KEL glol Ao MIREBARES ikl

— AREkE Bl HF BWH BE—

o & =
. F &
1. B & |
M. fEBAEE : B, M4, BED 3 #iks) B2

1. SSERES) A B

0. FMGBIEES 1A

3. MBI (EiE Mk

L RS B E

N. el FEhh AEAme) Kk

1L e s, HE 2 G5

2. KESE T A
V. KBS EE—y b BT Loz
BRE EEZ 3 ARNE
MRS BELIRES K SRS B
A 28 SR O AL

fomel Baiel SR MGEEE

Ll

V. &
BEE

ErN
affd

. # @

ABIE RPN oA HIAMBIES EAIE RUTo 2 BAMO L B KB
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o] MBS A Fahn Qvih T2RAENE LKL el Hel gidRel HFel
o] 73zhaENe] KEBE W R Eiisls A&stglch. = MM EiolJ ik
b e el MEEM AL GeAA g EiF ek olsh 2L Wiel YelA BEL
2 OBE hLoR MR B Wish REE TR SAEAAY @B KT,
47} (EEIT sle BIIOIA TSR R ABYE Z21ug 249 gt slelq
SgmEY HEe REPoZ WA L BT KHE +EE std KPR aEeoa)

e S A Rzl ske Aol

weba o] FHTEelA delA e FERE AAL el R A BRIV =/ ikt
A Zsha glehe HREE B3k g Relrh

e KEEMS EEmeR WL = BEY BES B doA, ZEme
2 HAAL Qv BFEAFREFEES HRPE HEAA Jrbee dA, o @isbsse
REE gt WEtkel vFel e, KB GBS Afdl Jdr 3E EHE + 9
<+ Aoz fER

I. e

10454 LI#R #9 30%Fe] A A WEHS SFHBEEET 203 WRS st geh KB g
< 2 Higel gl A & BXAFAL, 2 BV B A oS SeEdde o)g 2
< HH e doz oS kel & Aole
olelqt Wtz e Ekfbet HAY 2 BHESl AL Ere FEiksld gsion &
82 RBEARRKRY By TH=k B ke 5 7k B &8sk vl @ o] R
REBHES B HALe »l2 BHREFEY AT RAE HEAA 1) ;‘ﬁﬂm"%hﬁ#;%—% A
#yel EE EES = MEE 2 Aolv), Luthans®] RiE Wewl, o5 #ie] Eiisle

%i'i

T
L.

g Sl um glvkm ;c'afﬁougu}. @ v So] Kigo] lej AL vhE olwl Mifish we| A
& S E AR (R, TEGE, WE, B4, sk 5) 9 E@E‘J el BEE W
b EME S BRMOR BKT e el Frtn € Aotk mEshd, MIKA 4
NS Fkeh BEEAL flihe] fRASHE HES ME—5HS o) 23 M o] % o Mo
oG EEES) Eah BEAA B Al @R Mk 2 Aol

2AE B KRS AR A K T Aol dlelA

1) EXEEREELBHEFHES BEH B 3 BIHENAE" H0E, SEA At &FEHZeRT, 1973, pp.155~156.
(2) Fred Luthans, Organizational Behavior, New York: McGraw-Hill Book Co., 1973. P. Xiii.
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KBl glelAe MukbHEES rEl 3

AFER Aol WHT MABIF RO QA Reka A MK el
SEES 0} Usbe S 2 4 vk vl oWl AMlEe Zeads HASAY, ®HFE &
HESA Y, A bl BURSAl EIES A, ibEEEEe 2 e e Bk Hikdl HIE
Shel EEEY BAES oS ibal vobe @el, EEEEENS TEk S& AR HE
9} e eSS vehiAl 2 93lel Wbl el gt gleh

ol o} 2-& RIEE vld = KWatel KEHAM] ol BHS Bele TR WEK A%
oleba & Aolvh oA MRy KBAIEAS T TRIEMEMRLY #esol ¥, o
AR M) simete 24 o] 22 Ao ohJel MIMAES el Hiz) o]T fEm
B o] WMl BESY, HEWHY B B MEMRES 98 W #Es o2
g 2RI Ho] o] ol wol WHED el

O A e 2l HEMEES B AEe BHT 4 oA H1, smer: L)
She BHERY TR Hilkel MTES Vb 4 2lE WENE A #Eime R AMS WL, X
#AA U dE BETEFNE TH A e ol A Aot

. AEMkBHEE : o, e BIR 2 Eikek B

AAAL oA MG WSt 7 i WA, B U @ikel BE dad fis)
sl a

1. fAREBRsRC] BaA T =

WikpAEEe By % ol AFe2NE 19 208REEHT KB A FE PRS2 A 2she
BREEE BB e HARC 7hR] T v

S WAL T A 2 HES AsGe AEE Y e AT EREY J
e TEREEES TR fiRelstn & Aelw ¥

B %] M B deElo mA e 3 MR RAA A Wik AgA =
o HELS) ZiEAgel AKiEdl A EEINS HEHS @S] ARske WA el RE G B R
o) HERE AEA &, JEE ohel Y BiE, BE 2 HEER dEE s
SLEEREE LS WAl Bl ol 2r7hx B BLE (R vlA BARY Aldetn T 4
S

(3) Wendell L. French and Cecil H. Bell, “A Definition and History of Organization Development: Some Com-
ments” Keith Davis (ed), Organizational Behavior: A Book of Readings. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1974. pp.
166—170.
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ol gl 7o #e 19504Ef0e] AE ] A 2Hsle] 19604 o] Bl BERILE ]l WikiL.

Wk BEE AT |

o] MfPAE HEiEo® FWHY AL TEREY #hEd v K Lewind] 59 Him
(Field Theory)-& ul=rell lelAl HPAEES] w0l E=e #&EE 3 27k (National
Training Laboratories=NTL)*$- #%jEstA| s}= S wbeda] Fodob @ o] HERIS s@ske
BEEsl LM E4E (Sensitivity Training) o] v B Al (Laboratory Training) ¥ ¢] Lewin 2

Him=l 27b REE FHITHIE (Action Research) o] REEE T3 vk, 2% o8 Algkal 7]3k&
eked GRS Mk IS A BRLE o Fol Uzich HIAY Slo] XA 1479
Bl NTLIIgHS v &3ste, Argyris®] EH I (Laboratory Training) 9] <o 7 (1962) @,
Blakee} Mouton®] Managerial Grid Training®] 7l|%(1964), © Schein} Bennis®] =25 F7el
ok @A=L AR el g o7 (1965), @ o] 2o McGregore] X - Y B (1960), ©
Maslow, Herzberg 59| Bhiel] 33k o799 5-& MHMEATES Mz Hyke it =ZA
HEkstd el ol 9ol HAKBREEA =ZA J3FE 71A  A}gke 24 McClelland, Lippit, Herberg,.
Likert 5& & < Atk

olo} 2 EHE A wwl HEMBREE BEd gl A 1950 R BaEhsksl Al =helgl
o} 1950 P 6052l Sl A WA R Lsls] Al Fgeka B o olvh MfkEEEEe el
HEEE Felloll Eelo] kel “FrEIRyel (L™, “HS ZhFRiE”, “HichE" 59 HEE
Alshe] 1960Wd-F-8] £AA 0 = A8 7] AlAskgdel, o w) Y-el MHEREAEES] Bik=E HWon A
Mg ohv el ik MldES REldE e s B HRE ] Agekg
o MMBAES vIv): ARG B ohJel FUMERE W X3 it @rilikel dEl ¥R
AFShgl oL 604 bl v HEMMAAE B MOE 27 AdskA =9

2. MEREFZRS B

#72iFA7E (Organizational Development:OD)-&- zbubs| whale] kS “hZEdksl hEMES 2

FNTLL 19474 o] A#l=gl s, 2% NTL Institute for Applied Behavioral Sciences gifis

(4) NTL, News and reports. 1968,

(5) Chris Argyris, Interpersonal Competence and Organizational Effectiveness, Homewood, Ill: Richard D. lrwin,.
Inc., 1962,

(6) Blake, R.R., and J.S. Mouton, The Managerial Grid, Houston, Texas: Gulf Publishing. 1964.

(7) Edgar H. Schein and Warren G. Bennis, Personal and Organizational Change Through Group Methods, New~
York: John Wiley and Sons. 1966.

(8) D.M. McGregor, The Human Side of Enterprise, N,ew York: McGraw-Hill, 1960.

(9) AH. Maslow Motivation and Personality, New York: Harper and Row, 1954.

(10) F. Herzberg, “One More Tme: How Do You Motivate Employee?” Harvard Business Review. Jan-Feb. Issue-
1968.
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KB gleiAe] bz &El 5

BAZ 7 A7 Sh1e Biigel & Bfoleln ¥ 4 vk
Sherwoodsl] ¢] s},
BB AW HES A msty, mEsla, fkshd Mg oS FHT ER
o]l 2 F AEF s HHW W, HA T MK MEMRHE HEAYE B
#ol ek, '
AEBEEES) b WEMQ BEE B BACR St ZEdAl Folal Fid o
B 222 Hle Est Bifo 2ee] ZhRel #ifkel AL om WS U 4 9
EE e HEEHS ABEES & BREAA Vs dolo el sl °h-+
= Bennisel| #3td, “MMBIES 1ol ARE Hilivt Wi Bl 52 F de
kol & BEN J2 5 AEF s 18 A Eaedk e HiE 2 1%1% B
o2 #kAY] 7] H13 WA KB Wikol = #ibe] o B (RIE) ol vV ek gt
I glu, 02 .
= RS FERTEEMEE ISR (NTL Institute for Applied Behavioral Science) ol A +
CfEfQl vl e EEE Wela il ol ® uwl, ‘MBS THREo =YY st
e EAS M HEEE Eolvl $1te Mike BRI MAS ERET WES
BE fREskd #aAA Ut Bh7 Weleln et 3o
PLbe) % Egmel A B, MIABIEES Ml BZMES Eols] $1%F EMEMUel= M
o lele B 4 glow, m o] Ml HEMS Folk ¥l oA F2 1 Wk HEA
e HE - IS BRI A, 2 HES A2 GEEES iLgREd Fx sloke
Bho] Hraoldd, = ko] JRAISE DSl MMM R BEAS FoRel BEE H— H)A
7 A RES BES EENeR REAA the Hel 2 Hgelzln ¥ Aol
Fobel 2 EHehe] MMM MR EHE MEE ohel MR v R
kel MBI EhEa byl 1% M) EEEH NS QBB LS HEs L HRA
A dgromA me v M) Q& (Viable) e A% BWERAA Uit Belzln ¥
Aoleh, = fgMel Mo 2ie NI Mo =] fEelvly ¥ 4 gl

3. fEipAEel EE BE

MHikpaEEel frmsl v te HiEY 2 HifEs SldlA AL HibAEEe @3alA oln] o

(11) Sherwood. 1.J., An Introduction to Organization Development, Lapayette, Indiana; Purdue University, 1970.

(12) Bennis, Warren G., Organization Development: Its Nature, Origins, and Prospects, Readings. Massachusetts:
Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., 1969,

(13) What is OD? News and Reports from the NTL Institute for Applied Behavioral Science, 1968. 2. p. 1.
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L A5 Belytin % 4 gk ol F EY skl MMEIES freks [HiEs 2 B
£ Fpobmslz gl

1) fsBaEe

MBI BRI A HEEEES BRA Tz glod, T ##%Y ML HRA
& st ol Sqivhi Bzl = IR WMGRY fEEHS HEACEC ErhE Beld o (EES
WA Aol F2 gleh 2 ol 2 Marguliessl #figsta gl MupIRe) LS Eol 2uk
2 oo AR HES WA gk 0

(1) HEFER R A AR & (Resources) © 24 7} ol 2} g AR (as human beings)

c2A FEHY + YES EES ®itel: A

(2) it HEERE £H0 BEES £ BRAZ £ A=

(3) #iRe) ZAYHEA el T HEMS HAAA Wole A

(4) HRRo = sl T ER BRI WHE Q¢ BEA U2 £ AES HHEE P

Yrte A

() M) WREC R 7 15 U3k flEs Bgd de 93 74 U £ Y=

= e Rpels A |

(6) HERLE-S el HHro} Aifol vl A/ 2L HAM BERE 4R & ARel e
2o B BET A Solth

% Robert Tannenbaum3} Sheldon A. Davist H{CHfRo] M 23] iEmaoF & (HiES v}
& o} o] Byl #mal Fa ek © |

o] % abgte] #H§T A& Marguliese] 4 243} ul-$- AHalE Aol xh,

EBTES) A oA ZA ) Aol Aol fFol ) U RS B Mgkl
g & KL MR B SR A TA ARIES o] ekt Bl o) e 2y
B EES Fod e Aotk = @SN KK SME Skl oo wE Hliel -
#E P TR AT G BhEsld MY ETENE M AL Fau
ShE GEHERAS frElsh ] AR YE o % BEGRESCE B sl AaEa B
J85 & Aolebm A Z=w

2) ABIEES B

AR BEEE feld AR Ezkel HEAA ol o1 FE A Aelw, ek
wul el Bl A ARSI gl SLBIEY) AT Zel ¥sE Qo)

(14) Newton Margulies, and Anthory P. Raia, Organizational Development: Values. Process, and Technology, Ne“}
York: McGraw-Hill. 1972, p. 3.

(15) Robert Tannenbaum and Sheldon A. Davis, “Values, Man, and Qrganizations” Organizational Development:
Values, Process, and Technology. (edited by Newton Margulies), New York: McGraw-Hill, 1972. pp. 12—15.
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KBl glel A o HMBAEES] Tl 7

BRE# MEL HEAR

...... EE cerees O T
L AR e 58 s, A7k 5 Fele)
2. Y, BWER EAFFE At (human beings) © 24 ¢] Ffg
3. [E%F# (Individuals as Fixed) 242 Al J#Ef2H% (as being in Process) 24 ¢ AR
4. EAZES A MES i EAZES REs EH
5 BHE 7ITo= EAS HHsEE 7L 43 ZABE ARE 2= 13
6. JRiEZEBLY il RiEe EYIRY ik e wREH:
7. BEs A AF AET EE
8. A3 fpune] B Aol GET BE
9. ARl &gt T™ME ARl 3 BT
10. A#&Hy Hm 3]s A3 HEIA
11. g9 3]9 71738 BY5 ubel =9
12. P3RS FAEER Bher & ZlEH o RETYow E
18 S S Az HEhE

] o] NTLel A& HibIgkol 2t ol qlrbol ¥aked walwA MibiaEe] @m#H"w a4 o
L3 7+e 2 b AL RS Jdw oAdA 2 BES FolE 4 98 A 2

(1) fF2e] Mg FThe TRAZE Ak ARS ZokE LEAA & J=E @i
3 =o Al Hol B EHE EHAD Aotk

@) EAL HAZKR Rk, Toed 28 B Bkad a1 v 2
o, PkEk, FEIE Sl BOS AR AR HEMGS gEte WEY REs) H=
%51% Ao,

(@) ABME EHY RES HDERA #eld B BRkE A o

(4) HER EiF Y TR il v B5 BHEEA EHAEE WkE £EAN Qe
AREe o HEe HEE 2 @K o2 fEEe BME @ AkAA k5 9l
O R oo 2 HES WEMOR PR o) T vUd ¥ HAE Hipoem I
a4 glA 2 Aol

(5) AMS BEiFS FEsty, 434 vE F U

(6) % #MEo] 5223 —ES L7 a2 B 9F¢ nA F e Pol vz
LA D el zhdsl delsbA HELl el delvbAl = Aolw,

oo} Z-& Bl sk NTLo|A & vh-ge] 97kx HIEE wAl$3 8l

(1) MHg2ies Feked Bile o Mm-S RRss FRAS Mise o

=
=

_Ih‘l! rle

(16) What is OD?. NTL Institute, News and Reports, 1968. Vol. 2 No. 3.
(17) ibid.
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(2) fe&lol vk Hufizel A= & HEBE ollell 4zt fENel =g HEE Hnsls 4

() BRRE RIEMRES TS THED B HRES 774 B Yodsle 9

(4) Miates @l EA £EE EEMES Bhsts 9

(6) L oA EEAEA R REAZ & [ B HAR BEY = Jd5= 5= a

(6) Mol BEEEB(AEE) 3 JAMBHEE (LAY BR) S sk, MES ohed g e 4 g
= WMEHES BRANE 4

(7) ZFEE-E @t MRS “HCAFY A2 748 ZEE EkAs] e o

(8) HHEIEe %8 REMMe] BEA A8t Aol g2 Ao olzl Wpst Him
of a4 BHE 4 JIEE 15L& FE g

(9) HBEAdA deke Agse] HOMHIY HCEES #Eika Vol ¢

o] 9] o] Beckhardel] 2]é}d 2L o}-g3} 22 t}A] 713 = WAz g S

(1) RIS 8714 HRE Bete #HD + & ABFEH QBREY B M
Bile ¢

(@) ZiEsl el FER mEElY MR PR REtars Q

@) MBS 7H4 = MBBAIRS WS Folx HHS WAL HHozn o Ze
Urte g4 '

(4) Bigel HsiAL 248 e + A B #ElEls o

(5) HAmel Bdlel o3k e} MR AA7beu A BRPE o] FAA EE G o 0

Phx] 2t 2 French #fiBIEEY] Z=aalel gle4 7bd fhFEelz Jtmar A=A )

=3 Le dF A E A v Fa gl

()RR AR (B2l Hahe] KL A=

(@) HEAY EEE oA el A3 FIES BRA ol 44 BE & Jd=
5 Bes #mE ke ¢

(3) FoiAl HERR-E firsiel BaEol rete BTl U2 4 JES BES BREs o

(4) BEEHe] ETHiM o2 B o] Folx =% Bifste &

(5) A EAS Bdsl WL BEES BAAZE @

(6) 5382 #RE A€ F & MEMRSE Synergistic Solutions) & Zrol& ¢

(7) Ft#I= Eggol 1A A 2 HEEY FHLEE oS EAse 4

DlielAl 2yl Abghge] #Rela gl HMBHES] B &4 2 R del4 BT

—

(18) Richard Beckhard, Organization Development: Strategies and Models, Addison-Weseley Publishing Co., 1969.
pp. 13—14.

(19) Wendell French, “Organization Development; Objectives, Assumptions and Strategies.”. Organizational Deve-
lopment. (Edited by Newton Margulies). p. 32.
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KB gl A9 MBIz &El 9

ZRE AR 2 KA Hakds R—strh

EABEES BN AR Rk EFRel L BEMES W @l MMdA 2et o BHR
Mol T3, HBEHYelH HEHE v Moz ¥HE M@t slutn dles, = i
BREY, BSRyQ FHE MES AMERE LHetd Uy ERaE 249$ ittty
HER el —BREE A A RMERRD Jdve Mles oFx, AL %It
Haase BEs —Hike FohslESR S, #HmARS Yo BEHNS BHENE S
BE U 5 v MRS ERS rhed 2 HEYel sleta & Aol

4. fakEAAEC| BED &K

el AR HEEAEe Hrele Eifet BEE EWRE sty st A= ERER
o} el wiste] zwks] ARl = g

MBS B Fike BEMOR BES QosHt HREMEMS Kikel v 24
el wel dJelsbA kel HHE EED Aolvh A4 MRS B fiks HMFR
we} o Bl 7k kel #RES I gleh

Qubd o & HIGBEEES JikdlE ZA 5 /hA Jik——akRRy Ji#k (Consulting Method) =}
#lkJ73: (Educative-Training Method) 2] F 71Al & vre] & 4 3, = AA= o] 7 7h
A JEe #iastd 2% HAMN HiEE g Aelth

oo %ate] Margulies: FHBHES o] %+ HAF (Key Elements) & 7+#= 2L (Plann-
ed Change), #4%E % (Organizational Learning) ze|i. {4fi (Consultation) &] A 7}#] & =
At gk @@ o] A7 F MAMEEL 2 Fitd HF - JlER FEA LTl
v e siie] B AR uk HABIEES ke BfEstE M MRS Estd EHAA
Urto] w) Fol olm] el Al FHEE whsl ol fTEIBIEY EEmel Y TP (Action
Research) o] ¢]8le] HEE= = Al o] =

Margulies7} #giE3F 4| 7Hx| BEEOo 2 24 vro] MHBEEAEES B fikdl of st zkutsl
ARy 2 g,

1) FH#Epe Sk

FHBIEe) B (Rt ol vl {TEHEEMM A Lo o T ¥ ke vhE Aol ¢l
L Aok, o] HEEL MAMMENA L 288 vlFe FelA o &
o]t
Lippit, Watson 2 Westley %-& #HEIAY 8#{Le] (BEBIEE 24 SubAl = kst oleh ™

(20) Newton Margulies and Anthony P. Raia, op. cit, p. 57,
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= (1) 2] BEE B o275 @ (2 BLEES 9t At HHS dEashs
4 (B) o] HiME, (4) L] —k 2 K 6) KBS Ik Som TR A
o BAMLO] HEEE vhAl BISERIS EIERES MR, B, BEe e BEEmHEY
AlEet BT (TR AED Y AlZkA B2 v glvh o] 2 wAg 2 o] Asjuw of
&3} e,

A LB « Bkl W3t BRHE el B HBRES Faelel LRlEMRs gk
st = SR E ) MERAY BRI o3 #Eel B kel YA UEE dhe
Bifgolwt, ol & #MLiEE 911 A fi#l (unfreezing)”9] whAlzlx Y2},

A 2B ¢ LIRS $13 BItRELY] M —SMLIRNEE (HMIR) o WHakae) Efs
BUIEtR S BREAA Yrte kAol o),

A BB - L] HEE—r}2T e AVFR QAR TR o,

L HGUEHel Emsly ol MES M2 2H, Hvss

2. MAEZE RS, BES Ay o BESERS AT s BT LS Hatde &
#o SFEE Sk, o MR HE S #hreste o

3. Rl J5Fel o7 HIT (LY {2M), BMUEEE AL FEST ol =uA 7

Al 4BERS ¢ BE(be] —R{L B REL—LE 917 Bhol [MEM oY FrEel HiEe B2
AU GHEI Aoz AW ol & MRS MM A= Y WRAA L LELAL.

Al SEERE : #5A5 BARH6R (Terminal Relationship) @] REE——R# B ] F)iEe S » o] wle}o=
A =3 [EERL ER= Bk, BEE e ME, RKEREREE I3 RIE, R v
Rt GEUREREMSR) 3 BAl A RAES = #HEe BT Uz

o] FHEIAYQL LS (RHE-2 chidl SRate & #Hhldl g Hiksk AA 2 —: ik
olch, weld el AAL ol ER ha vhee] il o5 SRR ¥t A n
7] 2 ghef,

2) fRdel &g ik

ol Jike BEM Helel Sl MMBAEEE R (R (L{EHEH : Change agent, B{LAFMHL
# Change Catalyst, [ : Consultant) & =3-& wbol MBS #iEs] b g, 4
Al B ER%) o mEle BESIT AME REsIT v 459 Sre e
ubx] ol sl HiEe] o= MMBHES HEES] Jrte A FoRRE AFE S+
Kigarel 7% gl g =28 A7 woh w=A g7 s fiE AR #Helkd
ket = fbeh |

(21) Ronald Lippit, Jeanne Watson, and Bruce Westly, “The Phase of Planned Change,” Newton Margulies and
Anthony P. Raia, op. cit. pp. 71—81.
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¢A EREE v NTLAlA & MfPRE= 22 & K& vrhe ez vadt 2
< HTdTY HET BEstn gk #

1) MEE Wirks) iste o

(2) MiERgel BEMMLE RiEsts 4

(3) Rl =3k FRE RETL fRtshe &

(4) #8 BRHEE ZFohile &

(6) FES HFEE FEESIL o] & HITA &A fFlste

(6) EHIFy e = FITHIRE FHI LY HES Weke & Solvh

% Frenchi= M#MES 27 v7HA B2 Jra o BB HETe s mmiEEE
248 THEESES AA Kipdl o225 T o] & vha3h zFe] HAYL stx gleth

1ekA gk, slel =, B
(Change Agent) 3} @& 71 2L

ockA R, Slel=w, BZEEL--- R
%>t 24 LLES @A E(EHESE T

> 3ukA| L ERHAE, ZEfTEEY A Slel s
WA e BF BOTERE 2 |
s (Teambuilding) HEHEA] 7
[00000}(00000) (00000} (20000 o ey : 4 2—3kiltel R HIRAEE
\ BEahed giE A B
e AE

00000
HiEwA 2 FE WREste BRIEE, slel=, REAREEY AF.
WIBEELRS « L Mihel T— 5o st & 2 BRG] A3t BREe] WE &
ﬁjii:]. (23)
Frencht ole] ol&ld &l & vh-&al o] 48 dTrygo= vepfa gk #

(22) NTL. Institute News and Reports, Vol. 2, No. 3. 1968.

(23) Wendell French, “Organization Development: Objectives, Assumptions, and Strategies” New ton Margulies:
and Anthony P. Raia, op. cit, pp. 37-39.

(24) ibid: p. 36.

— 231 —



12

B A BT (2 57, 1974)

LlEel #2773t A& HFashd ohdat 2ol BEHE 5 A& Al

1 B WS EERE P ER S
’ (1) BRI Bl @ A
() PR o s
‘ (3) FRCHREH P |y =ea9 g
| OF T HC T E L o G

2. EREHE !
(6) EhklTEkE |

(14) REL
© 7 Wi
(7) s]e¢] = (Feedback)
L@ sy 2w
ODe] Aalad+ =9
] J . ' .
SR%EATE B EFAZE 178) e S
(OD =22l st HiE Y Py
R S Rk cSEETE - I
L) (BiEel BiEER .
G AL IR Hi%e] HE) .
[ o] = f Zol= M. F-zhEle
s g ago) ag | P AT S
B FB. kol 33 ik -
KERRLR o fEE(ARE A= A ()
) wol vhepd) dole
wififlol] o] ' £ :
g 2 T Mige] 250 ()
T Aol = W A4 FH
e et e ) (ol B &R, & el
TE) R & ) HHE o)gr =3 FB, Ao 3 #) %
L ® (1 2] 3R
ERhr AT e I 'ﬁ**‘%% et g )

3) #HFH « Akl A FikE

kel R R ¥t #0F - JipiE Bste] AMEES Bl Yo Hikd R 'R
## (Laboratory Training)o]e} H-2]-$-3 olr}l. o] FFEHRl = 35 (Sensitivity Train-
ing:ST) 3} ®liEREE: (Team Laboratory, Team Bui]ding, Team Development) -G-o] ¢l o=,
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KBl slel A9 gbazel &%l ‘ 13

= o2l gt Fiikd v E AT EEE 714 (package) L3t Hkrdlt FifkEE BAET
Managerial Grid Program% & < ¢l v},

olel % Jrkoll Wate] Zrwksl AN usl 2 W} o] EEMKA Bl Bemnist #H7L B
Hl fEe SMERESE 2o o A BEY 5 Jd=5 s A% LEEBCl st HEsta
Ak oA wshd, o] GBS BARIGRS REIE WInAlZl A A%k iSEERYQL FliERel o &
W HEEBA d3e 72 @8 R XA 17t A= Aol kgl .

Schein>} Bennise o] Jjikg shvbe] #FR Bigo = Fisty glor, BEEHLY ¥
AERA A Eshs &8 £2% T3, AFRMHLEAREGRS A3t T9E BEL B
o HEYE o Flfel sk fEHMst vk ZEla ol & o] S At T 4+ de
HARE vh&ah o] FIEsta gleh

L. A2 EH G4 o st .
(1) BEY &, KE D BAdA F& i of 3 Hig
2) fb Ao RiifF=t IE B 2] HHolA vz fldkel o} BE
(3) HETHS NEhiEl <3k BEAE
4) B, fbA 2 £Ed ¥l BEY #8b—aS, UA, HEd H G4, &
w2 {EEEES] R
(5) AW #EHS /A, T HAW 9 £EN FHGRE EEsl 2o o AERJel L
esw A2 o] T vrte HRE
2. XELZTAl sk
(6) #fmol ALl B&HS &E e LB, heiedlel hEE o=z B g
E - iSRS sl A FonBREe NE)kel L3 B
(7) HHo #Es) Aol Rl HaEES o HEKRERMR e AS &
Bwela A8 e} EEs- HEREESE L2 A BEHGRE 2 2l
ol S FERYel H=F 3
8) LA, FE 2 AR dAA HfAEES AAE Fe E dedl BAR
e AR
3. ffgell Hate :
(0) WEKEMGS Ot %M =t WEHMe A Bast HHagmE s 2,
oA Ea BEe W, 24 (A AN B
(10) #ARGRY EEe A3 JiEe @ A sE

(25) Warren G. Bennis, op. ci't, p. 61.
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14 SRHEARBK HCER 54, 1974)

ol o} 2 HEIMS BEE Z2Aste whildle AdA faat whel o] R (—
# T—2F3I6) =+ Bk Sl levl oldl wsdte Zes] Asnr2 g,
1) R A (Sensitivity Training)
o] uky]-2- 1947v] Benne, Bradford, Lippit 5 ¢]sle] FHol=glx 2% CaliforniaiEld)
A A A 3 e
o] F®dl Zinste Fv FE Z Aol FEE Bl KEE 3elx, 7 vive]
el F= P dste ol E HW3lA =24 BFd g EfET (% (Image) 2 Ze
g
KigE o] FlFe] #THES 4 ogk 2o
1. 2mE 3 HEEREK
+ 104w w92 HEEE = 4
o FHEERY 1~249 FEEE A
o AlZER RS HERL
Stranger Training——fil#lzel 4] =}lA = Afelo =2,
2.

0 —

s} A

=

ﬁ\n\(ﬁn

2. BRI
o 2 H~2iAM (ST=3¢ ~157})
o GF#c 33 (13] : 24EE, 23] 1ol & o) EY 39 213 A=

3. HEENEE)

- 254 39 F3] 14 30E~24 7
« Aukel Agsla A& FFol wls © Aol Wl g RS
2) "l 3l%iE: (Team Lab., Team Building)

RIS AR A, RBEE, REfHOl H3 A B JIEHMeR A7 o Fd), @
A9 RBESE L= BET RS S o vk 2o 2o = T AR dese ks
HAobe fRES 9ok dushd Qb o2 o] 5] AR MBS o] F ulolEyd £+ At
e B LR = B (gap) ol 171 vheolx, = Hilfe]l 29 S5 o388 A Higs)
A He] o) 2 I ES o207 & KB v
n| 5] NICBS] WZikiRalAE wha ol A& fhfsle vt I Rlifies we Lifs
o AgbEe AR R vl FEshohe B Bt ot oA R W

BT

5 2k,

(26) Edgar H. Schein and Warren G. Bennis, Personal and Organizational Change Through Group Methods, New
York: John Wiley and Sons, 1966, p. 37.
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KB oA FHBAEES #El 15
ok st MY RAAE @ GA2Uehs Aoleh ol e oalw WA o
Fol HEHKS fedo] ETHE BB drtn Sdsn gome AKikmd Mel ik
47k g Faekehn fgiEshe geh o

olsh 2 ol ol HEEUAIENE Bel WA dEel EiE 4R 4+ A Aol
A3 A2E Wkl 8= S5 Aeleh olelsked vhehd Aol Team Laboratory, Team

o

Building 3¢ Team Developmentz}i 2]+ Jjikel o},
NTLo| A& 977 T—21edlde AT tel o604 b dejnslelsz HAg A
= Auadeh 1 BEARY 2ue a4 st 2ok

oo BT BEEE Auksl Heekd, wA M Team Lab.c| RBE:BE
o Wake ojwl Fko.m MMBIE HFL AL
o =Lar EIES A0 st Bl Wekd Ak 28 (3] o] = W
B I B RE U E
o] Bl ool FEIEE) (ZRIHEL) o] BEIR Y. ol .
S ar EAEEA oot iR EHe BEmAd ~Edeld Es]o]
- - P A el B 2
sloj o] o|Ral FefEeted iBIEES EAL l
Wis) sl v ST, Rl Bigel EES L ol Ay ——
ol whe} Team Label @sted vk oldel 2 ﬁ%ﬂjﬁ% N
o] el Tl 7 F glonz AHgde Geflrell # , 94 i‘ﬂ] oo 7 Ll e
Yeiehe 27 9ae R g A Birvd ) T A
Btz sk Wik ik BRAA ke SEe ‘ A
2 o] Ee ket 1
8] 35% (Team building) ¢ @& F-o o= WA | meRamrIEe
o EEY HLEL dsAe FiEsHE MBS B | L 1
S o pEEEARee] Wl B E&S JEbiA H2 la g a. w | 4
24 B Hed 1 —i BEe e 23 ‘~| B
g I |

Fol| st gotusl e gt
tee] el A & 4 Q& uke}h go] Hx KL |
o) wa RS o4 stn o REARR-S Bk
w)m RS EHLHEY (Change agent)d] W& K3k %fﬁﬂ%‘cﬂl ks v
S o15he HGS WEA ATk EEEsL 1ol MRS o] RN (unit) o] HEER

—

H

!

(27) Studies in Personnel Policy, No.216. Bzhavioral Science Concept and Managemant Application, National In-
dustrial Conference Board NICB. Ins., 1969.
(28) NTL. jii{EHE.
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16 SEARBE R 54, 1974)

EIER B
SEEE FUE I T e e A g xRy e A
HE
!
AEEEHS BIE He
A
]
TBA e #EE A
|
)
| |
gl s F ﬁ%‘ ‘ BHE 24 96 |[HOET WEE 94992 154ol
b S qeA RaT G& A
| R
1
2 L O L EEHo ] e
WEFMAS e e o ong RS A B R E
I
REE Aol AAY 4
s 3T
I
y I L
Fhagos Fhrigos [Flrzgom g 44
1 I ]
a9 | q 9 Qo B B B 2E R4
wl T ] ! T i ul F .
2 3l 3 Al 3] 3. 3l &3 \
r ;5_ S *]'13 ‘ é g’q'zg 75 C) ]'23 ...... l%_!?%] a-o-% | a]
I I |
| 4 = 4 9 | 4 9
I I I
2 = 2 x ’ L -a

BollAl oA dot=ei A AQlA MEEE Bart oleh ol & Hshe] ERMEE L M &
Rk 37 HEel v EAL A R B3t 289 BES @R A8 #HES J5
of RESR FEE EEEH et A& HlE BT shA dn, FE#em gl Eelu-
Al A\ HEE AA BEE TEsAl Auh o714 RIES mEE R, R 5

Afsha SRaER e Rl oNsh HEfel MRRR ol MEE A MY EEy, Bak
ol whel B ERIEGIAE ke Ao, fFd R E \EEsT EEsn, MEEpE
o] MIFBEATREE A2 o]dl wel BT SARA HEE @A 2ok olg o]
stel 'Rl q #Fel A EIhEE ol &AMl A HRAA EES) dEel @5 A
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vkl

3) Managerial Grid Program

o] JjE& o7k TexaskE #f%<el R. Blakes} J. Moutond] f&sle] 1962wlel Ao = [z
slo] W] ¥R Atk ®

o] BEFC MEBAEES B Z2a9S s sy Ay Aeed, 2 HEEE EAom
vy oz, Hdd AHMM BEZ ABPRE BRAA HMEES ¥iTe 2 o] Fe
VrlE B R ERmeR A RS drh

Blakel fEHHHS HAlAe] B Wuk ohiel WHEEY TEEMLY EAMEe A+ R
© 2 Managerial Gridg} HiEa RS FolE¢irh o] Managerial Gride HiEAS F 2
HoRsEE G RSt TR AEATEIS) RS WAl § WAL R & EH 2
& Aolw, thE E bl Al Ra AE e TRNA E 5 e ukel zo] il
L EEle g ool a, kel Abgel aid BO-E Fonsta el RABOE veb
L L1 A3 EE0S FRste 9.9 o2y 7S REEMo2 Jebl s gl

Z o] Gridthelobzle] B TFAMS 1. 18-& Eilizl Abgkel At R FHOLE Forsd F
Efr/Egse] 1.9%e Askel R EEBILI A B & FHEOE, TMAmS 918
e RSO ABRGY RTHOE, EACANS 9.9 Abkal Eld AT &E
e A7 Jebd Fe e REgeleh sheel o] 5.5M-e sk AR T Pl o
BILS] rhigyl 2 Aoleh, o] brbAS] FHEMS REER ste HHTHO V HME #HE
FFbsla o 7ol A wheba g HHETEe v fie 2 BRAA vibe AvelE Fede
Ao},

ool & iRy ¥ $lel Managerial Grid
Program-& KB 6717 BERfEZ RIS el I
o] vl FtElEyel L 4 REYelet.  Blake & o]
P2 ARl $SEAA 5ol FiEEE ALR
w3 9x, 73 wHekdE olE o EME 4 A
o Aow nx ek o] 67kA FAE A T 7h

=

ar

MANAGERIAL GRID

o gy

e Pl o

A WPez Wra gledl B 7 Al FEE &
Be olgr =mawlela, # 4vbAlE MRS BES
gk =zaW o g JFa e

o] zZ+ Bipke] RS e Eeivh msl® Feh

(29) R. Blake and J. Mouton, The Managerial Grid, Gulf-Publishing Co., 1964.

— 237 —



18 SHABRE facdE (R 55, 1974)

[. HHE BB

1. Laboratory v vp——azle) 22 st Gride] 4 A% % B ?‘5}% F7+ EW
a7k PR EY, & A} 12—48450) RIERE WO W m {FaEch 5 9s s FHEA
75 [44¢] Managerial Grid®] 484l =el HA 2 ©9 Ee] =a nﬂg Hize] Rl

REH] FE Sol ek
2. BBE—A LSS EERBAA A drte HEEeloh  AF%BEA mpme
0. OF LS RSk, olol el BEEEME g bk SRS #res U o )9
ERAAS FEEAGS Wk, EHERD B HEFENS ML, Managerial Grid#4:¢] H
B, BUGEERS TrE, MRS ol B ETRBRY BT 99 BB i, @,
Ak _ETRIRS eEE Sol x3kscl,
I. k] #2E
3. #HFIMS BAfRUGE—09. 9819 HARE HENS £ 2 FHERS FEMEGEY %
Fol wEdd I REF kale] EMe FEsAY Qo HiEe mFsw
o] 9 RS Ftohirle Qo) HEMERTE RIS BER BHS Melm, MEEe Himm
g st HELRES DEES REAA Uz
4. M AR BE—EE FEEAA meAl BERkslE Fasldle] thEelxr) o
7o EEAE, Sieke] WA, AR, AR, ZRETEREME 23 BIH Solck o) g pY
e FHETERE T2 256 &Kk sl HIEE REsL LB 5. o st
< BiRE AA T} TR RES #sta BEREd e 4&d S92 = oo
5. BEEM GRS BT EE—adEd B =el #iA 28 SR 8o
s o EEARC V- BilrS WMk MR (FEGTHIES sy 22 S el M) &
frell &7l o (RS ¥ie BRI olwlel HHEE BEE /2 ey 2ol Hrme
<l HEE AR - HEs Jzr
6. WEL—r0] m&LANAT 5ol REPR Higol vl Fo] B FE) B2 &
ok BMLE (RHEAA ek 2E8ld KRR E Fie B 7R HiEsA shen iy
#e wELE WestES e 0
Plbal A glige] GrElpyel sl (2, Fafel K3k BE 2 #EJIf &3 g 5 A
7HA Tl A MHkBIEES SERES fiikel Hebe A m g}
AMBAEES ool BT b RET W AR ik SEEdl kEEStE Ae] oluk
B =s a0l FEMS IS %0y $I (Interdisciplinary Approach) 2 %3z 4}

(30) Robert R. Blake and Jane S. Mouton, Cooperate Excellence Through Grid Organization Development, Gulf-
publishing Co., 1968,
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Ed Fa2 RS ah@Rtes st FEe HES @St Aozt £ F dH. =
AT AR o2 HITHIE (Action Research) o] #:ffisle] HEfES = Ao HEel o}

V. #ike] Hamah KEHRRRS fetk

el A AR akel o] HIfEBAEES] BRI ke T2 EEMMA PEEN e
A ol E KEARMC Mk | KEHARC] o3 RERM #HEhe 4 E 23 gk 497
AE A B MES MRS 1755 (behavior) ol 7 EH5) o] & LE= KBRS
L KERARMEES AT el el s B2 jheh

1 fa#kel #s BN % T8

1) e s

o] LA B EEN DS @A 2L B89 BE EURe: IS KEAL
% Qo RS A HE o4 e 2R EAL BT AL 88, 9, 8 5 #EEl
A RS 2 gl T A& BRERS BAAE AL gl kS gom of
VDL A Adstn 25 =8 ol D) A4 T4 Qe durk A o ged
2 Y S ee oA HErg FHe HEE Felulln Aot drlelA A kel
WA H ] o] MGkl JET B Hd &Es o] AES AEENS AT %HY
el W T bR MBS olo|vlel st Eifel 2¥ lrh

S ] Slol A B AbabEe] Blel] O WAl e R, MR (EA]
) SEEIRS) WE—H FES HR{—o] BURS ) o Bkiel HENS MRL
S}l o BED vk 3 HES B Mol BE #Hs HEY BELE
she] FroES) SEEEES ERE 19 o Al EEe AEmoR EEIL ¢
Relghx & 4 glet

o] 8l ol Mgl WA ol 4ER HAoleltel: Bye) Wk, AR, HHY
i, HY BB S AT B g o |

o)} D& R HELZ el vrbrl 1%k shbe] Jiff (vehicles) o B #l#g n3 vk,
o] WL e Bl - ek s MEEES [ B (FRd RBERAY
3 Qluhe Hh A EHRYel ™, LAY & sl & 4 gleh

olo Bahe] RTel: MEMEAE Sl MMS dei b MEKENS BR ad AT T
A4 (system) 2 Moo} geb: RMEE A% vk ©? o] B M 7 /b4 (A

(31) Edgar H. Schein, Organizational Psychology, Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1970, pp. 7—9.
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20 SEEABRE BRCE (A 573, 1974)

$Ha fll—Closed System, Bfififf&fHl—Open System) &2 Ui ¢l &=u), o] F IRl 7} 5 ik
o Hffel E5& F71€ sk LB st ihEBUSH MRl w el e, HES B
sz wel=gl & Aol WAl o] 43 (relevant) . FFEYE Aoz B glrk 9
W8] FEHel] BEFEEHl= % A (inputs, imports), #5872 (Transformation Process, Conver--
sion) 23 7 (outputs, Exports) ¢] Al7}= ERERo = pyrslcl, 3 Bl £4He B

E

Y

B A || AR

371 A £ o] A—ER—E Y] ERAES BEM R HiFsx dod o =
o]k,
Kastz Rosenzweigt RS oh&at 2ol sl ek, 5 “Bilddhlc Bl #
%’**EFP HEER BA 6l s el ol aldel Al #ine] 48HS Al e Tk
W OLENES DENL Hs BEE gk, e
°l o} 2 BfEE vl fffls] fEhgsl ol Katzo) Kahn®| BHACESHIS) Jti@sh ko
el 2w vhgsh g
(1) BEo =R dela #A
(2) AL AT Epel Jul= s
Q) EMe BRA A=
(4) B 4o HFo 2] B4 Foado =L
(5) {HFET ARt ol B dluelx & B =Y BAsY il =g 2 +
AEZE- A ) E=] (Negative Entropy) & #EfH3h
(6) HEHlS WEMAER =gl 24 & HHE slo=uA3)
(7) FREdlel DB, RS RaElERReke] Abol o MERIGRE AT Skt e i
(3
@) AT MR WEEES BREEE Eeht F—3 KERE gt 8B4 REs
FEtE (Equifinality) @
ol el b BAKEEHIY Mol JZRISE e 45ES Scheing vhg3l o] 671 Bk

rlr

ol

(32) William G. Scott, “Organization Theory: An Overview and an Appsaisal® Frank Baker, Organizational Sys-
tems: General Systems Approaches to Complex Organizations, Homewood, Ill. ,Richard D. Irwin‘ Inc.,, 1973
pp. 108—109.

(33) Fred Luthans. Organizational Behavior. New York: McGraw-Hill Book Co., 1973 p. 183.

(34) Fremont E. Kastz and James E. Rosenzweig. Organization and Management, McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York:
1970. p. 119.

(35) Donald Katz and Robert L. Kahn, The Social Psychology of Organizations, John Wiley and Sons, Inc., New
York: 1966. pp. 19—29. .
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KB el A8 MkbREEY A 21

o] Mg HESE sk ).

(1) e 5138 BIfgaglz nolok dbe, A& Hi=le] Myl HLIFH—INE,
Ae, o]z B¢ utelm=a o] & M Mo w BEAA vhA B2 fihde
fE—% BOLZA A

(2) i HAm By B
Hlz HEAFshe] oF qhrt

(3) W NEW AERG Q' B FhESH (Subsystem) 2 T4 =t

(4) £ TR HEKER PG 7 «Fd & Frriafine #te o2 TAies
o T dFE A

() e e o BiER EREE 954 BE S FEd 34 A HA
uha o 2 HARRel kel HFYE dnel v

6) Qlig-e FaEsle) WA MRS 2o 9y AEd 2 BAE MEs BES + dh
2R 7 dubiEsS A, B g FEHS B vl LiES ok et ¥

o] e Mol wlal BEeIVF BT kel vl 5ol E«, HEERY HERE Lo T

RS MBS ok RS s BRldEHE na, o) gRilel BiEste) MEIFMAY A
SlA R Ae] xr) o A E REE & ek sk, MRS kel #e
o] dF FRzERGIQ FRel ftdre] o= vl gEdlele] MAIEMR BA et 2 TR
#HT BRT F 7] ARelvh

Frank Baker: #iihe] Al7b= Zkiko = (1) #MMS TRIFAZMS 25 R @) &

Fal RS WEs B, (3) BUEs HRARe) Bokel WA & = glvh ©7 Schein
e TREENEYl B EMES 1T 6717 whAl ] EELARS thEak Ze] iR

o

Gt

rir

i

sk BBk MAR HLER—

(1) BB #H3 AR

(2) kol W ERES HRE 2ok RA" TRASHA A
(3) fiell wlFol PRy BPLRES] dGE

4) Py B el st ehA R RRel EH

(5) gl A EiEE Skl v —FE 5 e Eoe Jil
(6) #(ke] ZhRpkel A o]z

(36) Edgar H. Schein, Op cit. pp. 115—116.

(37) Frank Baker. “Introduction: Organizations as Open System” Organizational Systems, Homewood. Ill.,, Richard
D. Irwin. 1973. pp. 21—22.

(38) Edgar H. Schein, op. cit, p. 120.
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ol el GIEER RAHIS] Hrihd fEER Aw B, flEke] HAMS Ml daAs B

Sioh MRS MIIEARA S QA o MES B —Fikst 3739 sibe] BES @
e BEEHLBRE TE9 M Dotk ¥ Rold,

2) FH##%H 3 (Organizational Theory)

Hell A A= L bl FEMEBE #A
e BEAA 7 A el

Stogdill-e- o] 2| gk A|7kA] #EHIZEAE Rige Wi B Vot dvk, & @Y A
&l A, B8, EHE ez 3o, old A= 10712 WEL So] sl o]
eh Fx gl o9

MRS Aol fkele] gEHIEE

#A, BE, EHe BERMMF

L & A 2. 3B i 3. & i
F17 (Actions) S (Operations) ¥ (Product)
HIZL{E 1 (Interaction) AAYB 7 (Interpersonnel) BB (Drive)
Mt (Expectations) k& (Structure) ¥4 (Cohesiveness)
FZE o i} (Task Materials)

Lz Eoole} 2 MM HILFMYel L KRGS vhast o] Ehon ey 3

L gley,

SRMm2 HERR

P.D.C |

@IBT [—| oLs |[— |
[ |
* A=Actions, O=Operations P=Product
I=Interaction I=Interpersonnel D=Drive

E=Expections

S=Structure

C=Cohesiveness

T=Task Materials

o] Bl el EEIA A deke] zhuke) R ek,

AA R, BEA gleiA BT, (FIIFH 2 B HERS A2 BES KEMG glo
M, dsozs ¥ AEM Bl kil BEE e A b Beon @R B
el EH, ARBIGR 2 MhEs ook whalzba = MHEKERA A d, vhxlu} Y SR
(YD, R, WEN) = =3 29 28 BiRd o g+t

BeAS EEA A MMRES BT (81T ¢ Mg EHS e Aoz gled

(39) Ralph M. Stogdill, “Basic Concepts for a Theory of Organization” Frank Baker, op. cit. pp. 151—160.
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KBl lei Ao FgbaEES] &E 23

AE obu= gcqleld, KA MEFHE M)l EiE- == HigdA s itgly ML
femgadl= HEd 5 Aok = kA it il ﬁﬁﬁ}i HEo =, o Hifre M
FEE2 B ool EACl Y fAE] BiTslol ¥ FHIE AT & drt FEEHE ZEH
fholl JLiEsHAl Bk = AR Y BT, Ui 2 HIZIFEHS AR BRAZEREL Ao|
S0},

WA QoA #Hliked #ASE oW BHEE EEMNOR EHE St Yt 2
AL HITHE ABRIGREMY #E-s fiEst= o ohdel, #AE EHE #HEAA
Urbe ERE & ohed 2 #Ee £ 4 Uk

i) EAS BRAEAY sty HEERC %K
ste] BTk, o] BITL HE, BFH, EAMEH,

B B 2 3]
E O
AHY pEE (Human performances)

Bemagle, BRdl, S30i%, WHE, MERfs Y SRR ik
2L JURER o] Fol ATk, NHIBIER -
NS M-S MR WIS 2ol 1 foviaieer S il
WA el MRS ol B EBe] o, st
HiEe Ak B A S#ASE EHE SHRAA PIR—SH OB R (B 42 B
Wobe el elA MRS fElsh sefrel LA ek B

THzisde] MBI
g, 2@l TFrzgshiiel o9 B 2 s H o

Bt R & WA RO (T 2 HRE)
ol W, M W AWM HEs kel SEIGHE, HEt, REWZ

TR 2 IR T AR

HiLly AR TEIREY WSS Hash B gt

oF e @orak FERAR MR, MBS TR .
B, fEpcBsl M, 2oz TR HERY ZEER A E REET v TR
&l Th

FEMS] #EE Tl BRee] R st #HAMel ENE flETE MRS WREA
71 AN A= BAS) BESEEA v Fo] EHel T selok & Aolvh EiHel R HHHel
He & A G dlells Mg WGBS BERES EiES] BHfRel {kste] AREAYISL
R Hs ook T Aolvk, Fifiv Mg REE (AL 78 Hihel ste] #E=
oh 5 A MRS FrEMelJ ERATEES s St Aoz Eitv REE
frolvt el ZEAREA A== AFoz ojue HMKE v T

B BAERY BEDOl L RS fERel W RS EAY RS Eeke Ao wA,
ol A Mg 2R KWAV & Rl MRS TRHER] #as A LEE g =
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ehA BED L el BNE $AY B Fikd EEY-S o A8 AR WS- EEe
ERE ztevh Bl FER o] AZkx #MEL HAMGRE A7+ shd 2 iRkl w
E= ot
7bA A AL RG]l Aol AR AMK EEo = s dd. o
T HEEL MMl ZHeR Jdebd B, B, i BRE 2 ), 28z MEm =
A s3k 2] Tl =elA e LEMyelw EEHI BRE(GNE, (EE, & HAIER,
HEHE 5) 2 HBTR 24 9% T ALelwx & 5 U}, A#BEd 4 *E
HERYo 2 vElve HMEAE BEA FEe s 2-de FHAN BERE =3 =R
k2 o ohd Folwt,

3) ###%17% (Organizational Behavior)

DA bl A A= & RS AN Qo] = AlskAl flEe Fei=) s sEe] AR
<+ k=2 vehvde 395 JARTRET 4F F A Aol

HAITR A R #3S Luthanse oh3b o] R Fa glew] MR At
BLE eEEE A b BEAE TRE T

IE HETEY e AR Rk (Formal Organization) 3} AfS (human being) 3}¢] ¢
TIEAC sk MHRATR7L ol FolAlvta Ba gl Zelx o2& BN Hiks Hfeas
o) HHE ol Fx Kool MM HAEFHs HAEKEFERA 2 BiOrsEl+ EREE (Manage-
ment Processes) 3 e HIEES ERsl e 220l & Hiff (Technology) o2 @408l ¢
=y

§2

L2
Y
>,
fo
e w2 o e

AR Mk | — | A M| — | & 7T H
i G ib) AR DB
A7 x4 FEH A
RRBHE Bk 2k
=5 2 IR i i)
B & DI EE HEMARX
R & 5 % I 48 B
ARuAlelAd - A N R B
# il B 1 ke EE
S A HERFR
£ b % i A
#n [ & i A &% BE 2

AR e = LR g, OEAY B 2 AR (Personality) 52 Al7F= HARW T
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KE| glo] Ao HREIEY Tl 25

BHE E glm, AR st HEER o3 HEITH

T A B, BEEs 8, 2Pz EESY 384T E
T gl ol ERetd 919 2@k g}

HHTRE B HES A7k BREES AR 3ER
she HEIEHRA S 9ete] Rurdeka B, olelqt ZHERH
9] HIEIEHRIRE Luthanst = 7@ 2ol e gle},

AR R e ZH #AR BEES Aoz 2+ 3, ,
Highel glelAE Hififel FER . AR EWER Bk LEY BEY Rkl (LB
of o]l Ee] HEIERA ek Hifiie Mkt il MEEEN 2 (EH 2
Aol Fo] glrh “

]9} & MEMKEFR BA S = (R MR ke HETET BEs s Aok Wik
T3S Nk ol9k 2ol ksl HAMS vl WAL glor ok kel HEY H
Bt JRE M B 2 BMLE BadY JdehdE: A RS & E%Re ged)

Qlzksh MRS BEMS WS REs) S A e HEM BB, a2 am
BHEES] kel WAS ok & Aolvh ik kel BIEE ol HiMe Bels %
FEFH S AME HBAshe MREEEMY HEER 242 20 SHEMoR (Rs=za
HRTHEES 2ok BB Hraes o Fe urte JHige] #kslolel & Aotk ZF o A
meyo = welwl MMM 48 BES EEM Hrem EEsy Ml Bt v
g e BbE (B 2+ JE AHTES FEa ok & Aol

AN M
§i75:u: 00 k)
NI i
(4% fir)

X 71:0] 37
(AR )

JLELRYE
GEE#E)

2. KEMEMT O

el A A2 RS EEm 2 AMTHS BBkl KB W et AR
Fths AR o2 REEMHEY EARE 4us12 30

1) KEES] Rk

KRES] M= mt@fa s (Social System)ql [AlFell BHii4%] (Open System) o]z} 2
o, BRHEES Hel KBRS A—BE—IE L Wi it kEtE
.y |

vhA] welwl KERHERS MM BiEo 2 NE duelx] EWES fhigulel o] 2 EHURMS A
A kgt vkela, = k] BRI HFEEASY EHE 2 5 & Efy (Product)-& uE
= TRESRES B gl HEe] sterA B S REsE Aoelx ¥ 5 v

A
T
2
T

32, 32

(40) Fred Luthans, op cit. pp. 103—108.
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26 7 SEAERERE: FscH (A 54, 1974)

ol st A Whinel Mstel KEMMS vhest o] HALT + & Aolrh

AR REfER

% A [ — ‘ #Epree | — | = i
& 4 #i 0 P LT

H 25 & % £
fis # AFu Aol A ded s

A =y

i = itrol
i A % f: it

" l

KEZ SRS =56 B4, Mt #8EEE, WA, 2dx #$AS239 14,
BiGES Bt & $A R st BGEIES) IEH) : #(% (Teaching), B7E, i, Mg,
22 A REEE) S8 BiES MR BEste HEWS BMA, MRS @ Bl
e RS A% B S& ENDE SIEE GLE) o BHAA Jole BELS Ao
WiBERYSl Y= MRELES 2ol o B3 Bkl Ok, el B %)l SRS —Fik (Iden-
tity) ol 4] 2+ Y% (Cohesiveness) & [FIFFol EEHISIA =}, olwlol] FEH-S s mmige] =
kel B 9l HEERES DA BRE D £ES) LRkt Wifd wul #AS SR
vhAl Biifi (Feedback) 4| A 1} 7ke}, 4 42

18 B, BEUERE @ Eld s EEES AR wEEs WEEE, HEERD
BfRel Sl&re 28 UHE dvk KB el MRS HEIFRE A o fhale] Joi
#e] P17t ol Fold Uzrn & 5 gl

2) KEEMEMES]

KREMES — it @ilgsls 2e ZH0 e old =2 £mme B e
Al TRZREHI= B el gl Aol Hgkolvh oldl wiel @M Bel W3 HEe] WS H
giske, = el 2] B (Feedback) & o] wf ol R o] o] x| = Ao ol e} jit Grids
ol i F HES HIHE A2 Follok WEFIT TWHEsheh, = ks KEHSS sy 58

(41) James P. Donahue and John R. Mckinney, “Information Systems for Administrative Control” Asa S. Knowles.
(ed.), Handbook of College and University Administration. General, New York: McGraw-Hill Book Co., 1970,
pp. 3—96.

(42) Asa Briggs and Guy Michaud, “Problems and Solutions.,, CERI, Interdisciplinarity: Problems of Teaching and
Research in Universities, OECD., 1972. pp. 185—199.
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KB glefAl o] FRPATES Tl 27

(o BUFRSEE, B, BAR, A, HAb BREMEET ¥ BEE) omNe i EEe] =9,
el A7 24e) ollux fifhel] KFS2 o= FA S 7FA 2 ¢lvl, Schmuck$} Miles7| #5
ek St whsh o] JREFIMME MMM EMERS B BILE AT oM
ol A8 ®EE A ¥ Y= EHiFoleh W o= el vl A oS 28 Ehe

EOKEHR-S EFEEE Sl wdke R AEHEBEE AR vk ol g Mgl
= EEel v AR A Fle Bt 7HAA Xt 239 vste Eifelth dAg)
Bt BRKERE kol v MEIZEMER AR A ftells A R B P 2
Agel MEMOR EEH Ut ek, #EE ARES e B 94 ohsnE iZ
(Teaching) & A& stx #fTsh FEM U2 5 ek ole} g HidlA K& Biifo
EFE BEE st B vWrbe Hias delehy] 2ol MAEL To} L £484d TB
g A 2 EEEEC = ERis o] gl .

REHMAS AR HERFEG Bt A= fFEs Stol B <+ olv) #8EL RAKY 78
= Broh v HERAQ HAYe2 wbre] Wb E EEsiHEst S AR BE e —EY
% (Taboo) = JEFFH o2 wolgo] A vk KBS —ily Bi+ A HfHE =
Al FEste 7Hd KEEMAAA BH —Fik(identity) & 2] nc} o38]3 #4he =
MERS VY BEEAS TEEI A o] —3Eg Zowa st Zlo] FEovh ofrdlA Hbgs) KB
W ffse RS T #(he ACAHY HPERM Lol v —3ike] ogAl FMAE 7=
5 & AQ7E? e A6 EET 7 A o] EAlv KEELRY B3I Fhu o HREEE
ol B4 v AR E QA S E HBEEE MREIE S ste B veld gl

upx]ubo B EEAE R S #EG TEBET BiFl Y ffes EEE L #Higet
7] B} ofolriolel EFEI S Soll S we HEE HEtr EFEslH = el U
oo} e fH- KEHHE] AR By B4 wel BEEE EHEAY MRS
e HALESEY gleld ol {EESH & FERAM EFE 2 = vk 28 v BAKX
B —m REEMA % Wst HEEEES S84 ste "R BbE ol2rx
sieh, elAel, #i% LUl BIAE 7HEAE Qo] FolEolA sht BRI (teaching media)
o Al2g BE, ERpEE AR slhe HFIEEES W o viekEEEe %7, &
MESVER (2 BEEE) A B 5 = KB Bk (Open university program. External degree
program, University without-walls program ), E[97 84 /) (Interdisciplinarity) 2 ~]
22 s HEEe] #HHAEL(New University) o] B2, 2 9o ® 447 (team-teaching) 5ol

(43) Schmuek, R. A., and M.B. Miles, (eds)., Organization Development in Schools. Palo Alto, California: National
' Press Book, 1971. :
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28 SR R 54, 1974)

w2 37008,

= BRKELE HFS 24ES B3 AHME ste o wolx=z]y] Aastm s B
B ob el REE, phEpsd, wmidnkd, BA 55 #Hgom st HAMA #BES JEE
st gla, oldl =Wl #EFL Bist TEE KA1 8BRS 88y #fte BaAvEE
FEES WA U, olof 2 FiEe] &obx shd KBS fitzkel e HEJ BHTHR
oAl A skl oldl @it M2 =S gREFEH] ARksAl EREE Aot}

3) KEHMBEES EAHA

HellA A2 KBRS RSt BUUKERY fRatkdl o KEHEHES '7H‘i'6'}%rﬂ
el A —REEEERH IV KA phEdikalA F el MRS gk Fikel = A
= g gF Zelvt, #A=bA KBS FrEtksl 1 fatked »lFe Azl ke M
e gt A ok & Aol v,

Baldridge+ < o8 BROEE] 159 BEY HIE EEZ skl HEERR B
thE 2 o]l KEBolzli B of 7]o] iRy #51H (political system) 7l @& A &
3 g HrkA HEHEEEENA AL Folok & AL fEEstm Y W '

AA, B RE—FIERRA 43 o= £EMAA BAsEE BES Mt EEs)
Vb EREsE BikE wela b vkE R /SR E MRS GBSk 4.

A, faie] EE——AHES KBRS ENeR fIRE EHESAl el ol & W
R, &kl BEme ks B HEoR ol T U 4+ UEF Hast #Hikel
HES ol ST Bkl BE P & MEE EES U 5 UdES F& 4

A, K3 $HRR—ARBO R sl T Mt &EE v Bz td BRAER
S RS WEFENLR ZEY F A& HEE ohlle] o]l gt AR RKIES
yehd 4 Q=S Ft 43t o Mgk SAE T 4 31E Consortiume] o fiikk

Y HEES SAAVNES T 4.

M=, SRl EE—AREo R JloF MR HFRBREY S FEIL ol LER
BEslz ZpriRdel MHERYe = At Bigdl ot RUEMERN= EE s
WheAl s HHHTESE FOMES T 4.

TR A, ThoEs (FAEAE) S ME—ARRY A BitstA Y BOEREF
Fraiel A2 sl U & e Bt RS BAAA Uil sk F
(rEEHS BIE L HAANA RS FE 4 Sl

o] Baldridge®] Rfigsl 7o) KEMERCAMSY Bikel vt &, =& KB #HH %#HEEH >

(44) Baldridge J.V., Power and Conflict in the University. New York: John Wiley, 1971.
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KER glel Aol AFkBAEES Tl 29

A KEEY HES AT HHR, A TFLHM EERES B, i FSEEES ME
grsgel ) [ g 1% TFESH) (Subsystems) ¢ BRI 5 HAEE ABOHTEA o)
A e mEQ v Ech slvkelE Aol T MAMHS WHER EME Hlishe Aol
ohieh AMS HHAY L BRE e HEL-S EA LD A P, Biest
BigEe] EEIS T A 2E Al Hliel PRl EERIEALS 9T RBEGM P
So] KEMAMS EEEM HEel, ol BT AWM RELIEW (A, £, HAS Tk
M, FRESHE B EHS 26 9atd sl s Aelwh,

Seba KERlAS] MMBIEES EEES dhE ook & AMMEIA IRES = B &k,
W S ARG Selok vhn & 4 gleh  vhA WA K ABEYe ] HEme

S, W, FECBES gt o BEBEY arse WY Eib mAltsh HEY Lk
Folu, m 2% HEHRG BAY) MAcl vk KEAEMY e - (RS sleld
BT EES vhm o] AMBIROIA IEES  PIES EEe HEM WHAAZ WA
shed Folob eta ek

V. REEIKBIES BE—E/HA FHlE PhoeR

TR EEENES hho IR HMMES KBl 3t FEM EMst Pl g
& WA EFHT F A& A AT TAF LAY Fo BAFo| Tk olv] FHAAE
feial ulhel zro| o] MMIBHEES = EHZL W% I = o] HHEWHEA HEAHA % A

T Zdmar RiEolm 2 o AL mlA o] & SfEdlA EEAVLE Eiis ¥ EHTS FHfel £
#7} A 1~23 0 KT AE LER HAEHIE g

1. BHE BEME ot MEERR GERR J7:NE S PR F60)

B
i

u] 2] CincinnatiAE4#; (University of Cicinnati) ] SEEREIE PO o= Y SFMH Ml
BEse] A -2x qth o 7o SLIEHEEe} Bz o2 Charles K. Bolton3} Ronald K. Boyer
phowd apere] fEEEH QAT o] B BT AE §lo] RAKRERY HEes THERY FHART
of IEX #BErs o

Eple] FERILES 4 SHEEREES] Bibol o3k JE[E (Adaptive activities) ol g1gl.o
e FHEl, TRES AW 9 EER Soldvh ol 4 BiTehed A vlskA; TRt
IO G, EREAE, Hel=x FHE, BT T4 =AML fikot Heke
3 et

— 249 —



30 ' BEKEBE RIER 57, 1974)

1) #Es e B |

ST (R = BB (Client System) 5} (HHIY vhe $lo) BOHbo2 L& Hie
3 Uz 4 JES 37 Yk vthest 2 FEEE WAsiE,

(1) BT 2T Fhtel WS —0) ERER Ao WBEE RaR i) (1

A,

@) D EHY AV, RE D REe B FBARANA Q9

(3) WS e HHE B BaE AR Aoz RHR

(4) EEfol B E RE (RS FFBISH S EER A SCUHE (initiative) & 7 2 734

o,

(5) FAEL BEHEY Mol sk Ml Bl

oo} 2L FAITOl Bpte FURARA-S FEIESh MEHYQ (EHMd 83 947 iy
o e g, ERE: FBAE, MR, LM @ste) WA DA BEAE B
ol WAAE EEE do] & 4 A ek |

2) ERE

S BEESS HHHE T 2KEE Bd £ UES s @ik dts BE
o at HEEE AL dE WA S oA BT, A Ml 4 B, W, b
4, SERFBIE (Followup) ol kel BAEA HHS ADAAA =9eh,

FOREMES 97 MR 988 F AR el s ek,

(1) FEs = A2E —b) HEE Solsbe wh @l s ).

@) WD AE BRI DL KEORS B TN HE Bl mAHEY

HesES W eleh,

RS el AR ES B, MEREEE, BHEBLeh Rk, &
TR, el Bk (KB, Bske] ME 5S¢ Bie 99 BAE fEeky o
2R Em EEGS TS T b kel Astel Anh o) Mol fkste] ZpasUZel

o e Fhk SRS o MAMES imete] ERNY RESEN, WA FH
o DEHN, SEMES, AOIMES MM, EHE DD didlx BH 59 MEE AdLE
= obed %L

WA EHE BRI A skl SHEAS I, BB SROE BEE (sl M
BRI RS 9

3) Slel=u 9 A

skl o3 MRS &S el sk, RRLAESH BHPIE 5ol B8 BIHE (leader,
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KB glolA o] bz &H 31

ship) 48 5o] o] sle|=ul@aela ol T Al rdA RELEEY BES H#E
$19 B (agenda)®] {FRL 2ol £MERAE W2 246 HEIES a5tk dr4%
F=2
(1) #krel St 2%t %R
(2) WiE= EH
(3) =% fEs A
(4) TEHE M GRSl AL S o8] WRARA ke WHEsh 28 ok
BYFRERGANAL Hi2e KIES de) +A5T ol 2 fiastd A psdaAl i
FAA T ARFHES AR WED B AT gt B ERES o] o] gt}
4) ERREZE (Follow-up) , .
ZREEITA 1~20 08 FHEMRIS bR, EEEES kol MMM FLS B
oz nrh ol REmel T B Hikel oetd apd T AWk oA o2
oA FERHL T3l 2ok
1) #HRES AT HEL AT KHO HE,
@) R ME= ot gk B
(3) KEREEES PIge)l HdZEEe e BEAST HHLES 4 o
@) © e ARESe]l BT BHT & Av WEHE BT T
() Bofl B (RAESE A I, PeRE 2 ) B
6) EEL BEE(SAES A3 HH—T— 27 AF
(7) EElel BUEEIIEY RE
8) #2e] Ykel BRY % A2 Zeaa BHE
#ige) EHIEE PHEel HPUMA-S BRI (Process Consultants) 0.2 ZEffahod L]
% 6fEH ~26ERie] AA sk Al
TERRS BE
o] sl e MBI ek Qo)A EBES ko9 R vlste] Boltonsl Boyeri:
ohgsh o] By gl
(1) FARES HEE 3 (power) 0.2 #alA] ol o 74 (SIS 2 =A% o
oH\T BHIAA 6l Foll BEER FL 34 /) ERE
(2) BEfgut Bl 23 dol LT KEMHL BHRESK] by,
(3) #iZE°l W& (Workshop) v} #iZ H¥kdisE =229 FA6 obF-ad #HiS
el A 2 gbel,
' = 26] —



32 SHEARERE FrE () 53, 1974)

@) KBRS & TFREMY Bhe datd fgee] ML BEA o Folg)

(5) fLAcs) EEHES Py 97 W, AR, SN FEER ERs 9.

(6) BREILH/ BRI Kol olg HMRE Zolstn S WHEHNY BES JYeliA 3
Ae},

oo Z& AL F2 3dM AA BhHow s HEldA KEELE 9 fiok

ST B pyeld B A9 EF ERE oo BEE WLE T Y
R S RIS DIt W) WHMIIAR Bk 15,0004 JE2 vxA A2 A
B bl KB AAE 2 GIE BE F A @

2. fARAS B{LRERRE oSt RBEBIEES] HE (AR fEld 23 Fo)

A8 pimnet EHle HERTRYE SRS BEEk MY RS oEe Heb
o, ool =& HOAE MR e BLEHEER st HEe WES AET Aotk

%] University of New Hampshireol] A = [FCEES] &SN #0829] E. Stephen Jenksk
= ke & 19685 44 NE 7y Ddzkol AA KBS FEHEREES difsted pighEsich. H
HE— B BAEaiiiEd WMoz HEEsY ' FEEEE KBEE KU
2, B4 2 TBEE BAeR dhe ABHAASEGE BRAZAY. 2 #Ed ity 2
i I P S I

DE *®

19685 37 FAE #IFHGT MRAA LERC KETHEBES dGRE + =5 —W
o WZEE MY A& BHEYYh 25 BAREE KEEFHEEY £H0 2 A
I Lgen, olgs RHOoR WEAIA ¥¢ 79 B4 M Hite]l AEME Jeld
Zolztx BT Aolvh o] HF ol F F4E 490l BATFHEG RFs KEFHIEHE
o iR Bokdhe AMEDS BAFRE BHEE s o2 = KBS o)u] FifEe H
BAZESE Bl o G BisgEh 23 Pk LEHS fEikskd o

MR BAEMESE Bl ffifrstd HEE Ura, L o]l & Jenks#fEel BAE A
A BRE TR dut 3 RES #iEAFEGY ERE doled ABFHEEESY s

(45) Charles K. Bolton and Ronald K. Boyer, “Organizational Development for Academic Departments” The Jowmal
of Higher Education, Vol. WLIV No. 5. 1973. pp. 352—369.

(46) Newton Margulies, “Organijational Development in a University Setting: Some Problems of Initiating Change™
Educational Technology: Oct., 1972. pp. 48—52.
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KB gleo] A e MRLBHEEY &E 33

33 T2 FRo 2 Jenks#fZollAl KiHsHo] o] 23,

2) YEERRE B

196845 5 ¢ Jenks#iZE Q9B o #fE, B4, TEE & 2k Ee TR o= §
X JoESTRZE B (The Committee on Government Organization) & #JEAI A WFEEH &
Fahsgli o,

o] BRGSO FEMEE WA, KEEHEEY ERERRY HEEE vl BRI #E
b B, ZKEEHY ki B24:¢ HiE BHANSE RES He Leldrh

Ao¥y FAEAFE B RTHal BAEREKE RRCE BV E HEE HR
o] ohEt: A4 AT ddeh. AEEFEdAE 28 d5& AR EBEAE ¢
ko] shuche] olE oy KBS HEE ZAZRA S BRI AR ETYH ARE
ololt]e} 2 vl HiEhEks el .

sl s AFel s HEHISE vt fTEEE 9 B4 ERE BIIA 28 134 (#
As, B 44, KREEA 14, TEE 44) 22 fiaA 3k

3) MEEGY #E

MR ERE EE fttez @© RAES R BUT EHSHE @ BEERRE
(Decision-making mechanism), @ %)Z5fyel BEEE % HEE T2, As5H £
FEARS A old uld BEER Eiket B Rstd FRE BEIES st

wE sElE HETRES AR HmEL FEsH FHEE ETAES sk ok
27235ke] BEGAA BED AL A B 715 sed 2A FieA He #EE
7}A $ket,

1) RREGY #_E

e BREY R HEHEa, BAg 9 2R5EeH BE iR st B
&2 BRE s Aol eluk oo HI e FE, osd B OEiER MRyl
= Aeo) ik Eolvkrl AlAEg et

Moo Mol AAHE F, FE 10F~1176 82450 BHEUER A BREH &
o REs A9 g sl B4 80% HUb ZIndt ABFEESL ol RMiEd et T
el REGY (FES Eez HEEA RS o

olE] s}e] 19694 34 64U FEEGL Lo = MG/ 4Rl AeldA Med S #
LETEsHES] RRS WolEokel. o] A FEEE 774 (BuE 304, B 304, TECE 124,
JeEEzg 5u) o 2 RS, #igE ERY Zold Hfiske] BHEIES Hel oleh 25ER
ol AR KBRS AR o B BKF R, MEL o3 MHEMY ARE o
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34 SREAERE (R 54, 1974)

of MEEA = FiFl FF 501 BE BILE THx 6H¢ 3 @3/t Tho s B

w B
Jenks= fEmell A frG KB, Hilit@ 2 BuABT-S HiEst 23, HAMe L iy
PEiRol §le #iel ol A LT HeEsle Al thedk 2L Al M = ddm

fafeta alet,

(1) A& HE) S 92 Bste oo HFE 2

(2) 2vt o] ERESIT e fF#E AFse] vtz 48 EEs U £ UEE EHEs B
e B (EE) & EEE A

Q) =& 4L Afmes gEs vz A

1) 4 4T AL EPHAY ZBHETNDSY, Y BEID B0
A Ea S A

(5) HEMEBR °‘°V1 2 [ =% ¢ A

(6) fEEeAl A& PhZ3) AEe HiEskA 2 A, ,

2E3 2E o] A REE WGl AN SEAN FAY S, wEkE 2

rCr
.
rlo
mk'
N,
.lj.
dif
Y

SRR
Holl el A Wl HEtE=l BUR el EHEIRQ KA Hatdl o eke] (BiEE «) %ozt

IR L glEh, ¢

3. HmA@mel SMERER S #K (2l —Team Buildingjell 3¢ FHidiBAEES
=)

EELS] NTL Institutesl] 4 &= 215 2ol (k2% (Change agent team) IS ook FEH
= OMEANEL SEsl HEgsIdrh, Tl = SEFEIHEle s TR aeatE Al o
71l A & B ETRES 213 Ad RES 2 g

ol #E= NTL Institutes] HFIRES SHYQl FRIE Dolrbd A Aw 2pe] B/ ige
ol &sle] = H77el T2 (Action Research Model) o] #iigs}e] BBE=E A, = o] i

=

Tfﬁ‘ﬁ—% R 2feh ERES 2t 0] BERTS B3 M EREes) o 2
Kabe] fhrsl AR KAk HETHE) (group action) ] EEfelw zitls = g
A 2Rl Hrd & ERET R 28 @l EHE (R et ghgd chalst

A ATREMES ATRE WAl gleh
AA e MAY R, W 2 ARME BNE s Jdxe HrE Ehze g5

(47) R. Stephen Jenks, “An Internal Change Agent’s Role in Restructuring University Governance” The Journal of
Higher Education, Vol. XLIV, No. 5. pp. 370—379.
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KB oA fH#EHEES e 35

T Avhe B OH HEIIEE, A slel=w, [EME, SR 3, A
W eiEEss, Hib FEFEHX ol HhRS FERHE T+ e A,
=4 ¢ AER el WETERTE I st & HEESA Se e ek Bl o
MRS BEMAY F 9t WS BET azr)rb s,
A AEER Y < AHEMEREY 2oE 24 B8 717 A Ao = ZHEEHRS
AA 28 o2 F = FHREE & A Blﬂr»t—
A ARGl BEFRAY 4E (Change-oriented group) & #sh= £ B hvie
SRR FBRel v BhJel XAl o EFFA] obshar, MEAY HEMES AA 2 i
ol 3t @RI WEEHS 7IA Ade B
upAubo 2 HRlel] o9l BHT-E AARC EHESAl 48 HiF 8 4 Jd ik
SF g2 E SA 2E T Advk= B 5 4+ Uk
1) ¥ W
o] Bl BHsA = 6ffl ©-& NTL Institutec] 4] Huhif, E:e] 54, ERHES ek
54 gakstel ool HHASE hold Sk A WS FEAEE Rk w3
B BEERRES: Hre) Mol Sl olv) WS Hu% BUE TEcEE Mslgln, o AR
o Rk S S 10~154 Y] WE MRS o5 kWS EWmEle Y
BiRlES L LHS PEREET BT e BENS Polu BATe EHe M
o2 REVES REET 5 skd g} :
£l F2 FEERG R MLD EESH LGN B DBk BT REs hul
Hyel BMETTRS MY EEAEE Tk g 25 £9wdAl S5 £ s Ees
v sk dal BESEES] HRES HF?“L Lol BEFEE Fovh vhA Tl NTLESE)
2Jste] Wl Eo A& FAME PIIEHBE (Workshop) o] o) kel [HPIRY B, MRSt
WS B ol 27 b ZEHMS T Aol
B A 2R A 6~8H RBE #dolAl EEERS B2, Wi, EREEs S, )
ol el A} fivkel wiske] @Rl 4REtE Iy, = S KIS ARG, B, B
ik Sl A FEERES B ES BT 29 o2 g
= A Z AelA dvte} 25]0] 2A et L ATHY I E Had Ne BEl
) 2 M RS B, BHIREY K8, #Hs HB %ﬂ:t@@oﬂ 3k HpEsk
B9, HERE BEEE, BERE, WOEse B, MEE, Sl 2, 4k
e BrElh 3R, ARIEME Sol g AR FAlol dleke] Flgke] wEel Ak

2) A 2" 3k R k] 3k

W
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36 SEHARR mEMR 53, 1974)

o] FY e A B 25 BT RS (Action Research Model) o] vzl x5 ¢l o},
kel glel A& RRRIRE B yel iRt A4 Q) HhBh, HAEIISE e 21 BB, #EfTiEE
Ak ASA Q) HEAE Sol M=k PR o et o] Felzley,

et 2 EHsk W9 A e 9o #EJ) (team capabilities) ¢] Bafkol| SR o] E AE
779 Bt olwl <holl Al REEEE whel ol EEINe] o q ® ke BfTolela & Aotk

3) B4 N

o glelAl #elo] BAEEA Ak & EHEES vhgat 2ol B3 v}

(1) ¥ ABE Effsla RiFsle BiEs o271 &

(2) HET £EBEY ks BRAA Yt o

(3) ¥EFrHgEE=Y MRE fiRste o

(4) i (Organization) 7 [k A= W= 4

(6) & | %#%E miTel vrhe o HfEsE BREAA Yote o

ol o} & FEHL WHIMG AT 4 gk Ao #gmes HESe = EERI
A BaE (R JIsie smskel s e

iH B
A4 A8 oz #TEE o %7]— # hiEEEEe] o] 2] Sikes, Schlesinger % Seashore:
5 A ARe

“EEvEe glelA obd FUdk @S 2o omT»L BikEel AEHLl HEL BE
A7 2 93, Hask fFHEel ololroldl B% slzbs]l kAl 3 A= mikm E#el
2 filEks o] el FHEdHl Helsta dleow, BYLE (R#EAVHE BHY HE ' A5y
el Az ks AE £ Ae

= o] 5L nrl o flEM L FRE BERESRT H2 A o 2L gl &
s ol oF & LFAL 98 RSk 9l vk

(1) Byl o ZRAYQl fiHzcidl 3t JIHE.

(2) HHRESS T HHAT 7 de BERE BEE Jists ¢

(3) #£E) |EES BT F d+ AWHGRE GER s °~L1.

ol oo iR HENE, FtEEMLEES AES ME s Rt bE, EAREL £
EEe 23 =t B ZFol ok vk et gl

s G AL olAl AR e KEEgel w]Fo] Ed, FEEJIHE (Laboratory Training:
methods) & FEHEE Flfkel vk 5hfel v LR Lads vkl A2 HBRE M esd Wl
S HAsHE HES QA SHgEE ok Rt gld
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4 a0l HEol ol Bt ARMEANE (K ARMLMIIEE EikE T )

=2

"

KA AHOT R Gt MEAEEG ol EEEEY REE AT AT T
(19724300 Kzl A2 BEAYC T FIBIG BEE (BEY flolsh TEBTE
AA e Ak

IIETI |

R 1071400 A-£ol QE SEAMSE KA Qe KEAS] Hiad ol el 7
Ty EAKERE ARAGE. ols e Bk ERHoE FEME S T
Amg el WA s,

(1) HEKE Bl A KEHaH =S Sie] HE BE W TR B WL M

(2) Mol (e—kH) 02 delAl WS 2T E St HakBe RN HEHL A

2 WEHK WA

(@) TR BRI A EHA LEE B FHS BRI R TR

= ffgaredl QelA LEK, Mty —Bdk (dentity) o) SHRE 5

o) L LS FAQ FRel MEHRAS Bt Bl A MES ) Ak
& AN e

2) Bl AR S

LR S el A% AR HRE vk el MEs

AA, o) AL BRI WS WURELS MEEMAA T ol Rl ok fete 1

o

o pEe) Hfmel MRpeel EuE (W) T REshe 2
S, BEMEE 91T ZOZEE (Nucleous member) ¢] BRIz 1 ®e HEy 2 &M
K.

A, EEhe] Hgrel glelA HEirel REsHA ol sl Zphfilel Ax BAEE (Total sy-
stems approach)¢] (i EE ¥F& MIERIM.L2 IRRAA vrhe £5I (Adjunct.
planning approach) ¢] 3, ‘

Wi, o el s AV BEE

£ RS o R FFEl—ET—iFE—
slel=ule] BEE Gl HEE

e

i IR

74 foEsl: PFTE ROEMZY: (Problem-solving)
o BEE.
A, kERs) AREREL Ghikike) oo S et EERRS (Rl B
EA

(48) Walter W. Sikes, Lawrence E. Schlesinger, and Charles Seashore, “Developing Change Agent Teams on

Campus,,. The Journal of Higher Education, Vol. XLIV. No. 5. 1973. pp. 399-413.
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PhA e 2 TS 2 (Action research model) o] 2]k AR AR 2 ) R (Team
building) ol &3} EARE} HMBRL B A0 T #HES LA BA
Sieh el BRAEH (HAYB) 2 B & (ad hoc committee) ] HERE, 4 0] o} % S (work-
shop) #1f 3|9 5 LEEES MAEMEC EHS < o

3) FERE .

LEBEE el HWiysle] FBlelwl, Lindd #EE EAIS Fel wel HOEAS] W
TR AR T EREY S € < g o OB AY (LT ; Change
agent team) 2| JEAMHGREE-S Fiyshd g3 )

S{LIREER 9 KABE

m—T ——>~<—~§_ e g

EXETE | & amam o |— - mmmmam
(H17 Ar) (HEATECH, WFE M)

CERYEEZIY g 5 - 0l BRFE BB

PR UK R MY [ mEE Y s e
(BEPLOZ 313, AA2F) ‘
17 BB Y W, TR
Bl Wat)  [BEE, W5H
| PR R Y | (R )
C A 23 A GIT, T 5 =pidd =
- B
F@f@%ﬁaﬁem} ﬁfh@@ﬂ_[ﬁ;ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ’%@%{@? ;:L%FJ_F%Q] ok, T ]
EEYS 94 DIE S PR

Self-study=] 3, 335 FA | H el
TG A,

19724 37 ol KBRS T, AfEMk #1%, WHse EHEREE MM RERE &
Rol, WEERo £B=E kAol HMSsich o ZRE7T WS WO ) e
stivh AEAG+H BEERSHERGH) S Tihon a7k Bdk2fgel g R B
WS S5t ERE Wi Histn mmeae = —HS] WREBS Jol=u 35)¢e)
BEZ a8 R Bl W 24k AXEs Zlet,

T, THERANA e BEYEES 3 s ol & KREZMGIES 3 Mmmms

et el E e fiTel SRS HeEalod )

el
=

73T RE B MRBEEE O] ] -% ¥} no FEWHLE THEMER A2 ol s =
24 el T FEIEQ S fEdgsty ok WabAbel BL{RHEY (change agent) = i
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YA AA QoL Bhtel Sk ol HHRES FIRG FEEO MHfsled feedback AT
A7 oA HER AL B, TH, POCHE R BRIl KA A |
o] HER BUEES oA T EAE SEAA TEARA T3AE HpyH RED
Z B (Ad hoc committee) & Migst] HLE 4 SEAZHA BLITED & ERBLAA
7k},
(1) BFERE kRS BN BRSS9 BN, AT 2 S o) =) AT
(2) By AP KET 200, Ry B 0 BAE B3 B LR
(3) fTEGEHEE R, B, B (provost) @ KRITEBBEMS BB =t HEL,
LW 5
(4) TFoeBImeHE 0 BB o A B (A2 HRSRBIEERIICRT CRM) 2 Wisk, ki
s Huike) SHREILel HEQT A e A
ok e FMEPHETED S BIAE Hhd BALAA LAE AL ZolRA
= AHEDEY BHT HERA S A BB T4EhAE YHE o] 28 X
0% HiF B AEEE 28— BAEAR sl B Aekd KR HRsH
EE (R Q0

4) d&

i

olol g Puel o7 HMBAEES HEd WalE ZE HER B EHREY ©HEE
B ghiwesr IS EAESHA ohv sk = M AL 2FA ok ko Tk L& A
Aolck, Gl Alvlk s, G MM BE S ks Hrst s JElA 33 B
HagA BEDAD Aolvh, wiebd 2vixl Her #Ebigle] B #LE: A& 5 AR Aol

2ol el e Y HMR sk An BMURERRS HARGRERGET) (Inter-
personnel Capability) 2] fiined €l 3} Q] Btk (Cohesiveness) o] K F wi ol s} = = &
A obA = fkd Bx 2T BEE FEE @A Sdeh olv TAREE BP MMMHES 2
el skt 2 Aol

Pl dl7hA KBl A9 B A3t HFAIE Akl AR A716dA Best A

o]

WokA AL Hime R T + A& Aol

#* M zl3]e] 7= The Commission for the Advancement Christian Higher Education in Asia2-$-¥ RME7ES kol
FHisled v}, Hahn-Been Lee, A self-study for University Development and Innovation. Seoul; Soong Jun Univer-
sity, 1974. -z

#RHSEEE rh,o 2 3EF Georgia Institute of Technologyel HV/INE¥EHRE o T=HAl 1 ERTH.
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A, olu] <ol A BRI whel zbo] MMBAEE-S 24 KBS BREMA w329 HEw &
A= eiok & Folet, KBo] HHTF RIS M Eitol v AR HERS Hitkal w)
tt £0 vE BEre RESty 8l wFolv, ,

=, BEZER BAES MRS Hioly Bike MAMOR HEW KRAE dd
AE o & WIHElk (Potentialities) & 7131 9l-&-& & 4 9o}

AA, KEE W B AE s e HPMLl B =g wlol Mo 5
BA 7)o fEE el B RAEMSA Y SR REY S A S o)

o, KBl el Fok MRAA & Hie] WEke BRES Bkl 3o ik

TERRY BRIl BEUrl 9ol 3775 el ok & Ao]v)
oleell FolurtE WMEY AL FHEMLHS BES) H¥Holekn & Ao}

V. &  §W

olAlZAA S (1) MMGBARE A3 EIE, (HE, BE 2 dikel BE, (2 S mips. @
WATRAl A @S ol A% 1ER R KBS BRI, () ¥n @EMEe kEg
W Bl EHT 471X Hle) T FES Bk MBI ke BEsh BRH o
BA FEE 5 glod, o)A HWHE Mok A9l BY 4 & KEd veld JrAE
Hille] WaEal A ol ek A i),
A, HERAY BRI A Bo) MIGBITEC] KERARS B ¥ 3o EEES WO =
¢+ Ao PlEd o,
(1) KRERHERE SMIBE (iL @) o 29 e ol o)X BiES HATE R wo)l o] o] 2 i
BBEE Bt SHBRE ©1A BHA A 2 G A:fre] TiEshAl ok Bho 4]
S BEEEY W PR BEhlol el BAL EME EEAL L B el e 1
WRCE (B, B4, f7Hc% 2 A WA SR MEFEES RS porA s mea
S Welerh oW Efe B (MEL-L) A, A2e Mkt K, itd
PR S B TR Solvh oldle] EME 3 MRS MEMS Eme
Sha MHEMRAE S W5ERYS) (EBIRS] sle] MTRESI AL, o] sMMBELY] ksl ML
o A MMBEES EETAEM ] W% Frbm B 4 gl |
(2) REMMBRAY AS8E Folott iRE BEY HMMM BT A %
Aolvh, HFIALEAA L e HPIEENA o= FTHEH A5d @ge o
T (FFFERY) SRS} BAEe] Bikelt BHES Mol GHT. o) oo jif @i
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fbo} dlgishe) Mg, WSO Fed, HHY WEH SO BHEs 2A Ak o9 7
& KEMAGRSHS) Bibkel ] 3o] MMBIEC] KEMEGS AEHREA EAHOD &
malA =E Aok

(@) BAKEY A2g il B FEHES B ol W KBS B B
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oet, thA Al BESHIE BT LEEL.
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The Role of Organizational Development

in Universities

Choe, Jee-woon
Summary

Accroding to analitical surveys of (1) the purpose-values-processes of OD, (2) the present
characteristics of the universities in terms of organizational theory and behavior, and (3) the
4 cases of OD in the universities, the OD technologies are seen to be highly acceptable to
instiutional innovation in higher education.

The following is a brief summary of the role of OD in university development and
proposed recommendations for the application of OD to institutional innovation.

(1) OD technology is one of the indispensable procedures to university development,
especially with respect to planned institutional development and innovation.

(2) OD procedures should be selected and instituted in terms of the client institution’s
status, characteristics and currently confronted needs and problems.

(3) OD should be followed over a long-range (at least 5-year or more) approach and
steadily broaden its area from the smallest subunit to the whole unit of organization. For
example, it is more effective to adopt a team building approach, such as nuclear team
building, and broadening the team’s roles and functions to the whole area of the university
system.

(4) At the beginning and introducing stage of OD it is considered more desirable to
request special support of “change-agents” or OD specialists by the top-level adminitrators of
the univerity. The Ministry of Education should plan to support the change-agent team
(change-catalytic team or change advisory team) building and serve those self-renewing
institutions (such as the 18 pilot schools).

(5) The OD technologies in universities should be highly developed and refined to be more
adaptable to educational setting.

(6) The universities should take the following basic steps:

a) define and specify needs of the institution.

b) develop change agent teams.

¢) select the most available solutions, strategies and applications.

d) utilize better the available resources and administrative support.

e) improve interpersonal competencies and organizational effectiveness by continuous

revision cycles.
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