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Fe A4y EEAE R ZIAEE BT Aol vt AE HAF &SIl
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LM = # 7% Jetrlnte $ag o ¥zdn
e AHolT. olgge BAe Az ARG 2

QdEo] 4gelr] daE FRAUTE AL

WTOAA 24 2 Aus A &dele ¥ A3HY Holsl A =ololdt grie ol g
so) 22 doiglel SetbadE AASE Fa Q] Aoy, ol JIgle] BHY SvlE TS
27k 719, A9 E BE AAZAA WaE & 2 2Aa] faele AF9ET A A8
Fom 9o olSEe 4BE 60delF AR AQ WL nader se AL duam Ao

AR Mool dgs & felvtet 71gEe]  (Vrakking, 1990 : Humble & Jones, 1989 :
A Z1EAA e g WTOA A & F34A Grossi. 1990). Deal® Kennedye 252 A A
o 7177} @Al WE AR £k A7 GEs oA 1) 7190l Me ol F4gt
2 FAd =74 dha gt ol dA4duige] A ®gtm e W, 2) FY 4FUY AAo] A¥
whgt $ele] 7IQELS A3 Wge] Hgstux @ o, 3) AEY FH FUF AS W, 4) it
ekt AAGNHES 2Yst] A 2 AS =7 F9) AAste € 9, 5) B3 ARS o
Aol A& ol&dy| fate] M =Ystn itk 5 AR AFEAHC] o2& G €L 7]
a2, olggh xHE BFen dAHoRE  GEIH 3ol A fFHe Ztetn FE
a7 2 28 i A2 AE Fol F3 2 UrHDeal & Kennedy, 1982).
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71 &3l ol AL F gA x%e], 809
o olF 47|99 FF9de] AdAHo 4
A 5 2249 YA Hoe LAY JEE
29} =@y FHM 189 55 719739
#eo] FAdo|Arke= T (Ouchi, 1981
Pascale & Athos, 1981)3 &7 w59 $-37]
AEY A$oAE 7 7199 EAFHA QAT
Fo] AYY 48 HE + e 4
(Peters & Waterman, 1982)°] W= A7] =
Eolt}.

s sPE 2HEse d7Ed B9
Smirciche ¥lmEsd A2y, A& 3
29, AAA A2y, dFHE F2ued ¢
g dF 5o BF3tn Ah(Smircich, 1983).
B =8¢ Smircich7t AAZ AFHHEFTIA
3y Ay g Adegstast @k 2
e A7 2318 Azdte vjAg
oM zAA WEe £314 84 ¢ BHE
& HSE Alole #BAE d7stn U
FE ol g we 71gEsty
g 23 SPULEA A9 P4Y
EHAE 43H s A3 HgAE =
2343 B3 gdstaxt o

71485k g 7 v 7GR B
Fol EEY ) Fgo] HFHLE o]Fo A £ %
the Aol 479 F84° ad. adu, o9 =
W95 oz g2 ARHATI} o] FolA &5l
= s, $AHE oA eI
EZUA B3 oA, o] FAd 2 EIRY
< AAF Rousseaud Z2E3EEF (Rousseau,
1988, 1990, 1991, 1993)2 7|l F&A]
Aleed z+ 29 £3HQA SAT =HHAY
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2.1 ZHSse| Dl ojASTMe| THQLE B
Aoz # PAH

%22 %#3}(Organizational Culture)@ &3}
(Culture)d] /Mdoz2Xe M) 7Hgdith. 719
23 s B9E AT E3ide 4
AQ AESE B FY Y v 2
o @ 2AAY FHYEC EF Fadtn e
7% (Value) 3 A1'd (Belief), 1 (Ideology)
T4 (Habit), T8 (Norm)® A F(Tradition),
azln A4 (Knowledge)®™ 7]1€(Skill) 5&
gt 2829 Mg (Parsons, 1973: Denison,
1984: #AW7), 1994)c24 23TAAH =34
Ag Pgo| G F= 7840t} Pettigrew
T 2SS A4, Ao, old, Ad, 94, A%
5 234 MdY FAZ F4sH Pettigrew,
1979). O'Reillye 3 &3& 28 7€ 9
A7H) 2 PO Reilly, 1989). &H, d&
TEYY FgRATAE VR VIl Ze =
A3 Fgholn g 7|golvt A3 FHEHI
FEG YT 8% F 4713 99 F
Agn Aefgtm glen, BANFH FYY(Mind
Identity), 5% 594 (Behavior Identity),
Nzt %94 (Visual Identity) 22 T4 o] 3l
g AAstn JeHE71, 1991).
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ojgpgo] o] g o thUstAl HelH
s B 2AF3e] /g Scheind 9
# 2oh & 49z Slth Scheind #3174
QA Ay 7zste gagFdMe sl 3
Mads ddsta gl 7I9E8E IdTAes
7194 AR FFAA vdehts AAE Ade
2 29, A 353 J19A e PF
(Visible) &9 71383 43E(Artifacts and
Creations)® 141A & (Awareness)9] 7Hx &
(Values) Z18]3 A3 (Invisible, Preconscious)
4F9 71874 (Basic Assumptions) A|7}A] ¥
o SAAAZL dEFgctn giva dHstn gl
(Schein, 1985).

Rousseau® o4 FEoA & E3o AAE 7]
274 (Fundamental  Assumptions), 7Fx#
(Values), @914 74 (Behavioral Norms), &
#91E (Patterns of Behavior), 281 E33#
7t&E(Material Artifacts)9] 57Mx2 Ad™sin

AT E

EEE
A9 5

B

AUtHRousseau, 1990). ©] 57kAe] FAHLRAE
< 7AYol R gle Alne #ES %
Paradigm224 744 A7t 8738 <4 sld
FAZLE Hrlstn AMES BUdAY AgH
Aol A AFAHQ 2o o 27| 7kA] Thggt ot
A& wYste Ao dehde 89 X33
PE71E9 AFE gt} Rousseaur}t A
2AEHE F%e 7K gL (ad Do v
B glond 7 248 PAHCE AWEY O
% 2t

- A Fzelde) AEAEe FALASI
Aoz QA AAE WA Az A
Bl whet 2AREA 2RO 4
F 9t Aoz 2Edon 2AFHUE
G4 YA e AoA AAPaE @
ik,

- Q44 FEANY ARBE 749 P9

{28 1) Rousseaus| 2tA AL
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T 2 IS A% A& uikit 7449
Eo] 253 A7l R4AEE TAY Yo
Ao Ui F84, /o A EEF F+,
olefe] tud HAlF g ol FH F
o HlFg Fe A2z Yeuz 3ot

- YA FHe FHLEY AT FoA £4dH
Ad 84¢8 & e 5o dF 71ES
ojulste}, FREFY AHHY FEY nz
o 3 & & A drt

- FYuE e gAady, =3, ARYAA
FhEee AL, FALEANA =Y
718 BASS ddsted ZdE Fe
7158 Jehdtt

- 233 JIFEL A FEdAe £44,
AR aela PEAQL AFFXER Yehd
% &, 7149 AFHR g, 717 BT, 2
I 5E ¥Fgstn glon 2:L EAR

2.2 A2EBHl =2ZS THAA

A28 B 2483 A7 A
253 FA 2o 1A BY o2 o] o] F
ol ;. AH(o)8E, 1994). ZATIE YA~
HE2HQ AN B Af 2L AHES, A
d 2 7lE, &4, a2FEs 59 9%E ton
(Hofstede et al., 1990 : Gordon, 1985 :
Lawrence & Lorsch, 1969, Reynolds, 1986
DolgE, 1994), A LHER AN Bt
W 2FE3te 93t G EEE P Ao
(Pascale & Athos, 1981 @ Gregory, 1983 :
Sainsaulieu, 1987).

Hofstedet® &3 Al3]e] & Fi# Alxfog
Az 2 E3E 5L A EEA 8k 9
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AFE ron odue FAY 2 Z 27ty 7]
dEse & 54 vehdtdn Ed(Hofstede
et al., 1990). z2|u, T Seviet 9 dE7]
doll A4 7IdZAgel"o] Ha LA ste
4ol disted, FAFY A ESE EA4¢] 7Y
T8 FFE e Asiste A o
£ W3} &, FFAIS oAt 9] AtololA 7Y
T34 EAatel7t B AoR AT Ayt
o|A AtFlolAM g FLHAY 5FHeo] Bo| EA
A AAstn AH(HASE, 1993).

A 2 Ve #HE VYRS TN 7G-S
e FAdte A AERE JFaRY 7]
zZolu A4S 8 #A4Y 9FE Pol NYE
e 7 A ddste B3l B4 Ze AL
2 B3 3cH(Gordon, 1985
Lorsch, 1969, Reynolds, 1986).

v ZId &8t A EsE, AQid A e o
&g wetdn dgE 22 Akl &3 N9E
| 2L JdEsts 548 vehlle 2 oY
o $evety A AdaF AdAe J1d 83
T A AlzERl Rage 9%s 28 F
w ZoltH(e]8F, 1994).

Zt 7199 £33 B4 g9 vEd ¢ de
ZAE 7I9E3E AAANSHEAYA BN A
H & % o} Pascale® Athose] &std 7
dEse TA7HNE FAHLE 3 A 299 F
Az et glen 7S/ o2 (Shared Value,

Lawrence &

2]

Style, Staff, Skill, Strategy, Structure,
System) ®#32 Uch(Psacale & Athos,
1981). Gregorye ZZE3IE AujAdel &3}

(dominant culture)® 33w Z3¥ 3¢ &3

(enhancing subculture), Znd 3YE3
(orthogonal subculture), AwHd sl &3
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(counterculture) 8 FAHAY T BUTHEYE S

1991 : Gregory 1983). Sainsaulieuss &3&
e ZARAFEY B3 Aol Al Eof
& B3, =2y 5:7{4‘(:}94 23, AgEAe £

2 FA49udtn Bth(Sainsaulieu, 1987).
o9 AFE FHH £ 9 rIdEste 49
AlzElQl Absl R, A, 7%, Bl e 9
WS Ao, A 2EE FAete sHFES
FAHo 2 Vg EeA 54& AFse &
zZta glow old miet & 7|Y9e 1HY V1Y
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’“J)r"’a“é% At drty BEAQ] B5E 7‘*7%}
o 3 ARE guht wel e e
| 718¢ FHeE FAR/YEE 289 7Y
3}, #83% 7|88, 2Ry VdEse 78S

i?i
:10
oft
i)

wohe

fdr ro v

pa

H

Mo
e

SHEABINT x267 R3% 19974 8%

2 3l Deal & Kennedy, 1982). Harrison&
ZA9] B3q EAdo] 229 o g g gy

iz Hy AYRA Y 73}, ARG £3],
AAAGFE &3h, AVAFY B3I Fo2 TR
i SJtH(Harrison, 1972). Handye &3 ¥
o] F3 YEE EA45R okx ot 3¢ A
7} obd7i7b F83ithn AxsEA 2Y¥EE}, F
g, dgdesl, HdERdE FEEn o
(Handy, 1978). Wallache 7119l E7]4% &
A& A7, Azt d¥E Fo8 fosin o
7lol Nd2REE 4EAAH oy 73, 34
A Fg, #84 232 FEskn lth(Wallach,
1983). Quinn¥® McGrath® 29 54| =zt
el w3, Agd 23, #Hd #3 HAA
32 P AoH(Quinn & McGrath,
1985). Rousseauw ZAEIE i (Task)H
o17H(People) 8lm ¢ (Security) s wEF
(Satisfaction)olgte 5 && 71522 12749
TEHEQ 4 ES, Aoldd E3, AT -E—
g, H3td &3, 524 &3, #4853 &3, &
2 &3, #9Est, dyga £33, #EE 73@
B3b ¢y Rz BHIHOH oEE U4
48 &3H(Constructive Style), 53 Wol
F-2H{Passive/Defensive Style), =4 b0}
53} (Aggressive/Defensive Style)® 3714
FEAA FEs doHRousseau, 1988,
1990, 1991, 1993). °] 24& OCI(Organiza-
tional Culture Inventory)dtx Ee|7]% 3}
(Cooke & Lafferty, 1989). @&=7|d&3 A+
o FuEPez gol A&H: e MUY T

A B 547 BUAA4E whgos Fu

Wi ofh oft

23} (Rationality Culture), A4 &3H(Pro-
gressive Culture), 33 §3}(Affiliation
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Culture), B&A F3HMaintenance Culture)@
TEFI ATHA LAY, 1986).

9, 2383t A7t B34 0E A ¢
dede d¥e Aoge 99, 2 J1g TSl
g #4S Jehlle 7319 Z=add g 4
T(Pascale & Athos, 1984)% #A&H oz o)2
ojgtt. &, AHAY ZASole old FFHYo] &
AP e A9 uEAd $34 f3E d
TE JYEHAL FA] g dFE FIRR
gzt A% 2 KA vixe BAS s
Agog AU Z E3r 279 Ao
e VA Aojge WS AT A7 o
ARl FM o2 B3 ARl AT}
(positive)d  BABAAE Zede  Aog
(Safford, 1988). &, 433 719 2 z4L

€719 s e E5%ta 2 238 AUz
Aoe A HPAFEL AAstn UHDeal &
Kennedy, 1982 Peters & Waterman,
1982). Denison, Gordon® DiTomaso®] #<$
de 3549 F/d BALle] #4¥ 2= =
2o @714 Ao {9 A} Qe Aoz
UEtsk o™ (Denison, 1990 Gordon &
DiTomaso, 1992), Kotter% Heskett®] @7l
ME 234 E314 ZTe 497 €09 Fte
3 AYT FAFAEY FAAH AR ES} AAD
AZ 2 e A2E2 JEdH(Kotter &
Heskett, 1992). Weicke 7@ 7|4 23} o9}
2ol ARA Azegt 9FL v & Ao opig,
24 £ 1HA B F=E 58 PHLE
W B 225 Fdo] Funk AAsn
AtH( Weick, 1985).

2283 d7dMe 2A4He Fdsd AR
A ARE AANT ABAA AF9 2FPALY
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Y5 Aujste 2424 FHYY BYxdEs)
L7 B F84 AEE R U, 1
A, 22739l 2A4g3e BAY g 47
€ AFA ARE dF HBHA A7 (Kotter &
Heskett, 1992)Ete 227399 P5S )
e 849 BAF FUE AEE AL A7
(Deal & Kennedy, 1982 : Denison, 1984 :
Peters & Waterman, 1982 : Smircich, 1983
* Weick, 1985)7F ©] B& o] o|Al71A) A9
BFolth o] 2L Aol ekl g &
Aol 483 AREGE F3H A Foe] 4B
b 25 WY d7(2939 1Y%, 1995)%
e, gz Iy AFEAAE e, A
FARE, oJYE T AAHA AEE I AE
atele FAd Qi

AdZE Y&g oz 729 e 2383
ATe v 2ARNLE AP 2IgY S
gozie Aert NS ¢ 5 Ao ol y)
d ¥ BIARYLS EEAUA 2 AE A
ojty. olg{g el ¥]3o] Rousseaud £3}23
€ ¥ SFGE Jehle 248 B3 ge g
€ Ze B9y 3o 2 A 2323
A Bgoz AN eng B dfdqiE
Rousseau®] £3t2go] £2ue} 71¢ #3rjute]
WA A uigEA 149 4 Jde A
2258 Rousseau F3e¥3 zFAaA 7
HESAFAN it oz A EET Y= 24
< ANEY HERFE gl FAztd] o™ o
ot Slevke A7 E g
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Hl. 872 28 5! 7pd

3.1 Rousseaul| ZZ|2513el

Rousseau7} AAE E3}RFPL (2¥ )9 &
SAA FHLAE Hlgozated g oA A
vheh o] 127K E3goz FAdel i
agx, 127K #3438 g2 gase B
Hie g8 3719 23 &3 E4os 230
AW 3l Rousseaurs ZHEHE EAS
Ztzt 7443 F3HConstructive Style), %4
Wold 3} (Passive/Defensive Style), A=%

W]y E3h(Aggressive/Defensive Style)9] 3
TR TR, 2YE3 R A4y
34 4ol g2 AFE JUshln $EHAY
A=A Wolde] Rala EfL e ALE 7

= THIHE oA cz s (2¥ 2)9

o

2e 998 ANsn 9o P z4g8d 5
4% 980 Ut 828% FAud g
2t

- 349 2 54 4R Aod B
& ArFe 23, %A i) wlA B
B2 749 et 4HTHE 2
A, B4l =y $o2 745 glon,

(2 2) ZHEBH 54 74249 o|MF0l 28Ry

EEBMT H26H M3E 19974 BY

519



Aordd Eie B4, A, 4, A9 A
7 € Y. dEFY Ese ALY
T4 Fd, A= Fo2 74H0 gloy
Aty E3he dd JAaE, 489 Pzd
dddA §& 2@

- 754 Wy 234 54 - 24 B3 B
B3 #i, 534 8 YR F X
32 T o $2F Ede Pd@
AAA, oAy F& gFn 3o, #
24 e MRAAETEAAANZ 4
"ol gltt. B33 Fe AHEAz(Pe
AP E, yEse AFd dd &4, H
A7t 5o 74 U

- A4 Polg 28 B4 - d¥4 g3 9
HE3, 24, 9493 &3 § 4
T2 PAE Ao d¥A Esle 9,
H @3 o]E B¢ AAfA T2 FAH
er AHTde HPAE, FEA 87 F
A TS g BARse 43734, 2

A o TAHY 4T Ede AFAL
¥ 28, dA® A, dF Fp) Fez

7450} ik,

3.2 XM

AR F4S AT Pde ABH AR
T8 AEE AHgshe ol . 784 AR
€ 2944 d7A gdd o8 d3E FF3
B, 229 Ay GHAE FAE A5 ez
Aot vag £ gled 22 d7EL oL@
e B ST 43 ABHA 43R
FRBA7 it e AHE 45t Ao

k&, 1996 : Pearce, Robbins & Robinson,
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1987). & d7e 234 S3 & A8 iz
ARETe 2AEYE, JRUER, HAREF7) &
o FHAQ ARE A 3 F3E AR
A AFurEo] #3 Locker 71l ARE Hyt
A AR BHA dA He FEE Yoigte
2N A He fAdelv & £ FA4u
2 o er(Locke, 1976), Lawlere ZFH
A 2P |EF AAF w53 HFo] AR
894 wEoz FE3a Uch(Lawler, 1973).
Sutermeister, Quinn¥ Staines® 5§41
B3 F71(Job Motivation)9 FFuE(Job
Satisfaction) #AE FE3IG 3z UG
(Quinn & Staines, 1977 : Sutermeister,
1976). #3&<%(Organizational Commitment)
ol & x| gt M FIAY Bl A
A J=E ou|g@H(Mowday, Steers & Porter,
1979 : Cook & Wall, 1980). ¥ dFdM&
ZAEURY &3S 918te] Mowdayse] AAE
e AL, ARTEr 4 AR%e
Quinn & Staines® dE AHgstHon W&
oS3 2

|

- 2389 = (Organizational Commitment):
ZHZUEE SR g Mg FLEA
2 B9 AU Fxg Fodc, 229
< FAYEEC At &3 23 4 2SR
o da dAZE iz 23 Jdog A%
ol gledle HEE sleile Aeg 23
of g F4& v}

- F2%71(Job motivation): ZFTAHLE]
Aol &3 Sl e EREA g 37
43 &, AAA A AT U B
A x8E, 479 B840 o= A <

ERBHAR M6 H3% 19974 8y



EN2H S4o| GE ZHLDO| WS AT

7He TR

- AFTEE(Job Satisfaction): 71X T
49E0] ARE Pt M A9
WA A} o= A= FEHD el
W FHLEY A7 T T3 274
e A7ldEe] wE Bl AFPE 52
3%

3 oA

£ 4 Rousseaud 4728
%—E"ﬂ*ﬂ:— O 2 7ME A
gt A, Rousseau’t E73 2z E3)
? 1]l AgA R e 4 23 &3
atol7b EAgterte glstuzt M 1§
&7, Rousseaud #3814 &4 w&
?L*é"J—J ZAERE, AFE], ARUEE #

g Aole] EAAGRE #stuzl M 28 43
gt AlA, Rousseaust AAIFH A7 ZATo] upz
H AAY BEEAe Fas AAHT glerm
2, A% &3 2= wg A9 HE(R3

Y%, 957, ARUER)E B4 Jud A
oJu o] AZFe7] st DT e M 3%
RN

7Hd1. &3 7] Rousseaud #3374 {280
& EAAto|7 EAE Ao}
7Md2. Rousseaud] ZAE3H EAo] g 74

29 BE Aol

Mio-1. 2488 54w 74de 24
29w Aozt 9% Holet.
Mz-2. 242% 540 gt 744 37

F719 Zel7}h 9& Aol

LSBT 263 H3E 19974 8Y

7Hd2-3. 2AE3 EAd wat 7YY B

HEZA] Afol7}t 9l Ao},
7Hd3. Rousseau® U4y B3EAH 7449
Ei=she] £

7Wd3-1. A48 B3lEA ] 23 23 ReY4
g 7449 2FEYET} 55 Ao
123

7Hd3-2. AEY B354 AR 2R ERASF
5 7499 455717 & Aol

7Hd3-3. A4 Z3EA 0] 2E A EYSFE
TR AFRETT} 8 Aol

V. 5587

41 Aol &Y 4 #2

2 d7e 23889 549 GE 2449 o

=39 Ho] Al io] B Aol 2 EHE
Boge on] dW3 Rousseaud| E30del A

o
é?{f‘! T3} T%’ﬂ “°1$’ -‘?*3'5}. A=A dolyg &

37} Adasin. 2443
o 3¢ -40}0%: Mowday-Q’r Steers7t 71Eg

ZAES 3591 NS AHEstE e, FRE719
FHEEE Quinnd Staines7t HEg FIEL
*P%s}%i‘?}

& 7oA gF 2R de EAARES 2D

2 ARsgn. d7E ¢ 4849 FHe oA
EY SHHEE AHEslo He 13 guiEiH
W 2O E TR0 o d7E A8 A
Y ELE v 30 b Al didez
siRer, AEA7IE Zhate] gxaA 2 33
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me e WNERY. 2474 dEsE 4

#39 E249 olst Bl AN FF
d 47¢ 2239 43378 WA 4%
A7 AH4E AF AFUY BEe £2 % A
AAE Be% Bt

(B 1) 7K 3Al2] B274 Y AT

L

0.9670x Jebgrin w¥ln U a3,
Rousseaud A&EY 5132 371x9 2313
E4(R4Y &8, 54 oy 23 A37
g E3h2 &3] Hsld A A 371
A 84 BHL oA 471x) gBsledE FA4H
o ot

(£ 2) 23R8 M2l £

4.2 7179l Maly H By

4.2.1 Rousseau #3139 A3z ¢ g4
=

£ AT Ee Rousseauw’} ML AERYS
3o sigonz ou Aol HZFo| o]Fo
Aoy Sudre dpolng 2Pz M
E4e AdAEET. A7 AlSE HEEEL
Rousseau7t 7W'2d HEEFF 517 #3& A
g3tglon, 4 232 3.14844 44g ygoz
TFAE Atk A E HF3] 98 Cronbach
alpha@t® 7 2% (X 2)9 Zo] APs} U}
ettt a2Fel= B Y &3k Cronbach alpha
ol 7P & @€ vehlx Jleng ANy g3
£ A e $EEC] B2 VYRS Hole
AE ¢ F 3. Rousseaur %o @3 7|
Z9F(Rousseau & Cooke, 1988)elA 0.70-

TE(AAIAN7]) B
AAH(19964 24) 395 F3d B4 Cronbach alpha%t
BAH1996%d 129) 162 a4y B3 0.8719
CAH1996% 129) 85 +53 Wiy 23} 0.6871
oA 642 A7 doly g3} 0.6402

4.2.2 22439 &7

AT g $F L 2F 7499 A4H B
@l f&3te H2A Ao 2Bz A7F
7), ARNEEE Adse ARG 2 BYe
3.24800M d9d W82 P4 it ALeH
TRE0] 7 AYE Irhdt dBEA EHEa 9
€A gopir] A8 Azt =g s B
ot d7E AvEE 2AEYEE 0.6398, 3
FZ71e 0.6186°19 HAFUETe 0.75988 7}
B w2 AIEE HdFa Qi

(E 3) ZANTERY A2l &

ZA A5} Cronbach alpha#t
2B 0.6398

425 0.6186
ARuEe 0.7598

D) =2Farde Atgel dF7Id0I0 e, 13t =2 JAEAE =RUAN9S] A3 ulg} BA CAlel ¥2E o] A7)

7192 7K MR SdlEe] 978 FUsige.
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THSHY 4o GE TNl UY o7
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A Study on the Organizational Effectiveness based on the
Organizational Culture Categories |

JungAi Kang*
Abstract

In this paper, the existence of the organizational culture difference and the
organizational effecitveness are studied. Many previous studies verified the relationship
between the organizational culture categories and the organizational effectivensss. The
Korean consumer electronics companies’ measurement based on Rousseau’s orgnization
culture style is surveyed, and is analyzed in order to obtain the differnces of the
employee’s attitudes. Rousseau’s culture style is composed of three compcnents
consturctive style, passive/defensive style, and aggressive/defensive style. The
characteristics of each orgnizational features are examined using the statistical package.
As a result, the organizational culture differences are found out. The elements of the
constructive style represent positive values on attitude varriables which are selected as
the organizational effective variables. The elements of the passive/defensive style
represent negative values of the attitude variables. Thus, they have an inverse
relationship with this culture style. From the survey, the organizational effectiveness and
the constructive style has a positive relationship. For the improvement of the
organizational effectiveness, the orgnizational culture has to develop the constructive style.

* Lecturer, Sookmyung women’s University

530 ERSHT M263 H3E 19974 89



