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AUALEIE dE EVMSE BER AR - AA - AN - £33 FHAA BF -
thFstAXM A&3HA wsteta vk 53] g BHLE Hole VdEAL
oleldt 73 W3tE o FA wolEolitol ure} i HEH} JAAY. 3}F
o] Wsgle] W2 7IdxAY HeFHEe FE2F EAET ofF AL EAE
HZ23 o st EARETH 450 o8 7]go] o] B3 E AEA &
el mel 2R AArt 2A g3 Aol

ALl T AR ol 2AFAHY MY E3HF - A3 A - FAF
W3l A dAe g Agelng, FrjH ez WMals FF3 ok dle 2F oy
MR AN E =Holv 7 EFA Fd3 A5 7MAvEe $Fgoz
o] FzIHoF & o))

?l{}"]"} ;‘7—‘?34 2 F71A(organ) = 7 o] ¥gld H-&3}

Z2g olForle 45 H L uE QztolnE R3Z o] 23e
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Ho) B7el Hgste] Mkt WA FowW < Wk

MY WART TAFE LE F7AS Aol U BN d5HA A
o) 9ol Bz ZAYAUH, o5 2L YA 2985y A= 24y
Aol AR T2 Yok FAT 2Fo] JEL A3 FAHE FHA FHNA
gRss 0@ 99 A 2548 250 42A YA, Aaset ¥
A7 e HAg F75E Aol Folok @ FAjoln,

Heha 24849 43 X S| FlA A% d8Hez AA =AY
43he BRY 5 It 2AWH] FHE Fu 2APUL 5T ZAAste)
2% A7l BHS T3 9o

& Xl(innovation)& o= Roko] 2 §3l=rtol mat tp¥stA T £ U
T, Bopd 2 Aot gstA vElY vk 2HA ditd ez FAE AHY
E ZoklA Al2E By Fug AHIESE 3t BSE ofr|dn AR
oujg FFate Aol HAlelzta B F Yt gAEC] FAE A A

g_',

ty Ho

AA AUFFdMAE e A st FEE HUg 24 F Ue NEL
gHogy AT QS FRA 0T Mdsta, A%, AHEstE AE AL
2 BE AEE A (Richard, 1973), 44 E HEE Hroh &olaA 24T F 3l
EE2ENFE 55 YU U - BEY (A4S FxHoE MEs, 2335 e
3, AHREE RS gAeg BYE o (Huberman, 1973). = 412 Fol 21 A<l
Wslote g aRHeE EXE 24387 A% HFAEE AN i FF
5l 32 (Miles, 1964), M 2& olojtlojy} AH T &= S o2 HE ALl 9]
+=7} &9H(Rogers & Shoemaker, 1976), &3 #AUE A g =& WA

3o AgE Yroz v AHEE th(Knight, 1971).
ZAFFAA HAL AAE S8R FHAHA 98 7HA] AFEIY ZHEA
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< B¢ FEAAS Ndes E833 oy, ol AdF AAFEY A& 9
3= Aoy o9& v gl &9 E(J.A. Schumpeter)E 841-&
AP (WA, 1988), MEF otojdole Jdsz2 iy EANZN FH 73
A3 A 7EAE B RATIE A ol27171A1 8 A7 MR &Fe] EFAE Falo
2 RB7|1E ¥tHMarquis, 1972). =3 ZETHG. Zaltman) ol A& A7)
E © g4 T(nvention)& A FUF quEA, & o3 7I& W9
(concept) =& A9 71eg 2¥std Fddd A SAA F4d A& e
o] Mt F2AY T2 A2, Q Aol 224 oMU dAd JoHE AE
+ ¥3E =qds A, @ 7€ A A oty AJAVE EAY EAl
3, A e 2ACA AMFA AGEE otoltojet A I AAE HAo=
B3 tHZaltman et al., 1977).

oA Fildle MAFEH} 2AFEAA vtgtEe A7t g FE AAE,
AMZE FAJNE e 7] AT P9 AKolgts SHANE T8EE 7}

A3

=2

N

i

1.2 8ol

&A1 (innovativeness)2 HA} FANEG o2, HAde] A3 AHE o8 7}
A FARYA FrEe THekE AdelE & 5 Uk 2AX(E. M. Rogers & R.
A. Rogers) 52 A& MEL olojr]ole AMeEFgH oz B v HAAHL Al

& ololtol & AEst: £ AozA, od AlFdMER N4 EARE
< A3 AAMAH 23 WY o FEAA Add A A & on gt
3 Aold 1 dtHRogers & Rogers, 1976). o] 5L HAAH S 22 U9 ol +3
A Aeolet By A FH& AX, Fv], HIt, A&, 2831 A= g
SAZ AstEA ol 7 dAR ol & MEste AIRES Aol FH
wel #$-8rh B3 YUHE. Rogers, 1974). 3, 2 vAnit BA Afdaits A}
&, UF Agsts A", AES vEE A 53 2o & AN g4 £33
A 7HAL, AT A9, 23 A A Y d8 7HX] SWC N EAS 2EEtn
AL, EF ZE olojr]ol & At EA JAME & AR AF Fo=2
A E 4 dth(Janssen, 2003). o}X @ iAo A& rt = FoAdA
o daiA dPE = gloy, 2AFEAAM o2& ZAERFY FHEIY BAAA

G o] 2AAZY 4T LA A GAQA WA &

R

>

=
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AE e 5 UHEM. Rogers, 1969).
T ALE A 4EREE AR BA5lY I 948 AY A7 B, EWE
ofojtioju} A3, FHeloly & E= 1o FHP GE A9, JALEA,
AYsl 7z, ZERAA A4 & o2 Hd9Ysln Jdon(Katz, Levin, and
Hamilton, 1963), 3} 2.Z(R.G. Havelock)< AJA4tz9} 4u)z 249 A35248 F
Ho 2 Hige dAelES MAAHY AZH 4539 JAxE BAE L}EMJ
T 944 (inkage), ATFANA E&o o2& AARAAAN o8 712 84
sl 2A3E TFE(structure), 2L BA L Fawg 3 JdE FHHQ v‘i—"
710 7073 (openness), 14 - £4 Y& &83= 58 (capacity), 3RAY =
Arewards), E5& A Ed g 3%‘3”(prox1m1ty) N2 ololf)oe] +8Y
AddlM e 8A e FAF v3& Yehle AUA(synergy) & 59 47
7hA gQle g MH¥stn ’D}(Havelock, 1971).

oG AACEL MAH JAIATY FHEA A 23t HEL R 0]
ZAAAANA BLAEE AAHA F2E FE3HH, t otk Adely =3
29 A4S FA o B BHS AFHT Ao AP AYHY =
35 Yo7A ste deolutt WP Zo] A Yo S, ATFAA, &
FH, A EF #dE MAAT wstE a7ete Ao Fdl 2 1 HFE
XHsle ALE A 4 Ui (West & Hirst, 2003). 22| A F4le 43 o
HotA 288 AL JALTET ot BAAA, AEA T #BHERY o]
BE0] 84 A HE=Holof gt}

mebA HAGLE ol o|Be viRE T ZANZAHGAAN RAF

—

NN
B mln

¢
¢

o Wyt AU BN 44T + Y& FAAY FAZE O @
wats Azl we wAE 7S, @ oW E Aol B 2R FHHA =
AozRy EeHn FWAEE 99 & Ak 712, @ 2497 FHAS
B8 ARGl 4EA, @ YAAGY BA7 24 AL Fo Ach(Rogers

& Rogers, 1976).
o]# 3t WA B eE5d HxZ o FH}
g Mdez @’Q% T 9)«’;} A4

N T
Hege 249 SBTE 75, 71¢9 T8

& ololdol AxE =Ysto] A @
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T ALkt ool Tl ol g WolEoli b Aol7t o), ZAE oW 2He A
& ololto} g A%aA EQSn 254787 9, o8 23& 194 Fa)
of 2HFx} BEL AR LY B o2 e ALTh 242 ol @ Aol
7 =AY Aol fABTY, o ZAFAYY Aol zHuit Lo
404 oF Relg & 4 Avh
A 2AHANL AYete WEEL TFasl YEhta ), 0% B4
Seke <E 1>3 2

. 33 B4, feriesFE, A8, 4 A

N e ad 2 ANAA
oS 2T

HFgd#H 8 ARAZA, JAFA, 71N, AR

3z 43, 244, 928, 59
=X A 7H(personality) | Z1A. ALA, A
{intra—organizational
Variab|es) 3"]’? T’]'CQQ] %‘IET. I\;_}‘oé}‘g

e ZlesE, FH, ANEH

X2 AEY, “ZAFAEF 2EA” JH=FU7E 13), ALdsta PF N, 1975, p184d.

53] o] FANE 2 HfME= T ® 5
(span of control), #2H|& T ZAFEAA] ML THLE & dFE F
FE o]FU3, B =R A9nuz st 245 2L oY
A2o] AEHod ol HGuest & King, 2004).
oJE TFI BY, 2 LHFA dAE AL HaAd EsMEe B
< Ad AoZ2, FAAA Hilo #F 825 o} <
A

ZAFZAN WEY ¢ JE ZAEE, 72, dd4, A4
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AA 8 AR T, A gAALE EoF A FHASFA AILHT A, E=F AT
Ho} gk}, o]5 Z Eofpol Aol A A A3 AFE oJH F4 HA Ll
o3 M7t ol FHEHYT Moz REXFHPo] vdEH, ZFAHA dTE T
E S AAHoly BEF EAL 0 glojA gutx o EdFsicty & ®
FHFE TdE FHAH ELXE o]& "x Ut oMY ohgd BokolA 4
Fgdgo] FUlstnE AT Al YA E okF A FFE MAA Eeve
H] 9 9L AX L Y Weiner, 1979)

o] A MAY A A #F AT/t 2 AFEH =oHo fov o} 7HA
AF7t AAZH ez FAHA £33 olfe AFAE e FFE /MEF FY7t
$lo] %27 W3} (organizational change), % -&(adaption), 28] 2 ¥4 (invention) %
3 2 fojEo] YAlF T L gusdHA 2 oFE FE F UE A Y
(Becker and Whisler, 1967). W&tA ZZ A9 Md& A3t HiAE o8
Lo]7ke] Ho|AE AW BE Aol T80 " Aot

ZAW3= 249 7|BAH A AH] W ouEn Ao
T o] A2 E A Y (Parsons, 1951), W< 9uZ RE ZAWUF F7
e guz ALS-H7]E ghoh(Etzioni, 1961). ©) A& &7‘101 A )

2 UHE F7F 2H2AY gilolgs onrt 2o Ho >
3o & fFPozA, A G EAY AMdolt

2oz Ao B Ao2A, AL 2 ofolrols &3} 1 ofold]
ole] N8 52 zaate g uhg H L e ofeldoe £ - AFuke o]
it} wald dAAe AL HeH 9 xZFo] vt 1 widgie HAHFHA
%= (Thompson, 1965). &, XA A &L X3
FAdHAA EE thFsAdd & Mgelxm, HA
9 A& AEA goe o2 7

8]
>
o

2
£
fr
P
tlo

2
o
K

G A EA4A ¥d AS MEFA = 2z A2
olm] EAste AL AEA Adst= AL Anidn. waA ofF 2HAA Q=
& 71EE 2 AT AGRE A4l TF 2 7lEo] AN AgE Ao
d gR g giol BF dojd Ao, 9o AEd Aolzd FAT doint
gz 2 F ok o] gl HAd wrtold] EFo] A7 olfE oW 27
AN M2 71&eg e Jeu AT ofE 7wy EE Aol 72
A %n E3 7|&gale] dowtn Fa7] fEolth EE AL HER ofol
tole Adgziy BANZAREE AA ZAH - A3 S 2@ R



1457 270 zHste] U]XE 4T 139

o o]27]17kX19] o 7tA] Fe] BEFAZ QYsle AE EF 9 Yool B £
A tH(Marquis and Meyers, 1969).
ol = A AA JtA & FAHERT olyE Ut HiEA 23

3 2R de o BT ojEfel ©

-l
=2
N
N
=
St
2
=
of
-
ok
ri
B
Rl
}01«
oX
o

2 5 A=S TFAYL AAN F5HA
oF A d& /Mdd EES e 5 Y& Aotk AW ol o] =
Fdd e /e 249 82, ada g BAE AdH ez =438d

<2y 1>3 2o

Al st T of
HEe mHua

Xt&: D. Robey, Designing Organizations: A Macro Perspective(Homewood, Illinois : Richard D.
Irwin Inc., 1982), p.438.
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Pl HHE HUH FAHY AGA oot ol gol A ANE WEE FA
oz 2HYNS YW theH 2k 2HFAL 2o 8§73 ¥ JRzAe
Wl A7HE BAE A2 fstedl AR WY E=E ANE =Ys

o8 z7e ARHA A ¢ Rz FYste AAL JHsE Roz A

9% %+ 9.

ZAYPANE FIA7E 4L 229 BAg Hoh 58302 G4 A8y
ezt ste WEES SHT Z2E T AT NS 2ATHLE
A AEATIE HAolth wetA AL AL ALstnzt ste WA A}
NEL FoAHQl ofojtiojsl A= lE S JAlAE FHolge EWS
28t 2AHAE oldfiste de FALE T JAALETE v R 3 Wz
7b kool & Zlolth(Rogers, 1962). ukst® =29 Agolg Ay
THYLE 79 EFAA di) F5 g AEZ AAE] ufFejrh(Albrecht

Ropp, 1984). W&}X AR 7L FH st Sas 1 sjowl-g B3 7|29 34

o
=2
A AIFAA N FoA Ly FHEY F UAEES EAFE o AA} 2FHA
o] o]Fo]d Aol (Kanter, 1982).
22 YA B3 AFTEL 2L EAAE JALEFE, )22 ololy

#AdAo] &A1 Q2 (Baldridge and

ofe] A= B FHizte HHIT &

Burnham, 1975), ZA T4 LE] 23 U e UENZ} o= F=2 Z
EEHO Jdertd wEt 2AFAY dFo] FEuE Afdol THEHI U
(Rolland and Jannsen, 1981). 2 X4t &g Alo] dAlAFT S T3 o] FAT
2 AL, JALEE BT UJBAI AEA LHAH A dEiAs R
vzl glo] ol Aol FAle AT FFS Frhe B3 FAE AAEA R

A tH(Kimberly, 1981).
A o] e HEAEL WS} LMot FHAA £ Hof] v FL
= CwEA A e T2
Aol AWt tht F oA AFE A} tEo] 2AHAH 2HAE o}
Atolel ojm gt #AZF EAstE A&

e et
12
o
o
s
to
rO
it
L

A
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A 2R WAgte A ENA AEAHY A&S 8738, oA T o4
AQl Aol AW A = 2L HEFGAY 82 F9d gl o]y &
ojfeollA ZAEL Bdtle B4 He BAAY A PSS AT AgHQ
ZZ¥ste] =¥o] g7

ZAMsE A9 dgs AYH MR 72 5 e, AQH e =
ol 222 S4FJS AA Y& At Yas HTeA =7A &
o AT AV Y 2HEX & AHE7] A E AAH HEE FA
T B7lsdr] wEd dxAeoln AgHoer A AT FEHE 23S
WA 7]1A] o ¢k At

A¥H zZABE of7|AI= =& 718 (reform), 74 (renewal), 7§ (im-
provement), =7 (development), A% (growth), ¥ 3}l(change), &4l (innovation),

%2 A A (reorganization) 7 2o thFd L5 S ALRE T Qo] I} T2
°] ‘ﬁﬂz] Rotn ATAE AolE HEY AHAYAE RA Rt Qo
g AZL ole|go g F&de o8 £ - AAsE= FAA 27

BN

N

N rE
j -\?L

A FALE o5 FET[AE AHR A FHGuest & King, 2004). F,
ZAYNFH 205 AAE A FAF MR Ro} o] F &oj9 #
AL pETgoEN 2AYAY 2AW3se A4S giuz ot
AL ZEAHLZ BV MZE RAUAd H3 Wele FEAHZ =&
olgtx M@ oz Heste AMFo] eVt MY, WIE 39 Fx B )F
wk o

sl o 7kx) dsle] fFor Byl % 3la(Rogers, 1969), &3 &
o] FxU 7150 dAVITN AN FAHE Ao ¥3E Ao
3t} (Allen, 1991).

fe g
j(_), et
BN

N

AL = ol
shelol st whal Wske ARY Wy da

1A 7}%@% A

2 2% Wiz IFHE AHolztm FAStil(Pratte, 1974), X A=(M.
Richland)& 41-& Wstet vlusle Agsr|E FAol&d AAY Ax, Iy, o
S5 Qo] NEL W oy AL LAY, V&9 AFdE g A2
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g
“

Y

gnjate Aol otel ZHEXFAH oW JtX oo sido] E¥ET
A tH(Richland, 1976).

ol T B HAL FEHHolH HAXNTFHA AAd vl WA
EXoln 7AFHA ) AY BV E WESZ vk £ J403 Agete
1 Mg AEste AAZ G271 sy A #HEEF L AEEHQ

LE ST gk, skt QIS XA F 2 AU AL wANE A
3 Aol ol23t ded Rt §&HoE tHEr] A HAlol
58 AL - D - 2FAFFANA FHAA Azt g3 H &S AREE
371 FAQAA RiXE FFo] ©X 1 dFE iF HZA AR H
ZAWsE 4 () ZRLE e Ao] ol FAH(+) &I} E
ot 2 HAE A °‘°1/\1 24 238 d F Jdov 2 AAHAAN A
g 7|diEt A A odE E9, R&D, MIS, —V‘]’*%‘ < 3 oA
ANEdte] 237 ZHo2 "}E}"‘E} zzyster Ao T
71 Roz FgT, A 2 fa 2 AdYd A
o MdeE BAY YT guE 3FTE & U

ZAA LA E dFE ¥ste A3 221G FA oy FEAA
Ho e Aol ofvet 22 & F4H AFA7 e vy dAFHT AAsd #3
AN U2 Aoty AW $A 9] & FEAMT BAstE Aol oy} o
Y EEAAN ZAo wAsE Aog B3 Jtt(March, 1981). =33 37 79
FEEL YA Ao AAA o2 4 F(Zaltman et al, 1977), 23 0]
gz H7) AfME o= BE AA Q] ML FAFH] ARAF{IE Qlojof
T+ g},

fx

m\o

]

oz O

e x T o

EEE?LMW"\FF‘OJE- w
o oo ooy oy Bormomo o e o2

e alo

El

=)

zHo] 70 o8 2R uThE B4 L BASE 230 o HUHY 7
ofm, Aol AW B3P B Ao FESE # AN e Q4™
AFA7 Ho} Srdgozn 2ANe] T & Uvkn ok ZHH Ao}
247 A4 &HE f2el7] dAAE FEE FB BYHA FE

S RERES SR 1

WA 72A Z96A P adsk ¥ ARE HAer] AdNE =
AFEs 87 QLT YA TYAAEAL A S BYstolok B, 24
FxE 259 SPoldt B2 NI Qa, 23 2V we AdHes

487
ZUA2 4+ Ak S

l

oJU™ AgH o £} HOMO# 2 5&4<
AR B3 FARY 253 3RS FEIA FRATIRR 2HER] 24
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2 RYST 2ATHLY AVBAE AAFE BEL 28 W) FIHAE 5
A AHAL ¥+ A 2RAQ AP o] FFHolo} 37] Rolth AEH
o2 AW 2HYAY BANA HAo] Mt JF& Fohu FFE A
HEE T, W YAL FEDTD FEHE AYE Aok o= Ro] $Ao|
g ate AL w9 oAzt A7 WEd d7AE PR 299 AP 9
A WA PP WA FVlTE A4 e Aol BAF olth, AW 27
a3 zAAsdste] AdH SHe ANnd, 2NN} 2AFYRTHE B
J Ao ASHT Yot ASHelL JEH Wtk ZHAME F9F
Adoz Age 4= At

@rﬂ He FYgol WH YU 2P Y3, E o) 8T
zo Ao 4P ¥ W F 4d Bl B
o] aa 278 Ao JHAE Helo) AAAE el £E3A Fod

£ore X

2485 2ANGE BF W5 AP BAH U3, AF7HA 23
Falol 2HWst 22 T2, Bed FWAA P2 Bol Aws g
S 2R FAE AT B2 TANEY 943 7hx, B FEY A

7k 4uEA @ne 2AWsle 2 W0 ABE AT oG wEA A
T RERECLRE

zA W] Wkl FFHo A} m, 2HHAH 22
=z

e £E4% F Ue 2ATAHLEY A4/ E 28F Aot
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Abstract

A Study on the Relationships of Organizational Innovation and
Organizational Change

Song, Kyung-soo

The purpose of this study is to find and explain the relationships of
organizational innovation and organizational change. In order to purse this
purpose, an investigation and in-depth analysis of organizational innovation
and organizational change, an inevitable ingredient of the organizational
dynamics that influence organizational innovativeness, was undertaken.

The concept of innovation should be used as the positive concept. In-
novativeness is the quasi-concept of innovation when organizational innovation
can be meant as the deliberated and planned change, the reference to the
difference between organizational innovation and organizational change
operates as the same meaning. Organizational change is preconditioned for the
structural adjustment, the management system, the adaptive subsystem, so

that we will adopt more new ideas to the change of disturbant environment.



