fRiEr stelelsdst ARk

& & =

B x

L & 4. FEH steboield] BT
2. MAmgrEs wivlie ER 5 % W

an
3 REttRel WMEBH HEHE

1. FF ]

HGo Bas BN BRI E WA EEY ERHEE 25 $9T HRoT #ue
d FEDD Az Aty =de Aodxiel Ado 2 YA Hstd =F2PL ZA3
L Aoo o] AL 25Ul k&Y WAL 23 Y AW obdwd AGAse olEE F
Noz AEHAL 5t = EASE 22X A4S} Fo] G4 Axtel ALY of s AA| ol
A BATe Fol ol A$o FAHe2 A Aot

A5 T2 27 A48 ERE 2Fshe chakd Qe B9 APH 2 e BF
o " BAe AFaiE TFO Lde wdskE A$E TEsb ¥ F YAk FiE A
oz 43 9YF4E BdFT Qo HATY =do| FYshA 2 AL ohn
Wrae] $A0) AoE FUATY =523 o] ¥8 ST AT 2] HAstd 2
£ 18 FzolH Arlele EHel AYL it HAKE Fobd + ok olsh ol =
Ao ch4gt K B (Emergent Forces ) 024 nrhe KXoz A A Aol sl
o} mbEolx it &R (Social System) e} shct”

EE 0|9 2L TLLE AHMA RoloA, AA=2E 94 WEH 2 2A ) HEe] R Ay
o] Qovt el oAl st 2 HEEM Ao & TAFoZ oty + Al SAAE

AgSo] Ak ol B3 MEMKES BA siw itgie) vehdAl sxst olgh e AR

1) Peter M, Blau, “Theories of Organization’, International Encyclopedia of the Social
Sciences, Vol 11, Macmillan, 1980.
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2 AFqdta =34 M183 (4hH)

A FEEEe] T kAR ozl £ v ock? 23L& TR E= AT L HEY HE
£ 245l st sistn AdEskd SRS ERE Ay Fdsle A deu
of ZHERHT A 2ev ZATAHYE Aol ZE (AL} FEEo] FAH Hate 93}
o 5E&stAl AAHT st 2A6 Ag A FRE onish gA "ot FEE LBE g
o] A& 47| AsA &= A9 FAH ZTFEU HATHE 248 2w F}s] @ Fo|r}
2y 2349 A5 H A4 AR FAA FH HAs] dAske AL ohs 29
71wl Fol #2849 o 7ot LEI Aelclh w2ty A4 Jelhue AgH 2550 FAAe
2 zA=hs o4 249 fibol FASA 408 2o A FEAH WAL 43
T2 WAL ErtslsiAl ulel AR TR dAEH Feohe HedA SUIHI st

RITS A g BHRESE 4Hed 2xdT HAHES sl T8¢ BROQ w4
o] o] FojA 2 YT & + Urk A FAdAFe| 2AEA A o g B AgolA =HU
I ol 246 EEdle San EE chofsiAl BiFES 4 A Ho A A8 BR
€ stolo] AAAL Az EH5HA @Al slgle A A} PE HERKET A2 sl
g Aol 32 MBERS K@l = olg 22 2o 2o BHAI B ZAd
T AT HRMS BEHA dHslod odd kg el A2 AET AYA 22U, 2F
BE AT 2 B3 Hol dolA 43 B8RSty v Ak EHH skl

2 -2 2A o A HRESE 24 E she] i &#R (Social System)o& ¥w
2 kA& F T3t FEAMMS (Impersonal ) dl7l &0 2 AA 9 A4 REPst=d BAL
7H3e el 249 A S AYste TAGA st JEdos SH TR HHY #
Kol FAS ZA ol wel SodFol HEEEHEN BHL St Yetn kAl

olo} e AL zaAdTo FEERKS AMBK Bk, AROER, it @HAEE (Socio-
technical System), HEMRETE, BEREHR Fol ¥ #RY FAE Zzslxn +=dA
Z Jehda deh pbEr Sy BEA E oo, o FE] 2 EMAA Jdebds BRUEL 23
dl A8 LT 2 BITE RPsted 239 AMERA= A9l W#4lg Bolx| gx U
£ Boltk F dFE9 A EEL TR R b1 22U adakE Bl
abEsta vk olek B MR AR BEHESS BE 23 AT o] EAA AT
AYAQ 2ol F L T Qo] Aol vl FAlo| TAYL RAM FHEET R Uk B
£ AT F Yk F #BRER Y FRebe KL gHEERERC R 45 R B
By o9 B 2w AY + grbs Boluh olel 2 #aH2 viA, TAHAYEY 3oy

2) d2H(K. J. Arrow) & 281H 43248 Belshe Aszd A3z 24¢ 274 AEAQ 24y
e vz 228 5| 433G AAL T EdHo e dojuhal Y o ol NASHT A

s AE2A YAUA "ok Lo (K, ], Arrow, The Limit of Organization, New York :
W. W, Norton, 1974. %)
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REW sl Mg 3

el Bsrsted, BES 7@l it&ty MM s Ao ¥A Ht o (Reification)d]
AL G Yok ol9h gl w¥Re] 2HATAEL zAo] AME FA 5T A wWHES)
e v ER, vQIzA Pe AzsEd Bige] FERTE ER F2 AL 2
ol whet, "ol 9L 1 Aol LrislE Aolel: ujelA, Yl 4] glolq H
fdl HES Helrl dcke ¥E AR Qo) AAl o] BHO TS Amsls] oY
o sk @A ook e AR AARELS T ¥ @ AARDe JAE 2N FASL
538 2Acd Toll A Abslgte] wale] Be FHL & ATE AE, Hifel T F3d "k
£ A FAZ g RAE 2 4 Aok ol e gel4, A WAL AT 49
t A2E slebuele] REEAl Htd, Sl 1AL it@RFY AR i@y ®AE Social
Reality ) o] ##3} Biisle) o5 HEA HFslx gt 424 45442, usuy e
43t sl Foll4 f8% RELS 3L 4 J& Aoz Y4z

2137} QA7HE FASe fEE e Aol AAEY Ei MEEFEERo Y o &z
of 43l A vt HMEE RAF2 P99 FAH ouF ZEste YYys Qe 9
w4 43 stelelgleleln & 4 gk

£ WX RN sleioidle] 23 e A ¥AQ YT 5" ou B wse
of ZAAdFol YoiA vt} F§3HAl HEY + YL S AEstd vud G wep TA
Moy 2aod T4 L ve] (Max Weber ) 7} vlal B82S AEsts A% st 4}
AA et AT o2 MY steleiqlel why 2d Fe REsIT, A7ol4 =
g el vl 3ol 24 vebbe #9243 sl 4" et FPeg 23
< AT A THEES B e Aol =AM LEY FY A Zoh

|o
fu
R
M
po 3

2. MBHES W BB

Lo MBERS MR H don oflE RP di4e] sl glv =2 b (Max
Weber ) o] ERHERKE F2lv o 9A olsistodol & Rolo] E w7l 05 o] 2o ol
AT dEFL AR T 2eln sne SEMolzhe KA ule FAA?

olgh ZE A Bl AT AEL: 253 2AATI winlo] Bl A 423 A, 2
AHoz zadsle) glebz Aol Rab ohiz} 92)rt A nes AHAA stebl s Wz} 2
23 A58 gy 2o 240 BRHGSS o] DAl Yok Hold BEY Yoch

3) M olalel Wy g BT 24l BY AW ATE RATT YA BHL 4 wln ATE
del4 REAE ATFeA) 28 B2 A
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¢ Ardta =2y 41874 (433)

e8] R R Y S 29 27b BAlelA Fusted, F Ad4bsl AAA s{Lot
AR5 sl zA e FA dosle LE Lokol AT ARMEM AP FA A&
DA R stk @uow sl Al 2E @EAA BRELsH sk 3l
= Aol RAUL sjHy CHE FHoTE FEYL ATFE TA AFAL A4HT2E EAsH
o owbebq slele] e EEel AT A4 o Toh WA AT AHA ATk 2
7= EAlel HjE o THek

awle] BEAol Hat 4g e & olasts] AL REAS 29 XMAL@HRe] UK
o ¥3 mobol ghe} wlwli MEHol2 “ AHAlel AE o 4wt W Fel wdshe AheA”
slebm Melgtek® 22 2& EH—fkol A wobE ke #AMKS ST #%
o WA AR AWt AW zA oo g e AL FolA gl st sAMAA e
Mol ot Eaol golok geh Telx A4S BE AhRe 3ol FFae AT Al
o) %g Azsiok ack =, Reszdl Azt Helzhe} s A 2o MAS W4T AP
T wE Bl BEsok st Roldh ol AMaAleld Fag E shiel ase WA
o @aoltk” o|3t o| FFAY FAM #A/TFE WY AM{Y T4 Fag Tt
] Azo] Aek wME AF4e A%l JAstd AW AAA FHE HESHT ARY

o7 A Sy HEo sFste A A WAL T ERHelh HHHlE oA YHAA
o} FAlo] vlgt APA Eaol BEEIL At Aoz e AFYel A FA4H ¥
29 XMkl HEA A 4AL W Aol

SAE AAH B0 FAEYAL, REA7F AFRAH o2 PolFoial AL THI 7
24 olFo|n, o|gt 2L BAEAS AL Ty Tk TEA ol ohizt AIAE A el ‘
AH AW o Ao gk A8 AR FelAgl T g AMs= FRAH =
A f3ol Felsle AFE = BWET Aot

o2} o] WAAB WS Kk A BEAL WAL LRAAR it BEAR AYE 2o}
Qe ouz Afsty 98¢ ¥ 4 dud, 3 BEANE T 243 B FA B ol
Jeh, @9 A AngAz maste 489 BE 2 7P a7 e gelFes

(Rationalization ) 2t= 43 SUsHA AHgstxn Aet”

4) Max Weber, Bureaucracy, pp. 196~244 in Max Weber, From Max Weber; Essays in Soc-—
iology, Tran, and edited by H, H. Gerth and C, W. Mills, New York : Oxford Univ Press,
1946 .

5) Nicos P. Mouzelis, Organization and Bureaucracy, London:RKP, 1967, Part one.

6) M, Weber, Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft, 5 Aufl, Tubingen, J. C. B, Mohr, 1972, p 124.

7) Aujsh ke AREolA BAH AR FAE HelE AMaist HANAE ol H¢E T PYeYA Y
778 "ae gk (Ibid, pp. 549 ff)

8) Ibid, WHlE MY 37kx f¥oz WFAAN, selsetd A, YA AHE TL A,

9) Mouzelis, Op dt., pp. 156~25.
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R sletcie) 3} taMHARE 5

s = o A T4HE e T3 SA4E gels A eR wgkeh ' eo|2gl et %A
st Folal BH 2 24FES 4oz $oid sl vele EA A Ao oF
Al st At2 AEL ahEo] B ol & Wiz, %A st AYE HEHoT 44 4
AL A 5 gk P iAo EAlolek

olg} B & el Foztel] it oA $ele it @@l A3 2o AFSYAL AAFE
2 4 9ok Awdelxn AlEMA L Jehie stelArtst d4ssEE Y-S 2AEEA
W& shelaote] A5 el Fostel kEAql AFgE At Qv vl ol FL RAA
FeA st shvde] T Fwol Mok

B el Sosts el FAs) vigelAdE 2agche Yol dEd 2L $HE vz
glel whahe) webe “ A S g zie Fol¥ o H(Disenchantment of the World) ™
276l AAY F A= AL MTsA Fshach Felshe olAAA Fash Agel AFsUA
4o onle} xS gt 51AA 1AL AT 4 e A, F 4 FA3 grjd] dz,
Q7ko] Folg ook 3ta, L ojclel] Abaok slevtel tatdd e obF Ax AFdA X
b ols o] TeAA, BIAA g gelHal Al FA vge A (FFHe] geke A)
ql Ro| =3dek

AEA ko] B W] WEPHe|n BFH L o|FE AT ok wvis AeAY A
zkol ol M7 ubEol W A FolA s gekigal A fPoletx wkeh el upE o]
o} e @A sto] W fEKe] MY Afot WFF A Tel st F Aol Hn Uoe
Aol e & st Ykt

26 gt AP T} AAstdAE REA ] BARY SAL e sl ek
ol dy e aAE MdHa 2458 welHoz Yaaa dA4 s BB TAse AU
ol gy 44 Wi FTAHL ddeldE $AY F g Aok

B2 S A4 A7 A AAlE] =T e+ govt wiwst Ex A= Fo2 F4E
2 AEdel e 2419 4, A 93 HEEKS JHA A4 97, 24 TA
A7) FEAKE BIER, BEh3 BEM m#E V22 & kA, A3 B BEL ES FT &

10) Karl Lowitht ®ui435 olalslali winiel =8¢ QAs|Al WHL A& FAAEE “geIs)’
g} F#Agtel (Karl Lowith, *Max Weber und Karl Marx~ in K, Lowith, Gesammelte
Abhandlungen zur Kritik der Geschichtichen Existenz, Stuttgart, Kohlhammer, 1960,

S, 8ff,

11) &el4de] 259 onjol] slefAE he] F, ot winl9] fel4ge ]~ (fgR), 22 P94,
“Max Weber & &ty [HIFSY #K] ", AR KE FHREINN : MBL 2] S#s B,
MCRt, 1983, Az A.

12) Mouzelis, Op.cit . p. 26.

13) M. Weber, The Methodology of Social Sciences, Trans, and Ed. by E. A, Shils and
H.A. Finch, New York, Free Press, 1947, pp. 90~3.
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6 Apdata Y M183 («444)

4 gk olgl e EAES A= TEH 292 AFA A4 722 T2 o9 #
Fg HMOZ sl 22 & FASI: geld A9 frfeolcl HEBM THE TAL  S3ild
249 P3¢ SAsHoY AN AsAe} Ao 2 g He gelA AJnd 7|2E T
A a2 AFel 712E & A4olehe Helrh olelq SAo| ulE AnAE 53] S4EMY A
o2 gER & Aotk

olo} e Wil o] HAMN K]l 25¢Y A0 B4 FAl AL Y= G
5] AHMEE dhat. 94 23 o] o= HE A AHQUNE Wil J| TR YA 5L 4}
3t A, AES ATl 2E ARAY A5, ABAY o] dFo] 23] AANE 9
ollezh ohv™ A A 7 TabE on)strt ol B AEH & 4 el Lo e
Al o] A S v AYAHQ Sl ARshe A9 A1H AN Fdalg 4}
$5te ASE THeld & A

Az A e Ao ol AHRE = YL B2 BES R34S v FT g o]y
g R o R v o] dye] JhAL Ye Bl AEIE s, F2 A8 &=}
ol 97 8oi8] Fuiatdql 8o 7]]lgetn 33}

HAaA L oYY L F2 FAAA AT AA4H v mEAH A4 FASA] 259
A5 229 WA A FuA 8| ZFAE £F3 stn glom ¥ wdAaeln
a4 g shn Yok

o} e mAA FAEL ATE 20| 4139 A TZol vx]e HEE st
Wy ol Fo ATA AT EAHY FEL 26 FHAIHAA A AEA 44 =HT 4}
oA F7b Qb al dTubdol sglel 2el: AN T W e A S @AY 25
23el4 BEAL s ANAAZ BE BEEHEG dZU9He AsA "o

sl o] AgA | BL ol T AT JlolA T3 FAAY YAo| HI Yk o
of o] 2ol gz AAT Fo M2 ZHoZ FYAn gAvkE o] ok AdFEL
o] JlEAel ol Asla gom E O RFMO R WolEol: ot HTe ATEL oA
QA A7 AgHe AL AT HA BEA dAE ol BH oz Y4Bt wike g JYrtw
AT & F Aed, F2 248 0 T4H Zd3 MBA BEd Aol BAEY 2R

14) Mouzelis, Op. cit, p.39.

15) oAlZ2, Stenley Udy Jr. & &2} 3~473 A F5¢ 7oy segx z2xelgln v g
o} (S. Udy Jr. “Bureaucracy and Rationality in Weber's Orgenizational Theory; An
Empirical Study” A. S. R, Vol. 24, 1959)

16) Mouzelis, Op.cit, pp. 50~2.

17) Ibid, p, 54.

18) W8] Az o} 2L AHA gelA o] Be] S3lE Aoz B 4 ook (o), “H 2z
9 ZE” {43 A4, 69 23 (1982), p. 11.
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MRSy sl2tcio) sl M B 7

RRE, Bolxte]l WA, sl AAA Ehol KEEsE FAEI Aol ek oleh AL A
20 of FEL MM ERE Y AAlo]2y AT Uyurts B ol d4EE v HA
Al OE 4 Qe TAZRH A o]Bo 2 walstd U F Akt HE 2ol FIT YA

it @t 7 o} ARy BHEGE

Az spete] whgl Boll QldA AIRH AHZukyo] Zubsln Y WHEH LUFYE 2F
3 2 Z2AE A48 A e A 2k A FAGE 2ARE, a4, dade, wake]
2 59 cfokgt AYPSo] AEFo o) Taiste $honl F(Thomas Kuhn)®] [ 3herady e
Fze 22 HAAE Fd 4F53FSah) w2d APFARABl HARD S ALY
olu] 2} 8 ZA| ©}Fof Fke}

74 AA4H o Fubiolal W oujolA AbslA WHo LMol o FIH ulF
Azste ANE wad, F3 A4AH 43R, W4y A, Uy E o] 2¥
s} ofo g F2 wu 9} #x(Alfred Schutz)? ZE hpoz HE ¥y 474
2 27 A3l H @4 Ao Asted =2t wAl

$2o] osbd szbet wpyg 2o A} BAsted Tohx AL RS AHH 2 T
b et geh shube Al shaba ubgie] gk EA wbglols whebd asbpe Wy
ko] ol 7kAbsld Folx Hgslelof giots abolek E she) A Aadd szt Apsd
e pANo 2 o2y oo A5 sate] wale Aldaidte) wysle delop gk A
ol e, 2 '

BE £29) o]92e dule T HYHE JBE A=A ke Aoz dA
QeiA rsel Aslzetase T M sE Asfel I FHE g 4L FHst
£ 7o) wEolxul zejuh T AdtElE AHME Aul4A BE AL dH gy 3
AR Hzuyge vmsl 3o o] RE ool wAE mAysted H FEF HA T
& AHAFH F3 Utk

ole} RMAsted A WAL goksled Lepw P A AdA Apslalge] 2AH
2 2 AQs} sk FAolch AaddAtdly Rl M= AA ded KA itE= L

19) David Silverman, The Theory of Organizations, London, Heinemann, 1970.
20) Richard J.Bernstein, The Restructuring of Social and Political Theory, New York:

Harcout Brace Jaranovich, 1976, pp.Xvi- xvii,
21) Alfred Schutz " Concept and Theory Formafion in the Social Sciences” in Collected

Papers, ed.Maurice Natanson, The Hague, Nijhoff, 1967 ,Vol 1.pp. 48 49.
22) R J. Bernstein, op,cit, pp, 74ff,
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g M3dga =¥y Mi83 (HyA)

ol 4 AFEHT Q& ATEAA EFT el HYHY F2E 2 Ao e A
Hog o2 d4bolet stk '
A, Shee] REL 49% w4 AFHEA AL AYske Aolake FRln
A Azl Ade desled gelde C@AYe 2" e TaAde 29 o228 ¢
g7 E o] Brbssied, 2 Asld e gde FAL 4xAAz HHde B
HaEs cholop 17 WEel PHAUES EASE Rolgke Aelnp

A 2 gEMe FAQU FHEAYYE FRse AREL AddAdD A3 w4
48 Aoz, = A7l ou there) FHPHOE ETAshe A2 sjofficke o7t =
4ol Qold U B £ 28l CAdlel’ EAsk: Hielmz 2138 AFsys S3A
oz Aty webd AL o8 FAHY Yt Ao AHsAAAE Aceln e
Holrt zevh #AMH YFoae AREIA 4L AFE ZlcRln e SUH AAt o
Yotz Soh g ustm Asd A yudeR TASHS dFolt® welq A W4
£ oule) Hae 5 olsrh Aol

o gaYyoel WAL ABT Yo 49 sde Aolskd M yIpde Wy
2 By ols st Azuelslz ¥ 4 Aok AA YTuUY e F4L e
* Verstehen ' olgte sMdel & Jehd gl s A3ztgo] o] fsjAdE dn
A A9e FFslor ¢ JFsHA F4lel 2 A4 FAel A, AAA 4L 3
g o oule] AME $T CEME Rez fcke e 2zt Addas o)
qrea, pdd oz dojus aA4L weoez = "4 Mo IAPAE BHY F
dov HA4L i Ay Aee Zeid Ao AFAIAIE U+ dse
Roltk weld W Col& ' B AP Ad T U] FH ETE ALY AL FASA
I ojze] wlz AA A Tubdel AAAH 947 ek

el A8 H Absle] st g FAEol ASH Aol Foddl= FAA 9o, 9
5, 4-g Axgch AslaAdd #9=e] AFo A stebsltEe AH L A3 A 4L 9
2 FARcEs Aol Azstz Aok A sEAsE b fe ARE A AR, 2R e HA4L
apale] 2 B Fol4q 4m, GZsln, PFFohe AFEAA oAd SHI Ut A
Ae ok dusta Apsle #9250 A FTAR Zolrl wEeleh old  RellA 4t
) FaaSo] b e gl Bl sl Fds oule AAlRlE & 4 od, 2

23) E, Bisbee, "Objectivity in Social Science”, Philosophy in Science, Vol 4,19873, P, 378.

24) Morris Cohen , Reason and Nature ; An Essay on the Meaning of Scientific Method,
New York, Macmillan, 1931, p. 356.

25 David Walsh, “Sociology and Social World " in New Directions in Socioclogical
Theory, eds, Paul Filmer, et al,, London, Collier —Macmillan, 1972, pp. 15-35,
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RAEey Hehoe) sl MHR 9

Popd s AAle] NG ZE AP ANEY P47 Ze FAA gulE Avd= 47
T 4 gk AslA AAfst wiR 264 dfHs] @Eelcth _

oulg] AAE FA AA)s] w#Ed ouE Fai4 P FHod 23] AEAH, A=A
Aaro] F5g AQAY FAA Aok qAele FAA Ae] wA=lEd  FAFAEI 4}
s gbee] F8L Fa9wl delol( Wilhelm Dilthey) = AE A, A=A sato]  Erlheslox
Botm ® AN A3l Fdtel AFAA 2 AFA W] sbesivtn B w2E
A8l 9o oo AEE ue Rl JAstd YA oulst oA HAs 2
HAL ol AL zElm olsle whfe] ztm gle JAEH & nep THAHez d
Fgozda w9 olslAlzlee F4HH sldoz A FART

oujo) AlAlel Wk ApA o] sEsiutm R 20 Asst flo AL e
£z ARy Jare zzy 2z FYAetE Al LA e f2ol o3t AL
a7 7 Ba Qe A4E oAt ZFUANAL St HFHH 43FAAHL Ao
AR b ~weld g T A4 AxFAEe dgelsh 2R o] AAlE
gt BRERES EAste Ao ohiel FAHA Rolr] wEd Y 4ALE R
Aehe ouE e Aoz AYAh weid $e ey FNE AxFAHozr o
Mste Aolo, o] Le SElst T HAE FoU FE FHdA AV AT R
el ® Nz Hejo o]’ o uwhyoe] Alslate] oA e oA shsdt
5 el 43FHA ol Mol 3L £ Utk o] MAE FHA vl HAY A
g3, AR Fago| sHeshAl

4. Wyregsielctdd o BT HT

7k A ETERR
HEBe g@old dolht ALY FFL chEck AL ARE AAHskL old iy
Ao1e gm Asel Belshes RAelA LeiE ARBEN S43 2 g4olE & 4 A

U
3

[e3
o

26) Fred R, Dallmayr and Thomas A McCarthy (eds. ), Understanding and Social Inquiry_l
Notre Dame: Univ,of Notre Dame Press, 1977, p. 4.

27) 42t Afsite] gade %L Asa g9 FHA o4l olszir Hstel sjqMejeio}
fobe wWele] Eae FsAAE Wzl olsl, FuA ou), #4d £ XYL 3 9 slA
A gsheu] At 2 okel (Alfred Schytz, The Phenomenology of Social World,
trans. by G, Walsh and F Lehnert K London, Heinemann, 1967.)

28) Schutz,op.cit,p. 51.

29) Ibid, pp, 53-54.

300 wed4l, "4 FaA T dudel v, AslE A F, AAM, A9, 1984.p. 15,
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10 A 5dga =34 184 (4h3 )

etz HAsHAl AH PRl A3 Tl A4sAH PP E ATHALR Fope AL Q7Y
ol FAH 2u)s} A StellAnt A4 o o] H & Aot 2} Al FFo ¢
BT A3l A7 sz o] Frle4 Wil E Yz, FI1E EeldodlE AHE0] 4
2 48 do #5359 gxE HH8A st + gobed A3 593 ol gol A
oh 22 vl ol2gt FAle AL AMA A ubdo] UaskA

HEEe] A5 o] 5L AMslH P99 Arol Sl TERA WeE Y At F
2 BAE 71297 aEo BHFAA A ou]o} FE, YFFE abE] e 99
< A9 F ¢A =HAdx FF olfFe] FFol AT A FFLE ATl 4}
HAY Adgel] dolA FEHIE FAZ wixAl Hglctn s dAelA A Al 4A
of gk aldA ATudel Aty =T AT AT olAZAY s el AP AP
48 o BT Y9t Qepe HE AAstma Foldek e A PL.Berger) s} F3st
(T.Luckmann) o] 2A3}xel ZAA T4 Axflod £ <Aze] o 3¢ 4%
Hast glod oAl fele TEAH AN A TAolzles A FH]I4lel i)
AAE AAAoz Adgstes] FAE 7 of el

25k 2AATY FFHE o FUR TEROIEL 704 FoAd dF E=Eo] a4
E7t2g HShe gn Qdeh P s 2 FAH QoA FHolBY FE4E AxsHA
2922 FAE ZAATAA F&3A AL 5 Sl EobE AAZ wl Yrh®
Z2A483 FHA] S ATl A4 HFHo|Eell HF HAlL 2Elm o volrtd 3
A3 sielepdel] gt FALE TEHOZE 4AFEHERFC A FAA4 gAY g
AAg d4Hel gL FY BE<alA fe] 257t Adobrtw AAlols 2l BT 4ol
PFoz Fdgdol WAL ook YFAAY FAHIE 4 BH $Fo4 a2 EAAO
2 ohFofAl AL XA E Hussarl)dl a4 ol felv 22443 =istd  Yg4A7t
A=l &3 75U Uast Unk deld AHE wne el o felolr AlwsAqg T
TH Fei4Y A4 2" PFTAA GBAAL Llsid g JBAAY Fe] T
2o FgAt az: PLAA 24 deuk de Aol ohet YR g
e A€ A Bv Aol F23d, oA ATAAlY Az 4x TR
A Qv YL slskedl a7s st Al zA ael: aliF o wiAsE 4
AR £9s] AAS] djFolet zefu o] A, ALFAYL AL FuiHq

o
£ ¥

]

31) Peter L Berger and Thomas Luckmann, The Social Construction of Reality ;
A Treatise in the Sociology of Knowledge N, Y, Double Day, 1966.p. 170.

32) #¥9, 4, 25%,

33 e 2, " z2Ad el Mol 43" #elel g makt, AdeAH. 44, 1982, 287306 2,
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Summary

The Interpretative Paradigm and the Study of Organization

Kim Suhn-gun

In recent years a number of theorists located within the interpretative paradigm have involved
themselves in a debate about various aspects of organizational life and concerned to demonstrate
the validity of their point of view as against the prevailing orthodoxy characteristic of the
functionalist paradigm.

The interpretative paradigm embraces a wide range of philosophical and sociological thought
which shares the common characteristic of attempting to understand and explain the social world
primarily from the point of view of the actors directly involved in the social process. The
interpretative paradigm offers a frame of reference from which can be dierived a series of related
questions about the nature of social life in any organization.

The underlying assumption of the interpretative paradigm with regard to the ontc.ogical status
of the social world reject the utility of constructing a social science which focuses upon the analysis
of structures. From this point of view, organization simply do not exist. The aim of this study has
been to formulate and examine the potential uses of the interpretative paradigm as an alternative

aproach for the study of organization.

— 464 —



	1. 서론
	2. 조직연구와 베버의 영향
	3. 사회세계와 이해적 연구방법
	4. 해석적 파라다임의 조직분석
	5. 결론
	Summary



