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2 AFdda =3 AR AL - A3 FAgH)

M AR dME, 2 =AFHYe TEE d=A Xk FAE 2A ot o] =
Xie® & —Mribel Thxtdeet # 4 v A¥edd Aol

olaldt MMty A< AW e HiA gx AL fASEA EgBe) RRENE B
< YT F7 dEel A @/UEE TEAY Moot AddsE YR uh ok o
ot

25 ALRE A= 4T ol AAFTE e da wAsT Qlon] WLE 24, A
7] A% oy HAE A= Qe 4w, B vH Fule Fxcjao] Ho ok F of
T BB A distd BES A gt "T Aol gt 2%, WA BB Yl A
Foll o3 MEE, vI5E, 222 THEE R4AH, A o BREESS B2k So=
ARES =Ll oo iy ZEH MKl AFslojo} st

a¥od ol Ak whE T2 FololH, uidAY AEIT £¢ od 37

F%e) Adfel 2 ot HAREL Yoltz Uu4 BEREMY A% = @R AdKel

v Ul FEE AEHK cofA LI BRS KM BALBES AUdz 44 @8
ARl Sl Ack) W Frlde} 2o e F2 Lol HRM AHEHS ATAFLE
% Abole] Rol ot o4, oY A &t HEETEES APl WHAFE Jolop ¢
2 2Ede ALK FRRNR S04 e F88 FAAst obd 4 gich =Y P59 A=
At 2E ddle BAELS old ¥elo LREEl Bodsin ot

AzE SR EHES BWY BRel HEstn AfMu2E FAF D A= PEY R
Red BIY o WEEASA 29 HPRRSS oDy BlFH £h< s78d. pEEEN
TEBASS REEAMClL fhfEayeld ol &374 57171 $odd 29Y¢ $§4 Hast U2

et AL¥ES BF =t hanmEst A3 ARSI Adtd kane s BEsit £
FVoletw AHoY =, AnEoT MY S A SFMEL BHSEZ A At FB
2o p¥M'on <Axlo] HEHM 4+t F3stedop ¥ Helchd

gl K R udAY T SHFLE FAEd 2 7Y BE T2 ¥

[]

o},
oot M Aoz Aol EMHIT] AolA ILay BEES) F24E, A3l
£ AGRIILY MBS 40z Boz wRAy AKX BRE A4 Wi ®ES
sz got.

1) kMW, CAfRke]l AR WE, MiHsde) (A AaddrL)l, 2174, (1986).
p.73.

2) AFA, 7B, (A& . 444 1987), pp.191~193.

3) abg-4], [dF7Id8 ., (A%, hod4l, 1984), p.52

4) 44, FAA, pp.70~7L
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amAcEbd] Bk B R #IK 3

I, sHEEFFFEol A S by HEEE
1. xiew mESRS WR

el oA BRI SlelA B2z At AL 2do] FoiA Uk ¥ AsA - 2
2 alate] 2o P& BAL 7ol gohe Heolch o]t A9 of2iztAl BiRelvt BEel
g0l BAZ bt o] ol ofd Pl of T A8l YATA QAN AF
< 9ot

zA o2 Tagel o= ks AYL ofd Aol st F FHsA XY FHo2
A, wx zae] 28e u|H7le st A giA U Rz olTu REER T shiE
7z=s]o] glch. 7 AlSloiet M2 Aold X{LE sHAel mebd zale) Faud A, dx, &7,
57194 Sof that T3e ool Aa Wy AFsL olFoAAT Yok oY XikHY B
DAL Felo) BARERCY BERTRNY Aol A P4 d 2 2elA ehiA
S92z = 2 34 AL ok

oj7lA= it o AN A =E el S o5t el ehdel k@Y bk Al
o)A skl A mASHT b AF AL HE M 2A 2 Aol mELE
£ il BE 2 249 2wz FRo wolEr] wEel 2d 3 EMEE oIyl H
AE mRRy est 249 45dgAAE ozt o] Wi

a2 EEHTR alelM I€, A% TRAX L BEIEER AR BT 7
2ol e} ofAx T3H ZudoM 23e 8A & di 20 Z FAL JEA X
sodch olM& ftol ¥ WAl AR off-E Awpw g3 L HrkA HEE Aot
4 4 Ut

Webere] 284y EEEE#aI9 Taylore] gy HE®k, Marchet Simonel E#ERE S
2 A6e uiEle 2 BT E o]E AW AW MiEs ST sotsted FAlel A wat
A zAold e HHE Y FHROZ v& HAMN BERAA olsjsielz stz =2 F2E E
Bz gy AN drdoz g4del o8 AL JdA TZ3E st B B

5) AgZ o, TAMEYER ), (18 . e 1987), pp.113~116.

6) WelAdel AMdel i £33 g A4 ¢)c}. =& w2 e (Denhardt)s ST B =
= g gl disted A7t FH F O AR oY B A, @ amese ¥
A% ol#, @ MR A QAY BAlA whsn e} Robert B. Denhardt, Theories
of Public Organization (Monterey, Calif :Brooks/Cole, 1984), pp.152~158.
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4 AFHR =2 AW (AT - AN )

Boz odsiein Y| Wil ZEAolr =7l XY Wik ERs M FHA =
dch. & bd FoAIEA 2 o kel ez FR U MEWR Ay ALolst g2
7] sl gof dEdoz ¥4 FAE 71 foh. L ohd AFAA Y 2AATE B2
<X BRY 2HdT7AEe] FAl s gted 2F FAES AGH - PPEA Yol ER
Y - MEREAYQ Mol B wEol BBH - celdF ez Fdstr] o2& 33 8qdEgL
SHAIEA " Aot

2y Fak za AT xikehs 2ol Aol F1gelAz fovt £ sge] AR A4
Holz 2a Al AMg-slo] $tx kel el iy LRy BB $lol DA € SUAF 9
8 AER XY FEol ke FFso fd Aol

ALy £l o3l dAoldk mMRfyeE MY oz § 4 Ax, 2 YAE TEAT 4
3 - E3d A3 YesA 44 4 ok st Xfbs Hofstederl ¥ AMY 2 AHY
Ao qe wldol AYg = A Eul, TEKM o AL Yo wjidde] =39 o3
Bt Fxoll fdsio] FEY 254 ] ikl wte} gh2 A Yehr| wlZolc}. £t o}
gt bs A A RERA 98E cldezd 2o %L ¢4 2=z @l
XitE M2 4%E F2 ot Bl Q7] wEell, 2] 2 E o] w8y - Loz AR
ez ool AT 24L 2 kY FEELR oA & Ao

ol MY Mk BIRE 2 ikote] MBMES =AM EulE olfolq 4 glom ikl Y
HRE 94 Asjinz {io

2. 4ol CHEH M

(D) 349 B
Tayler’} 18714 fead 4& AS22 A4 ojdz U dAHE 43 v+ AAY
AgL 47 5z AFeA Xk Mg olddd ok 3 mABBEFAA I
8 F3¢ Adez FEFAA BAE 7HAA SHEME oy ez AdAed olFoiA &
7] el £¥F EXL A= AL ohdH
22 ABSEEY HAEESS XLE ARUY WhEBE TN Xikd A B

7) BTEIRE (TEER AUAA 45T =AY Fo AN gl o7
A s WXE Esis MHEPIA 3% A HEBEY PRA IR Fash
of setalyinlel AL ohetn ¥ 4 ok AFE, MAFPATYPE, (ME . B4,
1976), pp.16~45. fTEkBATol 2ol o HMS) F¥lol Bt deistxl el e 3
£ Aol #2vteteld 60dulelE o2yt T#o] shEdicks AY (51.2%) & LYoHEAR 2
Zev 7084 olf 2t ¥R F¥o] s Foz Jgn Unt. FAY, “PYRAIY
e WAy goz U}y RFTHARe ), A21W M18, (1987, p.15.
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BBAAEXES BRA FE BRH WX 5

FBER B2 £EHRSAA S0 st Aol ohuist BEol 84 £450 Ax A3
oz e 455 AYLL LE sojtn s A% TdAeln AR Bk EHE W
2z Qo] Ao JPoz A Fel o8 Y EH KBelaks Aol k) FoA4LT ¥
o8z k. bt Haol dstd A Aoz 45 Ak ¥ o dFLol XLE 27T
& gt AL HmEe) AAHAEL 28 4cion sl el XA, EEol A3, Bisin
FY9Y EEMRelats YuE A 7] AFelth olsh 2L FAAA Xk AEE
of, AW, $B(ritval) 502 At ARE Und =3 ¢ E Hke BRES 23 2
+ 4= ¥Sk(shared meaning)t A8 AA2 7AF3E A$xE U499

e ez {TENESY EMBRFTS Xt Y Feols meFEKo 2AULY F
4L g% FAAoln 4ubHel Aoz ez i, 3 XLE AL EHyel LEH
870 7ldste shte] Moz 2EsA ke A4 HEMA A2 JEE F2A
2 QQch10 oy BHMEY ik Ade HEY B DAL AU FEEEN ¥AH
o aisigel glow Ay ZATFAYE HAEHND At EFET BE, oldgzrl, Ao, @
%3 A%, Y % MES UM LE FAS: Ach SevetelA TECEY AL
o EHY BAL AT Qe F2 HASE oo vk BRAA e A T A4
Aol Fae = Fag w49 bz A bE HEEE BRACA HHd
il BEHZ, BE BB #@so 20 A7 duE A9se Ades LE F
sz glchw

22n Xte) THE ogA W 7ol A EAEL T AYE FoHA Aoz
AgET olid st XILE ZAolu rHE BAILAIZIZ] A% KM HM(root metaphor)'”
2 B3E ol o shit ZFolt A4 BAL A% shie Fay Wy VFE
Aolch 13

ol A=std, $4 &R uHHY Xk: =AY FrHE ket e WHaew ¥3

8) Andrew M - Pettigrew, “On Studying Organizational Cultures®’, A4S0, Vol- 24, No- 4,
1979, pp. 570~581.

9) H- S- Becker, "Culture : A Sociological View", Yale Review, summer, 1982. 513~5273 M -
S - Schall, “A Communication Rules Approach to Organizational Culture”, ASQ, Vol - 28,
No- 4, 1983, pp.557~581 #Z. )

10) FXHE VI YAFHe] vl Hauy” reF PRy ) 249 1251990, p.4

11) 47, T3 FEcrey, eidita §395, 1982, p.3. 2 24F, TRy (A
% . dedal, 1980). pp.130~157. ol®F, fgribel EMBAR, (A& . WEAL 1980),
pp. 133~137.

12) Kl FAs EAd oA, AFA, AAA, pp. 127~130%=.

13) Linda Smircich, “Concepts of Culture and Organizational Analysis”, ASQ, Vol- 28. No- 3,
1983, pp. 339~358.
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6 AFdda =¥3 ARF(AE - A3 YH)

AMERS £R == XRUB2 Y 2349 AL 470 22 BMolL HEMA £
2A471 obzt EFRMlz A eln AAA 2 §ojzA ol#sizln FH3E Holct

e ¥ XMLE shie] Fad WME AL Attt LE 27 Rarmmel pIssn
2 I Aot & FPEF2 MY Xkt $HS AREoR sl REHeE vA o

TR Xibe ATAETS ¥ A2 AFEHT o @ikeld iEE [T Eriuy
YL AANDH B dol EAFE FEBE A2 Acke dol FFHel U

asez $2s HEH FRE AU Fay w4z A9 Yk A9 oldEe Ax Fa3
4 3 ERG 2R Ay ol A7 F 98 HAN BRI AL ks F2g g 7
23t A Lopol @ Hejct.

(2) Xite ¥4

Xkl 232 A7 BERV i@l = fAsAY RS A Jehdz - 248 ke
Ketgoly W&ol 238 73 Aok LY S4L & BE Bt =+ BERK A54oz
Heles A8 dsr =5 #ZRB 959 A4 9 Fadd 44 57 e REY YYen §
FIAY AYTFALESY vlgLol AASo] ok ko] EHL 28 o}F TdHo|m 24
ol™ BFvict 4uidl A3 4oz el Holr] wiFol alele] Vs AY #HEAL
T gt Aol ot A Aol AujHol A S48 Yehdn AYTFHLSo] FaA E
;I AE s4u Fdo Aol Yoty FEE YA AEAoE XY 4 Qe Pojc}. 2
2 vetoloh g b BEE F& AT R ez HEM BESS st R v 3t
o W3E AA2 ¥ BERFRY Add 43, AR Tk ¥ J4H0)n T84 A%
A Z2AET 5ol vFold FAA 2+ £7153 A 24 5= o532 Aoz B
ghatedol ¢ FHolo.

Hofstedex 3{tel %4 7tz &4, 3 A=A A (power distance), 71213 9] (individualism)
Ev BEEM(collectivism), ‘¢4 chE (masculinity) £+ G4 o} (femininity), 282 2844
3| 5] (uncertainty aveidance)2 Y72 2 A& 7|E22 504AF e dFo] HAY AxAL
M - EAY Feol E3el BHE 719 AL YY) A T BAYL AT gUchw

Xfee] S4ezA AAAC & A Lol HYo| e Algto] HHe FEEL 4843
T 23E A Aoz FA St HAE Jolsie YA RPSHEL ofm T8 oAM=
A AolAt 2 E9F L AT PolFol: F=: itol et chepsict: ol

Hofstede= &3¢ vt ofAlo} F7l9} BEZT/IEL AY7Ao] 438 2xst o]Za 4

14) Geert Hofstede, “The Cultural Relativity of the Quality of Life Concept”, Academy of
Management Review, Vol- 9, No- 3, (1984), pp.389~398.
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RBACRLS] BERA AW FRE #R 7

FAZTEL AYRA] e Aoz FRHT gUch

EAZRE AQE 2452 el A48 2E Y A47159) FIHWKE 2ot 1LY %
ol $A5o] nesls 4Ho e WL BZsH o E Aol Y BAES Behe &
¢ 22 ok =8 AFH AR SAF e Ao} Hhs HAHE FAHD S5
Ao fAY A5 MES £ MEM Rolsl ATl AAle oot AsA el
o Wole TAHT s wed ADEHe TEslE Jolth ¥ LATRE AU 44
sold 4 gl B, EE 2 o4 KEMH A& 2 HMez Ve A7l olog vE
e Aol Aol 24¢ whAT AU FEE KM F4A5E HAoE WAL MEKF
g ZZ8e Gf Agel oy BA h ¥ Aol BAelch 2ln ez MATHMY
BEE 2o $Uol slof Yt Plol MATREEE =SalA FUsle} glch BT R
# olAlol EBE 2 AHUFY ks B4 AUz otz Yoh BB@F ATHAT AFE
o) 2L WRY olAoel net AAFAM Aol YU £, WHE FFAYL YR
U AfFAM 4] gt ATFAFE Uk

A e ks Bt giel ofF o Asld 4¥g FAST AL okUdeln A
ol gAML AT A5t L FHIE st A FWEN EHS FAAR FALTAL
244 42ict A2 oE 4% A 278 Uohe etk 2z YA HEE ¥
9% ez w: TRl Uk

= oE ks BHoE A4 UYL W eSolA AR AEol Mol 28
T RAESHL 3T 4 dt A%l A BdsiA HE AEs 2 48 9T THR
@7 AdAY Qe Weez FRsut xAe A= E gultch TREMES 3 FY X
fe= A3 - 34 - Aol Kod 27shn ool AL ol ¥4 gt o
@ Xft: WREeln d TAMcle FANelA gn AYH 2P F4se vimA FLAel
slch. WEE BHAA 55} FHL J42H Tfkoln o}FT T THAH A Gsn ¢
449 itz ¥F52 A

olstel ¥ rle) REESEAS Beistd A2 & Xt Sof AE AREY AEH, AF
t g Tl it B#e Aolo Ae) st T AY RAAY o HRERES JFon
W45 WEFIA o= HE FAEIE Xitel Hior s FLE Yoho

(3) Xitel &= ,
AR $90F BHAST REASE Sdols deiskast Qe 2 & KEsme 44

15) Xk, AA=E, pp.6~8.

16) J- J- Berman, V- Murphy-Berman & P - Singh, °Cross—Cultural Similarities and
Differences in Perceptions of Fairness”, Jurnal of Cross-cultural Psychology, Vol- 16,
No- 1, (1985), pp.55~67.
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8 AFYRT =23 ARA (AL - A3lsun)

o Y45 ohe gty FALS 1THBY FHAA = FAY} JITol bhy BEREYC gl
¥ 4 ok AR 7RE A¥sc Mdez A it &S Fo FAA2 Ay oF
3 Zohan

AA, e A7 FAF YA dFSHn olFF dl HAe YHojzts Aol A,
ke AZHAE BHET 2 FMRTE AUt & TR HEEES ddt Aol 4
A, es A8 HEN fRe RiEts ERES Fo57] Hiel U AvlelA o= 3
Aoy HEiEhirfyelr FAFHY Bl A RS A3 el dA, e Aol 34
7 oA Jeld Qg 71 4 AA s dAFE £ A ok dAA, Xfes Aeldl
Az KEE JdvIA #EY 4 dt AVlE viEEod 4

olgtell FHe waiY Y2 Wkt AYTAHUEL] BES TEE YT Aeds FAF
Az Zlodich =8 LR FEA ks ¥ I7he o8 Fole S AA & F=
dde FAE o Fu glon ANFALEA RS FAFT JolrlA ptafBHY A4
+ =4FE FAE

(4) —mrieed Thrscfeete] B4

T Frhe kgt E£3 REMIY BRMCR 2 §3-F 49t =l BER 8%l
A Bl ¥ Frte 2R3 UF Aol HEMLS LrMEEIQ) AAA e kol AMTAHY A
Aol 2JsjA L&slo] Qs THBH o8 AF=so] 2 Ao FEh d4oA E2=zn &
AstA Het. wdeby —(trh 7B £ 7B T = TEE S TRiTEA A
A A+ kot F FEE olRel, KM Fod=lol 2Ad4a HlkiTE AEs
o] At 37t T Mot el =@ ¥ez HEHARIE Xt B2 A —H3tke] o
2 EAA "o

=Y TR XL E e Fadt wis 2 73sie WERCIY TS d7Es
= 99rl et fTE{bY EMRI{EE HMR(metaphor)?] fdoz Apf3le 25 XL
B Yoz oldste —grx{kel —# ZAE3o FAN Batelx 4AAql ez AFx
o] AFdges 3 A F&3id

2. 2RI MY FTAENM

TEAY THEtEelR DA ABMERS REFI AN RAY 4& T, AT 559 Exy
Bifeol a3l 489 7ol A%: FRA ERU Aol

B slekx @Rl AAMEIIL Hole vt & A FAmel Aol i@ 7&K
ZRBEEE 1 A8le] rfkel FAAAA flEHD RESolol 31, &) BRLDE 20

17) 471, AAA, pp.1~8
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BPALALRIEY Bl WY R R 9

2 29y 4 gt Aol ¥ LEA A BRL Yol X{LEAE WEA 2Ys
2L ¢l7] wdgolct

olgldt AANA viRAY ALEIX(LE HR FANstn ol ALEXLE FA}E A4
o & A7 29 BAAY Aclch

et o2l fEEel AAE £ 4 ot sl #2(Wesley E - Bjun)d] BRH7 E@S
A5l Yot

2o oz Pol2®9 AZeld EAH FEEAS LASE :Yo| Fo] ¥4z 9
Lo, Bjure] Aol 95w, mEksl EBES Wikhy FEKES T4 FAR olE¢ WEH
o) B 53 2ol ARk YAEAF =& ol F=HRAEKS WETEL dolE
o A A HEsE AL AodsiAd AAsA Fsjche ook ek TEERY 34
& ol EAY A3 ity HS dFdezs, 2 A8 =z Yo APz IS
zt selohol® FEE LA ool £3dt FHolEL FIed A nHEE TEE
B +EEE 93Nz WP 45 ¢ AHolw, 2312 X{tE@E(culture- bound)}E
Ad REKFN HEs 2 242 gd.

Bt eaa YAgolEe FAOIFE Ml F=, MES 24T A%t fkHI(cultural) -
FIBEAY (institutional) - A (instrumental)] 370e) WEARES A3 kxes 4Hdn (2¥
D3 2 AN ERE AAdd.

A1z 9] Xiesy FiEE 2 487 Ads 712 A% gulsie, 2 Aslel FE== ol 5|
2278 AEA} kR SolA Folo] §z 2 Erlol Y KR RE T8 Aol & =iyl
AHelch. HRX(E, Fxd FHE FE fel - =292 AWE A3 oo|gct. ol @ sHAE
ATz A%, oy Asel FirRE FAstsd old AYY RSl cizbo] WA
Zjeuste] st o olEul EAN R lgssst se Aelth '

Aoz o] M HES Bk - &Y - il - Xt A= 223 F5dA FA5: WEE ¥
gk 34T o) HEM REE 4 - ARPIE 2Esn AR =H el oA Aoz §
-8 s AR T8 Sid 2ae BEH - K Byt §RSE EEM AxzlE, A
2ol HE AY ¥ REHS B Fol ol sjgdct

olatell A A A& A 429 FEKXTE AL ZEM AL, THRE7 LA ORE
5 ot ¥ 4= oot weld B39 BRI Bl 248 § =73 JhxlE FEERkAS 8 Xt
B - FIEEW e GEsAY Y 4 goe el 2=R EAM SEM AR sk
e &0 EAY Ao n4E bsh @E o Rl TAAE ¥ Holth

18) Pol2& aifEttel WMoz A MEEM - MtAY SA4EL vistez g WEME Redt 9
Folch. AMY wolE AWE, “YIYHolT LH(L #iE: PolBe WA, #A=A (37
K @yciey) 4674, 1987, pp.25~32. FxE A.
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10 AFdda =83 A2F(AE - A8 3us)

(E-1) $3o|me| =2isiR 98t X TH

(Conceptual Framework for Indigenous Administrative Theories)

a2 1 A%l VY THA - A% 4
(Level I)
57 51y Cultural, traditional explanations of
Domain of where we came from, who we are as a
" Cultural people, and what is our destiny. x
Values '
4 1 P AAA 1817 284
(Level 1)
A=A 74 POLITICAL | ECONOMIC | SOCIAL | XULTURAL
Domain of
Institutional
Values
(Derived PN} HANA
from Administrativg Systems and
Level I) Subsystems
4+ I
Le
Sever 1) 94uel 2y g
Administrative/Management
Instrumental : H
Models and Techniques i
Values i

A8 WE. Bjur & A. Zomorrodian, “Toward Indigenous Theories of Administration,” Ocoasional
Paper, September, 1985. School of Public Administration, University of Southern California,

p. 11.
ZAdE, AA=E, p.29. AUS.

o2t TEN WiEHeld AZeld AMEILEF AAANNFE FLES 448 41
¥, ot Ay AL 245 sd5tn Yo

0. Rz B
1. AR®X{Ee] ELALM
—Hibe) FEXbE A AfitE Eudelol Yrhe RN AATA =¥ 24
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BRACKXEY Rl B¢ FRN PR 1

24 . 2 2AZE 983 ZL&AYES AAHE 4 AT Aol

A, Ad¥el ¥ Uehd AdFe] $U: ALES BHE =t pHARERI A A%
BHE S35 KaNeZ BB ¥ cletn Hogct o7l A K At
DRI ‘BRoz M of A ‘FEoz M R o2 A4 s|oe} 3}, HERMH
Fieoz A god < o

22y 2t Attt 87 EE 78RR ol AL BINE Tt AFERM
2 ARBORS FHAGY AMY o FEHES Z1F0] @ £ oz Ri¥ke] RERE
TRl UdJME FalY G3& vz b Aol ol Y At FEE FHU UoiA =
Fr7hA 9] garEEe] UE 4 Atk s AEHERN Fgdelr o v EBARM AT
Wjojch FEZAYEA FZubHolzh dAANo R [dkife] Tl A¥A ofFA ARty
o Bz, A3 Ao KMTHL BRo2 Y AREBRES 442 B2 IUAHF,
73 FIEEN U Ao Kk FA4E FE 59 EERE MUSE $3d 4B
2 2 KiEs AMtd e sloldh az=z At KB+ B, 3 U, ol o
EARE 59 BB oA osie Rfgt o ZHeldh19 vz o7jalA, Biffst
Atite) REE d8 Biashel $og A Lol BHEHES SRS fTHEKS S5 9
of f7BTibe] By 243 UA gz & 4 Ao

=T [ AEE T o] FEA Azubdols Dt ABE olEA FYAU L
7HA . Eaye 2 ZAYE Yulsid], ot ¥+ BF ARl o A 4=& 50 Y3
of G 27l ¢ T3 LI A HAES RBEUTE AL 28 [THEOY A9
o} o¢ FAsdz F 4 U

e g An¥e) B LM FHo S Aol ], o]t ARFBETS 274
t OFEES ol Qo = o E e f¥ite] S8 At Agsoxn U= A
Zo. 27l RS JlA 2 ¢ oo M g A3 oAl FEES A
Yrbs oAl T S ot Holmg ofd LEME 238 AL FANE
oz ¥ A € HAelch ol FAHAAM Bl ANEL EESt: YAHY A
7}A Al sl& Aol

4, ALK BES At - SRS DAY A Qo (aF2)e o] B (BURER
Bl Yeid Ad AW Dffde] 7bF B o] M WL Yejoln, chdo] ARtel Y

-

19) 4413 - 4938, “PFLEAsF A4 Dt S, (37143, (37148 ), A2
A A1E, 1990, pp.84~85.

20) UFA T4 FTEE AEHTY ABEEHR ¥ 2 AWt el Feig sz . d7|A 9
AFBHBRF TU 4] o g MEE FEHAD A TR & & A7 i &
el A JdH"EdT A 4+ Aok

21) 43 - 473, AAd=E, p.89.
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12 AFdida =53 23 (LE - A3z8)

¥ Ad Ad¥KozH BoRLG RRMEE Fou Aol da Ao sid.

o8 HARRe ¥uE Ad FrI0L AR AESES 3488 Ad &+ Aoz o
o] 713 Eot oAl Adtido]l sHB Wokx e ols} o] A Y=o ozt Nk
¥l FeAE AL FV14 ¥ FA7E LAY A=Al A+ AHOIHGD

(M2 24%2| BB Akt - £RIE

IS TIE B3t DRI
B K & R A
3
At YuE 14
Ad 3719 &
*
AR Yol ¥ 1
A Aok

AN E AR Fejol =het TEOES EBESUEY £HH At [eFEXTEAS A4
3 Fx 2l Aol

ol oA $alt AKXt BIBES T H#ote] Bl sebsfof 3,
ol it ¥tk 5, A £+ F AU &2 4oz A vjFAY REFEX{LAZ Y A2
o] 7te#A Hold

2. FBUEY EA® #it

1) BETECE MRS 24
sl FERX B 4AWbol dalodt oo wATol Be ATE $3 FHsHL 3l
% od7ldE oS 2L 2R ALKLAE +87H5 Y $4F0l dAME Feisiz
A et
HA WBITECIEY ERE HAES T
Fol o) &4, 3 B Ba. BE Ae 5

Aoz BEER B/l wels o3s, F4e v
o] #FRElA veje ol Uck P 2 F U

22) A9 9, T371sE. F¢4-5Ad, 1990, p. 116
23) wiEe AL ZAed - #HFA LY AMe =FolM dE & len, % URe AWy
258 FAol dEstz =t AR, MdFddq4), (A& . 494, 1983), p. 254
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25 shesln ot k) £Aele Aol glon] 2 ZEsh ohE Teloh dAME 3
o) YlA FEIES £4¢ dFA Yok

RAe BRe 23 kotes $Ard §TIRERYLS 24 oA 2Ysile ok
W7o BEm GRS 7B Kotel FAUAE FHY HolxT Fugaiel 4l MBTH
Yits) 24L olssit T8¢ 2ohW a0l osty, $eviehe] BELS ohdobrt Hikelx,
BAe REEGE) 1 Unisel 2e glod, Bz vy FEEM Xk hRENELN Bifol 5
Ag o F2, LEE MR 4K R0 iAol Rolth of shguleldE 53 HRe
Ml R M- k- EKS BB R u 2ok oA WA YIS B,
223 o)e Qee W& TES LM $YS O ERel Y ML, © Lol HY AR B,
® BEiE, @ THGRRL, © Bhit, OB - WHEEtE, OBR - R - faK TR
ez @AM MEdEEl Solshx ok,

23 A3 24t ool $AE £3E oeEs Zol A4S Uk

PEE FUWE = METEULE Bt

_— B Zlomm|lonn|asn|lent|axs
x B * ® X X
HREITE  BAXEER X X X X X
®rTE - EBEXEIEK X X x x
] | 2 * ® X X X

2 A - BE H EE XK X X x

— 4 x ® X X

AR  EFIEE®R X X
EMEs WMoy AMmMEn X X
® b4 * ® X

= ® x ® X

281 FREaSE FERXLY ABES Sl 2718 Hofsteded] J{LAFEER | o] A 3l
Ao A g ol ¢3Fe —Ms{bs} TBCULY) K HuAA Fz AP

24) Bun Woong Kim, “A Psychocultural Approach to Korean Bureaucracy, “Korean Journal of
Public Administration 14: 1, 1976, 266-276. Z3%, AAA, p. 255614 Al§.

25) Z%E&, AAA, p.256.

26) ZFFeEk, AA=E.pp. 12~15
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nEle —mx{ee} TERLY Mt

—Bibe] w4 TR it
#9214 (large power distance) HRE% HRESER
#4513 (collectivism) FEEK 27 5 &£F
A BEER AT4e HEEA
riafyel X{t(feminine culture) MR, EHREIR WHARER
MWy 444 3y ESER BeTE KHER
(strong uncertainty avoidance) AR, WHESRD

2) \ETBCCES] BiE

ool A A TR £HEL oFF dd¥E & F Atk 4L AY Az Fole
el kEvtstd AF - AH/HAE HASE JAFE Ak A7 FHLT FAY AAR Fel 2
d FollM A" 4L 25 4 sHAelo 22y EREHSY EAXAEE BAXINRS B
I8, ¥ BRI o0o BENERY MOAMI®: Yo Fol FAY A0E 22 B
Wil 335 G40l A ot AF FHHE AE ASE 0|t o] FeAE FAHA =
Al Fol ¥ & dt As Yok KEEE BRAZH, KEIH BN - WOAREZRT 220
o 2% £4 Folt dA AAY o= M- Bl BHES el ¥Y4H 24 AAW A
otFe g%z vxHE A= UASE 44 & 4+ Uk

gl 7 S48 HEAY AL FA st 3] 49z Y

AHA, KEE#(familism)}= 2€ HE7 7159 A - 43 A3 A=+ idwed =3
2 BB WAl BAC] FklA /A X3t A REAYLG Aol FAsE A+
= 29 L FER AMBREZ 715 29 2 E A3 7R fdisE Aol AZA vAAE 17
B - i ARG - MAEMRE 333t FHE A7t A2 ASF L olAY FHLHE
Aoz otz AL o mefELc T4 @A ALl FHsA X A LTS
HAFFNE Hoixn o]F o] HiRel Hel=le] wBM B 27 olEct

A4 29 AS, LSl 2ol MRANGRE B&Rs2 445177} ol AF ol
ot olAL FARLE ddoldt APE FAIs: iy ABBRFEZAA o=t oF X At
e EF3 B BNk ST, BEARRRE FASA so] RE:¥s BAXME Q7
Xt

27) EES rUIA A3 44, (A& . Bt 1977), pp.23.
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FA M (personalismys B M4 (universalismiel ol2x £¢ R4 AZBARA AF HE
FEsA gtct e AFAE AEVE S 2 wdE AP AFAl ofd AT
A9 A4 ol#st = st &4 Heloh

a2 olal 8 MATHE $e19 7 %ol oAl i st Eike) AR -l %
Plto] 282 35 44202 do} A% 4 Yok =¥ oY FFEL AXY Y AR
279 FEE Fetol goit ABE YuMaz K@) 2 7 - WITES ool A% A
43 st

23u BAERL 2E EAs f£ud e Aol ke Al Atk ., XEEL K
£-5Es 44§ +95E RIAE ¢ - A - 54 54 5 A 2 A%Es WsHA
ol WEEE T8 B2so] elstch A olEL olF vtk REM KR frlclz YUY
o 2s=z $219 ALE BHES vE WMol 5| A3t Bim Aoz st Aol das
g Agztel £c+.0

S, BAEE(ritualism)A A= BRER(formalismys FA BAE FA5S o]F A £
48 ogolth o]k zAe FAYe] 44 Aol x2 AERY A eIl 3
7 e E8sA gt A AMEAES 2402 dehirle ot bl ARBVA F
el At MMl Zl it Biglel 2AT oA 2 BAMM Be B

a8 EAE o]2igl HREWH 2 Folz Fozsk 2A%e] Sost AAXES A¥d
®go| SAYT ks Aolgh. 2 A A T4solol s FA FAL MANAL A
§5]o} olz I3 e BR AEY Tolth

ERERE MECIES 539 st Mol Y KMol 249¢ 2+ 4+ U B/ NGE
FoAdue Tx2 J2ED KK RES At iesiFdA HElelr REH J1T
24 ZE APolA 249 Hol £7Hch oFA Hd AL A2 YA - +THe
9 2ok ofual ol AMAAE A - g4 - oA AF2 BEe #Uct olF A H
ARIE 42 AW o] Rekn Vich oMY fuEiEEM it@dlA BOPL BRER
¢ 9z =93 WEsL AEEsE Rl ohdet sHEmftdct

AT BAINS EOAREERE 2Pstd Ra¥e) 4%¢ 2o

A%, MRER (authoritarianism)= ¥Fo] olgst ot B Hol A EH Y4
RlE Qlolch o]t BEEARMCIL RXEM FEh.Lo REMA v %=l ML
A e SRAE @ Bl A 43 228 Do oleg FEE A2RADNE mhAs

28) JwE, "UIS] AN EHst =z AWM, Fed o, TeITANEY @Ry, (M€ - 4o
A}, 1982), pp. 49~52.

29) ZHF, TR 949, (A€ . 234, 1980), p.136.

30) AB-§, AAAM, p. 258
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Az EFS #F2A7 Fesh

oot MBERM B Selviete) Aol HHe) Foletn AT AHEYY A9E v
2 AAY Gl EREES 4R YA Sn = YR FARYelA vFActaE
gt

4ol o MEYY MREHCL 33 W BE A9k Ak ol KFS KEe Bas
s %ol REZ HiEs 287 S5 Aol o8 85¢ 2ashs 13} A 0 B
e WE7 = ith A Aoz Fasiol il Ml AR 22 FRES 9
& o7t sichalct.

S HREES THE BAAS) Astd AR Mz ko) FRE AR FAIS $UAS
£ 44 skl Enel AFSE dekshn SN s e Azbecl o, HRE
GAcls FUzAel Aol hFAe dAsHE £971E BEoislo} Bek EHe KBS
Agel7] Bol chRolobY olf7t E4UTH 2 MR REFE 2 Bolott 2 o
Asel ¢ Zolzh

3 BEFFEM (hierarchism)E. o % 2& HTol A o] sfslor ¢ Holth 2 AL WFEMIt 4
A 45EY, FARN BEEE 59 4uE AU 7| dEolch oleiy MFEHRE E
WSS FALS 2, MBS REERE 7HS e ANSAE A4 dAG Adeo] s
£ u} o7l RN Mfkol TALEERSZ BAY Aoz ¥ 4 sk

YA, —AEH (generalismys KHPINQ —BMBIERS T4k Gz L8 @hetslel B
Wd BAHDA e TEAY] T KHATY —BH 2% AW XHololo} Hrhe A4
7o) Mejutgislch,

2eh ogde) kel A% A% Wl el —Egd Y ATE of OEREe
HEE s2lgA A4 A48 STHE AT B4A40] Yo YlM vlEAY Folzhn ol ¥
s ok
| BoE MEI#(ascriptismit BB, M I, EMe VE §LL $A4HE Aoy 2
Yo 22 BA BEWEHE FARE 9202 Y=l HARES BEE oloizow
Ach 2o 4714 2FsE #E AN ehe Aol FEY ujol G T4UL 2Rl 4
BHOE $4 §& AL ohdch AT ot BAZHR WY T FUAY WREY &
& 4o Yob FHE LS ofg Adsel ¥ H ek

gl =AY vhrk YT YFER ALH SAolch WA AAYR A sHeolol: e
EH (fatalism)® HEEM (sectionalism)E 33 £olsixe YAAT 2 £444 o= Fx o
AHez Folsgless wichw

31) ZA34E, AAA, p 259~261.
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V. w2 E affExte] 48 AT =28

27 Selvete) Bok - RGOS BRI SAAT A BRITERE 1A Ao
2 Ao shool, FAdl AKGES TE AR HMES BiEcl AU WEltslol
BEERE FERSS 24 DS 2y Aoz vimslel foh oleiy ulwe Aol WE
SE MW T oo At Aelch® iAoz guiH soldld HHEHE §EY Feie
o 2Ae AARAE AT A i - TR LA BREE - BFEHRT £ A2
of skoh. 2t $elubeh EOUES 49l BAXME - WEHEH @RS Bt WA BEt
A7 A3des BEMS HEol 4L 4 AS FHA FUA Aol Y LEH BA
3 EE =Y 3slel & 3ol Aol

ceoz BfEe BRAY R0l AR - A 2 BEsE FAolzz &3 9%
Tl SRS olsh Zo] EHBEE BEHAR 4+ At 234 S Adstelct
@ RAolch oleg HolH 4 el BE A Yok

1. 1M MEoIMe @HEste SYH AU BF

Jedez @) TSRS WEd 2 Ao visid AciHez FES 5P L XA
WS AAHTZE B4z AUz A 3ol Adelch 2E EFTE Pelet TEX
Lol fag viere K2 Aol vl YA Fieslol Hols FARMe2E Al ¥ LS
YAHAA gk B4 WEER £t BAEHS AES 2 MREREN S04 dzHe AH
Eoe) Wz 53¢ Pold 4+ Yod FAHU £3¢ St 437 WMoz FUY £
Qi WM WAA gz Atk 2 2AZAE,

N, WEHEES 229 BAY E BN EGE S g 398 %Y 229 FHED
qd AYE FUstT EE(LA 2t

S, WEERKe bt S8 FARMA 2L $so KA - BT B VI +
gz ZAUEe FRmad ¢4 o 4xafAy 1L 88 239 437zt /71T
= ZoiAg 4 A Aol

A, Sejubebe] FARAMES AT 2 Aol ulstod {58 - BB - SHHEN Ao

) Ao, MASKEMS{ES 3¢ Pt (Y3274, 1988 pp. 23~27.
33) Azl AMMCl gt A% wE e B 24F, T2ACE) £IM (4F . 2
A}), 1990, pp.247~325.
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2 A4l w2 EfiNez A4sn 2 yis Y4 =2

ol 4o MMEHIE - BAEXHE dolx YITELY AFshedes 22 ARLE 7154 8
= 847 AA 4o dAd, $2 159 ikay @Koz A BEAMAA vEEE Y B
Y OKEEE 229 HEES HEHE A Aol =3 KBNS AFE F 4
o & 2 AV XAES BIAETS EM 2w KRS obd =9A - gl A 9
Uz 23 Yog. W

2. Ouchig| Zo|®ofl ciet ZHE

William G.Ouchi+ =2 A 8ol AMse 225 sy 24 Bz S48 B9
42l AYHRT At ZHEL VAHL AV AYHoD ZHRE TR 2t w]FAY
ol A¢R BAR AME ZolEolzh: o2& £l Holgh ZolZel ZAYL XEUEEY HA
A 8 (American Version of the Japanese Style Organization)o]2} & 4 ¢It}.39 Zo]2& w3 4]
ks el o 238 e XolEroE YolE Zol 2As ot zuelr o).

Ouchiz} Wah+ Theory Zo) W& che o @ HMYY SESH £Mol S B4, @ £EM
RS 53, @ WM BEER, © KIEM, © Xt Y EEERRTo: 24Y 4+ Ut

222 2R E ZolEo] YRIIYIN 2 AHE AT U= AE 2N} FAHY 222
FALE A7) WY B YAslol 7] WEolatt AL AHsT, o] A ZEAMIIL
B2 $232 Aok 28R ZZAEHE, © 2N} FAHLE 222 FHYE Aol Al
% @ 2% 45709 397, @ 22N TAYYL JY A7 YT HFABAFE © 2
So) BEET PSR 287 ©® FER S0z FA4so] oo s Z@BHE 48U
22z Z8 BAGH 2Nl HALSYL s et

ol4ol M W.Ouchis] ZolEo] Z: %3¢ Asusttd odrlols 2 MR Use oFed
sietsjol ¢ ZHelch.®

3. XYM ARt +2

34) g, AA=E, pp 49~52

35) Stephen P - Robbins, Organization Theory, ( Prentice-Hall, 1983). pp.325~335.

) =4E, M=AL),(M& . 4EA, 1985), pp.280~28l. : £ HE 2ol &, (Mg, e,
1990), pp.318~319. : o|&F, AAA, pp.172~175.

37) William Ouchi, Theory Z,( Addison-wesley, 1981), pp.71~94.

38) ¥l HA, MBAx SHEEES) N, (FIEEYY, 1986), pp.19~21. : ol 8F, AAA,
Pp. 177~178. : HF, AAA, p.283 :L4F, AAA, p.319
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St hrhe Aol mAMAAE YA L Holch HHLEHRI WAAD BHLLRS
wEe BAs geldol sz =g AG3rIdY BREM PN 7HE T2 AL AR A
2t @ 4 Aok ks, pr@AlAlel PESHE A0S TAE 2ok 2 olHYe A JEHE:
iTEdAe s ALY & o

2, [TROMES HEHE ARG BEpolat A A s olEL kA oY
A A - pAAes Rzsgn, AN £E TERAL T8 AHA AT4 € & doke ML
HHBEEH AZ2A4d fEs REEM Y37z ts Sl 7B REN d4A
2o ABE ALsx gt getd FARE G 72 X Y AL FEHe=
SGrjaAe zA ¥ 2Bz gPLolet A AR Agslojol ¥ Aok

2oz RS BRLE AL JdE AR FAAE ddstz A A8
Ae BEEREZAY AYTTYe REE LS dzde] o]Fojzok A

28y o] 5 Mol Sol27] Aol oo MEILAY Bk A ks EMERAC o
FolE ¥ MEEE A4t AL d8¢ A Hoke Aol BEYc o] =l
fe) 4T A €£9¢ JNNE itesibst AKsle 22 Bl W4H 2l F
A5 QluhA) olai ¥ AL EAXtr 2R EF Aol EHMEN] YN ESH T 4
FBAE GehbilE ASolT Bdade] oo, o wiule Aol gl meits 2AFA
459 T8 Y 2P 23 AWt - 2L - 2 KEF =5 AHBRKIEE 52
z2Axdg 38 g ciabo] slejob ¥ Holoh

ojal gt “ztold ¥ = ELEN{L, 5 F& evlo) EEMMS AYAde wHAKR K
B’ o SUEECl F8e o AnEZAEe el €71%& 2ol I Helsh ol FLEM
#o] B8 Bgol obd wmA d4o 2 A mAHITERAY REE HEMIC 71d3A ==
Heoldt.

WA gebg Aol ha ek Am ol o] Goll WAL EEE] AFA AFXtel ©71F
A BAE AR L2z Yo '

1). ECREMwHD
RS 242, T2, oo Ehols] sl ol§ HH¥cE A o e,

30) AAE, ‘AW Adel Awprlde] gAAY, TAsgALTF) A6A, (AFA%T AgA
qF4), 1990.

40) WH4, pEA: BEREGSEES] ME 9 XA 9%, MU AL, ¢39Y %Y
(48], 1988), p.252.

A1) AFE, GTAERe] e} AL GAde Yo BY FAY A7, (1% E I Y
et s Aggdi), 1989.12.11~12. p.2

£2) BRG] it AAY A9 MESS, MEAE f%) (VAT 1982), A3WE ¥2¥ 2.
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el A AFRl Y HHS 1978 ol e EFHAG O

aheba RLEEMERS Pl BoA A s 2E WHOIE FRM RSl dE R R
o RA, GIE, T, BHEBME, AR BME, =t T £

olg HBis,

A, welgAlols EiMiel ddch EAEC BIMME Tol oA ¥ sige et
2},

© AFEE BEIESE TE5 B8 FXo ALHA ohUY HAY AFEE WLE
Fojol oo $TA Aol W SHRE AL BHLET &£T FA g o U
29 4%e] AVHME TTAZ

® MEEL 3o AAY Axol 4% AL Al ALLE ARZ,

® el AYRY FERHKS B,

® HRABEC A Av Aol FAY AdEelnz BirLel #ic

ol2ul MRS ALHol Huslo] ANl AT & 4 ot o, o8 £4ez: 2
W4, ARNES A4, ER T, FAEF, 394 ol U

Sz, gebyAlols MpHBIMAMel Aok AFE weldl M+¥oiple T vz 4542
AAe 448 ol

ey AL BfiEs EHES @A Hgem A3 Aol ALSE ot WMol
2 Ak,

AAZ, GebHAols BHEMM =& EIERo] 2ok o cldTHigolstn RS A
® Qe ERmez 4ZAdd FAGH4AA 1Estd ZHUH Yok wk) A4 o
188450l 4= $E(ERANE ¥ZY B dA4H Aels) etz Qes] dAE BAE
o ARabol Wrbe BUEEEO Sistd 2 Hio] WSl ok

olelyt weAHAL stz GETH 2AE F2 Yok oA T FEEH dojr 2 PE
59 ol4s ARUA, AT A%, AAELH Bool DAA A7) WPl FEUVSY Luts

T EAG &9 25E odF 4 U7 wEelh W

2) BUEMRIO] ALKl oAt BN WE

oL Yol BEMMS DI, HEIH, BHESESZ 24 Jrel 2 MAES 43
o} ol Eo] B olwdt HolA ALl €715 H FPdE Lol A¥ AAHdrd g3}
2t

A, IS LR &3l RefUaelel ¥ 4 ok & Gk REAA )

43) ¥4, AAA, pp.294~296.
4) %W, A, AFE THEHE 2E Y Adokgade] Y A7 TAMEAAT A(A
Fof AR AT4), 1987, p. 309
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o REoz o] A WA EES LRI AL, ol HETH - RIEBHES A= 7lc #
FiThAe #wEY BERS 747l 243 @Bolztn & 4 At

A, MHghREael = 58 WAESULEel Hol Feld Wi 95 dhtolct. o] AL MEAR
ol Auk x1A=ofst7] 2ok @M 222 @iflel ol Fay Heloh E3] fet EHE
o B+ 1 e SectionalismE Ex ok &3 wEGAAC Hd REME KR BK
el ghel #AlZE FA =, olaldt AL BECULEAN A oS W2 4 & & Aol

2z A R BFIE A An¥o2 Mo ¥ A A Hold

A, BihHRe] ASRLERA T2 A& ARM M 28E odle] o]F= A
ojch. FxIxt FHoz A Mol UIHE 7T BHFEM BESS TRAAME ¥E Holzt Atd
ot 2 olf 2 & {TB Bl 73t HH AoldA st A o BEES #dl g
I, FALAFE 52 AT 4+ Aok 53] AdFE] DAL [TERAS 2ERHQ] BE
A2z 2AAIY idea BE il AlFEct ¥ 4 Aok ol ¥ RFAIClR AHAAelopTE
ERe EAz2 dAsls Ad¥e £9d YL yd

olaigt Nl ELEMMS LR RAT AEss ®WHolY] 2oe 2 BELRA
HEt o AfFEEe] Bkl 7154 & RAer Aadd.
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Summary

The Formation of Public Enterprise Culture
in Korea : A Tentative View

Kim Sung-jun

This thesis aims to search for desirable culture of Public Enterprise in Korea.

To study organizational phenomena, it is a well-known fact that cultural approach
plays an important part.

After I consider the making process on Public Enterprise Culture in an angle of
indigenousness.

For this formation, I want to propcse as follows :

First, we should reconsider the precedent work to select strengths and limits of
administrative culture in an angle of indigenousness.

Second, we should review the theory Z of William Ouchi.

Third, we should accept the Local Culture to be had an influence on Local Public

Enterprise.
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