MR AT gRN BR

& % <

B
1 F E ] 3. BE&MER&R
I MEEER HEHEA # $tH 4. stz KFREH
I 2A#= FaEk I A EEEe
2. IEM ME N & |
I # A

3o A P JEBEL 4 2wl 24 AT FAHEL 2t T4 o] BAU W
Aol o]l R Y& & F Uk A3 gdAFo] 2A A vi ¥ o & AL A g
A Hox w24 224 F2ste A A BE e AT 5 QA Hds] AFe] o
Tore qeabs Aele] FAlAs] AA LA 4A HAed 2 (T WA HER
& AT @A " Aol AT 24 o] FAo] sy ol 27 o] w3 upyr
3} FHE A A AT BRI EEigkol el oud fde WeHE de AT
A4 B2y 244 I WRe 2 &3} Hol oA F43 BRI g+ Ane EYg
= kAl e

ojebg g Aol I A BEEHET AA2 KA At APE stals] Y4
€ AT 24 479 EEG 4A) WEE 4% Bofof st oso4 F F4% o] A
BEE 24 A7 el H KAl BAS Mo aYe AAzH zAo Mz o
717l Hqdete A& A4 + Y0

Z27 479 AKE 2A F 7HA2 e £ 4 shte FEsl(Bureaucracy) HRES Mk

1) Nicos P,Mouzelis, Org:nization and Bureaucracy: An Analysis of Modern Theories,
London, Routel:dge & Kegan Paul , 1971, pp.146—147.
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9% SE st A4 dFelA ERE FEsE Ao rel & + s

REA AT ABAAE o9 (MiWeber)d) Wiksle] Bamg HWase o W 2
BA o] FHSR RBA =AY NEWE S AT AL g B HAY
BEEol AAY MEE 2o} dUsAl @B AAE oA Hgdeh

RmiEet sty AAE B2 A AL A8 QA R2AY AS} A48 GE el 4
LT BEEY BHe A LS S8 34¢ AR 6L (F.W. Taylor)?)
H3gA P2 Bo] 2AdAY FARM 3AL EUN ADBA Fuie BERTROS ool
T Udee B 4 Yk

ol¢h T2 MBHRS] BEREL ¥ ArstE Aol X 7Y FHo] ohymz o
AE 2] HEA QA4 A A L4 Hae s ¥ A A% AL 2y
REAR A9AA Agel Az Az AA2HY 249 ﬁ-oﬂ AT %-41% w3 5
Acte A& AHskmat g

a8 AN 2AY 2Helta & = st oA 22 AANE YV % + dest, &
249 T2 FAE Aoz AYY F Y& A =279 A AL, ol T
Ak WAs AT o] BelAek w2 F kA o|BA AR, F, 2A9 AA|
(System)s} E¢Aq 214 Fxste s 253 239 2ud¢ Faee AP UAY
4 Sleh® ,

A A A vd 23 #59 4§54 3¢ A2L ABRAL}Y A Fo] g5 a

Ak A48 AgL A=k A3 A A (Social system)e] djAAU AAe] YA 23
B& A4stEst sty A AT FAunE AA2AY 24¢ shie) ANdAAE ve 2

FzAAE AT AFL e H4e. F, 24 A7 o A% AAGA4 Y=
“‘J"’d-"-i-‘?-i'] A4S AT dez WY A4 24 olEx Ui AN o] Eo| P2
3 et € F A Y £ LB FAL o T4 ARAAZA AA 24 24
4 B3ol 5704 Y2 e VR 24 o BEL Aed Luat Qo

e @ AL 24449 ZE BEF AunE dota] ANAE 2AE ALY o

2) Ibid, pp.166—168.

3) cf A Etzioni, Modern Organization, New Jersey, Prentice-Hall, 1964, Chapter 4,

4) cf R._Dahrendorf, *‘Out of Utopia : Toward a Re-Orientation of Sociologica! Analysis’,
American Journal of Saciology, Vol 64(1958).

5) olgbzte 2AQATY Fge Aty AAdMA4 F vehia e, EV, Schaeider,
Industrial Sociology, McGraw-Hill, 1957 @ M.J.Vincent and J Mayer, New Foundations -

. for Industrial Ssciology, N.Y., 1959 BM&. )
6) D.C.Miller and W.H_ Form, Industrial Sociology, Harper and Row, 1963, pp.15-9;

—132—.



L HBERe] W3 DMy ¥ 3
= shobg Aol ohdel 2% A5 2% dE 25 AN AN T R4l 24
& Agolok bt Aotk 24 o B4 A2 3% A9 bk AHA TEH
F gl A AY FAE T 4 doh. olAT AR ARRAUSY w4FYA WAl
A el e ZAQT B FTL oA Ae ¥ 4 . HeA N 23 o4F
Age 2L 259 TAd Lo} g BUL AL 29 o]£E AdAN olsgzszd
B oSyAsHE 24 e Sgoln gk, BE ST L ATE 24 T4 BE Aol b
o olgdos A A ggtod 24 FAst A 259 Fadel A 44E 2o
AlZla sl

osh A £dlA 24 W4del Y2Hhe F 744 ANGY WA &, AFEIA P Py

3 AT olE9 AT el YA oAl AFFAA YT WY A A Estd
LRSS '

I BeeE¥ BRHxe A #ep

AEFA7 WA AT o) Zol folA TAAL AHE AL Yok oA sl 3
JAE b T4 A4l AT Yo ¢ 4 A

274 ool YAAE hAARZ ASFYA Y2PHol FUNKA AL o o Tl
2% A7 RAS A5FYel R WX A st Eduat 2 A¥FY
A Az i B sl 4susle goh

2AdA AL 959 g4 4] EUHLAD ASFY A YYPdAE 2He
g4422 24 999 44 dzAste]l ohizt  shhe A3 A4 (Social System)z
v3 geh &, 299 44 FdA 484 ZAE) 4544 3¢ Takd dehte
chept AR, 48, U A 249 4NA T2 FUAL F2e T4 e
i AfAAZ BE Aolhd o

AdAola A4 EF2A AFFYA P4 & $LY AALY ANAY de @
U4 doE A, 283 2% FLE0Y AR AAALE BHE S dobd A4 W

7) ’EMSI FREL Y AL mRo] il-%°la} Ak 2Ea BEEH WRe 3-& ‘%?i‘ |
i1 P.M, Blau9+ A.W.Gouldnerx: w £ Adgc}, - -
cf.R.K Merton, Bureaucratac ‘Structure and Personality, ia.R. K.Merton ot nkels Yy
" Re:der in Bureaucr-cy, Glenco= Free, Press 1963, pp.261 -371. R
8) cf. J. H. Turner, The Structure of Sociological Theory, Homewood, Dorsey Prequ&zs.l’art I
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doleh & & et ASFYY AP AE S QALY zAe o 24
Hatd Yo 7154 22 (Functional requirement)§ 7tz gl td 249 FHRLLEL
TAHE 24 AAY §T2F] ZUW o AFA Aoe® vu ] FHLILY w5t
T EF 23 YT oA A5 ANE AL B A4 zAg @ Lu
=¥ ¥4 B (pattern)e] 424 AAZHY A 229 &7 s15Ha F@oh A5
¢ EF Zn Jebe Ae ¢ < Yo, ‘

AETAS £ WA KL A Avst A NS FRIGO, 299 is
ol AAL KT FFol FUE AL 2T o FARL AL bk A4 G 2
A FAL 229 A ANE A2 FHARG ¥ S e, F ojw A 9 P4 A
At B AAL §78F N EA G AR 2ASH 2AL Rabs AU # 2] 7)
E dhevh old o] 2t Sl 99 opge] WA SR ol w

DLE zbeksl 492 ASF94 gagyel & —iy Hitsl dadste] & o 24 &7
RANA oldd F24 a0l & €754 sk 471549 AE wes A A
A2 S 49e SA gEch e ASY LS 2o Bad 480 45y o7
9 A3 zael FHSGE BAL AHUEE wold £ glolok B9 24 dadAn 2
A AT QAAE T4 29 slvs A%, 2en T2 549 e 4947
Aol ohlzh 24 T2 WY Y& TANE Ao Waskd sy ®

2EHE 23 AT AL A5FY TP AR FAE AAY Assd wx
1. I4z24 3 v 34 27

23 AT o) A% gol 482 & F42A(Formal organization)sh ¥ FA2A
(Informal organization)oleh Md-& 48 A4 FAeol E3 Be AdY e Ao
T e Aoleh s, FAzAs M4 249 AYE 24 47 ¥P4 24(Co-
ordination)st AUEzke] eHe e V4L G FHoluk A3, Ad Aol EAE 2 h
T gl At BAL FEF AETHE FolA obF Helg LAY Bolgh ¢ 4+ e
MAA ol AdE 239 $Ad eld Bl WFHA 3L el 299 WE Q

9) AZA HR' (need)stt UL MME LAWY Bokol A HAKE D& ANE ¥ BWLEH
L ERE AR, T T T | A

10) R_K Merton, Socizl Theory and Sooial Structure,- New York, Freé¢ Press, 1961, PP.50—5.

11) P.M.Blau, The Dynamics of Bureaucracy, Chicogo, Univ. of Chicago Press, 1968,
PP.90—4. o ’

12) Meuzelis, op, cit., p. 59,
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TFoii #43 4R L A I dv Aot P

a2y ol FA—uFA Ad S 2o} JHaA Agstnat ¢ & AL Qud AR
d, 24 TA4EY #F¢ dYshA R4S Hed e TAAL 2AL dFshe A
+ TAYEY FFAA ofad Aol FA4AlT ofd el wFHH A/ FHsEe AL
k5 ¥& ol Exk FA AL A fol gledA o] F shA FuE EA 4o Uy =Eel o]
T 7HA 94 AlA ez FESE 4L obF Y€ Yo He Aot

A74 F2A o] E FAF ARAL EABIUL FTA—uF4 249 FHo] AR o
el £84¢ folsta gt ool 24 AT ekt PHloz AfHI Y&
T4 F4 ok A& TR uA

1) 7iH28e{2] ASe] 2in|

1349 A& HAADAA EfrEe el ddste §F5L Yuiste Adoez A4
3 gle 7 $olch.

22 27 A4¢ FAAos 4o A4 MUY PFL AHAE EE, OF
B, FtZolk A4 A%t 5 S AdA A vkl $YHT Y Ashz o] Fof
A AolA AL o] 7idsk £F38A dehbe AL obdet shAeh

2) 3| |g v 4SS

ol Afol€ 7ZIM2yel9 Ao] okizt 249 Fas HAd 459 AYYd¢ A=z
Aoz 229 F A A s G2 G54 v F4AQ oz un Y1

3) oy Re Ys

ASNAE A3 2T AHE 2t YFE NFAAL WEE YAt AYos A48
3 gout 249 AW 4 A E $4 A4S Gud FAAL Ash ool
LA EARA AGE AL AT + g

4) TNEL US
AR AN AT TAAL FFAY Aol vehike e w B4 AL e

13) Etzioni, op.eit, p 40,
14) ¢f E,W_Bkke, ‘The concept of Social @rganization’, in M, Ruire(ed), Modern Organization
Theory, N.Y, John wiley & Sons, 1969, p.45.

L) o o] £.(E. Mayo)= #8 Aas& AMBMESEA A Zzets FAXEAM] HAo] o] sl
e},

e e
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7ol c}, 19

BES EFoA F4—6F4 o] 344 AYL $4¢ 229 Tz $5& Laaim]
AAA ATE Ade] A 4 98¢ 4% ugtth. B 24 Y3 wgY £x9 LH4L 9
FAAE FANTAY ol 2YA Ad e Quist glon T4 TG AYLE FrdE A
® e ARAAZA 2A¢ Aoz AFdEn 526 HX Gudw 4. oA
TATFI 24 dFAEL A 249 T2 A% o AN LYudE %41~
N34 AFHd o B RAE A Hobe A st olaY & g -

FA—NTYolohs 5% HAE THe] A% xdos TN AHeu vTyY 2
del 279 o2 A4 shist 2§ e Y MelshEst =L o}F EA—uTY A
® 223 48R BT A1 AR sion 249 Bl 39 A TR o =

A A PAE AYY 4 g vt YUy LRI E 1 QE zAd] AE L
o] o] ayHm gleh1® ‘ ‘ '

2. A4 %

HERK Merton)s) A4 sl5e ¥4 ARl FH=4 J2aba @A A4
A B A A%E grishe Aeleh® o Al APARA B Ex A8 A
2 U4Y 4 9 FAEE B4T 4+ AEER e 2oE Aol 4 o4F FLQ YHEH £
7t AT gl A4 AdEA G2 Ak P98 dehdA e A sl AN gAe
Z2HLATAA AW 4¢ 24 449 498 Foio A $L AL AR 29
o3 s e

2y B4 - F4 A} st T8 dETA g asm ’.‘M’ﬂ E-“Hh: A
€23 a7 Qo $YEA Aol ARaAA A

o Mg 4 FYAQY A At T A 2ANoE o ¥ b Azt -lssa.
AR Y= A G AL, V49 AAA FAAL ALAE FHE = AR EA? @97}
T F UFE 2T A%E QA5 9FE A4 2R ASelE AFAFEA? o9

16) C.Arensberg et al, (eds), Research in Industrial Human Relations, N.Y, Harper & Row,
1957, p.351.

17) W Scott, J A Banks, A _H Halsey, .T,Lupton, Technical Change and Industrial Relatlons,
Lwerpool 1956, pp 263—82. : s o

18), c¢f E.Jacques, The Changing Culture of a Fa.-ctcamx'N Y Dryden Press, 1052, pp.249-56,

19) o]d s A sl T -Parsonse] fk%Ea(System Theory)o] MM MY —BEAR A9 9|
.48 ¥ Ad.

20) Merton, op,.cit,, pp.60—4.
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_ E@ER ¢ AABH XL 7

&L EAE A2 87l HEk] T2 (A W.Gouldner) £ H 415 752 "E3dez 7K A3
A 959 A"l FAA AFE “FHHoz FHSHAY A2 Ao ok AFE Yrnla
 Aolet sied FAA AEsk AAA JlFel AT FANEE Az gUehD olgge
BELZE € A4 9329 44 walokal she ofedd A S AT 5 YA sz
FA ol A kel FIE AEolA st oyt A AAs SAA AL o=k o
vakd il A4 Fhol FAR Aol Folo] FARA %& AAAE VRIE AL vhast
Az o ¥ Aol wdfolet. wepA FHX A+ dF AL A4 HTRE—EE
B 5k iAol A Az A A<l o] A4 MEE T4HsE AHRDE A48}
+ Fo] &Y% Aoz YA

3. BOAMERGER

WEEERR 24 L AESE d oA 49E AL MA@ d 7ol ol BEN 753
Arl5el ABd ok FEAN AT ¢ Ak AL A fAE BEelBE T o4
o olwl WAL TH KEY AR, 2t S4d8n T F 9+ AQsteE ol

WAEE R o #H e BN TEHY Aol AAAE Jl5d BRE FLGE A
o ebetAlnl 22gt FA A P Fol &AM THER etz g APl #asol)
£ BohAel HRete AEE 4804S R Yol AolE AHeA gEoh® vg]
BER Z15olzte T4 A&ste AL 27 44 LT 24 TALEY wWFe] 213
AR 75 FAGE 939 A2d KEE 29N AN RES 2] % (reifying)
s Hdol glebe Roleh |

ol -2 sl W #Hel At A TFYst 2 Y& AEEEEAR I AR,
5, AAlY 5% $451 dadste] F A5 WA G o] Jae ulA AAE olw
TR A Aell4 8¢ ol FE2% HE 3359 Ao AAE AP 28§ v o)
AZE 5 ddm shaleh AR FAe AT AAE S Aage P = QA
4% & A2AS $44 o1 AT VA WA LA AAsHE £F49 feed-back

2i) A.W'Gouldner, Putterns of Industrial Bureaucracy, Glencoe [N, Free “Press, 1954, p.25.

22) <135 Blauel o st =3 AWHY SHAHE JFAH FARE Mo AEY A4y 5

HE A At Adsa dew, olHG UFAY FAES} QBANE PasEu B
Jﬂzi As€ FEH L B4R Ak oAAA o) 'UR4H IAxs} ‘{l**}"ﬂi’ Z44]7]
B RRE ZEW R TR e]Jt gl :

Bl:u, Dynamics of Bureaucracy, pp.36—43.

23) J.Rex, Key Probrems of Sociologic:l Theory London, Routledge & K:gan Paul, 1970,
pp.60 —77. :
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A7l el EARHE AL Auldt AN ol ANE WohEUtd Aele Lol
A FALT G920 FEd s et AY Wast g A0Th® ksl W
AvE 2E W0 A4 49 BRE APANAG 2UACE B BEH AAY T 22
& Qulste Aelsl Agelch®

ASFAA el A E WA FAT #AL ddAos HUY 494 Aol A
AA FAol FANA ARl MRl Tahe AL MEE Hiolht Aotk ST
9 ool 3d T HR MR BFL BE M ASelE Aol gAod Jate 2
fiol FRAE A2 wyl WFolsh Tom ol Aol % MM KMol bzt sl
B 57 A0l drlA Faehd 1AL 29 A gold A3 FE Aol foha
T 4 ek

A¥Fe HHE GARA A480E Aol 42 A ol E AdolAE St AN BitE
T AL bz 448eh &, ol%h ol AFYel e siwsn A ASFAA 2
o AdY 2E4e 53 $ad BAR AL FTHE 4 8E AL ohd Aol
o olAsh dastel #9% AL #4 S AAE 1A 23 & B 4TE IF
871 A Sl ATaHE Asl=e A 28 hEE 24 A4 $70ln) 269 Lok
St Aotk & dhle SHL $RE ol i Wil dshdoz Fasd oA
Fsgl #17412) zml%zm 449 e Bl ol 9& 4= At Aot = WA
EAAdl = FHLEEE 2T e FRARS Bctd Lobd 44 b alray HE
& ANAAS 2D F0A BAd b B I Bk T GRS 2AY 45 AE Aol
o},

o927 ol £%le] ASAAY ArlBAolebe Ads Walk AdezE FEEA g2
2% A9lsh BRSO Z RS g G EEEE Rt Aol LEh AR AT
A7 k] 975 Aclsha B ol WEd A% P AdzAE 9 444
of $A% 430l YEsHE AFatedl FEeA g ASFAAes WAl A ¥A

24) E_Nagel, ‘Teleclogical Explanation and Teleological Systems*, i n H. Feigl and M. Broadbeck
(eds), Readings in the Philosaphy of Science, New York,Harper & Bros, 1953, pp.537—538.

25) W& 1% Ade g5y A3 Z¢ 534 459 £5aA4E Gk sk . a9
v 2E A PiE A48 AAE g 4T 5 doke A& $3E A @
Stz ol Bl Apold Ay AP g o] 4RF & FA X ﬁsl“l- (c¢f R K Merton,
Social Theory and Social Structure, chapterl) ' :

26) K, Brown, Explanation in Social Science, 1963, p.130.

27) E_Nagel, Logic Without Metaphyslcs, 1957, Chapter 10,

28) Mouzelis, op.cit,, p.74.
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AEER T AR BRE 9

T AL A= AT AA4Y FFF AF4, £THR RS GE HTEE—
A ole] gk EEM ALH MFEEd T HElE BHEHL BHST—2¥eo Add W
ARV A5 gds RRAsSd NFAH e eddate, ola Aol 444 st He
Ql7Hg waoF qch®

b3t e AxdA 24 ¢ 235t HERFN o2 @B AA #24 A2 u
Av 58 5T A A {30 2F6E80 #BEDH e ALE £4ste oo HEod
ez ot SR 4524 Y 2Eed A FAA U9 ST B TEA
22 ywalde =Ye] Wad Aol

xb

4, stotgz9 AA o &

sfo} &= (Talcott Parsons)E F Ao djste] P& =F& 22 gorena’® zAo| g7y
2% 9o »E 23¢ sty ALa A A (Social system)z £ 2.9 AAHQ) @&asik
£ 2424 ¢ st HAT AsldA £AEE AlFska gk

spofEz+ chofat skl AAFHwL - ¥4 ) 7HAR v 2AL vt 2 AFAANR
A Z A, ARt dAHA dE s 4434 A (Social system)z 23 gled, ¢4
spob=z9] AAY MdFe 43 wz slopEz e Al BREE @AY H2iHEHS &3
who)l A4 Ye] A AR o] X = AT A5 24haql A4 (complex of interlocking system)
2 d ez spebsta ged oAl waAsid F shA A& AAE 5 At

A, AAY st A AAzA AHAAE TEHA G2 A F, FFRY @Al
Ax ThthRS ARKE 242 2+ Aol oz stHAAY HEEMFA 2046429
LA4el ¢ 2E Aol |

oz S ¢ iy SystemomVe Eff ke sl A A4H 7L 5
A 529 WMo = F4Y 5 9t Aclsh dAdd Ade2ie KEos P49 FEF
e A% Ay k#dAe ALY a2z e A9E & v A2y A4l ﬁ%’E

2¢) Nag:l, op,cit,, pp.247—86.

30) solE 29 xald ¥ =& HE3 A
‘Suggestion for & Sociological Approach to the Theory of Orga.mzatlon » Adminstrative
Sciene Quarterly, Vo1(1956) Nos 1 «nd2, pp.63—85 and 224-—39,
*Some Ingredients of a Gener:l Theory of Formal Organization’, in A.W,Holpirted,),
Adminstrative Theory in Education, Chicago, 1958, pp.40—72.
‘The Mental Hospital «s a Type of Organization®, in Greenblott, D Levinson, und R_H,
William(eds), The P.tient snd The Mental Hospitul, Glencoz, Ill,. 1957, pp.109-29.
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Yebz vm g}

stz 24 AAE ALHy —HIERy MANA St gl wdekd zA o] 98t
A7t 7153 gty 7% A 22E B velA Higsz detz sA. 249
7M€ Aoz 2245 Hoh 2 AlAS) miEsy BEbol Aodsts QoA 333 1
th ol AgRE zao TRt SAAAY Hilel bsld QA= g0 +Ad9E 73
¥+ AE A% gy 459 Fsle] AANAE A Ao 4 9 ARt Hxs) AE
TAE F 9 TAFE ALY

2ol Ao @B kMol na olh- bk HEY HWHY FEEo] o 3
AAY A5d 2L $FA5= AL FAR, 2

stolz9] 471z 7R AHq ) 3 24% A ¢(Adaptation)s} E§ & 4] (Goal = achieve-
ment)S] B z o) YA FAle] Ly sl 3 (Integration) s} 34 4 (Latency)
2AL AAY NEEAS FAFH D Q= 229 A% aAde Hste] 49 ux A
2.7 (Adaptation repuirement)-& ZA9 F2 d4ol Loy AHEES HHRES Y&
= TAUAE PNz Bk, A, EX 79 59 A& FAlgE THAY B o
et

A BEE K (Goal achievemént)-g- A 24 A% 249 HEFEFYD RAHE Aoz sjo}
TZE 239 BERES 13¢ A el AFAdn v ek, et Ba g4y
€ A A4 T3 g WYL dY (Power)d] A7t H&ul sjojgzi 19 ¢ "R
HEE BRE B¢ BREHE #£H70ax st glch. 30

& U (Integration) s} 344 (Latancy)s) 2a& spofdze) ZAd] g o P4 Ao
2 AFHA g3 Qo ks g xg AL 9 AA 2bole) Hejsl PP A

31) T.Parsons, R F Bales ang E.A_ Shils, Working Papers in the Theory of Action, Glencoe
» Free Press, , 1953, .pp.172ff. .

52) otz Az A%A adel BAL AR ek A3 £S5 ot o) A4 25}
22 E&el oY A2 FAg on sl A=, olidl AAzAd ZAst: FaHq
WA E& Wi AU, =& 230 A2 28A JgstEel Doy o) 4 a My 2g 9
Pl3be Zala #9935 @, ok e Y4ElA & 43202 249 43¢ P2 9},
cf H Landsberger, * ‘Parsons’ Theory of Organization’ in M. Bluck(ed,), The Saicial
Theories of Talcott Parsons, Ehglewood Cliffs, N J., Prentice-Hall, 1961, Pp.225—6,

33) Sz ol9te FRE 1?._};’-5.7} CEREEE B 3 BANA Y gt JE} AU A,
$F, JoAgor, a2 Ay AUAAR 4R AdA 2PE e yReses T
C A FALE ¥ 4 ﬂn}‘(pf,G_.Hgmans,_Thg Human Group, N.Y..1951, 2.110).

34) Pé}sons; ‘Suggestions: for a S&ciological Approach to the Theory of Organization', p,228,

35) I ol frd Stoheat 2o HATAN 2 o BAE 251 AEol ¢ 4+ g
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MR H3 gy TE N

A 45¢ 2t Aoz BHE Aoly JAE T Aol @it (Latency) 2 w4
We Az 2ol nrl & AAY JAlE veb = Aot

sl =z 2AEFE o|42L 4714 F5A aAdd AT Y$¢ & T A%

nhxjet o 2 shopz o] A MM(Pattern variable)st 23 EAel glelA flel4 A4
28] 47HA 15A A 94 RAHz deste AN 2A

spoleze] HHAGFE A8 AAY B £ o dLPAE TAA F2 Y+

zAd A BERF) 4¢3 Ruste] Lowd 24 Foat: A3 hirie s EEA
%9l AA A spl Ak ety 4 AL e Feh(Specifity). v 7] FALEY 27
3 7] e] wte} 53715 = (Performence) #wte] A &L v F2 Hole} shawl.

P #a 9 Bk M4 49 ol RiFHE, KEE, SBYE ks 22 %
E FY5 g4 vebd FFA T ddlH e 98 JAE £ 7 A

EE ol E77 2E 249 7ol b AL o AR spetEze 4714 A5
d 27 ¢ 2gstedd e 4% AdA =77 HAx ek stelez29 bR AEA 4A
o] RE zF¢ ZEEE EAE vehile Ao & 4 ded 2y ol 239 FAle
zA¢] oz} k2l AFE 4 dod HREG AR 2Avtc} AR WS SHAAIALY Al
ol e AstE ol ol Aolg T2 Fag Zech W

Pk AEg sfop&zo) 2Ad] gt Ak o] 29 270 24 o] Be] FAY AL 37k W
ol A BEgsted xd

AA, z-o] Hgt g2 7x £ 20GHA, AR, 23, A A4¥E 7 A+e ¥H
Z3 glon, olAgt TEAelY MEKFEA Mrtkd EAE A4 ot

4, 2F0] gt Yk o] B RE F3 A4 o} AL 5 At Aclelok Ak A4
+ 24359

njo

36) Parsons, Ibid, pp,70—85.

37) Parsons, Structure and Process in Modern Societies, N.Y.,Free Press, 1960, pp.44—7.

38) dol& = P4+ ALY 4EAAE %-‘&d] g3t WA AE, A3l Tz AL G2
At A% BAE, 284 42dAL 7HAE JEdE 7,1°lf—}.(E.C.D:vereux Jr. ‘Parsons’
Saciological Theory® in Black, op. cit, p,3§). '

39) Landsberger, op.cit,, pp.219—20.

40) o 41!%-1]5:"‘01]*1“ A9} At § o :L’JMl o} 51o] g A (specific)ql = g€ 31+
@ o3l® PHg(diffuse) AEf HY A% Atz sl

41) )9} MaAste] spojizE 2E 229 slo)ety] FrAA Aol Tz Jls€ ZE 37 3
$] M A (subsystem) = ##ify Tk F(Technical subsystem), @&y TFrékR(Manageriel
subsystem), $jEAY T{rék R (Institutional subsystem)& F¥5tiL 9o}, (Parsons, Structure
and Process of Modern Society, p,65).
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e A JRAE dzdesd 2w @ A A7) AddAe 3 2EY &
A& wAIS ek ojal g stebzst WY A A4S BYe] B AdelA T =8
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N9 Bzl g olshd e WAL slotezsl #HY SR MES £EY Zwd 3
A+ ZL Yete AolA 48" 5 ek

2v 22 ¢ A9ete dl delde 48 29 2de 4% 5 dt BAEBR(Zero-
Sum Theory)e] #8& A2 YA 24 AMAA 24 249 nE FRERS
< od A 53 D4l dolA AL FAEMGKRE 22 AYste Adle Yot A, 28a
A A AEEE 239 dtolels] TzelAd 2 oldaA Z5E medd Hepdd, A
42y SR FASE AL 2A9 25 A dote] vtz ¥ 5 Q2SS ¥ohs A
ol =t

74218 FA AAel A stepez Fzs) dvht AR AQsbe AAlS @M K
ik A& g de SdAdd 28 4736 Eobd 2 & F Aok dlAdg sl 2
2rgadA A qet kel ow FEY A EAFT T JAET? 24 FAA
Agato]l AL Folck. v %7 A AA Aboldl FEA Azt EAste AL E shoe

42) 243t BH4E ATE AFEY AFEL A4 249 o] AQYFel vHE JFolul F=
B4 ¥ A AHAA2AY 245 o E A5A §YF39 VA5 S fx] b} (cf,
A, Etzioni, *‘New Direction in the Study of Organization and Society,’in Social Research Vol,
27(1960), pp.223—8,; ‘Industrial Sociology; The Study of Economic Organization,’ Social
Research Vol, 25(1958), pp.303—24.

43) D_Lockwood, ‘Some Remarks on “The Social System”’, British Journal of Sociology,
Vol 7.(1956), No 2.

44) WN(power)F =3 BE F4ol oY “AYFY $Y"o2 FAY FHolez9 JAAAYE 2
A9 o] fl# AU+ FYSE KPP 2AANE YIH T 4 U Ado] ¥ 4 9},
(cf. T, Parsons, ‘The Distribution of Power in American Society,” World Politics Vol 10
(1957), pp.108-29,)

45) ®EEM(Zero-Sum Theory)-2 M+ SRR Aoz 37 o Fof Yol Y& Y53 o
THd A+ A& gAY,
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AEHL 2 70| sholgzrt Aste Aurt LKARAY 4] Ak AL F9s
Aol ohe} sHAE AxF oM 229 Y T2E 4£F8 T dlobezy E49 32
< Wizt g Feld

X,
o A

I #Hs Biee fm

stotEZ £ 4713 71%A EAYG e o]FelAE AY & T dd 239 F= 4
tE 52 L4395 E duget. a8y 249 A3 F2E sjdste = @obx Wy
2 s Ak 49 fAlo] £He THE AL 249 4L oty gL =80 A
ot A Aol A=k A4 Aol A Al Aol A gL o]t gk P

27 79} fadste] A WK Ak o] Folztn ol EE AME AL Bl Y] s
ob&z2 o] el uldte] F4 X vlAE Al ek Ak 2V 28 Folell 4 EE
713 EEG d T8 #iNs WES M f=8 Aol ol WREL AT HEL
MAGgozH et AbAgl o] F P49 7l2E TAL 4 v AT F4Y L udFa g
. 239 AYs 5L AFTL A2 dTE F FA¢ Ad ol =A ggnx,
§.2EM. Dalton)g F77t8) BEBKES T3¢ 671 7dAld A AT A4® FF5 Al
Re =3 (clique)s] TAE wreln 22§ EXKe|l 244 e EUH ngo J5&
3 RS A+ 24729 244 4 2452 Yok 29 SRS AR TAYs Ads
of A5 H5% old¢ FT3tn AT WO s FAASEH deh) 244
AL 23 Yeske GYeA weln Ak d$r] 5 JFL 24 YE 2E 24
3 ¥ vl A= (all-pervasiveness) |42 EE 293 ¥ (intensive) P Ao &5
Fol AT WEgel A adAY 2AY Az FAA odlERAg 24 FH

46) R Dahrendorf, Cl:ss and Class conflict in Indiustrial Society, 1959, Stanford Univ, Press,
1967, P.96, o »

A7) degt $2AE vASE AR T2l B o TA YHEE 2 ATz ool VA& P
g4 Ades sopsta U, A3 FF59 A4 ojgdd FaAE Z2de HEAHQ
A& mAo|ch (The Functions of Sicial Conflict, Free Press, 1956;Continuities in the
Study of Social Conflict, Free Press, 19703 %)

48) cf M Dalton, Men who Manage, N Y John Wiley and Sons, 1959.
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239 $ 2+ A2 Jeldchs 2L 3dFT g} @

azAe|(M. Crozier)7t ¥ MY Eak4 F¥ F4L d7¢ AL 279 Ad5 g5 2
Aol F8% A¢ AT Yok O FEY A o} F B HE 2T e 22 A
® Tz AF4R 24 vrh W A4A, F34 T4 4d RAE o TFahedoput
Prhe A¢ 2o Foh a7k A% 24 FY04 Ad FRE BEYOD B KNS
23 Q& KEE2A 7 AR HSo] o MEMe) HEm AT 2w b Aoe
EA45ta gleh. 2okye] wEMel W KRR 258 AP AL AsT2Y Hrt o] 2ol
Avkn HE 2A0] Koz WAL Aol ohet FHUSS Huk k9l Anke) Bz 2
e A% 43 Hevhx b oA Ak AFe Ao Sholu ALY Ao e
Hel A% SY4L FAGE FRez 239 FAL zase Aol 2 FRelAqy oo
AE FRERE 0 Sm2 oo Sme Blol KBIEHo] Aujer BFo] et
Al R0

PARSI Al Zb2stAl s wiek el 24 Aol AR 229 YA Fze dlsid
o g BAL Aol HAL o] AL ZAWF ol ML FLoz 2 el AL
o FIG& BiEL st @AM, #s-a@ol 43 270 AL FAL ZE FALA  fgol
F7F =gl =t

27 Q449 49 Al g FAL vt Aol n wiEML BRES 2A HAA oA
A &F8H & TASE AEA BESke EEFsdc. @AY HER K. Merton)s 38
AR Tz ALY Aol wlAE Gl B ) ELD zZzo|Ao] P EAL ugto
W vhastAz = shhel E9 glE ERATL Sl E(W.F. Whyte)s) 24 5, SEMFel
A 243 52 g 2ol AR 259 FAE AH BAGY HEMES st
AE AL 5 5 Y

olel Wt alzt=(H L. Sheppard)t 3tolEst o rwabgaAls]l Wil Qojyterts k
2 Fatx wA slAAQl @Elere s Qebm wiwstm gleh

49) Ibid, p.114.

50) M.Crozier, The Bureaucratic Phenomenon, Chxc«go, Univ, of Ch!cago 196,

51) Ibid, pp.193—222.

52) cf,Merton, Social Theory and Social Structure, pp. 195—205.

53) arAel & FEF] £l A} FH L FoA4A A7E FLEd APL BEFY ofd 24
HQ HagE W4 det Aol ohe} BEE] A4FY £P43 YA 4B Y5
He gelHa Aolzta FAgc}, (crozier, op,cit,, pp.261 ff.)

54) cf,W.F Whyte, Patterns of Industrial Peace Harper, & Row, N.Y., 1951.

53) H L Sheppard ;Appro.ches.to Conflict in American Industrial Sociology’, British
Journal of Sociology Vol 5(1954), pp.324—40. -
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24 7ol e Y 25 & FEeE AFL AAAY FRAolx AL A2
z2A e FYL FIL 1 PFE EFLoEM 23 o] Bl IE Eo] ¥ & A2 VA
b, 23 oo AL HEHl oA K BES|—rtzaLs, W, v
— AR A4 B AL AAE S =F & A Hg W

A4 owd b 9a g AL oL AU A T2 AT M2 BRE 20 2
Ao Ao AGEA ) AR FEAZE RAclsh oA zAolEE AP BEY
F8A%E A9 2 FAZEH Heluh olEA]l Al vt AP EAIF] A3t
o, 223 7 4a gl A4 248 F4¢ olAsted 2ot TR A5l A
ste] BHEMF e} ¥

56) o]9}Z ¢ dlstzo] A gy AL A 279 52 49 dAs] YA AY
o 24oz Hd Ha AvA AAE AAsA Hcka LAY vl 2 (R Michels)] A sst
x5l g2& % 4 o=k, (cf.R_Michels, Political Parties; A Sociological Study of the
Oligarchic Tendncies of Modern Demacracy, Dover, N.Y, 1962)

57) QApdA sl £ 923 FA3 a6 HE o#r 2ATFE MLt FRsted -
C.Kerr: aAo] esla 259 AL 9ota gt & 44 8o FAHA olsidA Y 4
$e G5 9A 5]“1“‘] o] 8 %Al %"—"]'&' A xdte ol H4Hz] ZsA He duldA o
58 25e] Hojzca -.-79-'@-1'—} (cf. C. Kerr, ‘Indu trial Conflict a nd its Mediation’,
American Journal of Sociology Vol60,Nd3., 1954.)

58) ol#i] we}uj (R, Blauner) & vp2a29 299 Adg At Sy A1 EH AYY T2
7t 2 FAEA 2l 298 Adl HEA Al B A x84 o}, (cf R, Blauner, E
Ahanatlon Freedom and Techno]ogy, Chicago, Univ, of Chlcago Press, 1964, p. 29)

59) 39 733}% T ol 2l A A f2AF 73‘%"& 2elz ddta ¢ 4 dou
odrle]l Regh 2HozEe O 2" Lol HidAE AYAA ATV ol 2 4

LR AN A A AY AN A5 WA YT O AR & Wl Ee
A6l AAAY -Fe] FAE E 4 A+t (Mouzelis, op.cit,, pp.163—4)
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— Summary —

Sociological Consideration on the Theories of Organization

Suhn-gun Kim

The most important theoretical trend of recent organization studies seems to be
a broadening of scope which definitly shifts the focus of attention from individual
and the group, to the structure of the organization as a whole, From this point
of view, as in general sociological theory, we can identify two theoretical
tendencies ; some writers put more emphasis on the system and integrative aspects
of the organization, while others emphasise more its aspects of conflict and
power structure.

In examining two ways of looking at organization, firstly some problems of
functional approach were discussed critically : Formal-informal dichotomy, latant
fuction, self-maintaining system, Parsons’ theory of Social System. On the other
hand we have identified an increasing realization that more attention should be
given to conflicts and their basis in the organizational and societal structure. It
is obvious that these two views refer to complementary aspects of an organization.

In conclusion, it is also evident that a general theory which could account
equally well for both the integrative and the conflicting aspects of social systems
is one of the major requirements in the study of organization and of sociology
in general.
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