A ME T HE

P PSPPI 8 QR P
DL HEEEEE HAT RS M 2 mEENS 2E HERE Eﬁ?
DL MRATER HE 3t 3. 8 % :
Do e B I. #h2 5%
. mAn Bhi FB 1. WEH 5

1. WAER 2. KM G

I BiExs #Hen #hm2 1%

TOEM SolohA o MRS HRAI S50l i B EZIERCl AT #hPlo]
AARA O, g ERERS A Fd e Ley] A% AZE Hiwe Wkl F7E = gl
= ouh, o F9 sl Migel e MNERIL BEETiEel T BRI R =v
7s] H Mol e e A A AR HERe T ¥ e 9, A vt &
AEQA T 1F Bies dTH] od AL HENY BHReE ERAsHEE A=
g3 sty ot MEFEY 23dos 44% & v Weberd] HEElHRE HNBHKA o
g BLol A 20d Zolth MEEERE T EOT dbd o= HER BTkl A #S
Bl b3 WRE AuA ez 258 iAok o7l HalA FTol= HEER
AR A HBEES HFelE RXES o oA WERETE AT KEBRK]
FzefA. 1 gloh

B 9 EEFECE HREES X v wXEY 7t 828 werlxe A
ou, oblE EWo s BEmoD Mk Mk shElE et 2rlde sl EF =4o
=3, 3 TR Il B R Ac B9 ARt zEY, WA} A6
olad FFES TEIAE A

1. # S et #ty
M E R AT #AE A AR Qot®, @HmES A & o AP 2

* TEC Bk BEE

@ $rs, B zAAs e 525, d43 94, 198249 94 FE, 8-27.

(2) Ma-y Zey-Ferrell, “Criticisms of the Dominant Perspective on Organizations,” Sociological
Qu.rterly, 1981, 181-205.
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TAAES ABBERE AUAA GEPLE Ba ke Aot

phE FURARR = KE S 02 o, #82 £33 BEd BEE Az
itgf kel ste Aol S, Z #iEY BT T3 BEfel 984 o A9
Zol Atdolnr. & MY BavEmike HAMER, AMBGRH fEESR 5% AH
HBER o] BRSO 25 T4 2 BRI oA R A5 b 2= 234
el BRERR frkolste A& FdE & e Aoz dol glrh
Mgl HAERD M=tz g, ABBRL o Bre HBEAJZ 9% @y
FRoE juid & Aok &, #H8S] BEs BELS T3 HivE 2AsEd o9 7
& st bete BBLCIA e 4 dobe Zeolth olzle]l wiE Mo AHk(Organiz-
ational Ra ionality)-& iRz 3¢ FLjida Aol

B 118, maRee] B, WEER 5o HBAEMES MRste  HHEEHRAA
wEeld eI old AEES HES B BHE RE ged AddA e
A, 259 BEFHET TS HEGHEY BEe A 34 AEs ZrEHES
HAAA crokoh BEFFEERTIAAE AE2A A Flo] Rk EEH (Contingency Theory)
olzti b lx, o] & Bifire] Mol web fEEl MAKQ 2o 92 JdehddEA,
BT ot mEs B b E RETHEA e Fadt fEEE =&} Atk
e, RERERRS Hige BEchte AMe ®EE 234 ¥=, EEEAS) gl
A HEEIE BrERe 99 RBRER A5 0s 2] w2 HgsEES: AAR

T 23] o] BEske A7t A=A ak® o] Aol HIEREEY BEEEA N
AL Zdoloh. T8 HIREEAA T HRAEEY FES FAe AL otk o
o, BEET #oF SRS JEAEN MES ZEA ] Wl #AERe Zdetd Al
Eimol #IAsA 3t Hol Azthes Aol

o 7dl, #hwES] FEL didte] AEE BE AX}EI =E ATAE AFoE A
HIE7FS & BERHE 24T o H#S BREolY Sk, BEFES B, ATz
oE ATy EES #E)A e AR 27 webAd AFAoE AAsts Aol oix, 2

o,
o

T 4

iil

|

spoll o2l & Wabo] webA ol 4 AIEMGS BeAx $459E AXAY, AL E
2 g4 94, 2%, 459 A Fad ader ALaE Adod. & AL o

vobrbA], #NREES A Fo%H FLETE ARGl g FEd FEEG
X FIER 2B Aol o A FHAA L £AF °H753H-:- A4 E F =z de Zol Mg BEel =
2 ¥w g,

M AR thol HIRUBL] el AT #HUREE oldd & AghEe] olv] =9 v
50%EfAKe Marchol Simone M@GAEM] HEHELEA A4S0l Az & BEWE
Apolel = WET BT dor, #BARMeE By R 2ol oz, BEMER
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< fdA Ad Fgel e7HEA B FRO 4 #AE nE2x2 9o, R

<+ 2iA XO9E AL B2 9k G @ AT e #BEEEs A%t A 24
Mg #11FEESS FUutF A g S Aol ofete “loose coupling”s] AP = A A
s e, W RURERZEES RS Tt&OHEE] o & w4 “post-hoc dissonance
reduction” | A% gt 25 Yoz ook ® FEEHMe] J2E F2 QE BERE
o] “Garbae Can” Bflx w2 @AM N Kol o

EhmEEY e 22 o)l Eol MAREEMd RAZ Aotz 2ot

AA, EBS AFEE T Jor, ARES &} AEMNSE THte FES o
vk we A, HEREE FREEMN Sdo B

4. EBERAELE HRY BEHAE /A= Yo, oFateld FEHMAE —HIe
Zo] ot

AR, w2k Bivel v BRpERS 9%
vpEolz, ol ojzl& HAT + dv AEA ﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂ 4 S Aol ofrh

A, 7 elelv A Ao ot F
TS AEMQ Ake] opveh

FEMe & dAV AT BHvH TR HEES SRE Sgedt =971 sbsdE |
#IEREe AA 2y MEEN B/ BOERAWNA T BRERY fiEeth = o
Byl FAzxctz st as HEmd FRE Ase A= FEMNSE F3 e
. sAe, AEfEelztE A AAS iR 54 A e, A AdY FAE
Aweets. 259 AHE FAY] 9% ¥HeE: & 4 dgE Aol

-

&%

HEEe FEM FET SA ded, fiikele B3t ] e 2ol oY
z, 48 #EENCE HBBIRE Fitste AEd w3 FZol A, AvsleA, A
FAZA -, ZTEA o vlal HES 44 (multiple rationalities)o] 9tz & 4 9lc}.

[e]

13014 e s MATe e AAEE J—p%el glold R EAL A
o Ek, EES RES Bk 5 FEES A4% kel FAA %M dominant
coalition) | ATEHke) e Z o] Tk © MEEH AN Rl HASHE A
o M EHESO o XMES AWM 24349 §98 A AAD 42w
ez 8 gshe gk

(38) J.G March and H. Simon, Orgamizations, New Yorks: John Wiley, 1958.

(4) J. Meyer and B. Rowan, “Institutionalized Organizations: Formal Structure as Myth and
Cer :mony” Amenican Journal of Sociology, 1977, 340-63.

(5) K.I. Weick, “Educational Organizations as Loosely Coupled Systems,” Administrative Science
Qu rterly, 1976, 1-11.

(6) Ma'y Zey-Ferrell, op. cit.
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2. # hmel e
v MR B9 Bl A 2l 22 HES BEHAS FIEMRE Az de BAES

H£ES a4 FAH HTd BatEHel 2, MBBES oEAteld4Al At HF,
$ir, B8 HrE 5ol $40 vk AEMES 2AWNY AdEeld shE o] FRsE H
Fel &y A FFY Folvh Mg He iz =24¢ FEcse HEHY £EE0] o
€ AHE S dutv adA o E AA ST Aol obeba] A=l

2z, EIER =T EEEES BEHEREGA A e 4577389 EF8 443
Al w3, SHe] wE HEkEe T2 HEH S ddA A" 2 ddx
2z, 9k

A4, 1EGREES EACIY £EE] sty g =, olE°] HES 4=t 54%
F Az, = drid A0 E AYGE FE3ertete el A Age] AYAR, o
AL T 1ENS EBRfR2 23 gk

A, 11 MBS (authority strucure) & HEJHES —#d #olr], MBE LA
E Aol (MY stE Aol #hime TRt e 29 AXEE vEhd #Ehel =,
¥ HAR - ARENE T ZFAA Adeldh. FACdE B #OBEAt
ZE AeE By Aol glglo, o o] BB Had BElEE wiRE 2

= 3
A F5ez ah fEel 97 W Eel RigE —EeA @3 qoh A2 HEREEE RS
o 98 b AN DEE A 9ok 2, EABEA =R Lekdd BRI
foke 7 ol Aeh |

IL #&I ERE F8

1. BEEE

HiZe BAEKRE ATsted ol & At He AL #NY #es ddste ¥
Aol ch. 1igEe] power i social powers $Edz #J) me ol WA, o
arso] AEsy Bkl B e B 27 BREE 3ot goh A
#iol A3 Be 49302 s

AA gole TS BEMOE ‘Uit T o] dolok =pFA", Yol F Ho| FAA
978 ER] mE A do] AARHEE AN FHA L HE KBlAA AF s, o
AL Folar W BEHS 7Y Hzsld Fohe gulelth o|wdl, BENolzE
RE old A HEe HES T8, = BEERAES = B (FHdtc A=
R, 2 o Fo] ft@md 47E% (social actor)el ™, Flo] HusE wpsh 2ol o] Ffel
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HERL. L AHes e dolst 22 Bl REEAY 3 =& #h% 4398 7Hdd 3

ol e4Aez Agse B @ st AE ok Aol PoldTerd A “Fefel oiu
A P2 s E7dE o] Aol ol w Aol A e IS vl ol
T EEAL MdAl Eikelr] A Eol B o2 iEHANY FEIe Aoz
TR =€ oyt A{ e MR

ol e T2 BNl dvl2 HEMeR Agddh "ol EHNE AR
oh.TEA A He] G AT gl O, EAHEALE, EHER SoA #0l

EF LR NS oWsta vk 2¥] W el AL BAfRA AlHH, e
#Jjel o HET A} mx “oh At obEolAd #E AN HRE wepA Feroh
olshzto]l At oz HAold BRHENS Kot wET A8 A=l BiTHEEEA
AYolat Brig BN L REHAE AL obivh Bug#HE #7779 & 743 BREd
Folw, KAFEREC] Y BaRAR vEbve #J) 2 oA mLEnERel vrebhvhs #Ee A
T FE Zetd & ik vk, AR elst ihEnBE, mEgRlffel vzd usidq 4
Zel7l & Fol ot

Bty @aozA #hd A BRE A A AR, ASsA sbR deE 5AS

I 9l EFE Max Weberd] wEzholvh. Webere #1S mh&fy Bkl A & THE7 o
2 182 9 i x E7sha, Arle EEE BHT 4 ole agtkel e A sk

(<3

| e 4 SeE B @A 48D 4 P AAE WA BESS 28 5
S\
AR, EE EAR Bikel ohx ity Bkl AT FESE Aol

o
A
rie
o
ol

Be b2 AT QAL ol B A% 4HE AAL YE Al 4dsE
o, olF # AAE MEMOS ML R AgEelt Bol 84 28 AuEel ol 3
S 24 AAE S2 9k Aol 234 @3, A4dd FAE W2l g3 2
S Az-e 25 bR Eol Bm, Aol X Eiel WedE Mhel dekw @@
L g aeleh Dol GE A0 BB 4G SHes ARHE FARE 428
S g B2 W, HEFAE S GE A% FES BEE oA el e 2
& An o) 9 Aelsh E9 el AT gl M- WIS K01t BTt
e E) 5 WS B 2E AoE FRRE HAE Sl RE ush 2ol N
79l A2 £FF] Lol

I

S, B0 HHES RS ERT BHS FEE A BEE BAsed 2
A <ish wer G Aol ohE ARelAl ofw Aehe B W AL e AFo] &
22 2 Qg wolEoln o) wek 5 ek s, ol At 3 Aol A
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g Aoetnt B 4 ek AL B APel ALY A AdE FIAA
A 3l 7 opdsh, AQAA Shgel B 2 ALE welEHA AEelh B A
9 ol bd A golE Aekg dolSeldm A gttt AdAt 2 IEE 54
o WOFERTR, of ASolE MMl (R ALY Al BREHS BHiel o
Ak wob el fEMESE ¥ 4 geh =, Aol webgda 27
o 2 REERE ¥F AL AAT AT AGAA A vpFAR Aozt

o] Ml fERR Aol ohish AEE bl 2EsF B4 dEesz
ADNE HE TL S Aol T APl 222 BRP A% TL V¥
AL ohr, AR AATL Q& ATl 2T Aoly] WEleh AT HH Hig
$ol Dahl A7} B2 aloF i) fEe] ook o4 @%ke B%¥¢ I=F TE
W A% Bl WA HNE AT etz fEse e Aot @ |

zeah, el AdEe Age TRT AN E¢ 2AAIE Ao, Hiel %
£ wE geel p@mmel B T Aol ohimE “HNY BHE TAE 294
S8 BrlE opdth TEAS ngFY AAe] wet HHE T W S 2gFA T
2407 1M AARDL T F 0eh? ohdR TRAE HEhl A% BHE /]
detz H1he ol AT ARISE AEFHE ol ¥ AAA? mE ohETE o
Qo] B4<- AA G4 T djelo] Aee 8kF Aol G, oA £4I ALA
FELAT i jele] RS 97 984 4 AT SE FFAA? ol- FF
3 mgFe] B@ Al HHEHRE 2L 449 dEA ohim B 429 45
AT B2 b Ao dod A 2% F 4 AT, = dAE whewslel s A
g zAs e YA WdE F 9k Ade axsk doh 230 o $44 A3
So] Bt Te AL BF AmM f8] 2 BHN FHE oA et £ 2
i’_érﬂrﬁ Ag 1-“6]- 7—]0]1:1:" A EL %37_ 3}1‘}_‘3 7(}_“:_9,] ﬁoﬂ 1_71:3}.&‘ 7—11]—_— EZTPQ o Z 1:}-.‘_"":_
ol he A ol AT 2AA? R FEe AAAE 34 EAZE W F
A g g@mEAd S5 927 Foia Aol ok r.

A Qe webd SEHS TEAM Akl WAl dAS B2 FEs A CE
£ AALOAAE BF Folad AolH T+ Ak Aol FalFAY $AE AL F
Qi 4%t Adstze zm.-q wEE 9AsA AdsAz, gume BN @A
ABEE 19 9at @ & A5 oAL el 93¢ vt AR QA 2
ohl, g e Bt z%a% dids BHAToR AL A w2 EBHE T
A AE 4= ez dAch RBEUE £ i, od FEolt SAARE ¥ 2

A 3 Et Bal B3 T BEEAE ENT Aelth olAelAl ¥ vhsh 2ol 4

32 A4 do v m[o

e ;“‘; o

e
e
o,
32,
N,

r\r e

n R.A Dahl, “The Concept of Power,” Behavioral Sciences, 1957, 201-15.
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A Az FHE ol HE AL Az gEAAE #Hllse ol iz 759
FRE MATZA TRERS FEile (FAE T Pl |
AA, #0E RFERel s A7t Bel dalAd #¢ A dee A At BY
EE @B T 23T 4 goe Aol oz, od gdoAwt Avt BY A% FAST
€ Telvt BEot Bl A Axx Qe Y& T2 BRLR REDT £ o4
e fFRERE 8] $EAd5E oz, wad 234d5E deoh RIUFERl she

AL E olA vt ol el CIAE RE AN HEd BREdSE o6 E
A3 gleh A7 % A= ek A2 B, C, DI SAY Al Kol o3
A HNE AR YetE Fole, FHER ARE =5 ZE AFFAA #HE A=

ATE B ohth
UiA, 1= 443 7172 S £ = N sAL Witk EAlolx AWAd
TAE olvrh A7t BRo o o] Ade AL Ask B/ AFY 9 At ¥4 BE o
© 728 5AE 4 7td A, B F obFEHFA A Al ®Hela ¥, 4
P AzE ArAA AE‘OI o wol ottt ZelA BEe] o7l do] dilx @
Heh, 283, dusive] AFeiA e Axle]l BEE oA FEo] F Folx
1oz R4S A gerh &, BHol Sd Axle ofF &go]l 0.5014 =
3a "ol f2e Zolth
2ol e Pt AL FA e AT golg
gulg 2-gE 2 3z, By RAEEZA #OES AVt BE o #IfERC o=t
€ F5% AF N=E fFHole ERE & 3low, o u #IJel sz
- AAE iER BfRel FESE BRelHE Aoz, EAE AuHe A%e
e (iAol #Ne adelth. oI, #HY (FAL RikEel e S =
oo, EoE #NY BRe WS A, FdAez BZAHE Al ose

5o Jw o <k

pous

2. #l@HENE 2= HEE RRR
HgE D e BAL 44 F7HHE aA v 4 dded, 2% it Parsonsy
Trust thzorye] Vel Aoz, ® th& 311} Emerson®] Dependence theoryel] 1}ebut
Adlold. @ o] Fel A 2E:d HWENHY Bl HBERZKS dTie ARELE FE
Depende 1ce theoryE utz = ¢lt},
WA larsonse] A E 2w Asus| oA Parsonst MSHNS BH Eme &

(8) T A. Parsons, Structure and Process in Modern Societies, Chap, 1, N.Y.: Macmillon, 1960.
A so, “On the Concept of Influence,” Public Opinion Quarterly, 1963, 37-62.
(9) R M. Emerson, “Power-Dependence Relations”, American Sociological Review, 1962, 31-41.
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K37l fs A BES BEY ¢ d& —#tE #Bhezdlz %= 9ok o] % @
B HEn) MAeS MR 33 glolA 29 AEEHRS Wil QI = Egixm
A RfilE 7ol 3t gt o]AHo| A i Parsonse] #iH 5
3 Qv Ehelsts 3 ot el AR THEZ ¥ 4 gloh.  Parsons e ©%
T ¢oE du3gA T HBRY #OIHEY 258 RYsldE A% Egae o).
zev, RS oHre BER stx, Mg BE o9z div e #OERSE 9%
W= A #aolch o Afde Ao 2L HBBRESAldE EAR EFe] of
vz 8 Eme & ATkl £ #Eelth. EE 34 ¥ e AL oMk HEW
Hes fid:E 3tz £, NS BRAS] B Bl == £E LFEF
&% 32 P5F Folgw LSg A W 4AYTh  ParsonsE o)A L FRAHE
(investmen . of trust)el R-= 3, ©lx] #if7e) FAL Bl ZERE N A= A
7ol fEAe] Mgl FoF 3=, HEHRES HislA =+ @G @il Ax =z B
BUER =5 BRI EkEt e na g

Emerson- *Webere} nlad7lx 2 719 E#HE Adido EHS FRs=s 9oz 532
art. 2T ikgRfkl HEE ] A HEKREES HHBES BEW Kitez 2x, ¥
Zol A u-o] (KA FIHAA ¥ Aol A3A FE T8 22T wld o @
fd otz reka v wEkd TBE A9 #He BY EHS mRTE 4 Q: #HF
FE—3k, o] B B f3te A AV Aol Adslz JEsle Hfise, AE &
37 %532 BYF BME HA T I Ae Axd KEFIE o123 Emersond] g4
el Al Aw gt ubob 2ol EAEMA BHES =Hele 9 A F2o Hig REEe R
8} —FEts - Aol ek

Blaut -.9) ZZ#3ERo] 4] Emersond] #HaE BEAA, Byt L8 Hd =3 #
#HE AV 3 & # B Aol &FIA @& 4 ' WA S A A8 o
AAE A7- 22 3= B8 BES B/ #Hillst2 & A5<¢d, o« BE A7l 38
2 e BRE A BT oRA A% EABES A2 F JA = EdE AL
29 o2 o] Brl Mt BIES A= ' A, o+ By KEHSES uE
omAl As- HIHES A4 Aok AAE Br A3AdA 52IHEA wE
= BHTe QoA A TRHF SoAARLE NED FES 9L F dE AL
o dAlE Brt B =5 REREES vl M AZF AARZ 9l BES o] oA MLER
=l GA 4% ASelth o WFA fEfFe] EEMeEE of SR T Al st
B BEE 2 gl e ol WAl BRER-S REMe A, Al o= RS B
A EEJ S THEIAE Ax BEWER Honz A4, £ 2AE AL3HE g

(10) P.M. Blau, Exchange and Power in Social Life, New York: Wiley and Sons, 1964.
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ozts 3}zlch. wheba], Dependence theoryol 4 Fo3t BBz 33t 7o RS &
et BBl st RS & Sled, o BEEY Fd RUHA 2 B RERTEHR
9] #5i7t "t '

3. WMAR

Bl s A A E7tA 7hg gol dFE Aol FEMAHoletz & 4 vk dFEo)
Higel RE" 2ol oldx, iheiEiiel A3t —HMeE /Bt ok, Mgl =2
2 A" F 9le otk olv] W 4eA AEels] Wl Eol 7k AFIU R s

7b4 de 4eA ST Webers) #hs) #gel @ BRI, 22 @FH, selaqt
A, AEEA A ERY B Zelth MV o] H¥EE S dT ERRESY BE
o 7]::8 F2 rh

Frercho} Ravens] iM% @2 aeial ZQld, ol&& NS BHA #J)(Coersive
Power , #{KAY # 5 (Reward power), &80 77 (Legitimate Power), 9877 (Expert
Power , MBS (Referent Power)s] w}l71A1 2 vz Qleh, 42 BEE o] ohi7k]7} 48
Y iLER 0 BRolJl e AR QB A SEEES 444 ALddA oe ¥
Ao ok FI7lel, BHE #EHL SENITE AX, FEEEN 5 oo, R
Bhs BN —®s1 2 5= gl

Etzionix Frenchel Revend#l #7759 Mol =& &Y kel o= 458E 3tz g
=, 29 AR SEIBHEY $#EJ1(Coersive power), IhFIRY #(Utilitarian power),
HHny #) (Normative power) —& A4 o HEMOZ FEH) & Watelel, AA
Migh 1% oF3 ol & BuBEME Aestd A9 0kA MRS Rz Qo FRK:
o] 3 Esls ek @

Bie:stedte] #71ol &l R ST HEM RLF shdelz sk 99 Bierstedt
£ B0 AF BRAslz dov sk st Aoz 48 (Prestige), &S
(Influmce), @Jj(Force), #EpR(Authority) 3 £ ¢iv}. Bierstedtl: o2 AZEAH
71¢ T HaoE AEsA %z RERSR E@StE iy e oled SEE
stz ok 3 EeHlEA B (D BRES B Q) fafke 2 292 (3) &HEY A
7bA @&l fjaiAl RES ch Bierstedt® Hgola 9vh

o]3-] Olsenxk &-Zo #He FHo] AalA vlad A4 5 BFY ¥ ded,

Mo

{

(11> M. Weber, The Theory of Social and Economic Orgonization, trans. by A.M. Henderson
and T. Parsons, Glencoe: Free Press, 1947, 324-360.

(120 J. R. French and B. Raven, “The Basis of Social Power,” in Group Dynamics, ed. by D.
Cartwright and A. Zander, Evansfon, Ill.: ROW Peterson, 1960, 607-23.

(13, A. Etzioni, A Comparative Analysis of Complex Organizations: On Power, Involvement, and
Their Correlates, New York: Free Press, 1961.

(14 R. Bierstedt, “An Analysis of Social Power,” American Sociological Review, 1950, 730-38.
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Whe fIEstedl 95t FE(Resource)o] wet J|EA oz IREIS (force), HEL
(dominance), #g (authority) @] A7}x 571 9otz sz ok 99 o] A 7lx EHE o
Al 7 FbA o) TR ez oAl v, o] & FAMkS ofF iriEsoord HEE
o lth

1L el A%

S g AT 2R el 84 x5 dert st 49 A
Bigste] ORIk A& dFE 2A e ¢ Ao 2 fiEe oA |mEW EHS
i (hierarchical listribution) $} KZF @y # J14r 7 (horizontal distribution) & o A 3, %%
= S # 7 (interorganizational power)ef] o} & 24 s} fHigo] Wik&wy # 4 (organiz-
ational power i1 society)o] Si3t ZA 22 v & Stk Arld A ol Fd A gAY
el el Bo12 sl o

1. EEMH 3%

HEEIQL #o1e sfic HEel AXp9d BEREQ Erdld 128 Fx doh 29
1} Michelse] ¢ Tl 4] ofw] viepd whobzte]l FEMY #EHAMe AKAY HEEET 2
Bz AL ot . A7lel] W TS BEEHEESA e A #EHEE (centralization)
S MEEEEG A AL gk '

TtEELLES S A2 dtd AFA dTE TIP3 d Hagest Aikend #HHfErp -
S d=iskA] g0 E=t #Astd 43R ed, HPMEU 2 d 24 dFE BOE
hEZE Erhe AL wAgch HiYte BERES S84E A5 ol #IERS
Bikdtohe Acldh =, #he £PES #H FEEhrl 22 24604 2 oz v
bt e, ol E#frt b5 HAlMelz BRI EBATSE NMUL HEE AH -3
347l mH | AEelth = AEE otoldeluy AYE EHEPES =2 ARl E
Z dobEo Ac| % AFe] deke Ax AH=Hg . 1@

Tannenbaum 2 E&@Et AL ES Aoz BRI #Iol AEA HAsd A=,
= A B Ne AR oW Aolen Adses 2AdE 0 2 4e o
2, 7%, 2z #HA G2 AgkAl Agelded, A A¢ BF ARME B
2 AA Jgix acz datg o, #AESY A= A3 EBEL HEFHE Aelst

e

It

A

(15) M.E. 6E n, “Power as a Social Process,” in Power in Societies, ed. by M.E. Olsen, New
York: M cmillan, 1970, 2-11.

(16) J. Hage i nd M. Aiken, Social Change in Complex Organizations, New York: Randon House,
1970. .

(17) A.S. Tanienbaum, Control in Organizations, New York: McGraw-He'll, 1968.
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DLl fo Betheft
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2.0
(i 1 .
e} el & aAt
ERt
%34 : Tannenbaum, p. 78
a8

chi- 2 HARYS YuTeAEed LHRESS fAAgbed e AREL
#he EZHol o Z A2E J4sta vk = wpA T A HA A7t
o o AAE Fhfel Qe KEELSFE o] T ook Ak WA wiwel BAE
Bl UE e AAROE HhHESS o wel Fojok rkx Aztetx sl

AF @99 MRS B 479 WmEe —HeEA v Bt BEM Skl T
e ARMOE Foli Anth o B JFHE AAZ JAshs] @ Eolatz & F 9
ot o 7)o s)A] Mechanic #gAelE TRl Fo13 A oldoz #Ie 42 +
Qe A R0l YRk 23 ol & g@RmeE Aelstdn sty ch W

Mechanico- #liAe) M-S W, A%, 2o MR, MRS Bh A% gEe o
mhit polaAl st el wWeEld BmEdchT B3, FAR de AdEe e A9
olif o] o FAAY WES} ol FAAHL QAT AgHo=2 F3F

3
gozA, olHd HNe sourced] 44 FTE T 4 Yoz Az 2 g P4

2,
oA
S

r\

0}

(18) D. Mechanic, “Sources of Power of Lower Participants in Complex Organizations,” Administr-
itive Science Quarterly, 1962, 349-64.
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3t Aolgtn ot = HBEESHFTAAE LrEEel @ 4+ dod A gz e
@Kol dAA FirgEe] 4l 4& A Hed odx TREEe] 4FHe JAE F
& A7 D e Aolth = REEAd] 9 B HAEE FRAES o£8 ik
19l Fol itk Mechanic =3ta ok, HAlJetE A2 A4 #5& o
el T #H 17Fel At fhife] Wty AwE AFsA g At Fars A Xt
71 Wl AZ] ZAFE A= 2o FBEMY A EC] TolvhAl "ok 22 A3t
o A& A+ XEE At 48 T2 dv THEES 249 il FEs g
2, 83 wo AAY gL AFIHAL F AE FAE oA o] &t Ae]th

Mechanice] 24 9] TFzEke] #Hol A3 £4L& g =
AEEY #he ddlA AFE Stk Allend 21719 EERE HEEO #EIK#EY
ZAS BT BB HIERY BB A STt #URNe] BHECA o edd
Aol 7sd e & TGt F A#FEEC 9=, Bk EETC] d' oFdAE R
o] AAR 7t T HHE FAst A7 AEd 2¥A &L AR 4 gL 245
W glglvh ol 2 RkFECE HE g A fele 2384 $E fFEdA 2o A
o2 ByaFe FAIA vt WREY EFFEL dubR o R o] HE BTk
I st AR e, olF BHES FAGAL W Gl A wE B Aol BREH
vHebRt e

2. kFH I

MEY EH e BEHE 393 Aoy Axe AHole AR TAHAd HEBEE

wred stz gl el v KPRl NS TEE AR EE HET Hfd dE AoE

Ih%

sl 9 BECIY HBAll QE HHY EES GFE Aoy W el 2wF ¢ &
9= A7 el s |

KPRy HEARIGRA A3 T 99 RSt 2EARA I e A dTESY
B Azts ook RigHES SHMERS KElel 2 ¥l okdz =4 HEHEEE
zAolx, dPAE solrt Yz HEK#EE dEzx vz 9E AFEER FTAFHA 9
o}, @0 uwizla #fEphe . HEMERQ Bffd demAE B, Bare Al AA =
3 o2 Apole] ZEL A AASA = ohE Hol ok,

2 Y AT HgRY KM EHSFHA AT ATl AF 9FE gl £ 4 =
Ao ERIE o] ol & Croziere] &Fo|th. @V Crozierd| = HFISHTS E3le, FE
Aol A AW HETIe) A AVl e AREE A delvke BAsA Xid

(19) M.P. All:n, “Power and Privilege in the Large Corporation: Corporate Control and
Manageri il Compensation,” American Journal of Sociology, 1981, 112-123.

(20) M. Dalto1, Man Who Manage, New York: John Wiley and Sons, 1959, 71-109.

(21) M. Crozi r, The Bureaucratic Phenomenon, London: Tavistock, 1964.
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Ploleta atz, o FEEEHRYL (uncertainty) & #2E F 9le ¥¥& 7H3 HE7L BE
g #T5: FAEA Rohx st EETH e EEE AN BB G2 25
A EETEE 98 SRR dEdez & Frgod, £EEERS hRifEdA &
EH e v[H X, EERES JAAL KEEEBHCI U WHEd A vty =& A
Alell wikA FAel7 gt ste A F Ar|Eo]l FAE £EAZ RET + dv I3 #E
gl il e = RE=E g?%ﬂlﬁ‘ﬂﬂ el A8 £47 9 A o &
datA <] TPl A T sle AL AAZFe A, o] AXw ko] ¥Wzk il
Hojof tted], 7AE AT AL HEHEhE A wetd 2 5 =z

A& <2 dAT AF dojvte FHERI AT AAZEAE a3 F e $3&
b A-- Bl A, Wk ol & AR EaEE A F ' B ddde A
o] e},

Crozie o] QTRch 44l Zolsl& 3lA|gl, Landsberger= o] & ®| &3t A=ts maaly
o} @2 2- Landsbergere ol Ao} F 3] AbEoll gt HHFAEAA 3] Ate] EHpHiol o=
S8 s MBHES AY GFHel Iz, BHERDL Al Arlde BEHEY 4%
Hol Az, FA ZL ol fwl Foll F¥e] L A e Pl FAY el FEe At
=k,

Crozie o] REEEMS] WEHE TAAA KPR BT A3 8BRe BiwoZ e
A& A <] HicksonEo] g3]4 A A= BREGE R UEEek (strategic contingency theory)
o|t}. ¥ Hickson 52 o] ke ¥4 oz HBL FHEMkd 293 sle FEREN
o BB F MA R g BREElelHA, A FAIE FTE ok syl wl el FREEH
€ FE5 12 BERS A4 godd gsHcvhe Thompsond| M@ES wa = gid. @
F s FAH¢ 24%e As #BA, #H, EHAA AAVE FHEERS FEIE F
Aoz 13 Q¥ Aclth 249 AHRLAEL oY FEEHS MENZ Jrd a7
3t BEE 22 Atk zEid & A delvie FHRENES HREE 3L F

+ S THEEES kel oA ME&ED BfRd 49 weia o
2 FAZ T3 Qe S AAd AREEkE A e oE fHEBEE
L 2 F E kD THE Aolth o] (KM A uiE MERY HHEE] dodues A

(22) H A. Landsberger, “The Horizontal Dimension in Bureaucracy”, Administrative Science
C iarterly, 1961, 299-332.

(23) T J. Hickson, C.R. Hinings, C.A. Lee, R.C. Schneck, J.M. Pennings, “A Strategic Contin-
g ncies Theory of Intraorganizational Power,” in People and Organizations, ed. by G.
S laman and N. Thompson, London: Longmans, 1973.

(24) J.D. Thompson, Organizations in Action, New York: McGraw-Hill, 1967.

— 119 —



BB 4% HHE RESE BEECD = AN D QA AL BB QB ),
BHER {05 ko] 2 e MBUAST MENMOZ BHHE 446 98 A54e] Atk dF &
W, Aol FEHE FFF T HUREC) BHS TN S (RAS RHEN) B Hel
A A% LAE Gust g BHEY 494 dg8e ANS 22 A2 FEY
F Ao s FFHAGE Rl AN (REW) 293 BHEY 2L gadde
Aolth chi-o] MM il A A=t home fBS A48 At s AL HH
PEel 9% BlATh kg (B (centrality) £ #BS] 7 5ol Aolrt AsW FAAoz
279 EH> F%5 A0 (mmediacy), BIEMCE JAFE AL BE F2 (pervasive
ness) olo] sl Fobdch AEAeE, BEE RAREHRS BB MHN EHS
o] A e TR WRS A4A5E Sdo] 52, 2 MIES Bk Fosg
AL oM e ¢S % athn dx gl

Hickson ‘32 obd HfOS) HAE 94% RUAD, 259 Mo Ao A%M
HAAH BBHE B E 449 & Qvn FPetm el Az kbl [
s\, i) A A AW, BURel Bofel WelA shwl, aevid fEe Az
TREE O] A s H3 o FEEHS Mksts HB7 A2 SAe  NE HIMET
SR che Holoh FE olA% FREEES MENS BOEEL A% Qe o
W, WHEHE AANAG EETS] v o) W HBMY HILEE A58
Agert REEE AL ATRA, EHelY Bt A BULE B WA =4, &
#olv 183 BB G el AAA & Aol @A sk Ak, @

Washy B RRERS DEMTIS BE BECE RWSRT Bd, od 2A9A BE
MEES T e BEE BNS RESE 349 TR0 Y. AL MEERERLdE AR
WEo] v od GAE AR Rk d, Ho] 98 AFEo] FERERS BRI
dee) BEEEOl T AATE T vb ko0 AN EEREEEN A EhRGY o
ol A KB o RERE W RES ST 9k 4RSS, BRI BERTS RES
B EMEA BAEK, FABMRE ST Jebtq (paradigm) BB BES A5

FEo = okl HREKEC] &5, WRAR AT BEIWEEEC])  Folxlr] = Fo
(25) M. Z\ld, “Organizational Control Structures in Five Correctional Institutions,” American
Jourr 1l of Sociology, 1962, 673-81.
(26) J. Pf:ffer and G.R. Salauick, “Organizational Decision-Making as a Political Process: The
Case of a University Budget,” Administrative Science Quartely, 1974, 135-51.
F.{. Hills and T.A. Mahoney, “University Budgets and Organizational Decision-Making,
Administrative Science Quarterly, 1978, 454-65.
G.!!. Salancik and ]J. Pfeffer, “Uncertainty, Secrecy, and the Choice of Similar Others,”
Socia Psychology, 1978, 246-55.
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WERER A AT HEWH) AP T Dgo] Rolalch watd seciqde] BREKE &
SHAT S B2 BREE T4 F23 571 93, Axtdo2 kB4 AHmeR
B e gaetA do = seeqe] s Ee] ¥ Bie 2¥x 2o Bug
W duel BHRyolv Fikel dl g £EF o122 Hise BE B3 #idol o
7] wazel ohE Brekd Aol R el AALD . WERES ool BEdE Be
gt S aEe AHoE AdE F 5 A2, £ oKBdE dFud w4
overhead & WA 5|22 KEBRAA 253 #EH A2

BRAEHC BERE T8 olfE, FIkBY ASole 5530 BRMEe & %<
"qely] Aol R Stz = ANERY] A SolE BN BEREC BERE AR 8
3 97 dAEolth o] BifRE 2 o= vehlid ol o} 2o

23 : Pfeffer and Moore, p.638
d i ge fHEAH Y

Pfeffer o Moorei= E2fto] #7112 F(Ek (reputational method) 2} % B g (participation
in decisi m-making) 22 JUESt2, BEHES BECel AR #EeLS) A o BEHEEN A
BERE FAEZ 2ASEH O 27 KB 20MERB A A BRI 44rH e,
Bilo] A Zyfdt dTH Y FHe KBRS Tad TAEES FHE IAAA HEMGK
7} 93, WRESEES BiY secdd BREEC v dce o] vy, = BH
o ®E- Bele #hA wpishe AoE vehdth KBY A KFEN EHShe B
Flabolol 2ut op] e} BNl A HESHIHZ HiHTE 5 Aot A6, TEERY
AE i, AZ, MBS BRI #HESC d& & e, Plefers HIEUN #H9
o IS FANE BHELA, HFHHN LAREY B, d¥ A T5dT] 202 3
o o 4 HE HE B, BEE, E8ERY WF, BiEn ﬁﬁﬂ t, SEH A8
ol R HEBREEB Y Fox, WREERS 2E, BEARES A, Hitw FH, &

(27) ]. Pfeflfer and W.L. Moore, “Power in University Budgeting: A Replication and Extension,”
A« minitrative Science Quarterly, 1980, 637-53.
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Frete Ad v <A5E £ Yo ®

Perrows %S HHo2 &, [KE MK, WHESEE Aold #OSME SiTstde
d, d7lel-] dojA FERE BRI BERY A= dFste Aol Perrowrs}
ZAT 71 Bl e Ehol v HMfol A o7t dALeE BTt A o [REAHLE}
7} o gHo] & FAolgled, = BiE Perrows £39 WiBMEM4olstz Ex U

Z WHERE TolA AL 71gdo] F& oJgA dept Aastz el E Zdstel A
REES AT Yok weE ¥ ZE FAe 249 FoE5 FFAYE A A
vk zEh] % zA4L JEFAYE 715E BAST U 7 (gate keeper)> HERFEFL
Folrh B HET =49 F9& LEAA, AFY BHE mbAAk & LB desh
AZE WES ALT o7t e/t & HES EiES o4 BRAME 42 dlgiAqel &
HEE Zoit. 222 REREE ohE FAE] ZRE 3 FHHE SAT=ZEA
FE¥HEL IAE FAA Hoh zelv RESHE M2 e HRERS FRETEST ¥
2 e EEd ol 22 #iEswme RYE sMstel. Perrows = RETES FFIE 2

B 23U 9] & HBel N3 KK B3, B =T BAS H9E Qe F 33 g7
o ol ¥ RIS BRY Bt B2 J3g 0 o] wEolstx w3tz st Wi
rIQl #Pe EFEHRMY RS A7) 2UEAE SdAe] Sle ez Holu, AR
ol FEAL hEA THEHES o] MERTENY SEMMR Je MBS #EITHE
GHste ¥ FHT AR Heln, HEFGmM RS KB BRE ol BENE B
ko] WE THIEEHIE Atolol #IRGE Sitsted o AZET AR AL

m

28 ].vl;i Ez;, Power in Organizations, Marshfield, MA: Pitman, 1981.
(29) C. P rrow, “Departmental Power and Perspectives in Industrial Firms” in Power in Organ-
izatiins ed. by M.N. Zald, Vanderbilt U. Press, 1970, 59-89.
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