Effectiveness)

#k& : N, Venkatraman & Vasudevan Ramanujam., “Measurement of Business Perform-
ance in Strategy Research : A Comparison of Approaches " Academy of
Management Reviw, 1986.11, P.803

A AFH Azhe) ogodolnt AYHoB o] 49 WHEERIU EREEE F7}
Folg3 2L KEMHE BE S d3d FAs A oFol EEHRR

13) A%, “dgeded glod EAFEs EZAFEA PlAE Fgol BY AT TAHAAYNEE,
A%l e8], 1985.8 pp.60~61.

14) &85 “HEaAEE BiELde] At HAed, A18H A4 HEdida, AAAGAT4
1990.12. pp. 124~125.
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(business performance) 322 BifEHy BRl AFd 437t $o4d Aolch o] o
Aol AlFAFEoIL AEY A, F7HA Foll it FAHEAAL  drHE A
FH A Bl dFH AAALE TA 522 Black Boxe gdel F45 4 sle
o AEH 4E AL 4 Y F8Y AFH 4FSdol dsod FAL oA o
ok 2 ohg MBS fFotiyeln AEAH] AE, Al +3e FF9 FAHL
agolv FAAES ol RAEAAT MEARME et Hdez o AL AA

dot 23u 2 st W = 2 FREAE B =] Uk

H2E MEBENMte BIh%

1. BE¥ER #iE 7+ % (Goal-Attainment Approach)

EEEREEES /1 dEdels HEA HWEFEC T Mke 2AHo2 Y5
2R S TEE AT U7 dEel ZNFEAL 2 £xo] BA}LA St BHEE
gashe FE2 sebaee Aol

2= U A, HEd, Ex4lg 5o A F9 RERE) 2
=@ EYe $YHos D4R e TEE XD gdod @ 2 TEE Wgol
A G843 sl dx @ 2 T3 & B e Axeld @ 2 FEx
ZARANN FHLEY G2} Yofob B @ FHol AP FHAEE WE S5t
ohe loloh P AMhe Foln TEE DA 9T AW HHAT v Adle)
AH 2AF S len 2Er} £Ae 4TARE Ankahe s1Fe A Ayl
Z34¢ Adeh 9 A¥Ae TEwd Paude TAdoz IuW YU2Es) £
Auote 71Eo] e Bl sled, o] FEeldE £xo 4EEue Rxes] oE
o ZAo) g TS Wik RSy ZAFALSe] e Tels ARl ol o}

15) b3®a&sC,  p.125.
16) BEEF, “foubyt AAMEEES slAle dEd BY HREGARYER, F9d9 o,
1987.12, p.9L.



st AAZE 23i0] ole o] AA EHolAE ch TES Y4 ATEHL Y2 £
Ae FAH YARIY o JIA ABE TEY £F odolx oy X BE JF
X 878 $EA70 o) 24589 $ R Aejrt ol A ol MEA WA B
fz A4sz Qe 7

2. A28 #F 4% (System Approach)

HrdezEe Zxo] 2EE AP 29 4707 HASAY FAL ¥
o] sty o £29& EopHolaln ¥ 471 gloh olsh ol BIMER HEHE
o Aol HEsixt 2 chotez AAH Aol A2 HEHEID oL HMTHE
B Relstd 23lel £YkE FHolY @R FAS: BEHke: SEE WA
e FHeld FAYSo] duh} Edn Exo] e VAol FEE oW E
Hrbske olch ' aala Naw HAAHES B FHREES (maintenance) € %
Hotn 2He) Edo] JBL vlAE g shx 2elg mefshe Held

o] BEAEE 7 2e EA4L sk AA, 2L 45 WY By ¥Foz
FH4se) god 39 $25 ¢ $Ee TN} Axs 22 A Aol 4
£ At B, MEAKES B9 TALAS AR AN BAY FHLAD
o 4EH AsAgel ouA HEH A, A RS $4Y TR X479
25% Fobad spsaper

Aze gEHENAE BEWES MMEA, 22489 K(quality of working
life), BEMEES 2& BERV RS o5 T Uk o] EEHKE SEYH A2
shiel wHE posR SN 94 BEY EAE gk Yo= REHM
EREAS @Ze) Fzol BE EA (R Ae AT olFlE Aol £4%), FIHY
28] 2AGS 29 Adelt F3e AAHL Hrhgol gloiAe] TAY F o3
A Aol wAR D gk,

o

17) &K%, AR&SC  pp. 125~126.
18) HRIEHL TMETRE), ME FlHAEL 1990.7, p.39.
19) &85 AR p.126.
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3. 3TH MEE FEEHE Multiple Constituencies Approach)

19703 Fubell o]z MM A} At Foixl FASA RBRREES]
75 EA e Aol ARthelals MEE F7o] el olzdt A E A
AHHEE AEAEEC] A AN Rk obE TEAE M EIES o2A U4
A ARES Azt AR olAAALE FHAFZ] A =<l wmEE HEEH 18
F (negotiated interaction system) 2 £t} 0 ol #EEFGoIM+ o& A} ©
2 ABRRR S R T 28 MRE S BITECL At #FE oA Fad
Ao A

Connolly 22 5& AR et chaol Aol ARt F 3ol dhAxA
didted AL 4 low 2L S MREd & 4 dv oS3 A, Axtel
o3 mme] X utoddte HAolojol Zokm FAIAh oA7|M MMREL ESBIE
ghe Adec Y4 W ogr|2 Zxo AR FHAL WEBAE e A, AR
BRI 5 HASH ol @AAE ¥ Ml Aol

olzidt A BURET Y AUH &5 FFA712A = FICH FER ol
¢ 4 =AER A¥E 93l ZA|o] Aoddle Zo] ohel 2 AAle] EAHoe R
Az e EHA «AdH A3 A BRE dfol 5 =€ §54 8L F3x &
e 2T F e NUA BREE 2430 A3t el A sz 'kl Aol
ol2|3}t ¥ o] Mo WA TN gtk ol Shy MURE HEIHES AlAH
BrAES v st o EFbe) dad £ A 2 R R "L n
TOH) BRGRE BEEAES MR B3 2E A& nesx dm e TR A9
¢ 4 e B4 8450l a4 2 ol @ikl Aol

20) M. Keeley. “Impartiality and Participant-Interest Theories of Organizational Effectiveness, "
Administrative Science Quarterly, Vol.29, 1984, p. 1.

21) R. F. Zammuto, “ A Comparison of Multiple Constituency Models of Organizational
Effectiveness,” Academy of Management Review. Vol.9, 1984, p. 606.

22) T. Connolly, E. J. Conlon and S. J. Deutsch, “ Organizational Effectiveness : A Multiple-
Contingency Approach,” Academy of Management Review.Vol.5. 1980, p.212.

23) Stephen P. Robbins, Organization Theory @ The Structure and Design of Organizations,
Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey, Prentice-Hall, 1983, p.3.
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o] EEHEANE STTH MIRES £73F F=Eol osle] MMAHIEC FREE
o SRS MES Fo5n AFA FALAE HUAse AR AT 24
of Y BTFE 2547 4+ Yt S o] ARt =Y VYRSl SK
BEZolA A S5E 24 Z4c 283 Ao o] EAHE 21 YE ol
BAR Akl hg chge) Edoleln AR ol HITH MHEE HEHHOIE
9 sl SAAel AALn Qv £ AARIEITh ol AIMMRRS wiEel 3lo]
A R BIFE BHEA A sk s oleh @A vehie RAe HsAs F
Wgd BAoz Y £2% FHLAE FHWIC oA SHe) MFES &7
ANg w3 shobshrlsl 2atdh 4, 2elm el SR chekd MIRES BETHE}
Zollm MAM EHe] Akl BRE YA sojo} st SR Foleh ¥
4. BEH WEE BEFHE (Competing Values Approach) 29

S Mol 4 A7 e $Zol A E Aol 2 ZAel it FEA

2 #rbshbed QlolAe HHez ARE Pel ¥ 4= Aok WRH RiER BEHE
o AEMATHNE MRS AT e £A9 5% Rt Fx ez BRE ol 2

29 ool chael B FEMSC EAVHE AL FEEHT Aok 22 el
Q@ & ole EEES7TOl AubHQ wert EASA G AT volw MM At
FEE MY REE 27 % & Aes et

Campbell& 7| 242 BBty iEmez A A7 Qekx shser 2 e, 8
thol At BEANA e Hiflol N BEol ol Zr7AA MRS VA ok
olelgt AEA « 54 AYL 1E¥A, A4, Wtel A9, B3 22 FAY AR
o thgh =ako] 9l LS (organizational life) & Fele] siz gk EAE =AW
o 9lx Qlzke] Exlsh Aubel HE FEAAEE £ 2 xbxle] HAsh AgelN

24) &4R%W, AW, pp. 127~130.

25) k@L,  pp. 127~133.

26) R. E. Quinn & J. Rohrbaugh, A Competing Values Approach to Organizational Effectiveness.
Working Paper. Suny-Albany, 1979.
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7AZxo| olz2r|x] ZAX EAFo] JAA otk orldlx AgE] =4} &7 o
ARG 3 FHodhaoll HEE BAlolebe ZAAARY] 71EH Halvbsl EAGt AlAE
@2l oAt ZANE AFH Rl I Zxel o]27AA Mkl FE BiRel
AR REERS FAolch MBS KNy K (FE: means)ol 2dte] HrbsioiA of
st ohw SERANY B (BFE:ends)oll ot Hrbsloj Aok dhert st HYA
7pR B o2’ mhAl Aol dbds]o] Ak o] gt Al7bA] ALle] ZFeilA B
8 ZAFEA 71Fo] steoA & glow oA L 409 ZAFEA s EF
1A 4 Utk

AR AHBFRZ (human relations model) 2 ®3 A3} 27HE FAo2 3o F
BeZv A3 A7l BRZe ABRIEREA vFe] Foxch. EAE A2 H
=2+ (open system model) 2 ZA 3 ®BEHAE Fo2 FEozH= =AY FulA
(readiness), BiR2 = A AYYS 4FH A vlFE Foh A= AEHER
=+ (rational goal model) & ZA3 A& Fo2 A} FEHAHL o2 3
Bz AERRA vFE b diAE A BF 2 (nternal process model) &
AHgst BAE Fo8 FRE Audeis s B2 HHA4H $AE At
FMolA v15€ Foh  ole M) slo]lT Alo] 23 Bl 2 ¥4, A=,
A9 vl T& SAoz s AWA wAld HERE A E BRALRA
Foll 4% FEAOl FoAAH, FAAENAN S} 24, & TAHLTY Y€
037 AR w1 FAH YGALEH T2 FH 5] He THA A K@Y B
Bl = AMBBGE =elo]l Zxs=ojAlch = A, 49 T &3}, FAI} A, ¥
T4 A% & SH2E v oA BfgelAd s ANe BfES 43y BiREdel %
2o, oixle} AlQl FEY ML Bfgel e 24 Azoxn HAg4 A &
7] 8] o 4H B A HE] FAle] JHA L gded o] gl B
Alag] mullo] 7b ZAZEsojxlch ol AL FUWAl (F3-2) olth

BP RER BLHEE 71 226 A7 =HojAl sleo]7] = KR BRI ¥
3t o2 of B AF7t ol FolAet & Aok addE FF3ln o] HEKHE
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& 4Ue MWK FRESSS vl2d FY o A AYA 2l 2 44
Foigozs MEETC Aol Mol Tt Aolt BMES HA4E WAtk £
2% & 47 U

(B 3-2) P RIEE M) HHIEHR £

A K B B M E ®
TR I
B " £ ®
ARBA | A FewAd | wAd A2lg £2 | b ARG
A
AAzE | B4z A | w4 Ee4e $4| 4% A9YS -
DEEELY
YeIHZE | £ A% A | AR FBAY W | 444 - BEA
¥ | F AeA @ | Ruae.ys EERRE L

A& : R.E. Quinn & K. Cameron, Organizational Life Cycles and the Criteria of Effec-

tiveness, Working Paper, Suny-Albany, 1979 .

B3I HBAHMES WeEER

1, MAEEHM AE2d
SRS REEC] Y A B - AR B AL - s, AR

., Begel S8 FUA 2t J14A § o8 s KTl wdsleix
2 oge A7t Qo AT $UH S miEkme ALK 2 U A3
A AAS Dl EEAENE BERds] HER 2EL e B

7}, #m — %R = (Adaptability-Coping Appoach) 2

o] mule o) £FS, EMS, A fA R AREFE FAE Ao KB
Mol AfEtEs e AUA 2E A" REEME 7P wldel e BEAe
2 dAee $He BYs Jdehix £doe Rolth PScheine el My =&

27) R, TAEMNES,, M€ FLdAREL 1982, p. 11S.
28) &, AHRISL p. 134,
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y EREMMbol ohaled BiMERIC 2 H&Ea S FASedlA ARdtel G4
2 Fgac Y ook mmEEee NEAQ seemeel F943) ot Hug
o] o}zl MFukike] Ak (system-level criteria)oll 9= Hislojol Hctn FA
3 gFokiEe] Xiko 2= HMEe HMY, —HR BR&EIEEN, Motk W six
£ MAFY 2+ HE-TMR EERE AR Jrn 4 £8AAE 4 e
= AHKEe Mol Y¥3x E3t dAE T A 4 U elol A dEHEET L
T 2 A MEAUNEE A, AL 7 A FAc

o Bl ArktE =2 (A Time-Effectiveness Model)

o] 2l o] EH84Y JFEY AYULE olFolA el otz HH, W
1 B 2 BESS U Aold

od7lele 747 cohE ARkt Kol BERIE AA=n ded TEHEe EFH
Bokoll Hystedol B SHHANY FEREE A 2§ 283 utEY HEE 3 3
oo iy REZ & B} BAgEe A ok

(28 3-2 > B8y o Akt =

* #®

£ E #% ;

?kglﬁ—»ﬁm‘ri——»ﬁ-: F
i 3

73 B

S|
5w [+ m| —>[x 4]

A& ). L. Gibson, J. M. Ivancevich, J. H. Donnelly, Jr., Organizations: Behavior,
Structure, Process, 5th ed., Business Publications, Inc., 1985, p.34.

29) E. H. Schein, Organizational Psychology, 2nd ed.. Englewood Cliffs,  N.J., Prentice-Hall,
1970 . pp. 117 ~ 129.
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o}, 4FEM M = (A Production-Adaptation Model) 30

At - 2ol A HRES TEERE Ae o2y o] mdddE &
28k Aol zh of wol, o Y AHEE olEdn FiFely NSy MBSl 2ot A%
A He3che =elo 2AE T2 sk ol AR 3 Akl HE WM
of dhahed AHAlel BEHE EHELATIE fEhelta Belge, Y

gh ki = (MBS 1R @ Ecological Model)

o] me RiNEme TAZ A AAA ol ZAFEH o] ohiet A7
IR Tl Aol Eaid BRE H4IE2 $FA7) BHAN HRdEs %7t
stele Aloleh o] mule sEAH L Aol MY FIERMEE KB ololA 87
s HAERIES BT 4 e gEeat okdel "I HlFEAETS Bl ol
Hgshe 3o g ZAFEAE "rtstax feh F, el F e AU
Bt =49 dA] 7les 54 £53 #3109 AENGREESC] 24 ddld
e MRS $3¥ehe Aol P

olei gt RN =llolM: HARAE EXRMe BAMT SMRE Tt #Aafkels
E Fohx mAtE #Eae)l 2299 Y MMARE AL TlAd 454 FHR4
7+e] —B (consistencies) £+ HEAME(fits) & ZE3e Aoz RES BAM #HE
(task-individual fit), %3 =7 (task-leader fit), 2vi8} A kzt(leader-group
fit), BA# A7t (reward-group fit), 28z ¥AH HA<7re] HA (reward-
task fit) 5o] AEAEMES FAtedl $83 24olch M riRelel BAMS AHK
SRS RBEXR T WA MEAHN ST F8E BAd el elA
© W Eatte e A ARt S8 24T 4 ok SHREEE E#xE
o WA MRl F83 Ae v RES F¥e HA (environment-task fit), K

300 &SR, AEREOL p. 135
31)  P. E. Mott, The Characteristics of Effective Organizations, New York. Harper and Row,
1972, p.17.

32) MR, AW,  pp. 120 ~ 122
33) K.H. Chung & L.C. Megginson, Organizational Behavior; Developing Managerial Skills,
Harper & Row Publishers, 1981, pp. 506 ~ 510.
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3} %#M (environment-information fit) &3 fH#et MEMS #4A (information-
structure fit) &olch ol e HHKESl AEEY FoTH FHREY KTl e EéfEel
SR 242 v ARt @ 4 Qled olzd A& @RE Aol (a¥3-3)
ol e},

( 28/ 3-3 ) AEEARES iy =

2 A g 4 4 2 =z
o A1 A, U IR
« AR A7, - AAA 27
= EEEERE
el o

;
%]
£
e
2
2
ok
o
—_—

i 2
vy

2 x4 % i 4

A4 eE %

R IR

At : K. H. Chung & L. C. Megginson. Organizational Behavior ; Developing Man-
agerial Skills, Harper & Row Publishers, 1981, p. S09.
u}, PEMELY A%t %% (Midrange Effectiveness Criteria)
AREE RS S5l £ RIHY BEER = £Fclan &3 Zabed oy
& 712 T BN BERER Ao stk a4 BEETE £48

7o

34) & AmRDC pp. 135~136.
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717b vtk ¢ hEEKES] choFd XS ALEUch & HgRolAE 114 7hxo) Ak
o) MRS REZ A4dn oz 2usn g P oy AEe ¥
datod ABEAMIES Ad HAel 4393 vE AL 24/ EEeT ol
2838 kel BEE Ao KBTS T A ol Fhx FoTe] ARt Mo} B
At olF Ml e AA, £EM XI®R, FAM(productivity-support-
utilization) &3 A8%te EEMELS 0.248 Jepged, FuAlE #HEMbL (planning &
0.22, Al¥ls+ {2881 (reliability) 22 0.16, WiW sl AIFHE (nitiative) 22 2 8%
B BB 0.122 vebdoh 1 & NS I8 ARMES SRl AbsaaA o
Sof fiEe WA ABslel oA st KTz AT oMk

Steerse 19574 197458745 HAIK RS Helstel MR RE Rl o
sl ZAlshed MEMATECE RIELMe WA HBMES SAss P (E3-3) &
ZAGA 1708 2dg S2o2 BT FA% AT 29 AP AW 2E o
oAl vehd RS0 FPshe At BEEKS F1FEo T o HBUEES ZA
o <E3-4>9 o] Helgdch o oA wxo] oz xTol FHRL Y&
ST BT EHE - Fhkito] Sbd Wl AFHD e 2 ghgol &
BT @RS $£o2 Jehin gloh Es M fedte we) A olael
EXE#2 Fu gk

ol goll 4] MRMERHE WiFE Zolol Aele] Asiusich olF AMETL JEHZY &
B AN oA E FEERClY FHEkel wab ks Jehda ok 2eu
A BiE] AW g 715 e ALt o5 KM MMEYNES AREHE B
%o A%e ¥AE £ 7] APl FEz Ao} el AxE Aoldh =@ M
SAEE BIEENES Zxo] AR RiRel det 2 F84o] debAmE Hfo] ¥4
RiRe Leistdol & Holch

35) Thomas A. Mahoney and William Weitzel. “ Managerial Models of Organizational Effectiveness, *
Administrative Science Quarterly, Vol 14, 1969, pp.357~365.

36) R. M. Steers, “Problems in the Measurement of Organizational Effectiveness.” Administrative
Science Quarterly, Vol.20, 1975, pp.551 ~555
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(% 3-3)

MRS RlER

HEES T EHE LB

| AR ikl —K(b

(3e0r%0pol
—AALA  Fd A 22X 7] A
2) Bennis (1962)

—AgA. dAMZE HAHsFH
3)Blake and Mouton(1964)

— 2 AALR| B —FLcl 7 A o]  F4]
4)Capl ow(1964)

—o} ;:4 ,«l %‘.1{},&4 x}ualxg, xg;q,

S Katz and Kahn (1966)

=A%, F3, AL, X

6) Lawrence and Lorsch(1967)

g R3] kK

7)Yuchtman and Seashore(1967)
PEsa AU Ao AEH

A

8) Friedlander and Pickle(1968)

— AL FodlutE, ALSH LA

9) Price (1968)

— AR ARA, A7), LA,

10) Mahoney and Weitzel (1969)
—olutridml ; gk — X o —F-8-3h
A&, A3A, oA

—R&DEH : A, HFA,

11) Schein (1970)

_7WﬂEL4APL%3 o<§xv ﬂiﬁ%, %
E&l

12) Mott (1972)

— A, a4, H5A

13) Duncan(1973)

—F354, &3, A4

14)Gibsons  (1973)

=7 L AE,  —571 A, W

'_2}7]:'%4}ga ji§7%, glé‘

15) Negandhe and Reimann(1973)

— P4 ;°\l’§3’3‘=, FdakE,
=, ol# o] &,

WA Q1 73,
344 A
—AAHAL ; DAY, ole]
16) Child (1974, 1975)

—ol4, 4

17) Webb(1974)

—eX4, B84, A A &

et

AE

7“ dl

d 2
Z1Oﬁv

ous & Tannenbaum(1975)

24

Z U Z Z Zz Z =z
o e >

25,

z
o

3t

N
A

o] A

o
i

#¥N:tHH=zd D:rlgd =9
AEZEZA B: 7l x4
A8 : R. M. Steers,

C:FuzxA
“Problems in the Measurement of Organizational Effectiveness ,”
Administrative Science Quarterly, Vo

R:AFALEA

.20, 1975 p.548.
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(& 3—-4 ) AHARNE RERENES]  HBURRE

# € x i H OB OB E (N=17)
484 - %44 10
4 A 4 6
o} = 5
% o £ 3
=} 4 ¥ 5 3
dl s & e 2
i 73 A ul 2
b2 u} 2
e 53 2
A =} 2
£ g 2
A u A o A &2 E 2
g 5 2
715 9 7 F 1

*}& :R. M. Steers, Ibid., p.

A
5
o

2. MEEHNE AELre pEs Y

SRR BIES F2 ey Als 2e 9w BHA o] Foig ey
e =249 AUAAA BN HE o gESCL BRI =3 FNRRESe] 1
HAER S AR A S 7550 A Bdo) SRl =} MMERYE AES 9
3 i) ekl o oldl dY RES ol A Ak

7ol e K] cherds Baid oje ol o7 AN Yot $4 T ALHE
MREEY ASol: BE 2 HiY} 24deld Adq B DPdez sk
2g9 4HH L ool ofei s B ohiz} Mol ARW B WKEM Az o
2 EAY 45 AR LAY £2AU4E 2X T o] FEAE FAHHN) AP
NEe AA#7|7 o7k,

= £8] AL E B HEM Aol Aol RE ARG -0

37) MRiGIE, AIE®,  pp. 123~125S.
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g gxaks 2 filge] ol oFu Hojulx faminel Bl e EEMEE RE
xko = A®2}7| 7} ki,

Steerst MMM A 2T AEFe A7 ol &l HEkl 4A4E Az 3o
A 28 ABMANE RIES oS st 52 o O3 M A8 FEA
2y Belsn glow oy e 9e9 ¥ X FAA dEelata sgie 3
2Re @ MEGARE A3 el REME RIE @ At BEE TES B
At Ao} FEREY JoTol | RIE @ Bt S o) AXE T ARl V1T
E7ol o}l Wik ME © At RS ERE BB © ARdE RE e &
feell B3 RIE @ Adicl A o284 et A @ Bt Strel sKikel A3
R Solch  oleidt AMEL MM AHAE R oA MMARNE 2elol ¥
#HA 4249 gL Az glertel A Aol

ol9} ol MEATHME WA oelgol Uve AL MBANM T #E AV &
A Agolsle et webd AR B Mesy mEL SaEtgA ol glofol
B AA 2 EETESS SACl BIETEM bt AN B AEl AEHL
2 o] FoiA 4 3ekh

38) Richard M. Steers, op.cit., pp. 546~558.
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B4E oYL ABRERMES Bk

B1E B ER

ol Al pEIL R MEARNC sl KITHRE BLo2 sl —HMe e
so paRgEd AELLE FRESE AL GRS ARIEE Eolsl A Holzx
2 4 U] Tl & HolAE o5 WAlol Ak AT Bk

& kel S5 olol 2HYE Aol KEE EFol 44 Y& THAMSE A
Yoa MG BAF DABSE AL A Tosseh Aol 48 XibE
olal3ts] Ay EMoln AAY FHT A} Adsolol v 53 ohE M,
o Stikol HE FERE W% ol dAlolc,

A4, RECILS AEARIES 1 B AL 24"0H 8y s Mael
AQUA o] WSl R MRS MIRE ez BRHA A
Q4 ook ARl B B MMARIES REATEE T ol Foix

£ Fold ¥ At S¥TILE SATEKE, BSANES HESKE ¥ 4= A
, duozE pEXILE SIE oz oZr] A MMAEMES HERS o
A 2T AQl Hhe SueldE MAAAMS KTMNE, SEXE HREN
2 45 glch

AodEshel Mol dhetelt ol AziushEol f¥el MRASTY B3l e
Zo 259 #98 EASE Bfo] Uokt ol Be ATAES 7o) 2olAx 3
o W, MEAAES SEke]l AE DAl et BY XL (strong culture)
7 EASEAS wAhE 293 ik AR RIS KIS SEEEC Het ¢
gxlE DA F4o] Fishn glen £ 2 RS FL FeolE BRel Uk

A7lel 4 AAZ sok & Re obd p¥wribet A MRS AAdez e o
Fob 28 wA gohe goloh Y ke AR W3l BAE HE WRE
o Bl SEFIA Ue Rz £ ANE volt MAMHKS TEAE B}
B Xiboh 2 BEel Dehe I Aol W olx p¥r{tet Akitel AEl
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A E (contingent) ¥ #AE 7HAcE AL FE XLE 1 HEHIFERZ e
Aokl 4] ¥ Azl B Aolch U

28 ooVt HBAENMEA 33 KTHR

1. T. E. Deal It A. A. Kennedy 2| W%

Deal® Kennedy + A £E9 7150l AAAd £a& 831 44T 4+ UA
W Qg 27 AdTFEAE AASAT 25e] 80 hel Y RiNE £
Azt Ay AP by B4 22 e 18 %S FEHA 2 AHE ¥
gow, e JldSe Eathel HMMES A AREs AR el a9
A ol5e Ll fE40] TR FEY AFE xal H¥ST BY XS M &
goleby AEL WPk wlFo} B AIAA oA 3AE Fal A SR
XEE FY 4} volt /1 FEAL 2Tl B XIS 22 ke Ao
o W74 Fee B Xibe FUD ELS FAL 9 EE H#E, 2 KK
A¥4Eol A AB 9 28 sebAshe BIES 2o dt Ae Ui 252 BY
it FALE0l %A dob slertE: HaE BRAFE FLRMReIH FHYE
o] Bz e Uol Hahed “—7‘1% LAA HFD Fdebd 252 s 3 tig A4l
dapA sreEctn Fgen ok ) =g 2EG THE 7ol 9% 4 e ¥
Ho] gl ®ut ohzl chaksiAl WseE FHAel 48 & glow pol £
ol whd o) o|& pESol AL WA FolE & Qt A4S} §718 FI 2T
258tz Qe shAeh W0ee Aol AM 4 Yz MEE 4] LAY A= ol A
$% 4 etz Fasa Qo

olse Fae A A BEolU mewold, tR(morale), HEN

1) &Kk BHR&L p. 67.

2) T.E. Deal & A A. Kennedy ¥ ket 2 2% 71dE 9% JdEs, Adg, 44
43AL 1989 .

3) LW, pp. 11 ~ 36

4) L, p. 295
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(cohesiveness) $3 & Hid + Y 393 BAW Aoz ¥ 4 Yok

Deal® Kennedyt f#3{ts 44e] fRle 2 ra goo ffxibs] BR2x
RS FEE o foss AR 222 e WENZE B3 & SUEE
A A2 o g EiEe EiE 8 %ol Bade Rl JYehdoe R ER=E A
Aztz gk 2Ed ol Xfkel EEFelt Fn g wike el obd £5%
it $iRel @ B3 TibE E=cte Held EARAS e AL oheElz ¥
47 gt ©
2. T. J. Peters ® R. H. Waterman 2| #%

Peters 9 Watermane f&8:%, ZAHE, AAAd2E, SERE 5 o]l v
AU igol (ER S TEEH oS L MRS EA Asieadd, 4vAad,
AR 2], Mulad], dxldeiasial, AdBG F 6 A Foks 62/ o¥EE At
2 FRehech,

o5& 19618 1980WdtAle @ £FH RERER @ £ RAGEME @
wEARRE] T @ SRAKEE @ KR FIGR © mhRE B KERES K
R %G AR 71ES SRa kst 6 ) Kk A4 4 4 RE 20473 B
50% olWell &ate 7l mbe ARG A3} 4370 pFol oI 2AE FHAF
ae)A 25 o]F LEF 210 % A =AY AR olF o¥E TEHE
g3t e HRel Ase WA Asich

@ f7#he] EWR (a bias for action )

@ xAzhe] U4 AAFA (close to the customer )

@ giEfes £%K %M (autonomy and entrepreneurship )
® A=< E3 Aa4 84 ( productivity through people )

Sx#k  Big@msCL  p 73

% p. 74

T.J. Peters & R.H. Waterman ¥, ©|4x % ‘@FALHe] M4, 48, 459 1990 12
&%, pp. 27 —40 .

oo~ O W
N A
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® MEkiel 243 X ( hands-on, value-driven )

® BHEM] 3A (stick to the knitting )

@ B M4, =& &t (simple form, lean staff )

r&ds AT ##F (simultaneous loose-tight properties )

Peters¢t Waterman® ol2i& 8 7ixle] E4& & 2% %S "BERL¥E
(Excellent Company) °let &1 BERMES AAEL e KEL €9+ 59
o] Hojid But ofizt F e Mol FEHE g U 4 Qe FHE H
oxd fp¥ec = IRifo] WEW AHE Wi Jdclztn Aoz o el olE
¥ 249 877 HItn WPLES Htel mLEded ode), = 39 7lEst
gebAl L 5o FollMe o sbx] ERRESF H3lEl o) wigel o} RS b}
T e Wedn &3 NS 2 ddkz Fastz Yo 9

252 7199 BIEES Uddle §34 KA KiEE A2 & oAy
7 S (Shared Values, Structure, Strategy. Skiii, Staff, Style, Svstem )& AHg3lx
A=k

A9 HEE Folv A4 Fhe Aol glv AEE dovt Fe EAE Eid
A e AAEe “BFel At Rl 7t & MEASNA HES Ads
2 988 ¥ £2 e Peters & Waterman® AL %39 Rl sz 2
Mt 2 gl A%, 4 2 WES FHske A=A =, AA FEALHS 2
HAE T 2529 FE FHE Fo d4sm gk o] AEL Deald
Kennedy 7} 3% xtfte] Bfetn 7 A HodE Aols} gle Ao B 4 gle
o 259 HRe 5L ol BTl ¥ AR (xe AXiY) S #F ¥ M
B BRs #ol UeE FARE Aoln ¢ 4 ek O
3. G G Gordon 2| #x 'V

rle

9) LIkW pp. 26 ~ 27.

10) &%#%  AGBESC p. 75

11) George G. Gordon, The Relationship of Corporate Culture to Industry Sector and Corporate
Performance : R.H. Kilmann, M.J. Saxton, R.Serpa. and Associates. Gaining Control of the
Corporate Culture, SanFrancisco, Tossey-Bass. 1985, pp. 103 ~ 105.
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Gordone f#Ex{tel HE ch¥¥e Fusl —Rfgels f¥e e —Kikol
A R A Z3n AeE ANAZ ol A ol¢7] AR Al=2H 1970 ~
1980 deh 44X Hay Associatesell ol#l 435 #al xtg§ &3 d7& B3
Ak 2 A ibe KES METEES T CERRS S8 FA7 ddel et
o},

Cordone EE8E Sl o8 Lf5t LERET SE2R] P9l Bdsis il
XiLE WA A A T A Sl 1 #igHS H(op) ol FE hetn da HEEE
€ 58 ibE A7t FAHe2E S00 A olAre] AENA 5wt ol de] &
BES2 Yeo £5h2 Wgted o]EL A BEEEEIYE 4 ~5 B ol
Aol ek

Gordong &3] Peters®t Watermaneol #3 97§ x2isd 3ol U7t WA 23
otz wl@aln gleh & Peterset Watermano] d7¢ HROESL o ¥ Hdbrle(
high-tech) 2ol Ayt 2wl AAlriglols] ol & HFEL WRES 713, ity X
i, AAME Sof A3 uw2E ST HER BMEAQ 3 (dynamic market
place) oA 5ot 2 FeiAe] ophd AN FFie B E< Peters
9} Watermane] 1&g A4 5o #A¥Y 4 etz Gordond F23HI o5 11744
FoollA xfbg A=A

@®© AHmel BAREE (clarity of direction)

@ #H##E (organizational reach)

@ #4 (integration)

@ iz £8% #(top management contact)

® EAY ol el el ®Mh(encouragement of individual initiative)

® E#M (conflict resolution)

@ mRe) BB (performance clarity)

PR 583 (performance emphasis)

® 17EE®EE (action orientation)
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@@ #/X (compensation)

@ A#y FiERA% (human resource development)

2& o8 @ 11719 kT e FAoz 3o 3ribe} EETFINS ME 2 kst &
$ERM NS AEedD & R la% o BEEE (ulies) H WRHM
5E FAo2 s+ BMELY A (dynamic market place), 2213 47, *E 59
FABSEEX (financial institutions) 22 F¥3te] dA73tdch 2 A3 HfREES 99
11 7bx ot 25ollM ER (high-performing) ¥Rl BRE TipEXNA+ #t
K (compensation) & A& =& KTlA BERR ¥Rl 4 JYebdch Hme By
D RS BIREE, A FEAdL KRR ¥R xou JUnix 8 A AL
BHRE ¥Rl & Aoz Jexd =ald Gordond % et HREY XbiF
BE A BRR CEHY HERR C¥ERS vndld S¥oube AN (RR)
& YHY AV Yekn Fastn Qs Y
4. D. R. Denison o W%

Denison & #HAHER B Soll Al 28 (participation) <+ & Alinvolvement) S £33 o
o7l AT UL %] F23 REY 5 5T win JE d7FEel ik
BRA g w3 FAE AAA FEE AHHAL a2e bhy BE 2Eld
BRZ A& (survey) ®EHE, BB BHEZA Stadard & Poord] MIEHES AHE st
Etet BR7 e BAE AT A3t KEY 344 ALESS vz FAA
ot 2 A3 BREEE (RO1) 53 22 HMBHEESY I 288 e A
Ut ¥EES ISR b AYe ZIdsr2d A Fuldd A7 mRE 2y
Fdch, =ebA Denison o A7+ Al SUbay ITRAI] FH S M BR o
B8 £ (survival) ot A3 A fAaisle] dLed ez sk FAAeoz
Denison & Xtay 17HA7 HES Yot fES o33} 2ol AA sk

12) &48%, "7t zZAFEAY el A 7" HAAGH=E AEH A4, 1988 pp.
110 ~ 113,

13) Daniel R. Denison. “ Bringing Corporate Culture to the Bottom Line. " Organizational Dynamics,
Autumn 1984, pp. 5 ~ 22.
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s}, fEol AMEFEIE (organization-of-work index)
1) Aol HHI0A 24 =He =
2) Ad@7o] Wskels @7 A=
3) gaAA ] HAH FFEAA FsA
4) =7 237} Mgl oa) FYstn Aoz A4Sl eI
. ®RRE MRITHEE (decision-making practices index)
1) Al Al A dgg u)Ae ERREANA 7A€ %A A=
) ol HEd @ BRREESAA kel AUE AFIHe oz Ml
Hkig M HEFEHE A=
% olHd ity fEHESel AR vlAle REEEZE BEREEE (ROI) 3
Riblares Aot 2 23 fREde) 2 ol Folxl AN LR Kol
i o) dhe) AHBEN o HFKER K] RAHEE 24 debded, FE
FERITIAN S 57 & fdtc] RRIEES £4 vebdch olA& Denison <
Absy, TR BES BB REERKD S B A A7E B3 b¥EL
s sasTAtEel S BAE welager

5. W. G. Ouchi & 7

Ouchi + FHRHA (transaction costs) ¢ FAelA Xftg mith(market) & BERE|
(bureaucracy), Clan o A 7 A2 ez, ol ktfreld ol Foixle a4
SGAAS Abolol] AFMS A zted oA HielAdE Kigel, Effllde L&A
oo], Clanol A& fHIK « el $A el7hiF ez A4dctn v3 gloh 2+ Xk
(efficiency) ol2be 71&el o3te] e Hrtske A4Sl 2 £ EXRAE B
fLate BHEsE 9€ =7t 7b3 dekageletn dtod Sxfbel ARt ()& AR AA
(contingency) 9 A2 ®¥3 Qleh

ol2ld Ouchi o #4& dibge g dAsz & B X7t vdde s fasd

14) &%, @iER@s,  pp. 117 ~ 121
15) A. Wilkins & W.G. Ouchi, op.cit., pp. 468 ~ 481
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e Azl AL A Yotz 4 Aok 2v A4l FdAYe] Adge
& ARelMde digelyd Bl o fhldche Clanol o3 $A7F 284
v ERRAC] RN £ o B8 Y B4 o) Fe £FoE Clanel % ¥
A7t BEAG Fith TSl 9 $A B IgERaelabe ol ol AL Clang
BAA7 = e 270 A F@HE Be vfo] EA4 Hzz RAC) AFZe £
Hahe Rl Bfeld A, Hlel 47 A7 FWEHRY FHol 9 FAug
EgAolzbe Aoldh 2y M2 E Jlgol 43 ==z Wt F&EA A gs
o AEAel o AR, MMM HEKFEC FHsT Aot 234 (RER
) o] Frhste Hehel S A44Y dols A3 Cland Akttt o& F 74x d=)
v Bdn @ & gep 19
6. G. R. Jones 2| Wx'”

XALE iAW W AN Lol AHlg FA] Yot LA A A2
FH AAG AA2 BE Jones © ¥l 2HI TAE aseld Adst galxe =
¥ meisle] HXRRA (transaction cost) & A7Hete Aoz vn Qo 2+ AR
BEIEEARGAA TSl AFee RiES ATLe FES 2487 A8 =874
A ARelA =€ v &S FRRAIFL s gk 2& Aol Aastslo] TR
ol R de ZPL A5« FAFE vdo]l HA S22 £RRES A =He ud
off AFNe] 5o} Fol ;AN EH] Hrbst ofeig wole HRRAC EokAA =
2, old) AAHE FAE] e M2 Axd FRoF vehdel gz 3 ik
§ HEXt(production culture) & EMHISLIL (bureaucratic culture), HFIECTAb
(professional culture) & Al 7txX|2 Jr2 fEX A+ BE - ERE, BEMHNA
= B - fiXE, 293 HPERCCblAE HEES KES gl Ees 51 9
o v AE#REC] Bl o2, FEFlbA EEFMELE A 4% KRR
Ae A E e B/ A3k REL, Bt POl Jebvdd

16) &48%  MiEL  pp. 122 ~ 123
17) G.R. Jones.op.cit.. pp. 454 ~ 467.
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Mo FRME] F2 RiRdAME HESULY BFFDULE S 43 T3 EA4E s1A
+ KPBCTiby 2RRAEY RAdA FERgyoleln £43kn Qo 18
7. sathee| mHWx!?

Sathe © MECSCL7 ABRAEEMS] o2 wlol J3E ojictn FAstn TR A
3eibel Fge] dH ez vAE Ae| ohvzt f7Hpe] Xfbel JeA4E vIXH FAlol X
fte Aol 7o & ofFA Al gdln 273 A7Aee 25 P52 FAIHE
el Qg vlAcke AHE At el o3 e e REIH §4
o Afftelch. & {btrt BEBLES &olatA 3o zx o WEIES HHlE 4417
2 AR QoA Bhe kS EAE FHAA 4 A7 Aol ol TR R
AL A7 By BRE olEd W, A 2 TS 77l W
7 o] Foi XA kotA F8R Fh3} MiE/F AN ol fLE ARS A= 3
of3ted oF et

XAbrt ARl o1 A= 4L o3 Rk

A, EAS £E P el e Fad Wi ERv BRESN € 9% 9
At

A, bt FREARA 9L oAl 29 AdH sHAs 2T YA
Ao x&H RS Foes 2A3 o T T30t 29 4o

AlA, fbe MRAC] o19A FF3e] FAAZS HRHE] oiWA o] Folx A
ZAe) dgted oPA 7d, £ 25 PHAE AFA AZHAF el L oA
ct,

A, ARe olAtig el Aol HFHDAA R E2v FELY o23E
S5 dloll i @ xfb2A o] A &L ol o4 HWEHEC] Bagle
= @ cle] 71A43tso] gl RES ALL HAAE H43AY AL AFdhed

18) &+8%  HIRESL  pp. 123 ~ 125

19) Vijay Sathe, “ Implications of Corporate Culture ; A Manager’s Guide to Action, » Organizational
Dynamics, Autumn 1983 .
V. Sathe, Culture and Related Corporate Realities, Richard D. Irwin, Inc., 1985 .
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5%o] fth = bl WS AL Ee Wgol T g oA

S, 2 XibE ZHFYLE0 24E FAAEA shu, Aol e AR
de 4 Qe 2EEQ AYD M E Y e Foh 24 T4 24¢ $UA
A4 2 o 2ol AN 2 2Ro FAH AL AYEA o, TYH x4
FAQEe ZHo) LAY T T xAL T Aol

A, ARfol Asd oz FAslo] glr] Wl el s chEold {24 MiE
' ZAF4U0S AYE olsehd] de oAl

U, b MMEAS 8ol B4e ATV EX(L @R Ade 39
£ 6% ABAIVE 2 2 B9 BRIl AT Helt A ke Rigel Wk

ol2i% Sathe o ZAdlol Al {7} MgAEA i) Jee ojActe AE T 4
ek ikl MEEE Aol o8 AYH e Lol WAL AR B
slojAleol 2 B Xibe) WEol TS Were ARAY W ol @

8. MLl wWx Y

MR Boge U 3AL%E dAe: BHFEYAoT Slevibel M
BEE A7EY 2E ¥(EE B¥ol JolMe HEY MR L v, 2
WiEteRe 249 Y5t FALS] QAN YT (Kl SFE REGE DL
Srite] AEZ sobg 4 Qotm Mokt av A%wies WAL Aotz ArtsE
At e WOEWE, RN ®ELoT Adsst,

o) BRREERC] olehd plvibel MUAES ¥ b%o) EMHR} sesles
Uehtn, pgr(be] BURES B4 JAdsts 18] WA Qdske 2Fuc ¥e
BEHAES volt Aoz veh} Au T yad wiveh £ MEHREsY BAL E
o) AERIMRIRE MGlch b odrlM BURSEEE 4R o] AMURIN Akt FHE
o $35n AA ATAFSo]l DAL F1 Uk WERRSS DL AFHA g A

20) g, BIR&SC  pp. 99 ~ 100.
21) WEIR “p¥Cribel MBEER T TEER%E,. A19d A 33, AEdda AgddF4, 1985 9,
pp. 56 ~ 82.
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3 374 fgel $2Y A7 A Fo A glo] YbH AEE WHAE AL we
9z gz ek

29olE BT BEE 150its 4oz d7slod Mok Ml M-AN
Mot YA BAE A EMOTILS) BES Bt ol MEASIES BIEAYE
FAT@ES] e wel A7 P[0 A 27 MRS dAoE Zxe RE #
A4, A4, A1 AEiEmE L, LB At GEbdh Rt
293 AMX{bZ Jrm, ATt AERES $999 tRd 2 98e oA
o, RERbe ZA4A43 A4 T e Fol, HICILE AR
B(-) 9 dBe Fohe BE S0 A P

22) P, BERISL  pp. 104 ~ 177
V)RKMR, FHdet R MECTE Y ¥ ERAEEdESe WRMERR, " SAESEE, 49d
o oy, 1991, 6, pp. SO ~ 96.
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BSE EFEbe BB B HEHR

%18 gremEl o3 fERe) WE

sholl - Rs{bs} MEARAE et Hamtydl ERE dgded, ¥yl
T dve 2 giEvte 2e 2 PR} glod, lAERNE Koo dA iRl 2 velst
A ERE AEsloxe = vgs o FiE Axcdz € 4 Ut

g vl Aol el dvv MEoUbs A" HEs o
4 v FE AAele, =ty B dTFME $-3 ERECl BiFd: HiEHS 2 4
HOTILsy #tE= 2lvidlolu 2elvlo]ld 5o MRAFMECl B¥bel oiuldt dgg u|
Ao Foriiel AT o1ud BRE JXEAE A9 Bax g 2 K&
BzRell Ao R <ad 5-1 >3 2

<ay 5-1 > Bt 7 1 R
dzse R |
L |
AegR A9 Fe |- 9 ' o8 24 % &4
23
i A SEEREE Y
e ey T | E T EA
g | BT EERPEE
=) g 2 — 75] o u&- _%:_
N i | Ay +84 T
ARdsold, B4 | A
U J
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2. WIEM R

A, e

SEALE HEb ol MESHRASC #AHL Yt REEERS THHRX, L%
i8Sl RS HEMT S 2ebu ol METIbY R B, RS B
o] Bl det YASE Aoz ugd ¥ AFE Jurad FolAe MECHU
RS S S402 L AETILE 2 S48 o3 Ut MEEMS 54
22 said

1) s Rt
MEoCiely B MG Sete] MEAES Bt FMe ATl e ARE
SE R
N meFers i
ER) AEA ($94) 54 4 F A E A
Aol A % | A4, AL, AR, obe}, AMA, B4,
Sao, 2¢ 47k, A4
£ A 4 | A7, o, ¥4, 244 | A4, 39, 94, 5
84, Yz %od o] 4]

A8 4 | AEde 23, e & | ST, Az, AR
A4, ARBA, Aol AT | o A%, GAFS, e
A4, ARAY 4%

W) EBR ik w7

$37de AEEHT SdATA Je Al B2w FURFIER, KES K
Bk F1 B, okl Age) LI BL S E4Y MO Bttes ¥ 4
Qed & ATolHE o] ANF e} o) FAo projugiet

1) tRIEIR, AW, pp. 95 ~ 128
2) L%&%&  pp.3~ 58.
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2) ABiAFE

¥ bl 9%E Fv HRMEls ZAF2J dARY, FrIE § o 7R
7b AT & BRI E KB Aol & 4+ v BEEHES F4oz i #
24 HEE (goals), ®lvi4l (leadership) =El¥lolA (motivation), HEHK#&
(communication), ##t (control) 5ol f¥srite] Add F&¢ FerlE sotsis
£ ek 2 4ol lelAd ETRS EREY EEscE BE 888 9
Hals FANA 4, Addxte g, dro 3&, BEZES sl AEE S
Aol AMupAolm AAx A HMHoln TR FHUXF HelFo 2N EL
ftell v A e 9L AEIES 33t

3) ¥t

EX(LE %l REWRE FA22 RiE] Bt RiE] A4FME RiES 28
%, R’ FMES St 9714 |\ SRS p¥] 7HA7 FAYEAA F
o Wtz Jd4dde AAel B 4 USF EHHL A Tz A4
He ZES Uite R AFMES 0¥ A7 FALEAA odeiutE o=z
TS et st Aol = RiEe] REBES ¥ SHAE BEHIE oy 9
A, AF T W R TEES oo WA - 9" B 4 HHE
oJejgte Hold

o MRERE

AARES EiliolY KRR B K] bzt BEEAY BEJ AR 52
B3 g 4+ Uv HY KR AMIAT BHEMES NETozM4 ARdEs o
Adt=% sgich

1) 4842 A (organizational commitment)

AR AS B el tiE A F—iRet @A (nvolvemeny) o) ABStHy 2 =
R Rl O £% =AM HEBKARES A% A8 279 =5 715
o @ 44 Ao JqHoz HAANE 72 FE TAHALEN BLMWES FA 3

3) MR AEHEW p. 210.
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2 o @ 4% Ao BHe Mife) F—Msn AMEREHRE 98 43 QA
£ 22dold vjaAede Bxan ¢ 4 Aok AEEAKE] A5E oA
g, A2Ee 32 4 o), BEME kil obdl Aolud, ZAd g Al A
2ago) gt BEs} DebxA Aot

2) BEEME (job satisfaction)

BWISRES A Tol ey Eel shbzA @ Helel BB ARMS SHIPREE 24
e SASn T R On ERY FUch WERES MRS Lol
Ae i WES e Bk J3n ATaEdsE sistn FiE RN
Zosel, el WipelA vul fEEES] MRSl RRfel L ool Hald £HE 5
doz wolA shel ZAol iy 57+e 2A S ZA el ARRRES At
o)X g, Azgol 7asm 2HTEYAe] ojulx Wokx sn Yok” WHWEL o
Aoix Edeld nei® 4 o dol AR BAL, BER RESS BEEX [
BERGE So2 E5aE Aol Uubdold,

3. ®mEiRel HE

L OFRelA T MECCiEy BT el gt mAE %3 ¥t
o} MMAEEY) BAS ARG Poted ket B BRE HEAAL

1 : Mgt SR, At 1ol n EMGERES ADCHEED Kol

@e} o]z} Qe RAelch

B2« Mot p¥Exibe B4l U Aotk
BR3¢ AlREtEs ke HAe] U Aotk
B4 Ebs MARNES Bl 1€ Aok

4 BRI ‘2437 .F9" B AYwdss ATdsd Y AT WLBUESL Fiota
a4, 1990. 6, p.16.

5) Lk, p 104

6) IR, iR p. 197

7) AYA, “EAEEs AERER AZAF olME gPel BY  AF" AAUHEE AR
T e, 1990.6, p.31.
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Bofi W R A B

1. WEER

€ d7olM FEERE BREHEE ol Rdtded, f¥{bel MBARME NEREL
gAES 54 REE 7Hxlz 5670 MRS 2 FA 3L ADO#HKEH #s 7 N2 3y
E5-D3 Zol 43

ixfige] el 3UoiM KM (response set) & #4837 943t HES] £4E
|ERS Aded 1009 MRS &l RIE@G, 1S, 190 27, 34, 38 39, 43, 45
47) o2 wpo] vl st

<ES5-1> RS K
¥ ¥ T
A5 A Azde 7 A # 1, 3, 8 17 42
7} A B A A F9 4, 13, 14, 22, 30
g % | A} A 18, 25. 33, 49
2] T 4 7 74776
ZA] 54 2 g W o A 27, 28
89 A E U A o A 7, 12, 21, 46, 47
(2 AA) 9 A A A 20, 31. 35 54
- - 38, 44
5 A 5.9, 39
Ao =g A 10, 23, 53
7l & A2 oA 29, 32, 37
AR AAA 11, 40, 50
pAR e 1A 55, 56
ZXFEA z A £ 4 6, 16, 19, 36, 43, 51, 52
A £ 8 & 15, 34, 41, 45, 48

2. MARHHI HHe BE
E ATE FNMRS) A MRS WA D BEEEEENERS 98 FLFE 7]
Fo2 3 A o UES ARG B EEREE ELE B
2 % o 1991de] ¥, 9, ojade] o 30% olm AES] 5.9% A7l .rtxdl 5.9%
A 5.4%, s2o) 10.9%, Dol 14.4% S5+ %A 0.0% 2§84 8.9% 2
H3 A2t 86%2 vehtn ok ¥ debd X FgReld zRe 1A

rlo

8 webdual THetdzt, AF, gRLEAL 1991, pp.294—297.
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Aol e ALY dFE Aoz HAFEdH AFAG E44 B3 ¥Fo] ¥
o052 [PPobE ci4 Hol Fokeh

BRTEAE 19929 19 15 948 54 2 910974 2697l AAA 8 N HHk
1570 %485 Aoz JdAE Wt 300708 BAUEES wiFdl HA Feo o4
w2 a A 24818 34 stglon o Folx 235007 FASNt 4 PR o
& -2 SPSS/PC+ 3714 (package) & ol #3tdlew Higthy Hike Frequency &
Oneway ANOVA, Pearson Correlation , Regression & ol-83 #4433

<% 5 -2> M7 AR AR ER RR
4 F [dA4 sy | Bl g | FEAS | FAH]
Al X < 2 40 35 87.5 27 11.5
A7 7bL 1 50 41 82 41 17.3
A« 1 30 27 90 26 11.1
s % d 2 35 26 74.3 26 1.1
o ok 4 45 27 60 26 1.1
TAd 1 30 28 93.3 27 11.5
EREA: 3 40 35 87.5 34 14.5
¥ F 1 30 29 96.7 28 11.9
el 15 300 248 82.7 235 100

ANOVA ¥4el4+ Duncan test ol o3 BggEE A% FAH22 784
Fol=5 Bk
3. AR 4

B Hgeel A Aol S92 Alaol Y AOHEE 9 (B5-3)F 2+

of Eell4l 2wl @Az 73% olx A 30e7h g AAGZ o HHEES
A7t 1E o4 #EE Az gdeh AFE dFo] ] Al AR
Nedozat ERepged ATt 65%F FIn slew Ase dubAe] 62%c°l2
BESssgs St o9 Agld = 2494 549 ol8rt 61%0ld 21314
A 2&RE 5% E3atglc
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<% 5-3> ADO#Ee) o

T + Hl T A

A k| ¢ 172 73.2

o 63 26.8

20 = o]3} 81 34.5

d 7 30 A 118 50.1

40 o 26 11.1

SO o el4t 10 4.3

FE °l3% 3 1.3

a F 105 44.6

% G AL (=) F 58 24.7

HE oAt 69 29.4

A 3 A5 A 152 64.7

71 € A 83 35.3

oduk AR 146 62.2

=] 9 9 7+ Ex} 40 17.0

F7 e A} 44 18.7

3 374 gt 5 2.1

1d ejgk 44 18.7

=54 99 42.1

4 d 4 6—10 d 40 17.0

11-20 4 41 17.4

21 o4 I 4.8

A| = 27 11.5

A7) e 7bA 4] 17.3

A A 26 11.1

4 F & ut 2 11.1

o @ FA 26 1.1

% Al 27 11.5

FHLY 34 14.5

ul 4 28 11.9
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3 RS W R o

1. BR12 8@

2 dToA RS MECcibe MEaEE 2da ¥l ABRAERMER A0
Fatey Fitol el bz A Jebd Helakes Aolcl

¥ d79 AFEyo] pEX{LE MECUte ABMEES J8E Ut EBARME
< fEitel =}t Zeixle Ao Egty] wiiel ol F 7 el Hdtq AOKE)
fftol ael olm Y HAS MoleAE AmyE AL E Yurt Adkxn ¥ 4 Yok =
b AO#rETE) WEsel B AEE 4oz ANOVA ##r€ A48tz Duncan
test & ol &3l FHKES 2k

7t &R St

A FizlelE ow g Aol & doleAol et st 2 AHE <E 5-4>0
el o] FellA 2 A Hetd s FAFE a = 0.05004 EAHe=R
Bz F9% AolF Holn glod 53 HEEAC dMdE FA A ¥
oo a = (. 01FFlA & &olE Bolx gleh, 2y AgEae 254, 7dL3
of Heled= FAH R Fofebx] Zdhcth

2y Figho s Aninw (MFiitel dislde Abdo s oxst Fatec Fob
A odx7) o (el RFHIQ1 e A3 et @ 4 ek

RS M E oAyt dxtc £ deldz ledl §3 ZEuloldd §
B, gAAANA A & ol F Beln QloiA oAz} FAL vk o HodH, A
ol ez d4dtetn & 4 Utk

DEXILA A AE Kl BRES Gt o Rife) AFHS ddHeE B
A7b EA bt ek

B AEANE oA e HEEAA a = 0.01 FFNA Fi AolE Relz
ek ol dAtEol ofxluch ol chsted o ohAE siAw TAHHel: vl x|}
Aol A¥E Az Y€ HehiE Aeoldh
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<ES5—4> R 4 A
bz
S * Fog P @
q 4 4 o
ABIAB | 3.7047 | 3.7429 0.2293 0.6325
A Fe | 3.4093 | 3.4603 0. 4043 0.5255
AELs | f1e] AW | 35131 | 3.5833 0.5327 0. 4662
AE T 3.5423 | 3.5955 0.7073 0.4012
2 o 4 | 32422 | 31587 0.6132 0. 4344
2454 | Zejwleld | 3.4767 | 3.6508 1.9758 0.1612
AFUAAL | 3.0709 | 3.0000 0.5796 0. 4472
(e | QAAA | 31657 | 3.2778 1.1913 0.2762
3| = ¥ | 3.1424 3.3175 1.9896 0.1597
¥ A 30213 | 3.0000 0.0523 0.8193
ZAE4 | 31866 | 3.234i 0. 3403 0. 5601
S | 33740 | 3.4815 0.9657 0.3265
ARG | 3.2674 | 3.0741 2.6272 0. 1064
AdE | A4 | 3.7694 -, 3.7778 0.0073 0.9319
AR48A4 | 2.9651 | 3.0000 0. 0694 0.7924
7l 3 | 3.3440 | 3.3333 0.0138 0.9067
Z2A &4 | 36113 | 3.2721 12.0745 0.0006 ***
ZAGEA A T E | 33674 | 3.317S 0.2909 0. 5902
S & 4 | 3.4804 | 3.2948 5.0323 0.0258 **

* p<0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01
R o

<E 5-5>% dFEE AT AAE et Aok o7l 24 (it M
RAFE 223 ¥iie] ditd e HEtEI22 Fo7 ol Holx gfn ot 4
RABMES a = 0.05 4FollA dede F53 Aol & Rolxm ek Fifoz uvd
BFbe A%l

pe
255 =

w74_
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<% 5-5> EWR) 5T

q i T
L 20ch | 300 | 400 | S0+
Az7HAB | 3,7210 13.6797 |3.7692 |3.9400 | 0.8334 | 0.4767
A9 %9 3.3457 13.4508 |3.5308 |3.4400 | 0.9914 | 0.3976

A5 | 09 AM | 3.5309 13.5339 |3. 5385 3.5000 | 0.0092 | 0.9988
HETS 3.5325 [3.5548 |3.6128 3.6267 | 0.3209 | 0.8103

F % P #

gl o 4 | 3.1276 |3.2373 |3.3846{3.3333 | 0.9931 | 0.3968
=ewlo)ld | 3.5679 [3.4703 |3.44234.0000 | 1.3849 | 0.2481
ZAEAL | AFUAA | 2.9654 (3.0831 {3.0692 [3.3400 | 1.3049 | 0.2735
o} Ab A & | 3.2130 (3.1483 [3.1538 (3.7250 | 2.1809 | 0.0910 *
(B = ¥ [3.2716 13,1017 |3.1923 {3.5500 {1.2932 | 0.2775
#}4) | & A |2.9630 3.0169 {3.1538 [3.0667 | 0.6214 | 0.6018

2" EA |3.1847 3.1763 [3.2327(3.5025 | 1.1233 | 0.3404

b g4 | 3.4115(3.4153 |3.3974]3.2000 | 0.2615 | 0.8531
A1l A | 3.0329 (3.3446 |3.2436|3.1000 | 2.4783 | 0.0620 *
7128 | ARAPA | 3.7531(3.7175 3.9615 |4.0667 |1.6558 | 0.1773
7bR 484 | 2.9444 |3.0085 |2.9808 |2.8000 {0.2111 | 0.8887

71 of ¥ 3} | 3.2855(3.3715 [3.3958 |3.2917 | 0.4030 | 0.7510

e = ] &9 |3.2998 |3.5775{3.7802|3.9571 |6.1702 | 0.0005 ***
4 A Fuk & | 3.2716 |3.3831 |3.4231 |3.5000 | 0.8313 | 0.4779

% & A |3.2857 (3.4803 {3.6016 (3.7286 | 3.5400 | 0.0154 **
* pd0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01

$¥Hoz ¥ wole MEERAIAE A0R7) 23 B4 dehia gloed BIHR
) sl 30MRAA A1 e Ao et ek

M) Qo dE Ades ol ¥84% HFol Fold WA, HdH 4
$e Aol wet debn YeE rolFn Uk F3 # 4% WBHREe st
a=01%FNH el #o| % wolz em a = 0.05 $FoI4 Duncan +4el 9
% ATAEE & A% FrdozE S0ds 306k, 400, 20dHelE FE AolE
BojFge,

S¥(eE A 9% o 30, 4094 E E3 209 3 S0l AL R vehtA

o
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Aol o}F HAY o}F & AL ke FARNA pEXTILY BaESL 24 4
el glow fRIES AFHES a = 0.1 04 F9F #o]& Beln gk ol F a
=0.05 414 Duncan test ¥ A2+ 20909}t 300 z}ell AolE Holm ek Ak
BEEe dle] 5842 FolAE Aoz Uty glond £8-d03 v MliIEA
& a=0.01 & FJg #ol & Belxn Y2 a = 0,05 +F14 44 Duncan
¥4 A}zE 20009k 30,40, SONAFeloll 7kl Ao]E Molxm Qleh

ok, BEER| ST

BEER2 s oudd Aelrt gleAlE #AHY Anrl <F 5-6>0 JEbd led ol

e

o

CE 5 —6> BET
e
W z F 2t |p &
4« 2 2|2 & |92 [Azoa

Asxz | 3.6000(3.7886 |3.6966 | 3.6232 | 1.3847 | 0.2482
EDED 3.2667|3.3676 |3.5724 | 3.3884 | 2.0222 | 0.1116
AEE | F1e AR 2.9167(3.6333 [3.5388 | 3.3986 | 2.7546 | 0.0433 **
AEES | 3.2611[3.5965 [3.6026 | 3.4700 | 1.9601 | 0.1207
g o 4 [3.2222(3.2508 [3.3046 | 3.1014 | 0.9443 | 0.4199
2ol | 3.3333(3.6048 |3.5948 | 3.3478 | 1.5251 | 0.2087
ZAEA | AFUAA 2.9333(3.0743 [3.0897 { 2.9913 | 0.3565 | 0.7845
(e o] A A R |3.4167|3.2786 [3.1595 | 3.0906 | 1.1712 | 0.3214
*4) | & F |3.3333]3.2952 |3.2672 | 2.9565 | 2.5422 | 0.0571 *
5 A [3.3333(3.0032 [3.0517 | 2.9903 ! 0.3635 | 0.7794
ZA E A [3.2620[3.2511 [3.2446 [ 3.0797 | 1.5382 | 0.2053
AN 84 12.77783.4762 (3.4023 | 3.3188 | 1.3510 | 0.2586
ZAX R4 1 2.222213.2381 [3.2586 1 3.1884 | 1.6126 | 0.1872
718 | AARAA4 3.3333(3.7905 [3.6782 | 3.8406 | 1.0914 | 0.3535
AR 484 |3.0000[3.0762 |2.9397 | 2.8478 | 0.9374 | 0.4233
71 of ¥ 3} |2.8333]3.3952 {3.3197 | 3.2989 | 1.0839 | 0.3567
Z7] = A €9 13.0952{3.5156 [3.4631 | 3.5942 | 0.8030 | 0.4933
fE4 | A B =& |3.2000]3.3467 |3.3552 [ 3.3710 | 0.0808 | 0.9704
& E A [3.1476]3.4312 |3.4091 | 3.4826 | 0.4157 | 0.7419

* p0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01
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Eoll ostd AAAQ Mokl EREHE ¥t Toln AR £ SEEMl
SAH ez FEH Aeold Bolx g3 Yk

W4oribell et HFoez Bal $o] STl 7t MEULE o Azdhe A
o2 Jehdzn glow ko] o}F XA o}F Fodl Wopxn et @ =0.05 ¥
ol4 Duncan ##i& & A3z E ¥EAoz HEIEIAdE 2FEASt ALHE7
Aol & molxm glm, Mo BAEL nEAe} it o]4 AHAL Aolell HERES] Fols}
Ade Aoz F4=det

EAFEC A & BiRo] £84 5 HAHoE AdA, MLH fEe] RopAle Ao
Jdetdz glch &35 Bffel dialde a = 0.1 $FNA FdHl Aol§ Relm o
o a = 0.05 $%9 Duncan test ol 93 AEAFE AA} A7 FE3} & L
Atololl 3 F kel Aozt Qle Ao vehta ek

A HEthe) AR slov dEAdez e hRES) b BT KEl4
o BEEErl woh MG AR SldME FF AEHE 2EF dEldY veoE ¥
olxli glov] HMEFMES $fEcl Folia4E FobAla ek

et EFERI Syt

e 0o odeislAE S8 & Ao 2 AFelAe ol AE BHWMIA Bl
Bo s wisstsled Sirala 2 AHE <E 5-7>0 Ut o] Xl sl At
Aoz BHM B Hitez Fod RolF RolA oAl FEAHezE
g3} zelvo]d, MERIAT BHEREAN ¢ Aoz veptx ek

el ofsl B {MHCU{bE BERe] BHEE of R Aoz Jehta gl
o] MEASES el A4 Jebdx el 53 #v4de e =01 FEANA4 FA
ol o]l & Holx gloew zElo|HE a 0,05 FEolA F7 o]zt Yeitn gl
o, 22y 2evlelde] A+ Bl S Fobd Bl o A, A
oAl AeE oAl Qv Aoz uqleh

EIbA ol E HEEe] o 2 REFRS 1452 3le Aes Jdeiva
Aot MEBEAMMES Sl d4E JYeln gk MEBEAN BMERES =27
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a=01 %N 74 #AolE 24F 3 ot EMIALS Bafflio] A3t MHW
B BHMol A JehbA AN Qe Aelrt A9 glv AAY dedan

e,
<E5-7> WA 447
S ki i F & | P &
4 4 57 7147
AsAA® | 3.7303 3.6867 0.3465 | 0.5567
dsssy | A9ES 3.4053 3.4554 0.4552 | 0.5006
fisl A | 3.5000 3.5904 1.0283 | 0.3116
A5 e 3.5452 3.5775 0.3042 | 0.5818
9 o 4 31623 3.3253 2.7450 | 0.0989 *
=l | 36086 3.3675 44602 | 0.0358 **
ENE4 | AFUAL | 3028 3.0940 0.5672 | 0.4521
(2 EREE 3.1941 31988 0.0024 | 0.9606
H9) | & E | 31579 3.2470 0.5967 | 0.4406
T A | 3.0066 3.0321 0.0875 | 0.7677
Z4 54 3.1931 3.2108 0.0550 | 0.8149
SEEER 3.3596 3.4819 14592 | 0.2283
PHAI B <4 31798 3.2811 0.8331 | 0.3623
Ades | A4 3.7456 3.8193 0.6568 | 0.4185
A | 2911 3.0723 1.5290 | 0.2175
A E3 | 33015 3.4137 1.7872 | 0.1826
PN EEET 34633 36248 3.0676 | 0.0812 °
s [ ATRE | 3402 3.2530 3.3510 | 0.0684 *
T % 2 4 34363 3.4389 0.0010 | 0.9743

* p0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01

ul. BROD5

£ Bl Azt BGIE Aelrt el dexE £48 Aol <IF 5-8>olch
of HeollA B HubH o2 Wiyl ¥¢4% w4 Jetbdn ok 4 MEoriEs =
o #attie 2 FEIA XA ngdeiAs: T3 RELEE] HFAS) s

i



kel & BESEEST o FREEES S 2 Bobstn Qe AL Sl ¥

Aol e,

MRS Hetod e a = 0.01 $FNA BAHCE Fo Aol§ Rolx gl o
A BEASEEC b B gubalel b A veldE Qe ERFE 4
2 mEulold L a = 0.01 54, AFUANLL a=0.1 $FA04 23z BER

e a =005 4F4 A2 R AolE Holn ek,

Duncan 4ol 2§ AAFAF (@ = 0.05 4F) Aol 2 24 HAnH349F
#F Joix] nE Yo} HFY Fo]|E ez Zejulo]lde H g tel AdukAl

<E5-8> BT A AT
A i # Fal|p &
W A | A=A | F3e | 27
" dsbA | 3.7151] 3.5850 | 3.8000 | 4.0000 | 1.6076 |0.1884
qesy | BAF 3.4151| 3.4600 | 3.3909 | 3.6400 |0.3851 |0.7639
0ol A2 | 3 4829] 3 6813]3.5398 [ 3.7000 | 1. 0857 10 3559
AE£ 3 3.5377) 3.5754 1 3.5769 | 3.7800 |0.6023 |0.6141
g o 4 | 3.1279(3.3083|3.3485 | 4.0667 {3.8691 {0.0100 **
zEslold | 3.4555| 3.81253.3864 | 4.4000 |4.2478 |0.0060 ***
ZAEA 1 AFIAAD | 3.0082! 3.0800 | 3.0955 | 3.7200 |2.2249 {0.0860 *
(% 4 A A A 31387 3.2938 |3.2045 | 4.0000 |2.8737 0.0370 **
34) | & ¥ | 3.1884/ 3.2625]3.0455 | 3.9000 |1.7226 |0.1631
5 A 12,9886/ 3.0250 | 3.0303 | 3.6000 |1.5367 ;0.2057
£ 54 1 31512]3.2970 | 3.1851 | 3.9478 |3.9986 |0.0084 ***
AR | 3.4269( 3.3250 | 3.3636 | 3.6667 | 0.4460 |0.7203
ZHAR A | 316211 3.3000 | 3.2576 | 3.7333 |1.0706 |0.3623
713 | P44 | 3.7580] 3.6250 | 3.8788 | 4.4000 |2.5854 [0.0539 *
AR 484 12,9521 | 3.0125]2.9432 | 3.6000 |0.8810 |0.4516
71 o & 3 13.3248 | 3.31563.3608 | 3.8500 |1.2147 |0.3051
. % A 29 (34413 | 3.5107|3.7078 | 4.2571 |3.8888 |0.0097 ***
- o A F 2t E 133151 |3.4250 | 3.3636 | 3.8400 |1.3640 |0.2545
T s & A (3.3782 | 3.4679 | 3.5357 | 4.0486 |2.7444 |0.0438 **

* p<0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01
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A H FRHA, HAREAS dubabd W@ Fae Aol frofH gl Aol g ®gl
onf AfUAIAN FERES HAn7d9AY & LEA ], Bifel et 3
2R3 G At FRdel Azt f 7 Aol F JEbgich

¥t A= Bt 245 Pl A4 deidn gich ¥ ¥HEE
FHRol feitsl 22 KB FBHME a = 0.1 $Fol4 FAAZ F7 o]
£ 2olx 3lew Duncan test A% (@ = 0.05) 2+t BRELKSEL) UuhitR # 89
BE Abolol HEzkel Fo Al Aolr} e Aoz Jehtch @MANMELS « =0.05
TEolA, 2 MEIEAL a=0.01 %4 FAH2Z §o4F #o]lE olm M
7t 245 AN £ ez Jehda glck Duncan test o) 9% /i
K& (@=0.05 Azl o3t MEAEKMES BESEE) IiE 2 gL
of &olg vetiglon MEIZAL BEESEEYS LA 9 stsitEAttolol, 22
2 FraeAtel dubabd bl HEH o2 Fojd Aolg wioh

ol2id A} & wf BVt EEFS RFHU A A BGI7F EolxdA
BA, A MEgsEES JHdx QAHEE —KHEES ol WA Hrlsln gl
oA Wakiol #olrt ATE ¥+ Uod Wit 43 Mol Y N H
g A Blx Fo] Bt 3AH, vlefx|stA o] Hu &S & & 9k

ol EHREFRO 2o

BB 717k detd e ofwljt Aol g Holuxlol diiled ¥4 AHAE <X 59>
of vebliglel o] ol ot (fFoUibel MMEHE ddtde FAHoE 93
#pelE Bolx Ux Al pEX{LE a = 0.1 FFA, 2T FFEKRES a =
0.05 FolA F9% Aol & vebin glch A MFHLS 2 BRI e i
BEAZ A deivd 4 6 ~ 10 d 9 11~204 2571 HFe] 32 214
ol 447 b A vehvda ik Mo Aol sleide ¢ = 0.05 FFAN4 #
g AolE ¥olx 9l a = (0.05 59 Duncan test ol &3 EgmRezEe 21 d
ol Z4Ate} J1E obE At Aolst e Aoz FAs )

Aol SlolA+ BRIl A oA Fhab e FEGEE Rl QloiA {4
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goribet At AFE velzm Qe FAAoE fo4L Xt 6 ~ 10 9 H
11~209 247 M52 548 ASds Ao AH, Aodgel 2454 o

<¥E5-9> PINERG AT
= ]
¥E ® il F gt P &
o 1dejat 1-59 | 6104 | 11-20 | 21014
m |AEZ7HA 36136 |3.7333 | 3.8050 |3.6634 | 3.8182 | 0.8832 | 0.4747
5|89 F 1133364 | 3.3879 | 3.4650 {3.5707 | 3.3818 | 1.2175 | 0.3041
;ri; fiel A4 (36193 [ 3.5000 | 3.6000 [3.5976 | 2.9773 | 2.5165 | 0.0422 **

A5 F 235231 | 3.5404 | 3.6233 |3.6106 | 3.3924 | 0.9081 | 0.4599
g ol 431515 | 3.2121 | 3.1750 {3.3008 | 3.4242 | 0.4827 | 0.7484
Zeluo] 4 36818 |3.5354 | 3.5625 |3.3293 | 3.3636 | 1.0395 | 0.3774
Ay | FAFHAC131409 |3.0485 | 2.8750 3.1220 | 3.1091 | 1.1536 | 0.3322
o A A A(32216 | 32525 | 3.0563 |3.1098 | 3.4091 | 0.9918 |0.4128

]

= 132841 | 31970 | 3.1875 |3.0366 | 3.3182 | 0.5358 | 0.7095
4% Al 2.8333 | 3.0673 | 3.0583 |3.0569 | 2.9697 | 1.1896 | 0.3161

Z A & 432189 |3.2188 | 3.1524 |3.1592 | 3.2657 | 0.2072 | 0.9343
S | PR 84133939 13,3603 | 3.3750 | 3.6667 | 2.9394 | 2.5273 | 0.0415 *°
o | THHIEEA13.0207 | 3.1549 | 3.3667 |3.5691 | 2.6667 | 4.5561 | 0.0015 ***
= | ZHAAA A 13 6667 | 3.6768 | 3.8417 [4.0081 | 3.9091 | 2.3523 |0.0549 *
o | ZHA 84130007 | 2.9545 | 3.0250 |3.0000 | 2.6818 | 0.3726 | 0.8280

7l o ¥ 313.2765 | 3.2866 | 3.4021 [3.5610 | 3.0492 | 2.3952 |0.0513 *
S| =4 ¥ 4134383 33608 | 36321 38118 | 37922 | 4.3758 | 0.0020 **
g1 A F 75134409 | 32384 | 3.5550 |3.3512 | 3.3273 | 2.1166 | 0.07% *
E) & E 4[3.439 | 3.299 | 3.5936 |3.5815 | 3.5597 |2.8294 |0.0255

p<0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01

ghd W Hag Yoln Yk = kA Hold AL Evige &7k A4F
HEFAF golA L glovt ZEjulo] e ol HAHE Beolm glojd o] Ax o ¥
< A7 d84e] gxtn T 4 U

¥kl Nl & RiE S @ =0.05 4E0A Fd4e] e Aoz ve
U gleo fEiEe AFMS a =0.01 £E-14, MES KRB & a =0.1 $F14 ¥

_81_



AF o2 Fof3t #olE Reled Duncan test & a .05 FFAH AxAFI A5
2 7HAY H¥AolAd = 11~20d 25A 2 | ~ 5 " 21do]A T4A Alolo 9
Takell zhel§ Holw 7hAle gL 6 ~ 10 W3} 21dola, 223 11~209 24
Aok 1 dolet B 1 ~ 59, 21dol4 2EAel Folrt gln AXAGHAHE 11~
20 24Aet 1 deabd 1 ~ 59 2LA7d] foHql 2ol ¥ Ach f¥srikd
FagEAA 21 dol4te] RUEMEEZL A vl e He o dFEoAHor 2§
+olct

AR Aol e BEEAT BEME =5 SAdozE R Aold 2y
2o 6 ~109d Z4#ket 11~209 2577 Figel A & dbdeol 1 ~ 5d 2447}
7vg A Jdeldz gleh

olzigt A3z ¥ o WRFRIIZc ARt Z7lole dotchrl ol Ax o8 TH3
o ool Y FES FRbl Sol AA AAAS 21deld REEMES A s= o
4 Rotxle AE o+ Utk

AL ¥R AT

¥ 2 otrd el <E 5-10>0ld ¥EER2+ A dojulagy] §F ZkEE
< 22 BGE R OBS¥E 52 o BEorbel MRt o¥ibs @ = 0.01 #
oA #Etiye 2 AEIA Jelda o MEAEKES a = 0.1 £F04 FEHS
Aol & wgich

1) 1&gt

BIFEE MEGR I HERER, 1o B8 5ol W ExR, Bk o FHmyez
T3 HCR, 188, &R REEEC] @A Jeldn gl BT RiE¥o] o HHaYY A
L ¥olxn Qlek a =0.05 %14 Duncan test ol 213 EHER oot BT
RERS fiE>) B |R B Y04, BIE¥ Ao 9 #E%s Wt ER
BEE 7ol By ol E Mol U HEEFR= BER 46t HRE, 2Ex
oo BEL st ME BR OEi JddA, BRERT ¥ Y WE ER 2
T ol ApolE Moz Qch
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2) MEHE

AR QlolME ToREELS ¥3 ZREXS 22 2oz Jeivda gloo ¥
of il A ARt Yoy doiA HFETHEIAE 25 @ = 0.01 £F04
AHEHIQ) &ol & 2t

o714 vd BE¥S 186, BET 22 Aojv|age] dFE e ubdo] ME B
K B 2 TxE¥C A Jelida gled o]y #AE =kEFo] ¥
PRI, BRE) AAMHES 752 Ut ez Holobd Aol

3) fFsTib

F¥EX(LE ZE dolld a = 0.01 +FNH EE 2 FEHU AolE Belxn gleh
AAH ez ¥ «f WK HE 2 SMES 3 HA I KR PG, MEE
< @ ez Jeida gtk ¥¥Hoz2 F dox BE 4 EE¥e 2 d
A gout 7ERY HE¥YAE S, 4, AxsE dew AL g, F
i, dggAds] £o2 Ru AL S, dYdd, A4 oz o M4
44 U, S, AT wotd Z Y kol wet kel Fa
Bzt etz A Jelhdn gl

4) MRAZE

ARATES 25 e 0.1 #2804 FAAHLE FI #Aolr} e HeE Yehdz
Jed o]Fe = & d4E Bolx gt a = 0.05 514 Duncan test o &%
BeEe & A3 AA Akt BERES EiaE Aloldat F¥ifd &g #
olF Reolx glon MKIZAL BERS 1HIA ¥ dFdAI 7ol F FelF Yol
Aoz FAEY WEHRES TR 1FA ¥ B8 233 BE¥ET Aelst e e
2 Jepsiet

AollA As L ulel o] ADMREHHY Fittel =hebd = MHCU L RS T
1t MEAENES 24 Jetvda o 53] FEdj| ¥ SRER 222 o) =
e FAHLE KA Aolrt v Aoz sz ek
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2. RmiR22 MR

mR2sh 3, 4 fgyiest 2 d3eq an p¥osrfbel AMEAERME] BB
e AExsteie slolnz 7 MKt HMMEITE FAE EYsgt

EoTibst MENSE, ¥t 2ela ARl B3] AAH HMMGRE ¥
Haled 2 AFHE <F 5-11 >el JebHUeh

o] Fol| ojdtw = E SElolE Eo MRS AL e A2 dsdz gle
ol AR" W4l BAE FAR A4 BERe wEH JobeS bl

<®E 5-11> FERRBRERA AT

Az | 0.7154 *** | 0.4324 *** | 0.3279 *** | 0.4340 ***
A F e o 0.7155 *** | 0.2587 *** | 0.3355 *** | 0.1524 **
Foel Ak 00,7819 *** | 0.5994 *** | 0.4902 *** | 0.4455 ***

Kl * | xszs | 2454 | 988 | 2484
|
!

A% 23 | 1.0000 0.5995 *** | 0.5284 *** | 0.4729 ***
o8 o 4 | 0.4928 *** | 0.7857 *** | 0.5142 *** | 0.4508 ***
=Elwlold | 0.4466 *** | 0.7857 *** | 0.4736 *** | 0.5106 ***
2AE4 | AFYAAL | 0.5391 *** | 0.7851 *** | 0.6364 *** | 0.6277 ***

(& o A+ A A 0.4838 *** | 0.8235 *** | 0.6448 *** | 0.5584 ***
#}H) | = 8 0.4716 *** | 0.7919 *** | 0.4936 *** | 0.5169 ***

53 Al 0.2834 *** | 0.5489 *** | 0.3025 *** | 0.280C ***

z A 54 0.5995 *** | 1.000 0.6727 *** | 0.6501 ***

| 7HX A 0.3804 *** | 0.5202 *** | 0.8058 *** | 0.4371 ***
7] 3] A 0.4542 *** | 0.5247 *** | 0.8269 *** | 0.5321 ***
R e B o B e 0.4331 *** | 0.4408 *** | 0.7231 *** | 0.4907 ***
ZtR -84 0.4025 *** | 0.6132 *** | 0.7920 *** | 0.4663 ***

71 &8 | 0.5284 *** | 0.6727 *** 1.0000 0.6100 ***

£ 2 | 0.4290 *** [ 0.5547 *** | 0.5519 *** [ 0.9163 ***

5 .

goa | ATES | 04312 *** | 0.6303 *** | 0.5577 *** | 0.9017 ***
° £ A | 0.4729 *** | 0.6501 *** | 0.6100 *** | 1.0000

Ho Py

Fo

* p<0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01
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&R 2 € Mucibe t3sribet MRMEel AE Aolete Aoz pFrii] A o
gacle iz (MUt FollA R (Mh RERS RLES IR 22x
fie] BAe]l eribel debt Aol YeAE AEIHHE Aeolth o BRE KR
37] st FERMGRE ¥4%tn <& 5-12 >eof vehde

<E 512 > Msicibsl GECibe) AAMIMIRE
7 2 S E

4 4

AR AR | AR el | D2
A [ABAR | 0.2276%** | 0.2344*** | 0.3051*** | 0.2729*** | 0.3279***
% [HdSFH | 0.2549"** | 0.3585"** | 0.2954*** | 0.1658"*** | 0.3355***
T |3 AR | 0.3488™** | 0.4023*** | 0.3545*** | 0.4291*** | 0.4902***
3 | AFEE | 0.3804*" | 0.4542°** | 0.4331*** | 0.4025™** | 0.5284***

* p<0.1 ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01
o] FollA ¥ AAMA HWAHoZ MEUbe pEXLE r= 0.52842 ¥ A

AL Holm Qlx a= 0.01 FFlA FgAelch FEHoz v Hiof BMo] r=
0.49022 713 &A etz gz Bifdle Bl ¢lad 2 AR ¥eolm 9
ot = R ERS ®E FHEM Aolole r= 016582 7H #A Jetudz gleiA
KLRN HRERE Afdelx gAIH<] ol g F5&ol oha Fe A
olx ek

a2 fle] Be REAEFHES SFMEN 2 43S Jepdlz glojA 3y A4}
o] ¥l tHI F2% JeLAYE BF T Qich

o|sh3ke] fMpiket ¥ bl Ak o2 HMBFT Ae Ao Urhizz
BR2 < AgEgiztn & & gl

Mot pEUb Fv 93E Ao Yl FHLE: SHHsE, X
Lt F5842 3t @EETire A4 2348 <E 5-13 > o Jeplich o7]e
A g AAH] R\HL 20.45%2 =4 Jdetvtz oo FFe 3o AL

a =0.0lellA, A% 7FX AL a=0.0504 FejHdez Jepgct, Wy Fe=E ¥

o e Bife] 7 R Aol o MEER A /MABRY Fo2 Jepia gl

-3

mlo

rlo
J

O
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<E5-13> Z1dEoet Aol FAHEA

Multiple R = 0.54270 R Square = (.2945
Adjusted R Sq.= 0.28536 Standard Err.= 0. 52034
DF Sum of Saq. Mean $q.
Regression 3 26.11150 8.70383
Residual 231 62.54433 0.27075
F = 32.14657 Sig F = 0. 0000
kil T | dHAAs | ZFELA Beta T Sig T

A5 7 0.17195 | 0.06827 0.15110 | 2.519 0.0125
A 54 0.18528 | 0.06778 0.16378 | 2.733 0.0068
3} A 0.36547 | 0.05692 0.38768 | 6.420 0.0000

(B4 0.77733 | 0.29056 2.675 0.0080

3. B’k 32 ey

R 32 f¥ibel g = shie] ddaqle s MEAMES S 1 MAMES
EXLE #aAdo]l UE Holebe Holoh 9714 Mfaste FHEELY $5
71Eo 2 3] HMMRE St <E 5-14 > o A3t

g7l A ZE MR F94FE @ = 0.01e04 FoE Ao veivm low A
BAFES ST =0.67272 £& EMMERYS Jein ok EERERS
2 2y ERHEEl r=0.64482 M4 3 #H#l7b = 0.30252 73 3 pferb
o] BEEJ2= RIEY €5l r= 0.6132 2 713 2 i) RBiEe] r= 0.4408%
7hd #A EAEdE B2 AL EE MRS g4 &l it EA Je
U A3 YgARAAR L A 48437 8ol ¥ AWBAE Bolxm gtk

olzigt Aol ¥ = HH#AFES pEbe Bl AT Aoldke BRI L P
3 Aoz Aydctn s
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<E 5-14 > MaReEst ¥Esrieel  AHMmMGE
" s 71 o + 3}
74X B4 | A e A 17}54"0‘79’% WR42A |71 & 3
el | 0.3895"** | 0.4268™** 0.3226™* | 0.4629*** | 0.5142***
= ZEdlo] | 0.3731"** |0.3649™** 10.2928*** | 0.4432*** |0.4736***
AFUA | 0.4907*** | 0.5564*** [0.3886™** | 0.5480*** |0.6364***
j AR | 0.5086*** | 0.4597*** |0.4220*** | 0.6192*** |0.6448***
. % F0.3720*" | 0.3419*** |0.3308*** | 0.4916*** |0.4936***
’ % A 0.2376"* | 0.2579*** 1 0.2570™* | 0.2093*** |0.3025***
ZA5A | 0.5202*** | 0.5247*** 10.4408™** | 0.6132*** |0.6727***
*p<0.1 *p<0.05 **p<0.0l
<E5-15> 71dE3het ZA M2 AL
Multiple R = (.71809 R Square = (.51565

Adjusted R Sq.= 0. 50291

Standard Err. = 0.43397

DF Sum of Sq. Mean Sq.

Regression 6 45.71570 7.61928

Residual 228 42.94013 0. 18833

F = 40. 45625 SgF = 0. 0000

W = 3 AA ¢ 3Fe Beta T Sig T
2 o 44 0.01878 0.05538 0.02208 |0.339 | 0.7348
2 el w o] A4 | 0.00214 0.04552 0.00293 |0.047 | 0.9625
AFdAlA | 0.33811 0.06449 0.34720 | 5.243 | 0.0000
o A A A | 0.31437 0.06169 0.35628 | 5.096 | 0.0000
= ¥ | 0.05397 0.04516 0.07403 11.195 | 0.2333
3 A | 0.05048 0.04914 0.05181 | 1.027 | 0.3054

Y 0.91222 0.17845 5.112 | 0.0000
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FrHH o2 ARMRHESM S SRS, JI9E3E F5USE o ARG Ay
£ <X 5-15 >ell Yehulidel o] HellM ¥ AA AL 51.56%2 =A e}
Hdx gled AHFuAlelds BERES FAHLE F9% Aoz Jeloy 299
Hygd w4l gk olv SHuFERY 4Bl Fold Jehd: SEIRKY

(multicolinearity) =i-¢-clatz Aztslic}

4. BHR41S BR

Fbe ABEAEIES BBEC] s HAelate BR4 S AF37] A AEMME

Al AFE <& 5-16 >oll YebHAh

<E 516 > DR AL AR
= A4 w & A

4 4
2484 | Awx | 4

Zpx g4 | 0.3881%** 0.4075*** 0.4371°%**
714 7Fx1 3 A4 0.4847*** 0.4830*** 0.5321***
7HA A A 0.4821*** 0.4074*** 0.4907***
T 7hx 84 0. 306875 0.4535*** 0.4663***
71l & & 0,5519%"* 0: 9577185 0.6100***

* p<0.1 ** p0.05 *** p<0.01
of BollA vl fgEvibe}l MEARMES a = 0.014F4 = 0.6100 22 & IF

o RIS HAE oz AFHsc YEdoz vul REAEME) MMERE
stel A7} 1= 0.53212 7V Eoo RIEHRRIES AR = 0.43712 73
W = pgeibsh MEEAS 1= 0.55190]5 BEBRES = 055772 AE ulkah
A bz gleh

oJ4sl A%z ¥ W BER4E AGDchn T £ ek

<ES-17>E MAAKIES F494, CETLE SUNSE 04 @EEAFY A
otk of714 AAHQ 4HHL 38 68%% vehtn glow REHAES $AHCD
Fo3A BoAR dolx M4EL Fo% Aoz Jepdn oo, H4e) 25 ¥

:100\
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<®5-17> e =2AFaAde HAHEA
Muitiple R =0.62193 R Square = 0.38680
Adjusted R Sq.= 0.37614 Standard Err.= 0. 46922

DF Sum of Sq. Mean Sq.
Regression 4 31.94252 7.98563
Residual 230 50.63874 0.22017
F = 36.27055 Sig F = 0.0000

L o 3 AA S FE2 A Beta T Sig T
74X = &4 0.04101 0.05514 0.05125 0.744 0.4577
7FA &2 A 0.20882 0.05097 0.28574 4,097 0.0001
F4R A A 0.22782 0.05534 ' 0.25521 4.117 0.0001
Ax484 | 0.12369 0.04184 0. 18681 2.956 0.0034
(&) 1. 39899 0.18852 7.421 0.0000
o R Aol 21 Fd4de] wu e EiES] REME EE HFE co=
vehtz glch
<3 5- 18> Bl =% =& wis-Sol MREARKEA i BAE Fol4

a = (.05l 4 Stepwise®4lel ojzled FEEBRFTE Abelch o FolM 2 A
Aol WEHEN RiES 4¥E RES REH T34 18X RiER 5o F2=71
A Jeivta oo HgERE A( ) o A2 dehva e

ABEEIE Al oigk 2+ w49 BAE Stepwise Aol o dled @BFFHTY Aol <X S5-
19>clc} o] FellA ®wd AAHQ AaEe 4502%2 & delo AfFdA |4
il ®Bdte F227 b A4 el Aok 3 G el d M1 B
T2 4ol gl Aoz vehvdz ek
RIS#RE UoddE <E 5-20 >9F Re] AxA=H 52.30%2 XA dehiz
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<%5-18> ZARFEA A Y Ao PAEH
(Stepwise Aol <13 £4)
Multiple R = (.75707 R Square = (0.57316
Adjusted R Sq. = 0. 56000 Standard Err. = 0.39406
F = 3,54516 Sig F = (0.0000
Foq Adds
il T JAAs | EELA Beta T Sig T
HF Al | 0.26528 | 0.05711 0.28225 | 4.645 0.0000
XA A | 0.17376 | 0.04576 0.19465 | 3.797 0.0002
= E | 0.09905 | 0.03892 0.14077 | 2.545 0.0116
A3 7FA 2| 0.20772 | 0.05421 0.18912 | 3.831 0.0002
ZEA®A | 0.15311 | 0.04128 0.20952 | 3.709 0.0003
A A F o |-0.18158 0.05275 | -0.16631 |-3.442 0.0007
= gl u o] A | 0.08214 | 0.03930 0.00650 | 2.090 0.0377
(&) 0.72448 | 0.22716 3.189 0.0016
u]foly Aodw4
H 4 Beta In Partial Min Tolegr T Sig T
ghe]  Ap 0.02161 0.02561 0.49202 | 0.385 0.7005
A= 84 |-0.03562 | -0.04040 0.50220 |-0.608 0. 5439
7pR 84 |-0.04224 | -0.04822 0.48850 |-0.726 0.4688
gl o 44 |-0.06222 | -0.06906 0.44053 |-1.041 0.2991
A A A 0.04109 0.04148 0.43497 | 0.624 0.5332
% Al -0.02531 -0.03523 0.50659 |-0.530 0. 5967
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<%5-19> ZAFYol 3 A4 AHARA
(Stepwise Aol &J 3t #4)

Multiple R = (. 67098 R Square = (.45021
Adjusted R Sq. = 0.43575 Standard Err. = 0. 50955
F = 31.11778 Sig F = 0.0000

frold Agws
L T JAAS | BELA Beta T Sig T
AFUslola | 0.28565 | 0.07092 | 0.26617 | 4.028 | 0.0001
s A 4 A4 | 023833 | 0.05915 | 0.23381 | 4.029 | 0.0001
A &SR3 | 021722 | 0.06983 | 0.17321 | 3.111 | 0.0021
JbR % e 4 | 0.15847 | 0.05325 | 0.18991 | 2.976 | 0.0032
A9 = o | -0.15050 | 0.06808 | -0.12072 | -2.211 | 0.0281
0.09624 | 0.04729 0.11979 | 2.035 0.0430
0.64135 | 0.29156 2.200 0.0288

% 3
(44)

ul oA Aeda
il T Beta In Partial Min Toler | T Sig T
she A4 | 001235 | 0.01317 | 0.51961 | 0.198 | 0.8428
JbA o w4 | -0.04481 | -0.04489 | 0.50869 |-0.677 | 0.4991
JhA & &4 | -0.05667 | -0.05722 | 0.52217 | -0.863 | 0.3888
g o 4 | -0.02939 | -0.02902 | 0.46002 | -0.437 0.6622
2elw o]l d | 001175 0.01233 | 0.50926 0.186 0.8528
o A A = | 0.06376 | 0.05962 | 0.48070 | 0.900 | 0.3692
% Al 0.00577 0.00708 | 0.54773  0.107 0.9151

i

Ao MHEEIAFE 22 ZEdlolde F2=7 2o s AFYAHe
257 78 wobd A BEEEY FA7F gestde e 4 4 gl
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<E5-20> A F-abZel A3 4] AHEH
(Stepwise #4]oll <3 ¥4)

Multiple R =(.72321 R Square = (). 52303

Adjusted R Sq. = 0.50832 Standard Err. = 0.44059

F = 35, 55981 Sig F = (0.0000

frold Auws
w T AAAF | BELA Beta T Sig T
H Aol A 0.24873 | 0.06385 0.25022 | 3.895 0.0001
bR A A A 0.15482 | 0.04395 0.20761 | 3.523 0.0005
= 3z 0.10945 ; 0.05116 0.11592 | 2.139 0.0335
A Z 7 A 0.19936 | 0.06061 0.17161 | 3.289 0.0012
7t A YA -0.21345 | 0.05898 -0.18484 | -3.619 0.0004
49 F 9 0.14845 | 0.04616 0.19206 | 3.216 0.0015
=2 g # o] 4 0.10506 | 0.04351 0.14117 | 2.414 0.0166
(4 ) 0.81424 | 0.25398 3.206 0.0015
vl x Adws
il T Beta In Partial Min Toler T Sig T

o A4 0.02961 0.03320 | 0.49202 | 0.499 0.6180
7F 2 = & 4 1-0.01780 -0.01910 | 0.50220 | -0.287 0.7742
7} A+ & 4 |-0.01704 -0.01840 | 0.48850 | -0.277 0.7823
g o 4 |-0.08341 -0.08757 | 0.44053 | -1.322 0.1876
o A A A | 0.00648 0.00619 | 0.43497 | 0.093 0.9259
% A |-0.05358 -0.07055 | 0.50659 | -1.063 0.2888
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2 g2 Moot AERHE dAekel BAE ¥4 AAE <E5-21>0
vetiles ol {#FUitst KT 2 Mol p¥fbel dErd A& Ju
€ T4E AHE <HE5-22>0 el wA <E5-21>0l4 2 pEL
of 3l MPOLit ¥ ABFFES a = 0.019 FIFEA Fodd Aoz etz
ek AA AL 47.7% = x4 dehtz e weby Mgocbel e
25 pFritel w4 9% tlAe HoE ¥AHH

=3 MHoUE R ARREEY 4 WSS iR pFESbe] At FAEHE A5
£ 21 AM AEHe] 54.01%% A4 etz e F4FE a = 0.0104 F9
Hez FA=[Y A W4z Faxd ¥ FERE 7 23 AFdA A,
ERCER o B o= vepvx glojA AgAeln oA HRAFES 77
e Aol 87 Aoz F4=A

<ES-21>  1GEsel HY AFEHR 2H54Y HALA

Multiple R = 0.69063 R Square =().47697
Adjusted R Sq. = 0.47246 Standard Err. = 0.44707
DF Sum of Sq. Mean Sq.

Regression 2 42.28610 21.14305

Residual 232 46.36974 0.19987

F = 105.78423 Sig F = 0. 0000
W5 s AAF 2E2A Beta J T Sig T
AET 0.28028 0.08513 = 0.19531  3.292 0.0011
ZXEA 0.61868 0. 06606 0.55561 :9.366 0.0000
4 0.36492 0.24590 l 1.484 0.1392
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<®5-22> 71 E3tell Y g ALY

Multiple R = 0.73489 R Square = (. 54006
Adjusted R Sq. = 0.52166 Standard Err. = 0.42571
DF Sum of Sq. Mean Sq.

Regression 9 47.87912 S.31990

Residual 225 40.77672 0.18123

F = 29.35444 Sig F = 0.0000

¥ 4 A A4 BFEe A Beta T Sig T

Az 7 A B 0. 00656 0.05860 0.00576 | 0.112 | 0.9110
A9 F 9 0. 15908 0.05619 0.14062 | 2.831 | 0.0051
3 oA A 0. 06640 0.05530 0.07043 ; 1.201 | 0.2311
g ® 44 . -0.00197 0.05476 -0.00231 | -0.036 | 0.9714
= e o] o] 4 -0.00301 0.04531 -0.00412 | -0.066 | 0.9471
iy Al o] 4 0.29236 0. 06499 0.30022 | 4.499 | 0.0000
o A A A 0.31068 0.06106 0.35210 | 5.088 | 0.0000
=3 k3 0.04016 0. 04496 0.05509 | 0.893 | 0.3726
% A 0.04612 0.04844 0.04734 | 0.952 | 0.3421
iz T 0.40241 0.24996 1.610 | 0.1088

<E5-23>2 AMEAKIES F4USE o4 MESTbe M 28D pRot
elAE JYE 4G Aol ¥4 A%E v AN A¥FL 48.02%2 A
g4 vehda glow @ =0.019 F5FeNA Fo% Aoz $AsHUt Wy
e AT ETLs MRARE a = 0.019] $o4F0H ¥ Y% Fx
ot MHEIL7} A e g Re Aoz BAsg,



<E5-23> ZAFEAC Y AEEN ZASA SGTHY HARH4

Multiple R =0.69297 R Square =(0. 48021
Adjusted R Sq.=0.47346 Standard Err.=0.43107
DF Sum of Sq. Mean Sa.

Regression 3 39, 65638 13.21879

Residual 231 42.92488 0.18582

F = 71.13686 SgF = 0. 0000

W 3| AA+ 2FEA Beta T Sig T

A% E 0.09893 | 0.08398 0.07143| 1.178 0.2400
z A &4 0.43628 | 0.07477 0.40595| 5.835 0.0000
71d & % 0.28878 | 0.06330 0.29921! 4.562 0.0000
& T 0.72470 | 0.23822 | 3.042 0.0026
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FBOE & ]

£ dve AAA Aol A daig FE3EE dolA Fusld s AAs
2 e pEL RS Aoz fele Ao R pFbE oAHUAE AR
He Heldh  2aA p¥s(be} MEARNE BAE Wl dol d79 24¢ 54
A (BE RIES 22 (S8obe) B8RS F42 e MakMEe afeet
olm gt BAE A exE ot ol R BEYE Tk

o2 gt FHE Tl f¥scibet MBS MEE T4 3 Pl Rt
= foribel AR 82 Wol PAs = Aoz Hgkm 7 Wido] diFd e s}
Z Fadtdn Azde 890€ AAdA drddedd dFAAE s%sd g 3
ct,

AA, Agocbel SRt XUt 22l MEENNES HEx MR A
i, B Sofl wtel ohzA Jelda 9ok 53 £ Tole dixd ez “kiEgs)
ZRAEFE Alolo] 2 A vehdan glojA riel 3t ¥R Stk dAlsle A7 1
S7F AEE AAEFR Qlom 2ol FAAE] MR oY BTl oa} Aol &
Holz glolA olzid ERE ZActstey 2ol dte HEX(LE Adsel ke A
oteiF 3 Qlch

=4, #HoUbet ¥l Atelelw ES MRS JiXe ez Jelgdh =2
Sl = o BAAS kel £2 B4E 7N dor HEIHe 58 iE
REME et 2 MRS 2 ol ARMHEARY AEXE 58
Bhobe A RURY IR 59T Aol A S ool ¥ AY
< veiddn & & glch

A BEBHES FA2 BRE, BRY EERES 2ol RS BiEe 2=
vol| et (b olw g BAIE Al EXE FA% A HaEEY St ¥
< ARWNE Ze ez Jelge 53 BRERES AFJAoldLe bty
FERIRRGRTT Eobd Bl oAl g ol Brol 3 WEREREANAN BREyIn A
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Fololl AA THA BERES ot Xy TE7 Fo3de AL 2dF2 gl

vlA, Ebe MRS B AHMMRE 2T e BAHNUSt 2 FellA
Wil AWM MBIZAT BHRE 250 oA £ A<l sle Ao vehit
oo e REMES} ABEAY MERE £ Aoz FAHUG e b3 B
o]} HHst %L ikl Wil ohdtd FAHYE Alolol AFE o)F3 KA A
¥ RES TP EHMX A3 22 25 REdE =} M 2
FgE weckn ¥ Aoldh

olzidl MRS F¥e v ¥dit: MoKt Azisoide oid d Aol
o, £3 BREARL Xit7t 2o Aol @ Aolch =y HEEHEA U
Ax oA, A X{bE P4 she Aol MEAKES woled F&3idz ¥ 4
ek z3u gfely FAUE gl =el MY XMk FFE YAH Pi=F
AUl 227k glojol @ Relch

thAlete 2 fgeribe] BES ddde oS e WY B ASHeR o) F
o} X ok & WLt glch

AA, Mgccitst p¥Eitel Hiled 42 AAldle Fye dTE APz 3
Aol B dF7t @ 4 UEE sledok Aok whehd [EECibs} 3L ATl
A% AU A7t FAE & YEF itESelt NES 2% T3 A2 A At
4g Yxotel Fye AF7F U3 o] Foixof Ak

A, bl 3 Bty Jhite]l #undhA X7 el pEorfel ¥ =
£ 8¢ 3239 FEAeln AAHQ AFEF T a3 FEwsy S A
Golok ek webd dAZAR FF5E o] Foid EHE) Higeel dlEdA Rl A7
E B3] o] FoAol @ ol

AR, fforivst B MEERNES Bl M AR dTe REY HER
o Aol HF-Foltr) =l el K@ttet e B/AY REEl o4& d79 4
SAE Qleow, 538 $del f¥e YRAA MY Fedtdn AR HE #HR(AA
d, 444 5ok dAH dFE Aok & Aok
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ABSTRACT

A STUDY ON THE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN CORPORATE CULTURE AND ORGANIZATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS

Kim Seon-moo

Department of Business Administration
Graduate School of Business Administration

Cheju National University

Supervised by Professor Kim Bum-—kook

1. Introduction

The studies of corporate culture are being developed actively in order to fur-
nish means which can solve some problems. The reason is that only the previous
management principle can not solve as the corporate environment changes rapid-
ly. In our country many studies have been made to form an effective corporate
culture. From them we have got some good results. But, the accurate corporate

culture that just suits our reality has not been formed.

2. Objectives

The aim of this thesis serveys the relation of the corporate culture and tradi-
tional culture and the corporate culture and organizational characteristics, and
focuses on studying the relation between the corporate culture and the organiza-

tional effectiveness.
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3. Methodology

Through this thesis, I found the concept of the corporate culture and orga-
nizational effectiveness respectively and the relation between the corporate cul-
ture and the organizational effectiveness in the field of the theoretical study.

On the other hand, | took a sample survey and analysed the result in the
field of the experimental study.

The traditional culture emphasized the favourable values, the patriarchal
authoritarianism, the spirit of harmonious relations. The organizational character-
istics are composed of leadership, motivation, communication, decision - making,
goals and control. The part of corporate culture is dealt on the basis of basic

values.

4, Findings

The result of this thesis is as follows.

First, traditional culture and corporate culture lie in the correlation of
affirmative (+). The spirit of harmonious relations of the traditional culture influ-
enses on the corporate culture largely. But, the authoritarianism showes some
low correlation.

Second, the organizational characteristics and the corporate culture also
have the affirmative correlation. Particularly, the decision-making and the com-
munication are important for correlation.

Third, it is analysed that the organizational effectiveness is also affirmative
to the corporate culture. The agreement and symbol about basic values have the
outstanding relation to the organizational commitment and to the job satisfaction.

Fourth, the corporate culture, the effective factors, and the organizational
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effectiveness are revealed differently according to industrial classification, position
of members, and career. From the point of industrial classification, the fact is
that the second industry and the tertiary industry are revealed differently means

that industry has each different culture.

5. Conclusion

After all. the development of corporate culture consider the traditional
culture most of all. We have to form harmonious organizational climate, make
open and participative culture for the purpose of strengthening effectiveness of

the organizational management,.
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