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g 27 o], ThE sk 24 %o 8
B zA0] YES NI ALK Pl A 28 AF FHo Fof 9
£ ®olA] gk gloltt W FAje] QAN A4 Yol AL ofsal

7] 218+ - (perspective) 224 o] 22] HFAE ow|gHOt, 1989: 1). oA
QB AHojo|A HiE nle} ro] 2 E3lo] AFE ZZo| EA 5= 31 o]
del= Aola, 18al &S olFslke E2A49 2AES AHS U= Ao

o mebA 22 Este] ti ATte] BAle 2o A2 B3] 8L ovlst

w3te] AFHE Y52 ov|(meaning)E A= o] HhD
R

B AE AdSE zATHe BAE AT
[e)

2 Zh=o] A &
24 RHEA STt L 2y V)] 2AEEhEEd 2e v 24w
T 2428 54 skt olg rIEHsE ddse] A

AT FFE A K Schulz, 1995: 5). &, ZAESeL @
7 SAETE Aojo] tigh HlAATE AREHA=H
Dension?} Hofstede®] A2} o] 7]&e] xAZ3lol] B3 =950 & &
B71dold x2le] 43 AMde F2 oTEse AlEATE ddl =AEEt
AA Z1EEspel omd FEe PAEA BHT FAEA AT diFew F
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1) &348 A o] 7Hg - o] 2 - HWHL AF7HA Aol A| 724 #A, 71414 A
AAZ B 53} w9 hEh(Scott, 1992; Ott, 1989; Morgan, 1986). <l & o] 22| &34
AL SN FAY = AT 2AMA Fol 23 AT fEsithe A
A eF=Th(Shafritz & Ott, 1992; 481). ©] 23k SHLE 2T 22 AT o] 2| A A Ro] 543
Fof 5 sl Ao Z(power theory)o] ol A o] Azt fAFSITE $HH Wuthnow &
Witten = 1980t o] & A E3lof tfgt AF7F ThAl @715 WA € ol/E 1) A3 #gt
AT U ko] gE T2 A E3ATe F24E <3 Adelr, 2) HFF
o Ao o t) gk vk 02 A 3|48 ALS|Eke] P, T7]a3) FaS AFHH
o 2EH ATAIGY A Y-S E1 YTt

N

o
£ 1



[e)

.

ek

1

0]
yil

o Al tF= U™ ZA°] Quinn & Cammeron®] A|A|

]
=

H| Ao &
7FX] 28 (Competing Values Model)” ©]THCameron & Quinn, 1999:131). o] ==&

1

0]
pil

o]l

o
N

-
C
,.mo
ol

gok=tl 4

2

X% o2 71 Aze sii7bsde Al

9

kel dAl oy

=
T

o
10
o
o

lare

wm

Hola 3l
z

=

Mckelvey(1982)2]

Sl

o

fu

A
)

g S R
SRR
oot FoEES AL len,

&) &

= 1

%!

&

pa,

U]

N
up

)

o]

{
C

w3ket 71E

:rL

HEUT o5

O

g]

€]

o Uk o]2RE WA & A

stAToll AATHA R

1

L

T

Sied

S

A= AF7HA ¢

Al G
o2 FUolA d7E EFS vBH AlZto g AHE

Hry,

=

=



38 ==Z R (M4 H1Z)

I. 2&=3st2 WHE

@ vt 2HESATE AR ol HA 2AEste] We g 2
< olsid dart glnth ols vEI 22 olfolA <ldl, 2HESE wiekks
WHollA 22 &9 7] dEe 724 WHolu AA22 BHA F4s)
T A, 99, @A e Aol Alks WA ¢devia BE v
A= 254 1, 7HA, Al =7 7Pl olste] e W) ot wet
A 229 5L olsialr] fAside 2AEsR FE el FAUA ot
of Fit}. ol 2HETE HAA WA ®Ba, Yz, B8k, olsista,
Arstal, dSstet 2ok f-887] wEolth

zA gl e Tk Jid FollA st FofellA oAl Jdes
oF= AL QU= Schein(1985)2] Aofoll ofshd, X2Z3= zlolo webA 7]&
7H8, 7K, deeE TEEE, dEE o AT JHAE AL B
&olgh W o] FFoA 2AEEE si4sly] olH T sigith. 12la 7t
A, 718 7V o' 22AREY| o7t ol AEo] oy Wk 2AE
sk2 sjMEl] Atk F8Ekth Schein®] 22 ESL FolE 2R
o] & dHol7lE A AR RS A7l did £ etk
Schein(1985)%] A3tk oo W& w, 7|& 7P +F9 2ARSE 2AE
sto] B47 SHolgia & wis 24 iRl AF 27t Ll 713t #Est
ofoptt 2AE3E g &2 ZHo| JFesttia sk ot W 7EA] F2 <
e FEdMAE BEo] 7 BeolAe AEF, 2A2OF, AR 5ol ¥

He &88 4 vkl SHHMartin, 2000: 78-80).
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Level 1 (Level 1,)
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Pinder & Bourgrois(1982), Meadows(1967: 82)° 2JslH ZZlo|2L2 ZAA 9] &
frolm ZZA o2 W A9 2f9 HAKa history of the metaphor of
oderliness)2kal 3kt At} o]} F=#S}S] Smircich(1983: 339)= E&lo|&3} =3
oj&o] A= FHslo 2AAT FAIZE Al Eok= A E dval v S A
72 (comparative management), =223}, %2} 21 4](organizational cognition), %2)
3752 (organizational symbolism), -&]212 A I} 223} Folt}. o] FAol
ATe 1 F2o] gEn, 159 A7 w3ket 236 itk A2 tE A
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il

Aoz AT it WAIE AEFORM 2AE3e| T843 IAE BVt

(1) MFEA 9 &3}

O vaAe e SPATEAY 31

o] fok= =7IRE Aot 22T FEF H=e] Xpolof] IS THIth
A71A &3k Ade] e Aslel] IS A= v aRlolH, Aol
o, shte] & Eolth ATFAlE AAA (el 3kt =AEke] BA),
EE A 84l B9 Apo)oll 2HS BtETh ol2ldk BAolA e F
Alell thall 3 AF7F vk AT d=2A4 Fue Alde] xfo], ZZoA Q1A
T29] 2}o|(Sekaran, 1981) Solth °olE ATolA Esl= ZATFAHYE BlA
SF-ERE Ao Y FHATEA FHFEHM, 2AEsh= MU ey 3
oA BEHTI BETh o] AFES =7 ZE A I 3 A 2A A A}
ol FAMS FoHA s, E3F A FIA | HA= FEFTES Wl
7k gttty o] B pEluEte] Faol 2AES AT FEE A
sh= Aol

%
oM, 222 =53 Q¥H £3= %LZ:@E}E’_ 2ot 1
Woll Al A== ALE- 23t dE xdn oled die &
o ZIxstal Atk 2HAYIANAN Uehle WHes SolA ARE A
(contingent relationship)®] Z¥lol] #AS 7HIT) o]F 22| Wol|Ae] 4
of TS 7EAM, TS SEH] Al BAS TRt G Ee
M AAY] FE ol Ao ARl sk AoR olsHal tk= o
mlolt}, o]l Mo A ek w3t AR g =27t Al719tHDeal &

oX
2
o)
o2l

Gibson Burrell & Gareth Morgan©] 12| & [Socialogical Paradigms and Organizational
Analysis 1(1979) A A 31A| =2]31aL o).
4) 3732 B AEC] FA A e B8l A A5 AV|E e FEFoR B



Kennedy, 1982; Peters & Waterman, 1982).
AHow 2RI 24S RolFE AFH EE U PIEZ e
FthSiehl & Martin, 1981; Yichy, 1982). ©]A-& Z&FAUe] FHsHA == 7F
) B2 N84 oyt Aldel EHoltk oleldt wAe] Hzol i AgA o)
AUFl BAe 7= ODolA L=, OD Y2 &3Pt B ¥sE Ho
A e Bt 22 BT BESES FHE 2=
Se Bgolth Aol 2o PUA-YYH HYo] S RETh ol =
HolA Hgol FFL WX FBA HNFYS AYSH= Hlojm, 2xe| Az
ol AEE SHE VIesta dSshe o= TS| vt AdE
FstEE Aoltk oled AFolH ATAEE 3
7] (art) AA7E D] FE3 A Faolde A AT o't
AFFAE @ SR FhEn & g
=9, AA 48 A, Pes 288 F A
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THAIE FHA APoEAY 22 A4S BNt 2AskE P9E Tk
Zoltk. olEd WA v A FAle FHE A

Astar 225E Y915 Fske Aotk AR o] &3k QIMEA &=
Al 7%t T3 23 58 | cognitive anthropology, symboloc anthropology,
structural anthropology, psychodynamic anthropology &2 =& ®H=Th

@© AAA AH

Etnoscience@ ] o] #HoM= 2 Es= a7d AR AA == A
23 Ao AAoltt. & 3= "EE3z =, A, s B e Al
Yol 22 gsh= 555 AA'ZE B A 11]{Ross1 & O'Higgins, 1980: 63).
Sh= AE Y AR TR =EE gHom IRE Al ofste] 1t

ZIt}. Harris & Cronen(1979)2] 7+ rules-theory”} Z221-& 2418ty H7}s}
=8 ogA 482 F Ue AE HAFE F& oojthy) I8 23S d
gs3trl AP 553 AXFERGL fFFeH, 2AESE 2AY AP}
(self-image) ¥RF ofjg} o]mA|of] B]Fo] AdH P& & 2AsH=E 442 A
2 3t28 E3Fh= “master contract’ & HAF A& A|QFSICE Master contracts
Aol il FEatgolA WHEm ko go] 4T A2 S F(context)= A5t
= Aoz 7P} 359 WHELS Master contract T+ self-image$} 71 74
of tig & BAEE A7sta, el BRI 2FoluA] A4S Adshe A
55 Wrketal, 7ol 44 omA gt A8 AlS FFH dsS 9% U
olEEA 75T F v TAA FRoE AT F e AEE SH=
Zio]th.

QA AR e AT A&k A7F STk Utk ol &
slgbe 8ol5 ARESIE Bkl &FA §7]= gtk ol#d dRHE A FH
o] B IRE S8R 2AEH. o] d7e 24 7Ade A=
Ao e BHoFa, B3 850 3fd 7o) e Be 25 A7
J=AE ol IdHE AAe] Foh I Argyris & Schon(1978)2 22&

“cognitive enterprise" = X1, 15 A2 O ZZ oA MY TS AREste]
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A9 g SN olss olb@ SNt olalzh olgAl WET AAA
A=) 24 Tk ATAE ARE Hho] 2458 WL JPeekl st
ABel St A AnlE FHE He 1B gL gReT ATIHA
£ A4H W98 FaA 24T BET fAseE 0P A4S Qhee A

olty. 4AA zAo|E/IEL AN S BT} o|grh} A¥s} BE ofd
A 243k ov)E Thaal FAsHH, §83 dEol hsstes 4Rl Ui &
eR

olEo] ol ddH BAES 7HA7] wliEelth



o] L EIE T AEF HAHe mEE Btk o]Z2 Levi-Strauss
o] FEF9 AFEY 7|2E o|Fa Utk o] WA =2 FHeet HP
T A Y] FAtolm, AL A k= AAH ofXH mEHe] FEAEC
2 BAET Strauss®] TERTFO = A o|EoA Hhxo] mmsh, o] e 7}
AL AZre] AAle WA AekS AU glew o] Aleke] Al Ao
&5 7Y Aotk o] Ak FRE B=27] "l IS “unconscious
infrastructure” 2}aL F-ETE 3= o] F-oJA A YT AFoln, E3e 79
2o Pelr =adth & 8Tt 54 gAY AHZ BEA Akde
Fel= Aotk A7 FAle AZ|ALY oulE Aokshe Aok Fes &
AAR Heh= BAY FAAE sk Aotk o]d oo 2%
A7 Aloke] 7] wiiel vlEE Weth orAe 2AATE BA] 2ATF
dolu} 22 EA7 B3 o2d Edlo] a4l WA FFo Aoks o
ok o] THAA 22 "FAFEE ofd WA PsS A
AREE A A o ® WSOl oot FFe olHd A 2Z T2 H’]—E]—
AEa e} Ha AYstEnt 18y FATERe sl Alstelnk =
ool Ao 22EA 2 ARBIEA ] ARZ 72E 9s]7] st B 94“
o] %y o2 FFshk= Zlo| Qs

Aeh A& A2 F syl Snnrc1ch(l983)“ Z A E3}ol ik A

sHA she Ao =E uefgto ga, xZo] & —71‘—75}5“ E]r% = 5—79;5‘@% EA
YA Sf(root metaphor)Z A= Aot} s A= A &Skl ot
A EH JHS HAsta A= 22T AAE olslistuat =t =28

2 <) 1
Sl JTE BA TelA, Ak 2AEEE Bl tide R wobsols Hh,



FAs AR 2240] AT #A, MM Flshs d8s olsistal
A sk dds FART:

Smircich(1983)= HARE O, 225 7IAA 9 sLAste] 24F3E 1
A% TIARAE Tk Be 78T SR Hi, 2250
O 2428 885 la, A7etaal she AR, 2ARIE 2A0] 9

=
Aol #g3) ke el 1 2Hol AL gl TR 845 IR R

gakar %‘EP. =& o] F ‘?:l = 7Pdkekar Sle 24 ti' 2% =)

A2} F71A), HAAE th2H(FZ 8t b, #AE 7 e ATF

X ol wAZA G WS, B A S WA G2 29 8
g ZRelH BEge] 2Tz MAE YT BASh, vad AgE B
B, & Bl oW SAE 28T B0l £o@ §7]

Al “—?oﬂf‘ﬂ g Ho = ZH—T“JE]% Z(social constructed reality)©]™, ©]&3t A}3] %
A ATA AL 2AESl YA Thssithes dRe FARTE S ol dA

o zAolg FHASe) A7) BelHe] EAlshs AmAoln Sl HAlzt

6) 22 & AXAAR Be A, 228 AW A dstod o 2 vpotste YA, 181 229
Fejo} P AAE 22 L] Fo4& Hmﬂ?]"‘ 2O 2 B YA Al 7FA & Eettt o]
£ A Abolddl= E&o gt olalv, = A&, ATske 54 SollA 553 2fo| & Kol
A5k, ol g AR g A 2 2 Oq‘_rL«] &Y Bro] = F Smircichi(1983)2 =& A.
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oflg} TAHYUE Abelol] o] FolA= ARl AEH rlEY HoEA &
Ao Bt o] RS FHohke SAES Aol wER, FolE AR
UAE dolHAAs FolA 228t AA o] JhssiAIM(Weick, 1979), HE= o]2{ &
ZA3L Hgo] & Aolgke FAHEE Ueh Hu= Aotk & At =

2l -2l A By sh= 22 dE)] theliA el oz Hole ou|E 3o} Fo
sh= A AgE FHsks SAol7] wiiol, A uddAA S 1

of Aut= A& oo ghtial FAEHCK Turner, 1986; Pettigrew, 1979). WA
ol=9] A% l A B AR Bl 22o] Fole AF8] Wilay, oA &l

(%]

o § HEAHOE 7 WHT 5 A7l U ol ohet 20| ojw
@Eolion), ZAsIgTHe AL F9E slrlshe AolE seldhe o ol
Agmow xATAE Ao WrE Hol “ZAe 2AFHE I L

e AP QAo ALH FHAS TFsabl s uAAt =
X—li}% TPsSHA Bk wot "mHo] nje ARl ek HgAe) Fol
= z2o] Ao o) F HTWAo] Hol ANEH Holo|A mEE:

aom oleid AEH Aol WAHoZ A @2@% EEB IR
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o
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ne
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ol
FIF
N
1>
=2
=
gL;
Ach
Lo
!
-0,
i)

o}, yiElel tigts 53 ASUER & AT
F e oz gy 2e " e F2 ARSITHOgbonna & Harris
2002)
2) 242X CiZtsKtriangulation method)2| A

FUT ANt thgell s Tk WEES 2@skE Soltk
/ o ATl 1A WA AT AP sl BAATA, B
£, 9 AP WAl s 2de FRFoes Ave BIEE 37



A7) SIgele. FAHe e} o] 2ATE ATASE Ao o)
o} Hzol mel WA Ao} A AT shed] g A

el
2
=
ot

gst= A
o] dutyo|dtt. A el glojAe] o]H gk o] W (dichotomy)? T
T 7HA R ES dFold Aol 7hsdtH, B yolrt o]Ao] nigrEsitke A

2L AT = AGE 2YSHATH
AR T2 8l (triangulation) 2 BElE AR A A A Ae] 4
o] A MER Al=s oinh Az Wi o2 W, 53] 2H dlolE%t
&7 tlolele] A =olo 7|9 1947] FHleE ALY STt 1855
HE ARS]8EA} Le Playw= ARSI Q7G-S A78l Qo] o] F 7HA] Feje] A7y
Al Agsta Agslr] g =8 AN THErzberger & Prein, 1997).
2 Aes wet 5YT A7 2A WellA FEES AAHES HusH
A% Aoz ou]e] Hx A=E Barton & Lazarsfeld(1955)2] 7o)tk
(Martin, 2002). °|E& AFHAE FE3IL ZF DANA F2QA s FAQ
o] Aol dEs SIER AFE AASTED o]F ARt T3]
JS Campbell & Fiske(1959)2] 53 ZZ=2](multiple operationism)E 7 XA
62 Aud}l T, Webb et al. (1966), Denzin(1978, 1989), Jick(1979), Fielding &
Fielding(1986) 52 ATE B3l @Y A4l AUe A9 BARS 55
b‘]— /~ 01‘— r,Ho]-x% tl]—lﬂ og Z]-Tﬂ ;8-71] Q 1:]_

o8 & ¢ TAIZoE v HH WA Patton(1992)2 71&3 U] =22 A
A7 e FHHe daaerEQl #AZE ofygl dikEl ANl glom,
T e Aoy Ads Ade AAE)] FRVPsAS Axsth =%
Denzin(1978)-> TH2] WHEL A7AP #ilol e d<S &+ o F5siL
F@A ol AgetA| HAFsEZ] flste] shte] Aol o8 7 e AR
FHATHES x3ete Ao2A A AP FHATTHS T A8t

O o ofy Orr‘ ]Iﬁ-'
il

ok

r2

a

7) Barton &Lzazrsfeld(1955)4 Ao ZH-A i Ee] AT vk gAsta AAle =
g SHES DdshE vle AR, A FESo] AAH SR HeEA Xatar
=S dlole 9A AustA A A Zahr] wiEel AR HHEo] 0|2 AFle A
Aot ke 7Hg ol 71233t o] 2 oY & RAES And REFZE VHA SH
o] & A&3te YA AT YA S5E F Jdoka Byt I A ol
AR HEL AT dudA T A &2 ¢ Jom, AFRE AuidA o= FH < 7]

el 282 o flvhal Btk



A7 FHEEEE Eole Aol stk o83 Denzin®] F743) Hehs 2
eshkin(1992) 52 A4 A7 FHAT= ARl tisl
AR e AES U deths 38 Axs AR b8 F A =98 F
el F o mRol AHS HE AL IS THCarey, 1993; Glesne &

Peshkin, 1992; Howe, 1988; Firestone, 1987).

o
o
L
5°)
R
Q
2
&
&
)

<E 1> ciztste| Ant

O b 1
+ -
. THY 25 LS

(convergent confirmation) (divergence)
=13=5] olYd HIAL 5 o| AEdX P
BTEE| | ax e sline pan as | 27 B0 SRS TEA S
2 (convergent disconfirmation)

~ ghA FEN HE
(divergence) (convergent disconfirmation)

(+) = A Tl EZF; () = Sl JHde| AHE  (+-) = AFEHH 20iMef ojo|gt EF

LE ojole AH

XIZE: Brewer & Hunter(1989), p. 171

& BILD ol2F F el T o)
t oot ge BHoR ANY & ek A, AAR ATE Wgsie 3l

ol 7} Mrduisel lEWMsAlele] BAE ASRN 1 WSE BFow

nE]
B4 olok 5] W] Ax ATRE AZstelor & Zolth g
AR B Aol Ylofx WrEe] A%

B9 Ao A7 ATEYE Bad

]
MSFERRE G Luste T4

AL F232 ¢ F ol & 9tk o] &
AR Quisle Wb e mEe| ofH AT WRAITY UG ofv]e] B
Ae SR PH 4Pl /F5T Zlolnk. o7loN Hxel AW AL FHAT
o Aztolrt Bowm FAATe Qelael dAda WHAAP oF TAY

8) FA AT L B Bl = BT WA Ee) Ao ZNH o frel ek w7
‘BHF9| 0 F ehe BAHS AUA ), 28 AT dste] AR s} Qs
7o) B34 ol ek B2 % 71A) 3 9l
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Ogree]  FF dgel dEAATIEe =gdd] Z2Esd

coefficient)2} 22 ZOZ ola|d 4= Ut & ol A2 F WHo| §3l= o
shte] WHEZ AAE olF= B A Avjshs ke 710l F

tes] oo wet FHAARdEEte] St os ARgshe W 3 =EE] A9t
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