ia#ke] ARQMEoll 28t HHR

T % %
B %
1. Fa&
1. 2Zme) gu=As 5 ohx R
ul4-2) ojs]

. EEREY §F 0 A xEQ M
3. WAz #Ehel W E5F iAo MR
. #iF — H%) AREE A% 43 =24

FEHE BAE M ess Ad2yA dzisd, ol EE AMS Miid 8 oy
& st den, 2 MMAdA 49 ot 245e R9FA gk

£3) Mol sk A MAMes o8 £ qlAwh, dubHo g sk ek
(Bureaucracy) & o] wg2]A sl oiA] el RE ARRSo] kMR HEQ B
A4 ghol oigt 2dst ZPE F4lo Agsi] ¢ Ame2A, =k e @RS A
AT e o)

I3 RRAAEL B3 AMolRME HERERS} ACERS 8 £33 x¥ysls uby,
HAEE ol wiTehs Zgog Jepdx gk ad4 ARER o539 wHHE oifsls
A7bA] FAIE Al HREES RIS TYe. iem MEEATS HTRBRE 2
71 913 k" o] ofdEl: AMAE QY] AT E=g AR fEEo) FAMMYS
SRS AL RES RZe FHT U X 273 Sk PeibE ARSS e
el HiEol BEe =73 Qch

ol2igt Zitel] iy WIES MMBTEEAAT St AL VT 713Y doln), S8 nFe
Hite 2 $A olEole 247 gasie shgch a2d o9 siFde s T2 A7)

*OERBCRA B
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e

AYHT Yok AL wie TEHQ ol AARC
3 sbel el SASlT Aol TEARHE W1ge =7m rtx sy

webd & @S AT HEsh HrS e AsMeel sledl oleld AmLe) F7:
ol i TN R kel we 2epw 4 ok

el dPlels AT ME, ZAT AR W BT DAY, 24 (E1) ) AR
fo, o FAE AmS) KET ACERE KIS A5 MM U5 fad: 24
EaE B Z129 B4 Hold MEE Bme wekd Wadel itk chAws BE
ol 2ae) Yo smg,

oleftt APl WA cheel AAY T 7HA kol B, M ARILE ms, $UE
o) 3 ol AmyAe HUH Yol YR shdeE W A rleE aA Y ges
AT, o7l o] wlgFel 2 Trkst AAEel il maslma ek

I, Z2&e] BdHEAY F 7HA] ek

1. Lbmge| &

Fele E3] HEERRA T oIS E folatAl 371 fld hkE ol &gk Itetriels} whart
A2 HGT e BRE AT AR s &€ ARk 2y FA6 beE
ol 4¥o 24 fEl= Mt RE olslsle d WEHE Ue FE Uk I olkv FE7t A3t
+ 533 Kol & (metaphorical framework)-& cigh o Baiat Aol Al IRk
vbedsl= Asko]l Qlvl wjolch  wlR shiel MEMEE el W (typified form of
knowledge), & o Foizl ko] i AAH Fd Zolch ol 22 uiel4 vlf
Hirdh B dAs A aen o] &3 SAES BAske o olgdch I’
olzigk Aol olsfel =go] HZ ARt ZeledEe] YHY RS2
ot WS olsjsl: o 8% #aERtE dvke AHdl4 EAY @A LY ER
(epistemological tools) ol E3& #o|ct > ugld vlft 27t od dES sl
a3 EES A¥oR zHsr] R8s, Abgde AabgdlAd 7H} Fay dAde] At
R 2 AP HRL opdich

mlo

D AE4, TITBCRI(HE g4 1987, p. 14
2) AEA, HAA, pp. 128-129.
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At o= Selolds 1 7h B4 2FE PlATNEAN ¢ & Utk AF oE e
Ageted shtel A %2 AYE AWSRIT skt e o= Ax 1THJ A Aol
Dokl T owAe) Aol 3 WA Y KB 4t gen wled BAA ¢ o Reldh

ez whgE Stiele ¥7ske A%E ek

et goRs olHw WS onlE AdsA T X w7t zAwgel stdc FE
ojulep A Zelm RA Sl ohel Armua)

2. BelEe &= TN =zl M

1 ek
EehEe Y MEY S8 E5)°
HAHER FA9H e & e ae)x Qlck o] agzkgelol dE FEuFel s
AtEe] By fd3 tiolm E\IEQ] Zolrt
2 e FE el e AREEe Fel debd AlARte] EAlshe slol obdE ol
=olelA oAl =3 agh B2 $3 (IR edAM o P MEENE YN 222 ot

rir
ofn
uyd
1B
2
L
U
L
rlr
nE..

2Aske B WA FEetel

A, $2 AEClR HHol UE AnFd AR FHIlE #Ro]l URel, 3 AAER
217 dzske BEHKA dslde - A7IEr] Broke 2dE dFse BFses Ay
ol v Wi, AT of™ell AHalEz] ¢ttt ohE EBEHAA dside APAskT
Feifjshs ko] Q7] wmiadeleh oleg s1Ee] HEHF /AL AN AAHdoz 2] ANES
Ee A o2 WAEA s Zolch 53 oleid @@kl el diy 4E Evid,
kol FHd ALl AF | HEHEE (organizalional slack), 2| thEy B8

fio

3 |83 }\}-54 Ao glojx 29} BlEF ChE A}E-Z wlo] vsab—],__ o), Telie 7haulk 2 |- [TE]le)
€ F.-THESY A7e) 5 oldle B, MFofuad (Mg uF *1%‘ 1982, p. 1673

4) Gareth Morgan, Images of Organization. (Sage Pub. Inc., 1986). pp. 199~200.

5 Ibid., pp.201~203.

6) SfHEoR % B9 WE BFeIT 19708002 olF ATANGL FA £HY HAYRY
A3 zast 58 AE AA =HAdoh

T ooy AW Ammgel mE FRO kel odeld oA4EH Afd A¥HZ Yok T
Efele #RA AHY 2o Tito] Mgt ApdAArt g BF FAE 23 glox Fasin
alek.
Wl BEFR, FET P FRYolg Mer o3& 1990, p. 225
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weta oledt 215 AXW 7ME 2 zelEY sh:(takefor-granted) Belsty wg,
Y e AZEHEA] @ FAFAE 22T £ WA BeSol M2 oA sz
AT AATE FEPo2d 1 A9 ML Thel Aol P Woloh oslE fLEMy #RE
ol Bi=e WFo) WHMES ol oM Mk 3 AT Lg 7129 AATe] ez
A e},

olM MEE FEHolz UWHozmt oldetAl B o el =: iR we) "k
AAE 2THME IFT, w£g oy wEAE sZsr] sl Mze BEHRo] Lo
70|},

FAZ AAH z2e] WhRE IEHA MR Foht MMHKREC) 49 e
WA e ALE Az glck a3eg $ele] dAGEE e Urlsd glold &
Aol FolE Slelshs ZAJAAE F83) olsysly] grhd, AWM H7 8 SA7 Tz
et Tedrh g grdich F vy fele) Aztgels 2 RXo] £44 gle A =
3 odck #27t dEE @ oo Dol wsixny, I ool et HEs] Y 4
B AERS] AE7E ok BhE olE® $AR T2E olsisten & o #gol vdedA W
oeleh 27E Fol £fE olElY £ UA =& Aot

ozt ARIMR L] $7% Fzo g o]8A 7]2E Freudold wlEgt), a2 Farsy)
T AMel A HRsH AAH WZEo] odgte B o MEHael Aoz Btk o
ot AlEzlel #FIES olFn A7) fsd Ale] 25T shshxe gilsior siu,
mEES wike Fde ohdd Si|a 2 Rolz wodrh m £A4X Tzl dig o2
o= Az gol=3sle] olo] F §(Carl Jung) (1875~1961) 2] fE1MME & 3% (Collective
unconscious) ' 2] FZo4 © ML ¥A =}

Junge Z2ol=o] As—hiimel 2uALEAY HH8E MERmoT IHAA o= g
Alilkiie 50 ¢ 223 294 e ¥Ro2 ¥y o) cofA wal4 QS
Byaze] BRAS Yshe QlMMmEae] Moo stelslx gl: Aolr). £y Jungd, MERHER
ol olshE IMEULAIAT obwrEl) M, it Wol thgh olsl S JEALAZE Zolch

BAHOR 2 R Wiie] M2 BT ML EAshs 7o) ozl E7re shfol4]
BIREE 7 A ohE wdelgl Hginh TEE deisixd, Mol Aol L o] FiE Sl
hR7E? 2R EeldA sh, shold B2 uehdis e EF HiEe) fuRkolch Zojwizl
W g o2 Z7de] MAYUR 27bEe] ohal, gl ol $eld aHEs| Tohd: S
mEiolch. Telste] M- L2 BoldM F oldolm, sho|mA) MR AR Qe)ol= wlmka

olc} '

2

8) Gareth Morgan, Op. Cit., pp.203~204.
9) Ibid., p.223.
10) Gary Zukav, #4%, 33+ Bl okl 1981



a8)3 $o AlRREo] MGEEE oRA ATl NI HMel T FE AU,
Zo1a] Aol 2HE ST glck s Al - ey EET] BAE elsitke Fikolx, &
s st e olsigiAdl olel REE (archetypes) ] el gieh '

xz}e] 2= Robert Denhardtel 98l ©f #tals]l chfeixix ook v 239 23 (In
{he Shadow of Organization)©]3t Ao, M &FLE Td red 744 Ue

5
glol4] U7ke} ety Ze ARSI ek Junge olel@ 1% (Shadow) & ANHA Z8A
U oeEebn ol Auket 3%, 2ex H@mm Bfke) o W o2 Aspd, HES

e BA 59 FrHA 9 Hold ok

S22 JungianSe] 2o g Hsl: shizte] dzjncl 2eHeg g (responsive)
olx Mazte 7w, Et A7beld, ez ddol: A wEelel s aFA UT
2 e ¥ FoAx T ok Zloct.

Fale) AL lan Mitroffe] 98z za7e] AR olsshcd Fag ol&H 7]oIA
% Stk

lan Mitroffs= MALFH] he mEHe ool 34e Zxdx Yk I olRFEAMT,
obz wam Axrle obd TElER LS WMAE AT WITU AAY =
BAe} wpale rz AEsA "ok s 49 TeEAE R 48 2AE AL
o} st Sl EEE QA0 G444 9@ a5 gde Aelth

gJelmg ojAte] &4zl AT ®MPA, AR Avid T B el Jd
e FAEL] ARl zelsiA =t

Delahanty®h Gemille #ghtiEolel MTme) &He 439 89 T2 ojslistd, =7t
molaolgla Masts Molx o MR WITEel M@ fx YT AUWAE

¥
X2
rie
N

s e shie) oksg fulghnd, T okdeldt AR, AW = 2R RIS
EanAE Y453 9Hq B WES AR £ AL PUSA Yol ol AR AT
Aol Bt spssicke Aolok ol of4e A4 MAH xEah wfo 2 AXY
o} ogslm Faolat HEhg Ahdel Hatel vhes Aol & + itk ERER A7l

11) Gareth Morgan, Op. Cit., p.224.

12) oA zjote] chEwe] WY Al Woh olEg d: 234 agleldE ¥ 4 dd EFels
Falwia) gl 7Ade AHgsted 2413 Alole] oi2we ReFa lot -oEd wZide Al
cpe] Tajulx] 12 $AZMAR Sich o] ARlAl Falg ofE ARl Zolg nparlR 2 Re) JPE
o BZols 2lsty AWsAT 1 WdAAE BFaAG Aol ZEEA qeh, el Al 2]
e AL dladd FAzael ARz A% W& ST FRES WTHEQL A AL
= AshAge Wikl -, 2E, #HAM, p.233

13) Gareth Morgan, Op. Cit., pp.227~228.
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Aol B tibstel Higk AAFTE ol whd, HARNIIED AT EER 3T
W, ARfe]l o] 2 #RE Hxd $ UL fENelE BRI gleh ol niE fzklel
ERE oA AT sidshorte) ol FAs B8 shed Hl, 2 2l AAES WA
7

2 4 ol o e yeez ¥ 4 ol

20 HAH ER2 LRI FE AAKE

$ulE ghellA] B2ake] A& oAFlE 81& ZA MR A — AP Adase BEAAK
I MG — oA AEEIS o)) AL flsiA: ARENMe] ostat FAR Tz o
olalol 4yl AN A vty Abae] Msgte] IR FE FHstelch a2 olsY KMk
Fol oo M#gFimel oud frle] AAAE FoA AHEas gt

2 o] HgZl 5 T4 (strengths) 58 Fobdd, oy #fke) TEM R tHES AREAR
o zobgteis AT i TAE ATl Ark. olF FAHLE AL ofg3 o)

AR, e R disted $43 BRI drsle duel laE AT

7 (Burger) 2} #3375k {Luckmann)-& Al FtERg fEf10] 152 263 AAE WEsio
d4e #2E 4 Yolok VT Foech B AL HETASH o8 A7 Az
TFe FAAZE 2 F slen, FAle AL BE AElAA A 2AE W2 HiREA HHse
Wi gl diadel =7IE b AA7)olA kel Mg “ATbe]l ARt FHEELE P
& 4 9)e-g oulstn], ulolr} AFEAIQ) ol ZARE Alelo] wiEwH TAE oalsiz] Ea}A|
e "@Abg vhelich E3i AARE T oshiel BARME thtelcl o old] U7k EstaAbE
AAFPAE ALsiA 1 @S AEFeEM a5 AN EAE HHsAl I Y

24 o] Blf= AMES BTS2l AESUE wiAEA s wels bR W
o] #4& Z2sl7] Hs) 28 Ao g ARVE HEF Afekr, 8 F449 ﬁ_t?i{"ﬂ‘i
AA dofubes Ao FoiAzed whs] ofEFt 2ol E AT|sted v|NH FHor F¢ ASE AT
st qict shAch

A, fele RS olsidedl slox] AvA AFL =
fvkatd kel oiRt AdRelE 1T Qlod, A - & - -‘1:”34%'%5—9-'*6‘14 —%:1"'% 84F
TAR ANE hRA Zach 2 o] widE: AFLAYI AW #ilv et
=gty GRtEeld e £AH e ol Agksl YEL MR 233 AAsAE
2l gid ZRolEv cfi: st Zsirt &uid AFEfreldt dRATHMES] WA A
2R Aelok. aBjEE o] vlf= SFMI JEETIMEe]l AR Z7el o] d4le 4
o] ghe] FAA7Ee) UG AsTAL] BZEE 5o oy AYE SEE U *’F‘I’f—% A-F

st Q)

I

o
ml

14) g, “Eil . RITEURSES B8 2 $UTHEMY ¢
SR, TIFUFFAHE) (& ZAY), 1989,
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E3] Robert Denhardt™ ‘In the Shadow of Organization” 0|3t Mol c}-g-3} 7to| v|H3}
2 oo}t “HMES MARITES £4% Tekeh 2 FaA4l o8l olslsEA v AYoR
Qsl, &9 Ame BAN 4B FdMw BA Hel zeid geAel oldd FAUx
= oqr® 29, AR Tz AR 2 15E, dusA @Ud &7 3% 2L
14del Efkel ok W A SE At =Sz el aebd 23 ¢8E Sodd
B E of= — ffadold MHe BT G 4ffch Moo BAFZ FAske —FAR EekItet
o e Adek ¥ Aot

A, o) HlfE MMS Aot e f#2H A Fo4F WAL

A, AR F4¢ HYATE HOMES odFn Z@sked 3¢ Foch 28y
olelgr FojAld AHBAES Ayskedl oJF A 2Hgaia, mat ol o] oy IAHAYH
iAE NHesAd dsidR RoF2 Ut

oz M2e RH ¥ HAF o] YeAEL #sed F2 AKE FIL U

b HAH 2P ke e BRE AHsiE o A

A, AubaA (TRESE giblol iRt MEZE Eme] olsghe Wzl o2 wietH
oldl& 272 g ol ¥ Heje) Wk FXshs AW} Feh ajEe o4 WE LB
dHoz wa 27t YA ok

A, M#T HEE BR - §3) - WpAYIE ZRERY FETHe dzsHA e At
et

AR, olAbEHel AldEl wimE olgel UE ok E3¥) A o] vIRTt e A
29 #He sl Aol UA Prh

Tog Toyoldt EAFsEr] Brohe W AMATES AYE dotek ¥ ok

o

3. WX pEpo| W : SE0 PEEAMS A

520 ulft ke RS YoM MM EEM g AR sogsiwz

#o "], gFefar LV SRS & FH A £ fF T ok o A
e ASAT gEpe) 4o Afafe=l: s 589 Add ok e Aelth

15) Gareth Morgan, Op. Cit., pp.228~231.
16) Ibid., pp.233~235.
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4
wh

o5 ojeiat Jahg Polshe FEmWEEKQ David Bohm' o] itk I HAE

+

Zolx] oty EE: 48 (wholeness) 2 olslaba4] T - 35 - 8k ¥ £HE TELAHA A

lo

2 depsia ot

a2 S50 AHE o 2R gTest FREEA olF MR HRFE FEX Yt °

7D (e Qe) T A (FEHR) Rieke TEsch

Bohme F#a171% 2 A=z @2z RAEL Aa® Bl 5ud KIoR Moo} &,
i (%) ol ERlshs AL NEX Asoln] 34zl AME A AL ol SHE FF
2 stz grk. 2R 2E el AAE o] el A eteg IHA Asiz sk
4487 38 3= 7lole wx ok ohA] gl mExl 2ElT FHA Al ofeltels ®wst
A 4earst A otk iy NET fEesE ZE Aol £H2%E A7) el
o AALeg AHHE7] dFolt

TS BEalel BEHE A7) Bee o o4 of Aslze rEAe] oirh FRAE

29deg Mas Adelw FEEE A EF MED BTt BRHE EE Aol AAZ

mti

|

T oz 55 mxHolch ; REHE Aol oz EFF fFAe &3l A ES.
QASolRt o] F 5ol watyl Axl otk F EF ¥ FHHoIE 22 WAH A
A ggton], wes] A 4 QE 2 WAE AAo] Exgch ol WAMH AMIE
we Aoz Syl ouznt g3sle £F5E FHT vty A4 F AU Y

o]zigk Bohmel o] &2 mityFrrae] Be FANZE % +¢ AT o3 slod s
ZF3A8T gk zeht FAE WA g SEEel sun (EAA) A HAUelA
BIES oleisleiz Fo5 A7 Slrie Aeloh EZ e ol AACNA doivie BfEE
I} hAze] BAE AT £ YT = AFBAL) shdez 257 WA AHT U
Z12{v} Bohme Zshell ojgiehd uialsl Aol 23 vl F83 kel HAES YAse
Seim shR) Pt WS Zrbwsl o7)x itk oleld 4fte) RS HARNY] dAsiME, 2

17) 2 (David Joseph Bohm)& #Al cicisty wl¥ojte] oj&8=ld mfpolnh. e 437 4
Mol “AzARRATCl Wi =7 Aol olF 18 Aol g T AT dehch L oM
Base) dwelgg WEE o 4THN TaAA FAS Adel ¥ U HL gled
a5 olgel Eam wetd by sl SFHE R ohAl zAsA wd B AR IEE
shedeh 0 = wZe - gonl= solr, olidnd. MpmAte]l TREAT, — 2047 Fotel A
Aol Tk g — (A& wWekAh 1988). pp. 188~227.

18) olzmedst 4, AAM, p. 208
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ApAlo] AT - AYPsE RS BSolulE 5 (@AY, EF eI BLE olsistdoRt s
ot

web4 Bohme] ol&& o] A4el TAA 84 — Fxa AN —& dusked %ol =e
%Az PHE (hidden processes) o] 313-g HASIZ ek wkE oj2id AA ‘reality’e] W
o 7127t Hx 74z HHEE Bohme #H%9 @mitel FE2x ok

oleigh o] k2] — 589 ulf —& MHEHEA Fd Ad TS FA L AW

27 vk $ejr} kel AR MER%E A¥HeE FAHA4 e e maETH
oAZichd, Sejs wEyy wste] =S Hestel PalA v Mkl miEE TP 2 ol
3 4 sdrke Aotk
ot Mxgel FES TAH MepRE XEx

!
x
.f(’\
&=
o
w

rio bt

i

fu

3

ulJ

ol2{gt HARAY
of7|AIZIE TEAEQ e WHSTE HFZ Uk oY FAA dT ¥ YAMILEM
$elo] FAE oY wer Y 4 A et sk

ez mEgel g zeiE =AY NERD (R Mg ALK £ T oA
Age] ogA == g & £ Jt Ad FF Ve # otk

ol Hold E o, EmmEEe] Feket ixdlel B Jungel o8 WIED HIFel
g Bolme] o)Ea} 2 wjatel ol iy £ olFE = g NEY AR} ML
ZaA7ke]l MRS olsjsid =Hug EAEE AT Uxe Aclrh

2) #Epol| ok MPHel ol Z2E
A7) ME el Y e 2H (%) B¢ BTEeRM, ofF Axe MMETIH M=

of ojEA HaH 4 9lexd s dWe) WS JYFHE AFHT Uch
A2, AL Qe HTe] EaAza oW MHHELS BHCOAEZNW (self-producing
systems) 2 ols]® %4 918 AusFn, SAE FTes B[z Y74 £ e Aol

ol FAEr)E wHe) MY £ WASM AT 4 AAstZ Aok Aolch
A2, ggpolets AL A wWz=aH 74 (dialectical relations) 2] AHE<]l 7]
th olE& Fddd g3 2

(1) Autopoiesis : HO& 8N @WH

ol E FoloAlagt Bolgiol A7IBAIL T I HES HAtkel FAsE wdes o A
& AR 4tafel E4e JlEc C JiAE 54 AES ALEES 2AS ST
uh, QBN EE 1apHog #7784 (self-renewal) ol Qo] gl AgE 3Bl Rt Eo] F4

| AR, AEAdE ZAET AP AL ek obpEZo|AA2A), F AT £A

2
ax
I [o]
P
(o
1o

2

19) elels] kx| (Erich Jantsch), 354 &A, MAvlzAske $F(H&: H4h 1989). p.29.
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(self-reference) HAl Fx7153 A9 H2g FHHE A7 e Adoltt
olelg 'obgEEoleA L AYe 19703 A ARIA 2R mhRehist ZIALFT
upaztel ojaf AElEdl 15 AEAS 71¥-Y)& A& (autonomy), EF(circularity),
247} A (self-reference) 37h215 EA)ST glek. ' 7 ¥} o] delrtde eizt2s el
oz oleg sdel o F EAEch

g RE SAHISS A7)EAA (self-referential) o] 2, M Z2E7FE] d3k-g ol AA Y=
A olslET =Y 4fEe) WISz Zod olsis|ojop rh”

upebA] oleigt BT ASEREC) MFTVY HgEA AbEsEE, 7} S olsisledld A7)
A ol 2 ohgE 2 Frlsle #eE A st

A, zASe AL A9 mg mE FUdeg FAHL o 2Eo] oI A

gisted sHat 2ANEAH de] HAPL o]F Frie AL olsiAAAFE, A 2IAWALT

r‘ll_l

o we Adste) BAGE R Jlgeld ke FE olAA Ecb sk

(2 (Dol obd Tel: AE KRBES #HE

ol mAe] el 58 — JAH AnBAMY AL B 99 — e 2el, H27h A
Sz dgke 3= Az ARDAY v — FUAAS £34 WAE R A% As Be 4
BAse — & oulsia ol

webd oleltt WELE olsishAl MW, St iy BV MEVEREIA olFA HAAT
Lol et %o} 49 7AW & ok a2ET wak duHe) $UE 22 ook 19
G ash 2 FuEe Qumel ohd, o W BAZ AA s ARH AU Yobob
ek,

(3 Zest f17): wEwE wgel Eel

o @AlE 29} Al TRskAY oplSE ek ofuld ALAME @ B FA:
2 Zo) Ealo] o)Eshd, A WoEE ABS WA zfe) AHE FHHE APl
g8 ol =lRielh,

20) Gareth Morgan, Op. Cit.. p.236.
21) Ibid., pp. 237~240.
22) Ibid., pp.247~255.
23) Ibid., pp.255~257.
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olejgt A7te eelm HE$E 23 olch e ) A T FIelA wESUTH
#ek Apede] o] oA & - ok} 3ty Azabgel S8 AR AEHY BFF AA2A
=x0] o= AANE Azs ek wEE e e ol FHM) ok AR e
tto] 711 ol5e uhez whEle] AFol, b Aol Hxe) Aol chestvia 2z Wil
MAE wsAG GepdA slelql elch o) Mshe 7w A 4Y TE(4E)VH ex
be, AR 4, 28E € A Ed)el o Acw wsk e Aok oy

u]% 2ol (I Ching) o} PlahZ oldsh] glsl A=l (Fgolel) +47E7 hEW AoE 718
SRS 47 23 Qe ATSE ANT F Y £ AT
olch o9k vhuzhdz wsteh WEel gt olsiside WY Axe Giy YHT 71
Aol Fdolzh & 4 Uk

olegr Tmel Be WIES AT B A 2%E ©Hch 3 Hegel Karl Marx
2oz ZEEes olojn: of oE IEE WEYH wyew WA 1T AWAL
g e Az AAE uskicks WEUR A Asaselesd WAzt Il
o] Wz el Weirh shbe) uizels] WMol o W EE AT A5 FAl
Hgd 4 9lch

3) seghel @AY w7t Fe AR

4 o it AlAbelRs ZAYE AHskE ok 2rh

34, wEpel Y7 AU Fastezm Axsith 29, I A AFe RIS oY 7
o)A sol e olsistz FHske FHikel Y Ackd elE AFs Erh

S4, ofn] oA AHE A 7hx] MZ t}E #wHO] THES HE T AT B AL
W, Sel7t AFs dAbe THEx AsE weld F%e vixe e e AT
FgHez AHEE F Utk

A, £A47 ool Pz, FHEL $2 249 £@F gz U 288 =
eS| lome 48l WAslA sk ¥R MEE E 4 o

24) Ibid., pp. 267~272.
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WA, 9T £2E 24 Telskch uw TEAARSH ot w4 R AYEZL SAY 4

A. G. Ramost Mg laaiiel Baeld slol} s Steie o Agshe
574 o lenclave) oAt AFel gwi2Al 25T +E ok 2eln oyt Sa
wa) Frol slojah} ojFo] Lol &L} PE MeT FHo2 ¥ 4 gom
2 ge wOS SRAE U HANRl B847 o St viebs AEE AHES WS
9 4 sleka ek

cheel ol ulf7t e @AE A"l ud chew e,

A, olelg Almeld wlEEE ATUES WP AN B A S ok s et
Aalo] A AYsis AAS Be Aol weh WEwels Est e 5 9yl el
T3 o] wlgE m@ BES =S F23 oldutie ARe dRe Add g WAk
sohdsl7t YEA Heh
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25) A. G. Ramos, The New Science of Organizations, (Univ. of Toronto Press, 1981).
26) AEL, iR oA9A & Zdrh (e EH), 1988 pp. 263~327.
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27) Stephen P.Robbins, Organization Theory (Prentice-Hall, 1983), pp. 325~335.
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