HEPHTR F24% 357 (19955 8R)

AAEY 22U ZALAYL BAA B 47
3R 7

L4
0z
e

2
I
02
P

i

=2-4rd 1951
AMEHY : 95. 5

=<

2 dve AR g AV 2ol 7R, ZIdzA 9] #5318 Z2go] g
e} 22 A oAl olwd gl Zolrt Yeld=rtE B2Astm ol WA 827 BRVIYE S
thde g ¥ (cluster analysis)& HAI3tA en|Ue 2ol§ BAFE A7t 22835 =
2UE £33, ol FolF A& TEL L v VIR AE0 A AYETNF A 2
A T HATG A5l oA i ztolrt YehteAE A& st

A2, MZ AU 7Y ERED 958 28 S A8 U £ de 2HE5

Zzgol 2N AN FHIY F Avk: AR P2el Agol AXHY. TG 24
A 9% Foo wdSeE Bystn Uy Euvldse ol ofdE ‘HANY ¥
‘BAANG 257 RHeR © Zab dehda Q7] WEel, 2Hadge] AnE At
HANY P AGAT EHE O AL e rtol & Baye) Qi R Buy
k.

* 2 =wol dial nlRs 2AL HFA Fe] T YAALEA A=Y
o Thstm 7 ohat A A}
ook B ARSI A 83 WY GA

- 213 -
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(=]
i)
o
i3

NAZEAHE ) & dHoEA, a8ln 2AFTAEE S
25]7] Alztg 2228l thek =0l 80 o] F o] #okd B2 At AAES FHAA
sto}, ey agke] AR B3 =olEe] 47 Y8 53 719 ¥83 A (anec-
dotal evidence)ol FZ &3l AHI AT E (case studies) Y2 E 131X, 2L 37t 27
o] HA gaAdel miAe FFS BAS A A Ay diHez T8 wA gt &
t}, olo] wet A3 #AE Mdde] g B8, Y=o Ao vdd va
AA(HE)Y Hi2e @4 Avisol gti(Denison, 1990; Hofstede et al., 1990;
Rousseau, 1990).

N

& F8 29e2M MEA F

12

o

gy FHZolE oled Aty de] dAE FEIn Brh g4 S S Tl £
Azrel AEH vudFE AE By ohdel, ool o eyt 2AEsHH B 239 4
B HFES AAAA Bele §& EMo] ARH L At ol AleFe shute A B Ay
NNz A Eset Ak BAl] dia] £AstnA gk B FAHoE, 2 AT
M= ZAF 3l st AR XA HZ(Competing Values Approach)oll €] Agted, o
F¥9 2AEs B89 A9 vehde 7199 55 L3 2 go] 2 g

2

o5

& 48 A7 A gASoR s B dFe 71EY wold A2 B2 JAE AT
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RS R

2.1 =X\ 230l et MEX H2

Hﬂ
I

80 dd] &yl o]F AR 7IAE E/3F 719 A9 &8 (Ouchi, 1981; Pascale & Athos,
1981) & Hojd 4AE Selv ol&v 2YF 7I4EY 553 7Y d5FE(Deal &
Kennedy, 1982: Peters & Waterman, 1982; Kanter, 1983)¢] F&3o a2 vlZg Z2Z 8
sl thg AL, 71dxF e 43 A § 1&g FFsta Jvk AR 2@ 71gxA
o] g9 X ZHES © o] ‘EautA’(black box) 29 Whx|3lx] w1 BT} AFHo e {H
3 Bzt st AlEolM HE SEAJGT &+ At olE g =52 s oA 2AE
e A9 Addedd 4% 712 dFoE ALgo N g 23S A £ aAHY
AN A F= 55 23 744 (organizational personality) & & F0, T3 Uiy =
ATPALEY g9 FHES TLHeE 24 - & = 183 HF A (normative glue)
2A 71sdte Qo] A FA HAT(ASQ, 1983; Frost et al.,1985).

ES A71A o Yot iR AFES 2AEIE G 23 o] FFH3AL U UMY
2 = 72 ARE'E Aot (Dyer, 1985: Lorsch, 1985: Louis, 1985: Schein,
1985: Barney, 1986), ©] 7Fxl¢t Ad o] W &E& 7+ 3l7] A% A A 714 Ldshet A
55 238 b AlAsiYh ol 273 e s = Fo 553 A E33

rohflele Jde) e o] Jojo] Aol glojH BIMTHE BE Fbg FRA

>l>“

¢l A Agolat & F Jv ZAEZ ) U EAEF FH2(Trait Approach) & 753 &
o £ 5 o
olgjgt EAEZR A Jhed rHY AFHolm £ 7 @y 2z AL olux Y

o] zARFH EAS AH/AE HYFY Peters & Waterman(1982) 9] d7Y Aol
IES O 39 AFY, @ 1A Hed Mojrls, @ AT V17, @ e B
A A, ® 553 71 1B/ FA, ® ol RBB (FELE), @ 34 23, 19
i ® A& TAY BAA R T8 $47IdY FFHY B354 oE AMEHT §Y,

-~
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Kilmann(1985, p. 356)& A&7t & 7Igde] H7] AaiAe A= Fola =

g EAo® ste ‘A83 3 (adaptive culture) & 7HHoF gtk F34 1, Akin
& Hopelain(1986)2 F8A U1, Ao, MLAJA ZAESE LYY 3l 23
Al EAo = A vt )

ojgpzro] A7}t Hold 29 FFE FIF 5L FEEe =8 I, 2 &5
gt AE3 HIo] st qd £ & Fa
Foldnh. ‘A& w3F =, 22N EH T 23} 5499 ZF=(cultural strength) 7} =TI
o]l 4@ ajlelgte olejd 7S YEUE FEE =
32 A3 2AY =& A T A TAYE digk a3HQ 23 B4l o] &
th= o] (Weick, 1985, 1987), ©loll B3t 73 E3he T 9EIMe] 2 ov 25 EY
9 2= 9% g AArE Hod= Aolth(Deal & Kennedy, 1982, pp. 3-19: Posner
et al., 1985).

o2l 3t Fet F3 /P B3 2R AF ATE UoME UEHE 4F5EH g 49
£ =1 Denison(1990,pp. 78-80) )} Gordon & DiTomaso(1992) 9] 7%, £3EA 9] £/
of #AIgle]l #e Este A9 @71F A#e FoFHU #BAV e AR YERn
Kotter & Heskett(1992, pp. 18-21, 159-162, 189) 9] A7AM= AU 33 = 99

&olo) 27183 AT FAFYE 5 249 ol AR 4 ARE

2
Au
oft
oX
o
PN
rr
pov)
9
32
v
N
o}
s

O

)
Jo
1o
2
rO
o
i

2.2 ZEZ2310f st A7 Ex|1H X 2(The Competing Values Approach)
22.1 AR g VX 2R

o}y EAFEH A7 AFo] AujHold 2EZ} A7 FGol oM 8odh Fuk o] F
NEL AT BH L AFsty, & 2Es ALY @A diM = d2i7hA] A=
& A 7HeA S AFE & BAEo] vtE ZA7HK] =¥ (Competing Values Model) o]t

a

a7t 7] SPA oz Adslel ftd 2A AR B FIH 27



ZA st P 2GR FAlH A A

o
.t
&
N

|

& shte FME ol F@A7IEE diEtel&(metatheory) 22 P Quinn &
Cameron, 1983; Quinn & Rohrbaugh, 1983). &, 2R& A #elo] 2dH o2 Wastes
e Bed A FE3ka, 2Eet AR e oy ez A4AX gd uF
s AAH A EXES AFHoE 23 F e sty B8 Yoz AAHYD

2R F7HE 22 742 Aol tal FES B REL T AL Q)
3 2 zA2dE 957 99 ENER 4/ 989 & AYTHKimberly & Quinn,
1984; Quinn & McGrath, 1985; Quinn, 1988). {18 1>& °]&{s HAVX n¥ & A3}
I AE FA AR A4S welEch WA, £4 Ade AFAT A /AT T )
o M2 m&He] wole e PAH] Utk A4S FEshe 2HE THAEY A
49l 121 AR JAHET
of FA/ANE FESHe 2L AZb54, F84, 29T P 5L b $HFes
Fpalol & AN 2A olslatn, webd 249 S YARE 2AwY ] HeUH 9%

oz 9 ® shtel A F, FHA AU G AP W AR i § 7

tlo
ol
BN
QL
,ﬂ
N
N
fo
)
do
rr
o
oft
oX
bt
e
s
L)
i
2
¥°
T
n:d
(A

@ BAXE 88} : o] 3} L FoARG ZHW A1SAA k@A FAo] Hoje
2ol Foldlth aAlnE THNERS 2475 48 N2, T2 Fels o] EHFHS
Y 7HH7E He, golre 2etde QlofME FoHolm wHols, dHE B F5H
go] 2R A%o| FoHA £ 2AEAN JFE AAAL] ALY 2A B
o] Sl 7HE 2 Hlge] Foixln.

@ SAIK|E 25 : o] 23 FYE 2H0] 4L EAND, 53] 2Ho] FHati: o
3 BA0le] HeAqel & Z27h Folxith webd olee AT 23 4Pe WU &

1) AR 2¥A AAEe 1A 2188 F30 dg 91 7142 Quinn & Cameron(1983), Quinn &
McGrath(1984), Quinn(1988) & Zxsted Hejgh Aol
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(O 1) IR 20 X =X E3 7Y

A G £ 2025 78
s}/ va
A
IEET DRNE S P
%%1;19] RS A |8/ 5e 93 A%
4 4 /ADY5
/AP ¥ A gy
AsAed | wERIE ARG | A AR
AA S A EEECEN
) \ e
ERES s /aEY
A%t M RN
ey ety A / Ay / =) &}
/54 Bl =gy
A
408 /5
AA X% £3 #$42% £

AE : Quinn(1988), 48%

e AP AY YSo| FaMAL, TALES) 22143 7199714 4 (entrepreneurship) o]
227 34 A= A FEA Bk TeE2 doldE PUARA of=F = AYUFE ¥
% sl 2Bo] nastth of B8 fdstlA 2N EAYL Al Yyt o £ A
£ 391 A2 A9l 5 oy we F2 vt

o

® nEX|E 23 AT E3hs 2o A3 2493 FAFHel oM e A

)

Zste 23§30t Zeime 20 28 2RI 20 e FYAST Aol
Fa9 A3 2854 Bk A oy R YoIHE o] Fat HFES BE
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A FHL 75H oo, A=A 2etdo] Bt ZAARA 71Fd YojHE B
HETh LG APAY ol X o] ot 24 Fxo Ay ol Fasdn

@ HAXIE 23 - o] B3 A2 A VI follA A R FEAHE FTE
b st Aoltk et wtEe] g sAlek A9 AxIE F4 A7 HEHA, Poltr ¢
AAFe] #e A}, 2EARA Y Aol Fasth £ ol e B3l /7 slolME R
A FE AT FAL AFA, 2T 22 WY G849 Tl I T8 2HE
4ol 71Eo] @

rir
B

_\:.,

22.2 ZHIIXH M2l ool =X A

2288 AFNM ZY7HIA H2ol AL Yot BRI AR Y E5gH
T e Qoidel ez 458 5 21 Aoloh
WA, ATeEed doiiE AN gaol MsPEE dsbel FAoN} A
T 5 AY PEEe] SAYY 2HES A7 FolA P Wl 7D FYATEES
Hg RN 228 AV AZAE B UEe 998 vsl 3 471 21 Rl
tH(Denison & Spreitzer, 1991). A9} ol AE AAHAAAT, B4 wYL B E
2HH F49 F Je 27 Aho) whet 49s] LA £HH S45S 228 5 3
3, & o] 2] vuF & Atk 71 Fhgel Hata Ak, =9 o] 2L a7}
FATANN gAY F YEF ALY GPAo] Y58 T B (scale) 9
28 ZAETES AL, AR F1 Qe Holt? ut 22 Est ATl 4 B ol I
4 a2 R e AET Dol Be PHER =4 ofn] eAHNE weHde
ah AR, A HE A7 BFE 2T G A7) QolA ‘BAH Yolst FaeeS ol
A Sgete tal ‘2H7e) BYe HaATE JbsAl slE 2 27 e
AA7H) mge) EOE g9t o] mgol WAl AE zATI @
slch o] wyol Y2ste] (1Y D3 & BolA ANE 1) 2428 485 oA

2

2) BN 2ol JAs 2AEE SHE T A2 45 €gFE Ao dis)A e Quinn & Spreitzer(1991) 2 3
8 A,
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‘o]d %5 (ideal types) 2 A4 Fofo} Stk T HA] ZANA e & Ut 2

4
3 fEe IH ATH SHER F2oIA Arbets vish ol 53T BF 7hA 439 B
gero] AupHoE et 32 +% Atk Holw o] ZAA myo) Jstaw, A4 2

o] ¥td st A se E/HA 3 3ol BEFE AR UEd & U1, HAe Mz
2eHE AFY ZhrE FESe HEE52FH) ATV 2FE T2 Ue Aol
(Cameron, 1986a, 1986b: Cameron & Quinn, 1988). o|X & ZARA7}x =¥ ME =

3t FAFHQ Wgo] dutER] T F Utke 7FsAd S IFAME, B8 2 94 &
313 M E (cultural setting) o= B33t duile 2R3 249 35E Ade] EAE

9] 74482 ek,

M

4
o
tlo

AANA 28 £ A} 2H g dA oMz 7|Ee] B4E
TEIE e 7S 7

AQAQ 23 FEEN S Fske ol 2HEAYA ¢ Fosirhe Aol o
wo] G2t nol wmaw, g74HQ

=z
g 25 953z FIFAA F3 v 5 e

2
o
e

B

rbe AR 2o g 2 d 4 U3, 20 wet 2AFEA ] FA o] o]
o 4] Aoz A ot viE §84
BAF(REER) S} F5 ENFE 7%

2 A7 P92 dAstad ANNFHL 27 BHE 23817 At 2HE 2T 7= A
th ol olgd AAVX R¥d AAE A2 F&5 A
ZAEREF BEste] EFF 9 JHAY 9 EERe] FPHAE gGEvde AME Y
ZF9oh 53], Al Hold 2AYSFE AFAHAH A, 9
Z Wegdd A Hole a3 AYES =2F AL
& Cameron, 1983: Kimberly & Quinn, 1984; Cameron, 1986a; Yeung et al,, 1991). ©I
o} o] 27 Aol Aol loiA] Bk ofe} ATNES WRF 2 TAY A FES
&o] A(quality of life)ell ojM= Z2Este] TR A
£ AHdo] 95 7|x M (Quinn & Spreitzer, 1991).

zA 3ot 2 FZAAYT Al disiA ol A7 AASo] RAFE TFHY &

'
i)
of
B
rﬂ

of
ok

Faqlow aga

oo

9l



£ 712e AFH SYEH Y2 AR OE Rolth &, 447N 2yl med, 53
§ Wb 2925 KNS MetHoln Ao At Ut AL 2R EHNe] 238

H 715389 5 Yok Bebd o] mYE 2AEAYY ADE A 59 23 439 A

31 B

2 dte 23 A4 9] #REH 2AaA] S S A= stng, E A7
o] 71223 4 3 (level of analysis)& ‘Z#'0] @t} wlgbd B Ao ME 23
th=o] SRS (multiple respondents)& thite. 8 HEZAIE AA)8T, o522 53
H A8E 23 $£F202 F3(aggregation)sted EAo] &8st ch? F 1037409 $-2lved
g8 abel 3,200%-2 Mg HlESI, o] F 8NALRN-H 1,571%2 HES Faich
54%-5 A2 1,4177-8 HA Aol AH&siith 1
Hug 35gd 27 FRE 80%, ¥ HFRET 49%00H, 358 A F 240 2849
fra HE BlE2 4 90% F=rh Aok 283 (E DI (F 2= & A7 849 B
7199 54 7h2d 71ty 3 A A8 Zhz bl F1 )l

H
AR
k!
o
N
N
Mo
in)
M
oX
>
o
of
ot
it
Ha
—

3) 239 EAE ¥s AH
ikey informant)E w4
TAAE Bt A ¥
Heol 2 g e
SHEd Five 3 5

Hoz sotsbr] Sl 22 Ue A4 ALE FEI LT Ak BYSGR
oz ARE FUSE PTES BEY FE Ak 2D 240 YY) B ¥

olZol Al A2ate ol WUHOE olfThe A, 22W ¥ AN 2R 2B
& zAuith @ Aol AASYA uohe Tiel SUASEYE AEE & 2ol
Testel 719 2 B4l FALES R AREAE Algstar

=
TE
L=N e}
o=
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7ERNR

CE D 7Ignad #2712 s48

T 43 9 = BB (9]18)
29921 o}3t 5(6.1%)
300 — 99921 18 (21.9%)
1,000 — 4,999%1 42 (51.3%)
5,000%1 o] 17 (20.7%)

A 82 (100%)

(H 2) MY B2 7|1 88

g 289 8 5 HEIQS5(NE)
A F A 42 (51.2%)
S8 E A2 6
AFAEAZY 6
7hE, JbE, w2 AR 2
235 AEYAE 2 AAER 2 3
gete g sstAEA 2 6
AR B4 4
71k 717 2 Au| A2 2
e A7)71A 2 A EEEE A2 2
34, S8 R FAPAEY 7
A5} 2 Ed iz 4
249 8 ( 9.8%)
San) @ 2HREESEY 11(13.4%)
oa%n 2 B 5( 6.1%)
¢ 2 ¥ 16 (19.5%)
FH(EA2E, 282
Y3 dedd
¢ 2 RYTA A Ay
Al 82 (100%)
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3.2.1 W7FK| =Z| 28 782 £

A7 ¥ dzste] 2AEsE Qs AnEe 7IEH R FUHA] FHTE U
ARAE HA E3 {89 F8 5L BARBKE 319 Alvie] 2 (scenario) & A A8,
SHA=Z stdF Zzkel Ayl et 27l F3A 9] AA 2AE st Aok FAMHl vt
£ 10089 A4 MESA ste 959 ‘FALZH FH = (forced choice scales) ot} o]&
Cameron(1978)° 2la] 7Ht=]o} Quinn(1988) Foll AAl= o] Uch. whebA ZAl E33<
Az o3 £2d AsE ¢HR B3 FE g M2 594 348 882 F )V AE
of ZAx7re] SJAMHELL) ABBAE A HE ol e W, AT =9 734
7 kA E ZEsle MASAITIE BFHonE O {840 dAHIT UH(Quinn &
Spreitzer, 1991).

A7 2yl Esld 2HE3E Y3 FUA FF=TE YAET Y Hx(Likert
scales) 2 TA¥ RO Z, Quinn(1988)°] AAIH] Ut o] =& 47HA £33t IS 27
=gHog 2 AL 715EA § F1, £3 S7H4 X (interval scales) Y22 13
A A7) FABAE VIRE 3}% q#7HA] FAH BAH& LolstA sF= sl 7
= s} Bk ofg o] Hxel E g8 FH F9 shvt 23 MM 23 T2WE Ho
Faxoz 2 Jeh) £ 4 vk dloll 21tHQuinn & Spreitzer, 1991, pp. 117-119). 9
=3 u o2, 3 2o AAHQ 3y AL qrix £3) /3] S¥EY 7 Aok
el 2712 23 S8l A EASAU, AR Mz wiRs e 4F e Bt des2
Hog gEsE AL o8 gIgle] ¥ - A F F glolo} s, AAL I A=
ol ] FAEF ] o] Hr i ui olejd o] & RYgE F e A= T F AUrh

afpz B Aol e AES e 58 o) 93t 471X A E S F3-& SHFAU
Quinn(1988) I A1919(1986) Soll 71238t 56709 Baoz 7 o =& E4E =
RAala e, ARG 23] Beout Alglx Al (Cronbach’s alpha) 7}t .6637% ¥
2 A Yehta i, 8228 £3H.8738), #gAE #34(.8770), 2 A #3t
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(.9126) &} Afole 22 A= =E Yehl 2 QU

=REAY) NG £ A7 2L 2N PHAS A2 Dol YESe A A9
o AAAFE FYOE o FHAh B ATAE o @ HH A9 2ATAY W5
hed 7bg ESole @ & Yk WA BEH 27 BYL AT

© AAAE T APYY FEold 20| tjs] FALTC] 2E A UE 39 &
g2, 7AKAEe] 4 2 SR tal 2 3R 28 AeE oln Bk(Price &
Mueller, 1986, p. 215). ¥ A7 = By, o3, AR, A vlH 5 A 59 35 &

d 245 A B Al AEE, BD g, 7Y olvA & = HA £EY 8
2% dig WS S Joh B AN e F 7Y EFoE s, das
£ .83342 EA Yebsdo

® =229 (organizational commitment) : &2 EJed EA Ao g3t 7 =
Al(identification) ¥ &< (involvement) o] At Zxg Heoldrh 23 24 THYE
o] 717t £ A ¢ 2 ERo &) dAAE =7 23 HYoR AL ol oy
£ HEE 71Ede Aoz (Mowday & Steers, 1979, pp. 225-226), 2ol th& 34 (loy-
alty) & v 3ttH(Price & Mueller, 1986, p. 70). ¥ 7oA+ Cook & Wall(1980) 2
Mowday & Steers(1979)¢l 71x3le =3 E¢& &stn Jed], #AHLE (i) =7
o g TUAN(ZZ S AUl tHF 74, At gk oz B, 23 A9 A
3, (i) 23S 9 JAH =8, 283 (i) 25 IR T AR FHo 4FES A

[t F 84 B 243 A, A e 86672 w4 WEbsTh



4.1 TE EA(Cluster Analysis)Oll 2|8t XX/ 23| Z2Lo| &

B Ao e 9 82709 REVIYS s AR 2HES 2288 vHe A9
F2317] Y - E A (cluster analysis) & HAISHATH Tk Azl o3 pHR A9 A
TN Ak BtER, B AP e 47HA] AT /F AR FHXNES A
FE8E F5(Z-score) 2 RISAA FREAS HASIA T g1 ZF B8 2SS 7HA
Z1E3 F¥el AAM Y FAM (similarity) ol wel WA $28S 2te JEoz #33HA
7171 Y& & Aol e A& FH3(hierarchical clustering) 71%¥ 71e-t] Ward &

Ao Afifi & Clark,1984). ¥t H o2 FHEA S AT 45 FEZAES M 5
Ao stk B AFolXeE O H=zady
(Dendrogram)eol] 93 AgAe] &g, T8l3 @ AR 2AHEA (ANOVA) # Scheffe]

o
P
1
it
F

wy
4
[o
it
Ha
N
rfr
iy
oX
=
i)
]

29 A= (multiple range tests) AFE 7|22 3o 370 2FHE =&39ch (29 2

Eolde 7AEA 49 29 348 2428 e gg naFa U,
a9, o 3ol 22Esl Zeds 7t B FAHLE ofugle Holr} EASEIE
Rl F& o] w2 (E Dotk 471K 2423 f¥¥z 4" B4R H(ANOVA) e 2

s

o 2AEs TRPE PollE A8 FoAn 2ol(p<.0000) 7t EAEHE Ao e,
t-%-7] Student-Newman-Kuels(SNK) #2485} ofje}l 714 B 42<Ql Scheffe £4& ¥
A%zt Fazt] {oAFHA 2ozt e Ao JFHJLnE FHEHAN =24 3
o] Z2AE3 T2IEL v ¢ A =EE RS AL & 5 Uk

o2, 3o 2AE3 22EE BAS s 4t tEd 2o

AuA =2Pe ARG 8o} WA E3lrt B o] Fem A A, HUAF F
sho} A 3k AR ket vehte et mEbs (1" 1ol A7 =
ol oA o, o] TR P FA 9| R AT 7} Brke AW AZ7IEF AA L by

=

st WA FHAE A5 wgste Raeta ¥ 47t Aok E£9 old

O
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ol

(a3 2) PEEM d =FE I T 28 Z28
zzg 1 (WA 23D

— z2¥ 2 (FF FFEI
""""" wag 3 (AAFH o 23

TAXE 28

<

AKX 25 oAX g 25t



ZHEs 222G 2AZIYT] A B3

WA 23b = 82 HEV1Y s 62% GIAAN & I 2N b dEHQ 22ge

vEbTE,
<ED K| =228 7o e =2 F5 T2 EE72| X{o|24(Oneway ANOVA)"
[ —— BRI HA A g X8 A A 5 e P
(%) ¥+ 3 & 3 = 3 T+ 3%
1. Z29 1 : 51 3.17 2.77 3,53 2.97
2% 73 (62%) (.2783) (,2197) (.1707) (.2004)
2. =299 17 3.39 3.32 3.36 3.48
745 7353} (21%) (.1942) (.2296) (.1841) (.1956)
3. z29 3 14 2.66 2.60 3.21 2.89
AAZA 9 ok 73} (17%) (.2977) (.2488) (.1921) (.3698)
e % 3.13 2.86 3.44 3.06
- (.3504) (.3327) (.2141) (.3174)
FEAEAM A Fy) d.f= 30.30 47.711 19.70 33.79
pak 2,79 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
AMZAZP : SNK 3<1<2 3<1<2 3<2<1 3=1<2
Scheffe 3<1<2 3<1<2 3=2<1 3=1<2

1) BEQe BEUAY.
2) frelFE 059 A A E3F Tt FH Aol & Hole Ao F5E(L,>) 7, 281
Z2 30 793RI Aol gle Afdde FE(=)E Yetith

zHEs 2P Y3

g Ax3kn Yok,

AuA T2Ee gAY o

akaL ik

23} §3o] AujFo 2 Ueh}x

o}
1= ‘T"‘y

4744 %3

T 54E Bolx Qo Ed 2 #3} 39 v Fxo
ERF Ha ooz vy v}, a8jeg ol

T8 Eabetn s B 7 g Foin, REVIAF 21% (17704

2 542 & A Z, o] T2FNE 4714
zH 28§30 25 BF ol3= et v

g 23 f8rT 22HR 9 o] 5ot of

e
2
2
=)

AA G Zalito] Jdizez o

A% 17% (144D & A




ol FHEAME T =FE I xHEs =y
o]& HoleA A REE 3txl (X L= olald &4 A3E et Jd=dl, A34E
vhEal 2229l Frhx] 2AEAY AR oA 2HES Z2H S0 4Es] 2dngd
£ #}0](P<.0000) & E.o F3 Ut

- A GG BEoll glojA = SNKY Scheffe &4
9Jo] g zpo)7} Yl 1 MMz 53] ‘3e #¥ B8 e B¢

7
Holn & ¢ F7F Aok ¥, 27 2ol dolME BFUART Wlol g} ok 3

o7} Yehtx led], SNK £4o 2 A T2HE o] 25 Fo3<l Ao/t e AR
Veb A, Scheffe EMole ‘723 78 £3F A9 ‘R &3 Jd el §97

Q Zpelzt vhebbA] gf glnh d2iut ol F F B4 mFol flojM A gd #d w3
ge) 7Hg S 2AEYEE U T o whdd], ARG wE 27 29 § T

2 aTY AR oM SIAFA ok T ABE A7 Y e BAHS Ehn

VS Y 57 U
(E O =E| guidof cfst =X 25 =ZE 7ie| XH0| 24 : Oneway ANOVA
zHEst =g E271U+ AR ENE =R
1. 2291 : 5 3.07 3.29
(DR o112 (.2627) (.3070)
2 Xz 2 17 3.39 3.49
AL I (.1924) (.2355)
3. Z29 3: ” 2.73 2.96
AAZH oI35t 23} (.2560) (.2664)
3.08 3.28
A A4 82 7 82
b (.3178) (.3270)
BEARMAY : Fat 26.51 12.95
#* d. £.=2,79
p&k .0000 .0000
AYEHdE 0 SNK 3<1K2 3<1<2
Scheffe 3<1=2 3<1<2
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WA goldel AZEN Ang BN a2 o, 249 148 253 442 v 23
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of WAHE FEA PP ToHA gold f o Bt BEEol tehte Zo] odd
AR 5 dtks Zolth webd oleid & AT B4 Ade 2 Eae BdY ¥F
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#E 2AES WA A 2HEs FE3 BEE 712 FAANE 248 24, 7
AR ARG 37t & £33 S50 vl EFURE Hu, FAS Hngzre) 2
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)
)
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FPolet: 234

o

e
WE = A Eoh (3P =, 1994, 148%).

ﬂlh&
mlo

(H 5) K| =% 28 784 7= SARI(N=82)

238 1% % FFaz #H A g #H gk # 91 (RANGE)
BAA G 3t 3.13 .3504 2.09 3.90 1.81
A F3t 2.86 3327 1.96 3.83 1.87
AARE &3t 3.4 2141 2.91 4.02 L.11
HAA T E3 3.06 3174 2.41 3.85 1.44
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A Study on the Relationships between Cultural Profiles and Organizational Effectiveness :
An Empirical Test of Competing Values Model on the Korean Firms

Sang-Eon Park* - Young-Joe Kim**

ABSTRACT k

This study, based on the competing values model, empirically examined how differ-
ent profiles of organizational culture may have an impact on organizational effective-
ness. The data were collected from the 1,417 employees of 82 Korean listed companies
using survey questionnaire. In this sample, three different cultural profiles were ident-
ified through a series of cluster analysis.

The results showed that different cultural orientations had varying effects on the
organizational effectiveness. Especially, we found that the balance of competing
organizational values had a significant and positive impact on the job satisfaction and
the organizational commitment.

It was also found that most organizations of the sample still had strong ‘hierarchi-
cal’ and ‘group’ cultures but relatively weak ‘developmental’ and ‘rational’ cultures de-
spite of the recent efforts of Korean firms for the organizational change and inno-
vation. We conclude that it is necessary to strengthen the ‘developmental’ and
‘rational’ characteristics much more in designing and implementing the organizational

culture in order to enhance the effectiveness of the Korean firms.

* Assistant professor, Dept. of Business Adm., Konyang University
#*k Assistant professor, Dept. of Business Adm. , National Fisheries University of Pusan






