22| Ale] HrHet B
AAH gHAIe v Al ofA]
o B G B 8
st gt

2 dFolNE AR A o 2old ANE 22 $UA BeQ AUt A $F A Adoz 24 59

Aol i@ BEE Folg WY oL ol

Z2 FUA ZYgelA 23 FUAE 23] EUF 23 dRse of

L AxY 7ol He PN E YA UEYH QA 8RN B olEginh 23 B4, 2§ 29,
Z23 WAzl g 2% £42 9181 7 4 Likert ¥ AT E AH3¢ ZEAE 1Y AHFA A 5139 & digeR

AAsg, 943 8 Y PEe ol8d A7 Zoe

i

23 5YA, 23 84, 24 Ui AL HE o

Mdelehs A7 7M€ A8 Aok d71d AR Al 7019 & dideag 803 89 ¥49 FAs &8 &
“AF 89 $49 dAE AN FE R delyth of ¢F ZHE 23 FUA, 27 B9, 22 WAk 4

< AT HE G o] WA

560 3o} A F-, T0dHe] A Y, 80d
el 71 &3 EFAHE A7 BAHA AdAdE 24
YA/A3 5ol 4Fe N ¥Az o o @
22 W3t YA E 27 Yo B FAL FabEe 3
T AZAZE M AT lew (Goodman
and Associates, 1984; Ki.mberly & Quinn, 1984;
Kilmann & Covin, 1988; Van de Ven, Angle &
Poole, 1989; Kilmann & Kilmann, 1991;
Kochran & Useem, 1992), ¥3} d3Eo) dig
Meta-analysis 1991, 1992;
Robertson, Roberts & Porras, 1993)7} 3% A
=2 Z23 gz i@ At 883 AAHn UsE
¢ & Aok FUe & ZA BaAdl B2 d4 3]
71959 &9 FUALE v old 23 Hd Y
*ARRE AdE AR Qo] AAKEA BA=RYH

(Damanpour,
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Q)

1e QEF 1,000 719% 44.2%9 41LRAb
old HEzE Y BFL ¥ojx Y9 (FIFEEY
3, 1992, p, 23)

AlA AgAIM e AFEe BAe A3 did A
o] ojubg FAEE A YAH P47} ohe}, o]

€ W3} edlz zzed ¥44 et =i o
A ol 237 ¥sE sHM1 AEF /Y
(Carroll, 1988; Singh, 1990; Hannan &
Freeman, 1989), 2&&a 33 (Greiner, 1972;
Kimberly & Miles, 1980; Whetten, 1987), A&
A BH (Quinn, 1982; Miller & Friesen, 1984),
71¢ QU84 #4 (Van de Ven, Angle & Poole,
1989; Jelinick & Schoonhoven, 1990), A&
&4 (Pettigrew, 1975; Frost & Egri, 1991), A&



24 @4 (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983), ZA%FE
A 34 (Argyris, 1984; Levitt & March, 1988),
22232 A (Pettigrew, 1979; Lorsch,
1986), Bged BH (Lawrence & Lorsch, 1969),
N2228 B4 (Beer, 1980; Tichy, 1983), 94l
&4 P3 (Quinn & Cameron, 1988). 34 o|gA
24 (Porras, 1987), W&o|2a B3 (Pettigrew,
Ferlie, & McKee, 1992), ZAALEH BA
(Bennis, 1969; Burke, 1982; French & Bell,
1990), ArgAl=istd #3 (Guest, 1984; Sutton,
1989), QURej&d A (Downey & Brief, 1986;
Isabella, 1990; Lowstedt, 1993) $¢ ciag
oA g3 A7t AP 2 Y,

olg{§ Aol 22 Wzld dF g, 34
FR=T gdsied 43 d#d Agse] 1 B8 H&
Zo| PAHA g A Holx gl 24 ¥
Blo thg FAA =eoll Sol7py] Aol WA ol =
2 wisjel A@E Mol i g 93 HE ¥
271 Sidh

E 1ol 80k A7 o] (Rel9] duje]) 23 ¥

3E sl Ui o= L AYAY 3 Al we}

R, dxAoln AYAN M| A& Yojuhn Bel

£ ¥MSE ‘27 84, B4, on ERUo 53
AR Ed sAYglel ol AAH ARE (¥
dlgl Smlel) ‘24 W8, AM, FoiW BPH 23

24 (Organizational Inertia)e] @2AHolN H7hs]
upmoz AYH L EHQ WHE ‘27 H
Jeln BFE & Atk o] FolA 23] AL A O
WSE 278 3¥ 2Ho| 2349 43 FAol
ohjwl zael AE-4F FAolvel weh Aate ‘23
A, e A9 4oz UE 4 Yok ad3
27 fgolE A9 HAlolE Mzl Ao meh A

=
Lo

O
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‘I Yoz ol E & JEd, 1A/23 Hy
(Levy & Mery, 1986), ©/2% 3 &
(Argyris & Schon, 1978), FAA/4dA w3
(Miller & Friesen, 1982), +d/A3¥ (Tushman
& Romanelli, 1985), #el/8A A3l (Smith,
1984), @4/24 (March, 1991), A=A/4%94 ¥
3} (Mezias & Glynn, 1993) $9] diy] /HIET 9]
A MNED WY 2 T A= REY (&
2 Wzl 4o T L 3} o[29] g A AP
ANE ol waEg QAP Tn). E =22 oY
& AR 23 Wa FoA dxFoly AYAY
w3 Z, 232 YA (Pl B oulef)el %
2o, 22 Yo AN A 23 YUY wlete

5744 ol%E FHoE Eolg WA ¥

B

Z
A
=]

L
=

2% W (3el2)

27 W3 23 A¢ 24 84
CEE) l
: A YA 23 g
Wy Ad wE A

1. =% ¢slel 2F/
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P

&lol oK npy
Z2 ¥l A7); 94, #7282
Ag 71H4AA QYA cdslE vlge
Aol A3 flsle] 2AL FEHE WAl
AYA W3 £ Y1, FEE W, 2 il o)
A7l wed W3 ¢ ok dAe zAEe
W, o gl ZugiMo} 23 UL Yolrl Az
e old¥ w3 4o diFF Ae2E ARHSE
olv} o]l ge] 9, A A3l Arled 24, Bd
B 2, HE, A4 8739 W ge vy g
A, zAe] F4Y Aol %, 23 Uy
A1) FAMZ % AL At GarasE
24, wAlBAlY o3, 22 22 o8 ¢ A A
8, 2ejn 7le 239 4% F7idl g2t Al7lsE A
& 344 (Greiner, 1972) 22 U¥-3 8E0] et

agy ol2jgt wizlele] go] lcka #HA
o] ut2 z}7] W3l &= Aol e} (53] 24
o 3717} 23 B hE GYHo] F42) WA 9
¥ EE WY B39 SAE ATt 234 W3l
g AAS DA LF P olHF ¥ FAllY A
=7} Ao Tt 222 Apy] ¥ie] oS HEA
AREHA ok @3} FFoll Azl 23| o] MY
syl S ARIAE 2A9 Aol ) ¥E
Agsred, 24 H3E doslde @ (8A)E°
27 ¥3E ol § (8D ERG $HAE B
AAZ 23 W3} AREA Ech

o] £71x] 283 YEF WA 23 Yo 94 8

AEE 2HRY 1 229 HAYAUZEH (selected) 27|

N

2

o

2
0

Ha
EY

=4
Z24E

#4 (Hannan & Freeeman, 1984), 1 z&el HE
# 23} (Lorsch, 1986), 34 %7|9 dAld {4
(Kimberly, 1979, Tucker et al, 1990), A %<&
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 AFZHQ g AF ("Success Trap”; Levitt &
March, 1988), ZAUEY 44, T4
(Odiorne, 1981), =& 3} 33 v|§ &
T, 93 £ 2JERE AEAHY W, A% 4 (=)
A&, ASH A1} AHE 8, $EF x4 £7 F),
W3l A 22 FE, 239 of AL (Slack), 3
B9 )8 nAl, eide 4FAY WA A §
E 7 ddh olzg /A ¥ Hsjolle] 3}
wdollel g PARIIE o]F zF W3 &Fol
AAHAME AL oloA| =t W3} AAele o] ¥z}
oo dEge 2l AA HE 2 ¥l 4
AHQ W, ARH 20| FEIL ol 23 ¥izk:s
A7IM F2EA gk (83 309 A7, o#g, a2
I F¥d W3t 70 e g olojtoj e tisiA
= o &% (1993) Fu).

x

pEa

3

o 34
=
T

27 {9 AN H3E 239 4% Frlehe AAl
AaollA dujFoay Hiol e 2AA oju|E
A EAHEZIZ8Y, 2L AAE diEH LF9 4
o] =25 o] ¢l (Freeman, Carroll & Hannan,
1983), 22 e o2f3 dERHA 3 Fo APl F
ol 73 (Niche) FolA 43z /e Axsicizt
A3 Y5d 712 A, =& ¥ 749 Y 12
Rl Ao dsl S22 459 W HAEA
"ot ol ¥ 247 $47]8 Folste] wisjole] Fo] #
Aelg] PR o & 3% 2 23e 2] HAE ER
A A, A5 7] Do MM E 237 A
o) Yo QM ZYol WaA R3u Iz 238
T ALE dd £ ¥3E Azdthis 9% $#79

A
=
kil



gl W R g2} 230] 1 ¥z £2§ weEpriA 3
2EH7IE Pt B, 229 ¥ AR U 24
9 8 EA BHo|xF 23 ol EeA H

2, 93 AR A 239 AYS BT 3
A o3y 1 239 2¥¢ 239 99E £ Ao
(Hannan & Freeman, 1989), %9 ohugl 39
Bl Ao ojfo]H AR e 23 o] HY
gz (Euht g2$uel o2} gEAAD),
& A4 zAo] = 3 (Liability of Newness;

o 24

2234 »|8%
A Yy 7R
2]

Freeman, Carroll & Hannan, 1983) =3 ZA 5
ol 28 #&o| AXA €t

oje} go] & wf o] 4% e AL ¥
FEAY 22o] £¥HE A 41 1 FER o}
Azhs AMIS ¢ & At (38 1 F3). 23 e

ZZe] 27| Wstg B3 AHAA 2] YA 2
g =RIAete ol o wde] F4E g
FE e Aol A& o7 o} gt}

2
BN

ofk P

> (W 2

a8 1. =% Life-Cyclen} =3 &4l

OlA|A 0%

AYA W AR A BAES AN o)
o > ¥Wa > Fdel AAZ AWLT (Lewin,
1951). &, 2ol ¥¥el BN ANAINE ol
2 ENCHIERES SETIETER D ERRER
o AWIE Az, Wzl Nz HPE B

39

7, olg d¥sl A% AYHY AY VEE Yolk
S48 W3 AR AR, 28E Aabs) oY) P
dog, was, B¥Hos Y4 27 H33 A% 4
£l RAE QUM oAl W o)del AFelz 27
97 RS #E) 52 BAE WA 99 (18 2 %

).



[ AioA 98 dad9 94|

z3 ¢kl
T O] e
Y87y 24 A Wy
A7l 944 NERRE
L A2 @A 2L HA 32 ]
.k i) l s
l A 3wl e W5 oay |
Y 35 l $7) %ef
A [ A4oA a8s 9ns 2oaR |

a8 2 wstel FTCHA

olgi@ Wzl 29 9% YAE FY FARA HA
g2 oA ZoWEY thdo] 1§ 39 o] a9okd)
Z, ¢4 AFE W, 9% g8 ZAsa Wit 239
Wstel g A, 1 A 9A
WA A g, 22 W] ¢k =& 23 g
o Al W) o 1 AP Yol 234 tha
shllov 249 A 382 ST 23 A2
A0S B4 ¥y FaAle] 4 eAETL Yo W
7 EE 52 (5 9% WU 3%) 0 B9 4
HEC chSols ol F Wste] dii T WY ZX
B A%y A% MY TR2IYES IS, At o
§ 2o FY3le] Ayt o] o 31 AFRE ¥
A3 AL W3l 9932 (Change Agent)5& 443ld
e 23 q¥g WA "o o w3l A
g5l 937z APy 13 g EH LAY

2 23 gL

a4 ve e

E 47t Axe] u3o] oj= A= HA| W3} dole
Ag MAEE B7F £ 22 24 A AL AAE

0. ol o wEYUH W} doldod 24 Wye
Z9¢ & AT ZE 2Nl nFAAY A AF
A2 A Fol AAY 7129 W8 T2 wE
RozE 47l 4E AF 47} dokn BEEH of
of WA Asle 712 2B £RHAY, 1 &
& Ao MBE Fol Tl AAs Bk Ex o}
o A2E MY T2Ide s FUsE ALE
Ak oy A, W, ol 71E FHE W)
2E5} AUY w7kA, T WsE HANAY ol
299 w7 BEsA go a8y 9A oln] AH G
ANY W3} 2209 223, AN YS2el thEf o

8 izte "WaAol 2431 AUHAE ol P Wlole
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[ 2x(d= 84) |

{maching)

A

4

'
l

K

No P

@ A )

7}

-

YES

I

a8 3, #a £ oy

=3 #ilo| gt

a8 ojelg Al Y2k 27 Astelel wol
Be gohd 22g AT WY WsE A5
27| Qup} 2R 9L o) AAsY Porras
& Robertson (1992)¢] 197544 1988 Ajole] 2
4 AE 10e BEE 630 AY BFS) AAE BN
Aol HEw 139 8%E 2N ¥, 53%= B
Wal, 9%E ¥AW WsE @ Aoz usd (.
786). %, 4 olate] 27 Wsh weo] o}BY Wat
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€ 7HAA R¥ =2 239 BYYol IA e}
IS ¢+ g (FEgEEE AV £U9E %
43t 713 v 87 Azt RHEIE ARE 2RAEQ
E3g #agtdn BHste Aol &2 Fx AW,
Hinnings & Greenwood (1988)2] wisjele) ¢t
=25 Sl 2470 2o dig 12d7e] ZR 9
ATAME B3 WA AU A E Azt Ha}
T B0}t B4 114 (45%), IA 23 R¥x o}
Uz MEA ¥3tE 23 $Y= oidA ‘e 4
o sle 2ol 67 (25%), 43R WAL @ BT



M (30%) 2 etttk &, Wzt gl AAdME
A 0% &, 2/3 =9 z2Ad2 ¥
et kPSS AlAbstn gioh

agjm ol ¥EE §F o™ Al JioEl: 1
A @r|el] 2457 YEZ (cf. Schaffer &
Thomson, 1992), & 977t " I3} LA =
5T AAT A g3 Eople AEE ¥Y
(Mirvis & Berg, 1977). v} o|fA 248t ¢
@1 27 & TNz € P2 FeAE WY 2 W
3o 23 (I8 S g 23 F39 AEEL) 4
A 2d8A g1, etz 3% 23T & §lo
(Leonard-Barton, 1992), 7147} ahd3le] &AA g
glol ®r}, &RHoZ olg FHH U 2AHUY
e 2EHpIROE RS 2L ANV E FE
A GA AT e A¥dy & 5+ g

ZZo] Y2

E-YSE-N

= 0E
Aot
=% sAlo| gz

A3std 239 ASAA ABH PAE (M =
debgete) 7tdE & dou Avld el2r|AldlE
A% A3 BRAA0l EAgte sle o 23 YA
olzhz AL %A HFHR ol 7
Van de Ven (1986)8] #3¢ 2¥ Az 9ol 43<

AE RAA7W

HARE £ e old /U o] EAlde AL of
yzgh 2% ¥4 AFED T 7IdEY ¥ A
458 Edizsle W3l fBeded APAE Y &
de B AAEE AR Fe,

=% 0| g wE

71€ ¥4l (technological innovation), T ¥4

(administarative innovation), ¢12 ¥Al (human
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innovation) 9 AZIAZ IAA UFolE

32

(Damanpour, 1991) 22 HIE FLds Y
e7kA7E e, 19408 o]F A F7A
A, £3, Bg=ol2 22 Wgle] YHEES 14 49
"2x2x2 Cube” 2d2 goklE & UNTH (FU A
& #3} WHE =9t Huczynski, 1987; = #§
7 22 gyl dig 4FEQd FHEY] =9
dhgek (1994) 1), &, AA, 3] $4 o] =
3 fRe] (r]¥ TE U &7 w3z A3 =
o] AZE age %Y A& An FHo o™
AW AF Ade] A3 9 HER, F7] A1 FFolu
st Wslel 23 A4, gste] giafo] QAL A%
glerl 23 29 W7, A 72 AW, B FHq
At 72AA AL, ohE JF A Ee Y
o ¥4, IRl A, WY, FAL 2Y 33,
A8 AT 2URE BAAY Rolkehe Y A
9, viAteg W3 g ois HA 2o F3

TL NAHE AHEEe] A2 S AR iR
= o £ 7H°1°M e &9 AAe +
AR FHE Bt #Z: el HrA g B/
de & Sl (FE 2 A F ¥F
wlebA]l AL ofd, dhte siigol 87/ 27 o

rle

YL o
A% &

_)t
=

EH,

7 WEN 43

2x2x2 Cube

i

AN

ERE

a¥ 4. 23Este) Wyje



AR SAlA HAE = o).
=37 salo| chAlY p2| T

ol ANE A} 2 Hste] PHEE 2F 3¢
g A 2ALE] ¥ AYREC] e
vl 2 Wistel wo] AT /Y FE U
(Neumann, 1989), ¥z} A7jAfel dApd=z o o
2 BAgol FF3 ol U3 E 20 2oEgt

t. &, dsle 22 dAdANE Wste Te4e 23

QEo] FP3 AYIEE {231, 1 e F7
sta e dsle) 2R YHE 83| AMAFEA, 2

434 Wz 83

2 Walr) Abseithe ANZE BHY oAk (o]
H3t AT Yo o 5 22 2AYSo|
A MepNAZZH FhsazY), 2eln 2 W3
AEdos 0N HFUN 2382 9 43
s7h wAsn 240 FAY Aotk o|5F WA
gaetE FolEd 10 wal, BB, Y, e, B3,
37 Sol BAsel 28y WHE AN 2% A
3 23 ARE ML 45 U0 & 2359 A
H spe 24 W8 21 B0 $ARd A
(Resource) 9] ‘¢Hls} cj¥e] o3z 29 HEE &
AN71E 23lo] 8 Rolth,

[ 1

dsel gay | | s o W3} 7hsAol Age] ¥ 3] R}3AQ
) A o gs u)A oy A a4 A Ax s I
8% 24 HolA] Hg=E Ay
. | el ae W3 7P Aol 7% el FED o o
B8 v|A gk Ay A A A3 cr
Aol de 9 | 93} 7hsA o) ED W 3}o] : @
g 94 g A N A=
LK R LEE) W 3}o] q
2% 914 o thgk Al 4 3 A
wajel dlg g | [ 3 by W3} 7540l W3} 8 =
B3 94 of Tt Al o A A = 3
dajel e 9| | 93 ke Wz 7154 EEE g 9
83 914 o T A tg Al A A

43

B 2 HEEA g m2latd
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o

&

Ao X

ozl gt DAY 21K o4 Be] HAF ol9lo]
£ 2% vgel 434 $92 JNE 1 24 Hx
A oJAsh BA, Az e ZALSAA Fol
e ARAQ A, Ay 2 WY JBS9 G4
583 99, 37149 52 WLe =y edss
aeisiolet @), 123 olaid ¥ 3l g7 v
dQ 22989 YA, HYEd AYH 24 o

Sol O3 Ul A&g £Y& oo} s, vl of
24959 o54, voed A% 228 FHEEY
28 o3s} ¥4 43 58 890 ®, of Age
Adoz 22X RaW W ASAY £33
s s17) Wgoln, oly AREE TBA, He,
R, YB3 2L 238 BB 30T A4 o
go] 47 229 4 qvke gule ohd), Bl
=3 A% ge A3H Pojg, 127 WY 329 5
Holu} A $EPL 72H Foj2Ee Y2 vg
WA €,

2ole] olg) BAIsH e AS A Ay 2
& Wgo| TTA F2Y 4% AW gTAL ofd
AE YA Bojgso 5 Aggol AUk,
2, 84 2ol Balg ojg) A 85 Bo| ¢t
2 AzksE BB, A9 gkl 4A Hgelel
o 7187} §ihd B, BEE YA g5y BEse
g Wee) WL 2UE fe B, YA Pl
2353 A8 A} BHA % 550 YA
AN ol £, 34 24K T YFe YA

59 A7 Aol UNE AL UA (Hxd
), HA9 AP DB} 4B AYS] BE
£ B ("Success Trap”) ol & & Utk

W7 4714 ARaol B ARE ol A e

= =
£ 437

o

44

EE¢ 732d ¥AHoY Hol Huy g olg¢
AA Ex Z2A7En Aegde ggohs Foloh
dslel et ol ¥ A M, WgH (F2F)/
FAA AYEL Aol 2F YolNE A2
oz oy ByAol Za e 29 Y 13
T AdFAolet Pt 22E A" olHE A¥YE
€ dFE7180e 238 3 S A =234
S 43 o7 aPe §¢ Wste] Yo Wd
3 FHUE $AHUE + U F2 7132 Aok
& ot} olE AYEE AFEIT ¥4 o}Fg
H3 BIFAM A=A Y& 278z z2HdsL
Axzte] "8 e} Jo mae Al g Ay
Westd 283 ¥s $52 HolA gt 18 A%
23 ¥Je & g AR Bva 1 23R,
ZAUEE NZE od Az FFata R 239
A, 2 2de g 7M. T Aol
Salef 7Hel M2t - GOMUD

AFAQA 22 HRE fxdly] A o9 2L 23
o AedF Ay d Aol Bels} B} 2 Wiy
Y el tiNE AYgHoz Az rolol P
z2 9] HHE 334 (Top-down) o2 et Aol
Fou} oW A8k (Bottom-up)ol Fout, FE= A
A 22 & AW vre Rol Fouf ofd /Y 2
Y e Y 2UTS WA v g ojHo] AAH
QA ¥zt YeldA ke Aol Fousts Wty A%
A 29 29 YA 43H 84S A vieA] 1
o}t Apgtoic},

#2239 4F, 27), 94l 239 22 UA 8
Azt wizte] ¢ aojzher} A AR T o
g g Aol thg & oy Ty 3 &4 104



-3

9ol 71 % AdE ¥ dE &o (Group-
Oriented), 7 #&NA §1, ofAZ H3e] €Z¢
$8A7 Yie (from Middle to Up & Down)
GOMUD #Ago] gtz ogze (PFYsjetert vz
Y ZAxYejg 22 s g e A4 27| dAY
ol top-down o2 Fa3h= Zo] FHoU) w3
stz vela,
SN FE ol 7 A zAUE9] 4
A FAE @A R Agtes e fl7)
A3 olfellMRE AREE FHE F7] YEO &=F
of fobfol ST 27t sk 22jn AAHeR F
dg Z2IYE PN A e UHE F7E A
Bolg 89l ST 8ol Yol + slod =¥
ARPE 24 ¥ vl&S (713 87 Es}e)
o3k g gl Atk £ 4317 A4dgR
Ex9l Pgell Az A AYS FAH WiER
23 AAe AAA qFE |4k vz AV A
th."olske WE Zzte] AUE FHSE ooy
B WE FEiRE PI& 2 APt 23 A
A £EAZ el A E AlZte] e Z¥ ¥
ofel 22 Al Y3 A=A Hglole /MU ¥
At A PAY F YEAT 9 Rolt), 283 5 60
el 2 E-oly zed R Z2adse] WX
MAAQN ¥3rh 23 RN g5 Aoz A
A 289 g AlgEo) 9 (Friedlander &
Brown, 1974; Goldstein & Dovico, 1979; Krell,
1981),
oleld FE S 1N W YR AP H¥ FEE
A3 (top-downe] z3 HA wzle}l de), <
Aol delol o8 /Y oA, W ¥E o

73
%

Y5l Yo 4 d& (bottom-upHel vlAIA Wsteh
£ g U wele 27 w3 vl uiRdaiga 2
o e Ze 01X AA olejedz GOMUD #&&
AEE A%, 2AHA 4T AGL 27] DA o] Zo]
¥ 4 33 olg) TUE ¥ o AUVEY A
BodE 4T 4 Aok, B 129 9T AV 1
A2 olga] HEd) U2 ¥ AU u ALelN 2
Hols] 27hHel o] ohjet (K 23
Wat xdo] oaskA Reke tbel olgt w2 ol
# 27489 A4S A4dez 24 WE Aol £
87 Rap] W2 A9 B, 712 23 A o
Fol ABsie YT Yl vz PHE ABE A
& 9tk 293 3% B4 249 A€} $Egls
S Bel AUE ANHCT W AL ARE, B
Bhoz A¥Y 4 Yo BHE Atk wP 2YAS
o guol} BAINS 2% Wael F2H AUy
& g dAE o sAn £ 99 238 Yae
sab) slstel 2t Aoy W3 2ARES @ HYe o
Hap Sed olEol vz & Addel Hag 10%E o
D2 HUHE e CAS 4T A% 25 ¥Ad I
2% YAT (Critical Mass) & 4% 4 A €0
oleig GOMUDY S 24wl 488 wajeiez)
(Change Agent; CA)E& @9 239 297 (W3
A4) FES TS AR Rol s, s
W wel $Ae $ARe] w2 B4 42 g 39}
B olFo] Wa WA} HeliE B4 824 33
WA e 4+ Ut 29T 9% $AY 3@ e A
o) LR AE A8 $EA} S 2 A
38 Q127 FAU v g HEoltE), AAT Al
AYAY A5yl Bk Ted v 29l 2917

Lo wy
HE By

O L
e

Beer & Eiseustat(1990) = 3132 2z ¥4 #%o] 21 gl Z2IJAA 23 /Y oF o I Al thild =9

&1 Utk



A4ed A 2o AY A 94E 2 gled of
3 o|g ¥7|3A ¢n BA #2< sve gAE #
Adch. mety o[E9 H@A A 94& 24 843
9 3AH AUAE AR HHME olF AFS
CAZ g4% g8} " a3y CAE §% ¢
GOMUD#9] 43 o7t BeUAEY HE o3d 4
78 9% e kol U F FX AR CA
ol 434 ¥ 52 ¥ & o ol8d 4+
Zg9] AW WA E ol#izt o3t olE HAMA ol
CAZAA FHAE ARATAY 2@ F94 2%
£ AR AN CA 859 A7} 84 3=%
ool F83it}. &, YA #F9 £ FAe CAR
A 3tsl, FAR] ol & odsty AYH F £ Ue
BAR 5o} Fojof Pt 2By ol F2AHYU A
4 AA F£& CA9 Hgo] ohz} ¥4l 33 279
Agold. olg A& FAAHA 23 AG-gedolte
7h F2AA Az A 53 FAd o] CAE 3%
GOMUDd &g #&30hd 1 AvA &3t o 34
yehe Aol

=3 sAlo| 2F Bl
- oMo EMo BE =

7o) FFF ¥z A ALY AV 23 A
o F8 8R1o2 U AZHA nj-o|th. o 4
7] A% 232 HA%E: tE U§ HHE vy ¥
g3l Hgof Yol E73tm, 288 oHF A
A 4ol g /713 (Hebb, 1949), zZoju
(Staw, Sandelands & Dutton, 1981) ojv] & &%

2) ¥4 34 7IYEx

ol g HA Be WHE WRaE APl Atks
e vz zAe A7) YAk AR v A
Ase] A5 A4S T B AT Hebd 2
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Organizational Change and Its
Management:
Macro and Micro Discussion

Kwang-Ryang Park
Hong-lk University

This paper is about organizational change and its strategic management, Reviewing
theoretical views and empirical research, the author presented a framework to intergrate macro
process and micro process of organizational change, Then, the detailed process of planned change
is discussed in its temporal order, While presentivng strategic issues of change management, the
author argued that GOMUD strategy is a viable alternative of change management. He also

argued that learning organization should be an ideal model of organizational change in Korea,
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