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2423 WA A2 94
ZFokself) 71WHe] AAA ZrY(identity work)"

Fevstm Qs A9sE  sdsa A9ds A9
2723 Bl 12 ATES TEAA BALE, Aokednol U7 =7 REae] 2ATAY AAT YT £ 2
et 2% YFE F7I8FE AA Gldenity) ] FLF 2EA FAA 9Le A H Yok O ¥ dTE
< FEE ATE T 2HESE 449 Ao bt gena TEsg 72 AoE FM 2RI A
Q&= 7H, A 2L W 725 FeA BN o8] AE dHAS I 2FEFEE FAETTE He 1
oA 7+ 2959 MakE Fot] 2AEEE WITEE Y ATHUT. oHd A2 FAY =&t
A7t thE AEH AL AFAY 2HEHE Wslehe vl FRAY AAHE A, 2HEHE WA S8}
o|E 3 o

P52 FHste wiNAR] 2AFAHAEY] YT FAY Aot EA, 9, A E A 53| Aol 7k
gl B4A ouE Zo] gFA gt &AZF Aok olof wlEl, fujdlAs A9 tEAA kAR 224
EAQl IS 23 AAAR HYdidentity work)ol2hs Md-& 2237 7191 Aol dolu= H5d AAHE
4 o] FRHE TN 2E AYsted 83ttt AR AHE oA 2ATFHLESY ALY =7
s7b A5 AgEt D, o] HAAA ARSI WAStEY E8] 2HE3t /BT e AF5A ov(meaning)ell tHa =
o] FAHORE AYES} AGE Foua AR AP FstE BEOR AYLEE VNS AT
ZAAAE L Aedes T4 FEEUE 48S IR o F AL
Y1 Wslshe Aol AAL A9E T AT aRHoE FAAEAA
AL AAGTE B A7 AME Bl AAAE A EAF 985 olFFe
A3 S AP F ok Em 93] 2AES) 7190 A
oA AFoA Hou, Ale] A Este} g ° FAAA
o] 22 &3S WA SKinternalization)shH= g olA 223 2244
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SEARIBIER: M W X

Mo ol Fz

Z1H 5 Q) TH(Parker,
2000). ©] TE LAE 49
AFellA 7 =AL AFFAAT & 24
of oJ&tH 2011d 7]1FOE 4600719 =0l
S5 A D (Hartnell et al, 2011), A 2 7Y
oA 2223 A9 #d A= =9
dFo] & 1:]'(Abrahamson 1996).

= 22 T3t 4FHE oS3t
g BAA A2kl
37 A3 A, A
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Ax %7]7 ZF A EQ]

B
B
X
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I‘_&
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31] ] Eoﬂ :L
FEFE vt FE4E AVEAH
(Denison, 1990; Marcoulides & Heck, 1993; Rollins
& Roberts, 1998). 53], I FA-E(4: Cotter
& Heskett, 1992; Peters & Waterman, 1982)‘1__‘
24Tt 714 el AF-A ket DT &
do] v FAYAR, ol F dHh v
AT E A B EAE et
(Barney, 1980). dlE 59 Sgrensen(2002), 7+

& 2AEsE 7R 7Y AHE 71987
A 3 e HolARE 95H A
NM= ZAFAHASNA AH3] A3 A3 A
FAEES 7T Aol AlLE "oy
A5 47t 38 "old = Qitka F
3t

o|F ANy xAE3Iet A 7o F
A A 2HE R HTE 2
o] zAE3te} DA X3} E=VHE W AY

2012), =AT7A4Y

A bk 248Y 5 AR

(Bezrukova et al.,

(Hartnell et al.,
1;].015]. zzl

7t F23 WA I X 2 4F
3 zxo) Wepd B e ABHE A0

Kennedy, 1982). E3], 239 ’ﬂﬁ(myth), 9

A(ritual), 22EZ(story) B 55 Ea %z 9 A
7 A (core value)Es UEM= BAZ FFEHS
o, AA - TA - ERE e ddeE A
g 22 E3E wetoRH 24 M"Y &
ofell FRLBHA AE8HE= 5 3 AIHE T
gom, of Hgox zZEstl it 3
AZEo] A AT Corporate Cultures,

Deal & Kennedy, 1982; Theory Z, Ouchi, 1981,
In Search of Excellence,
1982). A& E°1, Denison(1990)->
oA YA A (consistency) =7 AD S

7198 FARe|dEo] S7HE B, Kotter
o} Heskert(1992)= HI= 2270 AFd 9] 20770 7]
AAE o rE AR Azt AJFEA A
I e A wAE HEoh A9z 2
£1(1998)2] A= Denison(1990)°] XilonfJ z3
TALE T E3AZY YA (consistency) T
7BYA-T4 Y 31 7HA b E A (value congruity)
= SAAREE Aok, =W 10370
PEEIALE tider Aed Addygnt

Peters & Waterman,
lerru%.ﬂ

o

o
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o] 457 4

A4e FY SENFAY dve ek
e & AToAE SRS 2HES AT
Wel, 1) AR A% e AR 9T,
) 2ARSS) 3 AT, 3 2ARH A
N 72 AT, 4 SHEAY TAEH AT
ERE 1EH8 2B 1, Aokl 71ke)
A A(identity work) el =US T3l
2453 WAE Aol e M=e dide
A= ol R o223 FAE, A B4t

3

qo) Aok Syt B 24 AGLe
A A8 Fel 47 AdE B B A

FASY T SBPU
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=/ [ Ty T
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siAl: Xi0t(self) 7182 AR 2 (identity work)

3}
S A3t ko) ABA); 2 old =AREE T}
Aok shevk (ZAESe] £9); 3) FAE T
3l =AEsE & de=vk &AEse A
27 T3y 4 TARSE oW g B

2R ERE Ao ofE GF& FEob -
ZAERs 43} 1) AR
Aol s v, 22Ese 4
Aol oiF 71E AN AR

T
oy

o ok

= =g
o)u|sl= 8 W(norm contents), M, &
Tl ek WESA CelueAE ok
TR 7 E(norm intensity), LE]3L w}X|9FOZ

27o] 747 EAQ Fa4A Pl chshA
FHUEe] B ARE ekl 285

O(culture consensus)’} LA o|TE o]9} Zo] o
2 atdo® 2AESE AT A, AFF
Heg A% old 2ol sl 27 4
Fpete] #HHgo] B wHeejd = Utk 4
8 Sol, olw xaRse =4 PHe U

FEAAA BAWEE P AE) o)F P

i

= ek A%, BAe
Deal & Kennedy, 1982)94+= 733t
54 4 QAN Chatman 520149 M2
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of o3t 73 A Eslo|n] Aelo]

°of A @A T 719 2AES = ¥
ALA hF FrEEA Wt EAlolx, wg
AP 2o} vind o oL o9 W
223}

gee, AX AEol mE FAT Hold

2)
s3lek s 7ol g Aot
Faee,
2 B olm 7o) AW AR 43
| &3l ASE FFETH(Chatterjee et al.,
1992; Hofstede et al, 1990). dl& &1, A7}
j]Egé(competing value model; Cameron & Quinn,
2005) FAo] el 2HE Fil E3lsh
=7t H2 Wil 2He

SHertE @ A Fom, x4

Z

_[C_)I_
gl thet AdhAQl A= ek 4

2

R

P &R

(&, clan, adhocracy, market, and hierarchy
cuture) 0.2 TR o2 {FPEo 3 &
2 244 EX(dimensional analysis)< ZF A5
7} BEHCR AL U B4l EAT
o

AL S, old B4 54 - v

ot

hl s

Fo=A 27 e 249 #3E 72

i
I o= gAelth Cameron¥ Quinn(2005)2)
AFET olygt oE FHE AT Hofstede

leve) 543 t & WA Z2(deep-level)

o "(meaning) S ©l3Et= W FHE £t
Al BEAE, 22 RSt ) 8g HAHoR
(explicitly) F= 952 S Z(implicitly) ==
Ao g JHElo R 2R3l I z2Z

olela g
0162 Z2Z3} AlS(ayer) ©o]E0] Uk =
A E3t= Al (assumption), 7FX|(value), 3=

(artifac) 0] 2= Al 7] AlFOE o]FoH 9
]

om olgo] LAY F=H A& EAT
o7 oW Ao 2ARSE olad 4 itk
ojdel A e FIES FAESE o9
vEE A7l ok g2 AASHA Eshe v
H, ol 7xA Ao Had FEzos
= B AN F dvks Aol &A1t
e =50, o8 I rdES =AEIHE
LS H AARQ 88 7]&ol1 ),

4
fr 2
N

»

Hd

ot
N
N
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=3

g

X

‘O

= & 78 1l
AT 840 AdF=©l: B4, Agd g &
s vAY, 2F0] Zxshe 7HA 2 T

S A - Ao TN RIS WiE}

ZHERE ofF JuE Folsivb. of
ERBESEL]

oxe) Al b A MamaE W, 4%
Q7o) ool JUHoR RIS 2HE
AN} e FAH AT ETE $857

£ 9w, 24 A ook BHE 9

- 806 -



N
2
>
04
-4
ol
FA
A
Ho

A, P EE ole ahele 2A5e B T
HE ¥ z247HU50 o5 SEHoR W
oFgolAE Blo] oh7lel,- 27] ThE 2ol
71 gEel 2] EAlSH Zo] opeh.
2 THUE] 229 oS Folate]
e 4oZ, Bo FEHA B
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oo Ob omt PN W

HAAA Zs(collective work)S FFF v

(sense-making)®] AFZ 2Zo] 7}l
WAE osdthn T olsh FAEM,
2AEIE ) Wrz 04 2 Ay £
fr(toot metaphon® B HHE EA|gc) o]
B BpAAE 2 AAE 2AERE 05
S, 24 S - A2 - 1S R4
a7lol, FHMoR 2Ae oo FUT
olgbn AzkETh zAe THAEC FH
= v A Alsystems of meanings)ZA EA|3}
7 WEol 2223t olulol] ok a4 Al
Hol QEERE, %A HEAEol WA
24 Y Z5e fEMe FEdEE e
8 A7k 2ol B 28} THSmircich, 1985).
olF% & Tl THUEY o] =&
3x =

2
e 24 AAE 2L %

o 2 o &y X K

.

of
-

ol

U
@20l 9 folh

s LiRHEte| 22

siAl: Xi0t(self) 7182 AR 2 (identity work)

ORI T Y, F2
2} (dimension)> 7+Z35}
ARl k-8
2019). 53] = 243 o
73R 7 VX ¥ (competing  value model)
of kel o] 71l 2ALE #3
stAY & 43 Heeke] #AE AAs=
o IXe FAE FEEH EHA®, ofgA
Z2AE3E WS devket 22 A
A A tigk sige A AASHA Eekar
ATHEHAE, 2017). HEFH2019S =W FA
THA| o] StaeAolA wxH XA ZI}
ATES WFoE AT WEKmeta) ATE
Tt titkro] Tu AFEEA dd 18
H F ndol AR REE e, ¢
W2 ATEE HleHA 2HE3 FEH A

3

LN
e
s
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[e]
o
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Ho
L ot
o ru
Sh?

&
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Y
S
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B
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B

=
5

o

-

2 ol

o
™ oo )
oS rfr

o

7t (value) SHONA FE 27t
A, WS ATE WrE AES
W 2783 43 0o BAE
o, BaRoz mYyet AH - 1A
ol EASOIN e el g 71
A (el: Chatman et al., 2014)S B S8
A, oty =4 IS ®Brh Z olg)st
7] YA @S 718 (describing) AA A
T Ao E ASE Javt sl AAHY

oz zAgHel g@ Fo AEEol 7
1 EA

RS A% 5§ wdste] TAN
25 2AT4ASe FAH ST

J
@ waol v BEsvia Fad 2
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SEARIBIER: M W X

w3ke] Aojo) g dAE e HFAHA &
9)(conventional consensus)®l] A FFH It
A 71A 9 ﬂ]ﬁ](system of shared norms and

values) 2= oW & EFsI=H|, ol 2AES

7] Ao T FA A
gskal ot addl= e,

o=
%
>

of it =o7t SEAE Bt

ZAT449 FAF 98 =99 "8A

Aedtat Aglgto A= dRbA o2 o]t
FA e Mo =HA Apokselne] EHt L=
At ¢4, Aol FAe O Fo R
Aok E TAET Mead(2015)0] WHEH Ao}
selp= FAZE H= vyek ARV He o
(mey 2 TAETE AAE H= VHmey = BRI
AA B W EFS vAl Wt AGske
Aolal, ALEA EAZA Umey= BRI w
o ¥zl UE oAb, HA A (dentity)®] 7H
3E ol gk Ume)oll thEF AAoA AJZHH
ok B9 ol HIZL WhmeyE O A 2A]
F /S (representation) = 7457 thH-EolH, F
A2 Ak dayek & wwdd. o]
g T FAH dayek hdezAe
(mey7} GAS=A] e 2|7t A B
<= Wdth ek Zolzk dvd, FA1A vy
ob gz e Uhmey 1He} (e, E9
A] - discrepancy)= =°17] 9l o8 PF5o] &
7](motivation)Z} .2 FAETE Aol BYAE
Z0]7] A% PBFol AL Af FAH Y
(ayst thdozAMel mey7b TEEHA W7t
FA7E R NER] AP Al Aol AT
THBrown, 2007).

o]l5 ZAE3} A3 3H(internalization

process of organizational culture)®l H-E3|A T
A Awse, 2487 24749 )
Aol dHE FE Ao 2AEIE 2
A3 FA 24749 19l te He
o) weA Mastd) 24749 AE 1
g Wolgol F8A01A Aolrk A
AJAQ] A2 SHAA Zol7h T, =
A28 WAs A=rF 22k Zolal whetbA

B A

=

A]
AR THCameron & Quinn, 2005; BFE-$- 2017),
TALE MAY Aol HF 142 st
AT

ok, 71E ATEolAe 2AESE
WAlstshe FAYAEY FAA =g g
=o7F WA doke Holok. 23S WA

7kl ZAl tigk =27k A fith o] ZA|
g TAFeR AWET] fEiM s Al
= Aok Aol tiFE g Jd@EIA)
of thaf =2f3it.
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484 - d7e S DAZe} URete| M2 i Afot(self) 718t EAlY A (identity work)

NaA Aol AAA Zr(identity work)

Xtot MMM (self identity)nt =& XA

(organizational identity)

Aot AAAG Ad HE

71507k Ajetd FA FH A dAE
7te] 7h LAl AEol gk sgES o
F& Ao, Godyol AT 7HE, U= o
O EE $om, ofgA Abolof &ta1, AREo
= AHE stk 22 EAEY AR
&) Fue ge AAAG 18y 38t
g o drgrol Faef AujE wd FA

o
Aele FZol o =Zxla, i Uk

BAL olgte] 2RAY Azo] s 53
U 7rA7k e Aol HAAelf identity)
of gt A2 JHIS AATRT oJAPAA o

0 F5A 48 3] A%
Sk o2 <8, FWH ol F st Aw

dolgte Tide &S X
AT ASB Robl A QAT F2 AT
A2 gF o H t(Baumeister, 1999; Brown,
2007).

23 AAH Mdoze A

U= kol digk A& side] i
Ql9] zo} AAHS = EAEH, 23
Wl v F/FAJ7bred et A2+
g 27 AAGH b9 EAth 23
A A3 (organizational identity)<, =
22RO Sk FTolL, FAL 3 3l
on), Hgjel Folo] B2 Hakerbeke

A AT APOTH, 1F0] A&l

1l (enduring) o2 43 7 5 =(distinctive)
Az A Ale AdstE e A0 o
o) THAlbert & Whetten, 1985). 711 A A=}
nRRPHA R 22 A8 223 W Ao B
g8 A 922 FHsks FAHNA 24T
ALE9] 4 (interpretation), AE A (decision-
making), “18]3L 3 F(behavior)oll L83 IT&
Slol, 2220 O H BAY Eo E
4 Agos s dARA A T2
3} HGioia et al., 2000).
a9 23 AAES 2ATHLE Ao
d@she Aol sl o A
T O Z(collectively) T3= T8 34 =
2)(shared interpretive scheme)©ll  2]&3 K Gioia,
1998). 2] 7] H-(sense-making)= 7+X| o] 3
42 ANEZ YHUALAY 5 9T, 74
Q0] &3 AN Al Aol Wl
= Z32Z W& (organizational context)ll &JEgH
o} o3t Wee oul ATt AX YUy
2 g e BEs UM w 2R o
™
2

O

Aoz z2 A4e zAR =

Ho FAHeR 24 AAPL VHAE F
3 z2Estel WA dAEY Utk F+4
A 7HdE A4ilo] Fasithal o7 Aol of
3 BAlA ouAe FEs HFeh] Wl
Wt F8sHl A7l AL Fod
NR1S 7 A (value) o} AT HHAFS 713l
5], 22 MoA 71X EAE 2AE

S #AEAHE et g 24 RS

:
o 3EHow ZARNE TASE
el
=

o b X

: Cameron & Quinn, 2005; Denison, 1990;
Harch, 1993). °l¥%, 23 AAAS 7HA]9

BHolM 22 E3et =2 #dAS 2 A

Hir
1)
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SEARIBIER: M W X

o7 Ao, 7HRe] BT FAHQA Apote]
e} Aol AAAel A G ool
ofgAl =2 AAHor WHEHEAd I
o2 Mye REsqr

274, 71¥ 2283 ATolME Aok
| o ek ZAEkA ekgtc 2 wsiel
2 AR DA FAE e E o,
AT AQdel 9FA Ad A dynamic
psychological process)$! A4 ZFU(identity work)
o] e Fall, Aok AAN S 722 23
A2 TAHE 2223 WAS A4S
AAHCZ oaf & & Ut AUF. °o]&
A 22 AAAe BAH FAHE AR
of WAst EAlet S8t olsiste Alze
o2 mejgle] £9lo] Wasith

2

BB

o

=
Z2A &3} 22 AL8] SKorganizational socialization)
£ 53 WA ShFisher, 1986; Schein, 2016)¥
O 9sksigly]l etk 18y Sty
U 2AAR S AHEA ] 3
z22 A5 5tE
22 &35 A Q o A

=
Aol WA FALE A
or

g =
= =

3],
te RS ofd WPAT Y5 ¥
W oHge W RS BT 4P, e T
HYEY AT PEORL FHol o

EZ 8 F8& FollA Ao R Shgdith
o]Z10] Bandura(1986)7F FA3H Ar3 A Bhes
Aglo)a, ZAESE o] Yol wa} o] Fo]
Zlt},
2L ES OM 7429} TS WA s
3171 A3 A& Asla FEk 4= 9l
o o5y 55101] }‘3} | o]AEE TAHY
7PAolu ALBERE oW 7139} ;p:u
& ALl 71A19)) &€ oln] 7HA AL
B, ©@3] sk AEE EBeiA %A
g gHA 7| & A Aol 7K A
&8}l 7H F&
8], Alelst %OMW
] 3K resistance) @] E]'_L 7y
gt e AAzoR AYAEE A
o] 9o} 71& E3t Y Alust B%F
A3A 7RG A N2 E3t 3t
TES S8R Fa 238 7|E B3}
Jdslshe dAIRUA] AdES 2
t} o] BAHNA, FAL] YA AF A=

4

EH
el

Ml N 2
b
il

o r 8o rF o
kvl
El

E(cultural conflict) 1A ?f“‘ A
}_Z}v‘:’_—ﬁ-i Hl—o].l‘—;o].‘:_ J)rzq o

o,

Aol A2
Aotg 7Rl FARAM FEUY] FEH 9
o 23& 9 afAEoF gt B AT
A o] HAE AAAR AU(dentity work)el2}
HHsla, o Aol &3 UAs 34
| gk M2& AdozAe FAL 2ds
A g,
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N
0x

ESE e

op™of chst
HAA = (identity work)

ME22 7HE:

MQleo] 2225 ti3sl A=

Aol ggolal, 7ol iéi% =24 9
a'(orgarnzatlonal context) 1ﬂ°ﬂ A EH}b}i]-‘:j' A
v 24 A4 GAolth 2T} 24
TR JidelA EHHoE FFe mAY
A FoA ARE BN 22 el

= FHFADR e AR d e
xLo:q ZA AAAo] FAY AAlY Y Fo
TA(construc))F o] oF gt} o] Ag- 22 AA
go| FHASE Aust YT AYITL
Fass A4 olge Fa 24Es U4

s HgE AT 5 Aok

o2 S, 4 FAYES 2HTAL0l 3

o rr rlr

o
1>
o
it
fo -z
ob
o
o_?: @
ol o
S
oo
ot
pou)
o
ui
t
o

Aty & 5o, A9 v XH(mission)®] T
S oAe) FATeEA AN AT 4
He TAAVA e 2ATHYL, 2ol
e FE RAH G5 T FE Qs
A A Bdste] AYHZTEH He
& we ApdA Aol AAH olo e
HAskA drgs 2HFAYOEAN S A
7IM FEPeE AFL Aot 8, 54
2 49 5 o

o]

9

A YT/ N2 Usle] MEE 5

HAd: Xiot(self) 712t EAIY 2 (identity work)

(identity work)®]Eh= g o] SAgTh

4 AAAL FYdentity work)©]TH=
< M s BYA ARREAT. FAA
2L dAAH o ®E UA(coherence) ¥ AHEA
(distinctiveness) S FA| =2 4 JAEEF 71
o Arel BARE FAFE Aoln, Ed
sA71e] A= Aol opuiet Aale] Aol
YalA %A oz oEe AT Qe
(questioning), AE F 784138} A (reviewing and
ANHoE Al 74 —3]'%(re—deﬁning)

HA-& A A g h(Sveningsson &
Alvesson, 2003). ©]©] Watson(2016)3} Kreiner<}
Murphy(2016)= MAFEe] AAAL 2 A
Hs 24 GAA 2 (organizational identity
work) 7Hd o2 WA 22 AAY A
(organizational identity work) S Z2 A E0]
OE A3 AEAY mgoluA 24 Yol
&Aoo 7 Yehte 229 EXS Ax
(create), I (repalr) *|T7(](sustam) o-n‘(share) H
3} 7] =(change) B AT A 2 A5 I
BoE AojHm, N == HT FFAA
W B ChBasque & Langley, 2018; Kreiner &
Murphy, 2016).

dutAd o7 AAAS T4 construct)h
= AL iAol Aoket AAES FAs= F

renewing)
S

A A

AL AAHS A thh BEd Aol
o} olol Hlg] A 2P Aot A H
ABl (22 AAAR ke FEArgo] tisl Ao
o} FEo TN FEASI AT T (crafting - 2
2l HHEE Fo|7] Sl HusiAl JHAdst
= ke 5, @A 8 2 €54 =9&
] u] §FthBeech, 2008; Brown, 2015; Watson,

2008). ol= 7|9 gty AAAd e g
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SHEARISEIR]: Al W X

ulg) mrh pAAelw, $714 FAE Wt

‘3@4 AAE B s717F He AgA 2

I 8l AE 7IAE AHdth & ot
ZAxod AAES i ke Aol
AoiA ofe] 7R /\Lgoﬂ/q 4 A4S 2ot
A8 AR

Jas oz, A8 Ae ol A
A 71737 existential tension)©] = ]'(anxiety)
I B Hnsecurity)= ST wf] LAY STh

(Alvesson & Willmotto, 2002). ©] 1A d
T (coherence)@ A A (distinctiveness) o A3 #
at7] 94 g4t AAE gL A
A& 213l =(self-affirming) FAANA T 1X]
A a1, Aotell sl A A7IE She(self-
questioning) HAoln, o]F E3 Ao A
4 A FAEL ALE F A e 9
TS ShBeech et al., 2016). dlS 59, Beech
016 AE7tEe ARlE FEM gt
A/ A (identity construction)} (F3| 4 o] 2
545 71 BAAY #dHe] Aols A
a7t ZH‘_]?J oA AgzH

L AEEES BY T A BE Al
3, meb HEE 04
o o gE A% A
s7] S84 Basieh oA @

o 7
4]
SAHE, bl Ao} AAAYL A QU (static)

(meaningful work

W F, oln] EAlshs AFE] 9u|E 4
= ° W, AR Hhe Aot BALE
38} (constructing) 24 8 (questioning) 73
Bl =(renewing) HA 2] ¥ 5 (dynamic) &%
! Ao F53

[oFsiad, A x ]H 2 AAY T4
(identity construction)®l] HI|A & T T2 o]
I AHH YujE Ef‘&?l S Jhdelt.
AAE AY Nde 2AEsket 22 AAA
Atole] BAIE AHsh= Eﬂ T3t o] A=

>1/ﬂ = Al ok

Hn

S
Zv‘l(socially construct)®| 2= A O
Aot mebA gAY Ade o
T*J(dynamic interactive shaping or
construction) 2 AW 3h= dlo] &322 dA

Q1 =7Hconceptual tool)©| T},

rlo

2
o

AR AU BAY A8 3D
=221 &3 WA3 A4
xE|2sh URfSt 2HEo 22 BA HPiUE
e &4 AN AY
BAY A Nde, 22435 Bl
i 2AE WAL dojuke 1A

(mechanism)E T HWstA AHE = e

- 812 -



FA
A
Ho

= SHH(Schein, 1991), AFHQ Z2A}S|38}
H(Morrison, 1993)2 ZAALES} L2 7& A
g - Agste AN AR ZATAHLE
< FEHA EAZ AFsIEY. 28y o)y
gt A E EE 2SS s FedoET
. ZAAEE A mpEd,

N YA 2ATHLEL Aze 270

Morrison 1993).

ol EATHUTC] AU BIFUYE 7
aA7ED e AFH B oA o
A 270 4GRS Relzth A 24

A3l e o] &2l B84

reduction theory; Falcione & Wilson, 1988)°ll Tt}

2, 2AFHYLES ZE Ao AE7] Wi
&

L
1= °
i

72 0] E(uncertainty

o Ee 49T Sl glon,
a%e BRAHS TFF AT AL
2 A% BB B AEHE Aue o
i 2am 5 Tk BeHuge] adY, A
2 2ATHUEE §Tol A%d & 9

s == olojdny

(Morrison, 1993). WetA Z2AALSEE B3k =

A2} S WP, Ee B me
Bolo] Aze 2ATHAEY A4S 5718

FoqET & F Aok

s LiRH2te] M22 S

HAd: Xiot(self) 712t EAIY 2 (identity work)

Ostroff & Kozlowski, 1992).

A7lH FEL ML, 2AES 58 4
gl thEAQ 2AAE)5 o] E50] 54
2 FEAe] 98e Axdve Ao
et al. 1994). EAA ZHaol
$A450] e 29
24g3 d%e g 518
ABA | EE BaH oz
& Bzun A
(socialization) = 743}
deE Sl AAEHA
A 2A &5}

49l

2

>

2,

o

e
o & =

= 4
D oop 2
o
© oo

i
2
e
)
i
foopw fu lo

Lo
i
1o
[y

M g oo
B
]
>
o

]
A
03
2
_?1_',
s
rio

o

Jot ot

o
o & N o

S
>

X,
flo ®d
o
Ll
i)
-
X
Ir2
§e 82 o
-

oy 2
ol
ot
ot
rlo
f
ox T

=2

2
L Mo (o X
u
2 o o g oox looqr

3 Ak
A= Yol o 53] 15
P5s & v BFS e AS Ba
AR PErHAIY el oy
T B FHeE dAEe BE - & T
HEA O Z 853 4= thBandura, 1999).
@, Bandura(1999)°] AF3] Q1A] 0] E(social
cognitive theory) H A71ETL o] Sself-efficacy
theory)ll W2, A7t &2 digTgEH
A Bdd, a3 Ared JAE T
S| e 971 TPt F87E Aol A
7] B 5N self-efficacy) 0] Tk A7 B Foi7
FFAA S5 SN AT B,
A 2, a8a dEe PEe olFEUlE

A1) oaFo] ek WS(Wood & Bandura,

a0

m}'.i_l‘

i

2 o

4 ru

o N
>

|
ol @ -4

A5

ok

917
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BHEARISEIR|: Agf 3 XA

1989) 024, AFAES 2AASES} wgFE
d A ATl o3 AHe Bre Srksaks,
1995). I1HEZ N2 FAFAHLEL o9
mddAtel B2 Z9ERE ARE 5o}
, 2L 53 25 AN 4R AT
g FA% =3, o
YL Arle] dF-E skt F71573)
I Aots 2Mshk= d T3 94TE S

HTHOstroff & Kozlowski, 1992).

(-]
1

K
o

THsense of mastery):—:z

53], =HAsiget 2Rt M $8
g 54 F s T norm)S 0131?'& 54
< 7P dEHeR BojEth e 34
A TR HaA A fAR FHLE0
nEEE dEHor JdHe 24 W dF
3 Aargajez geHEd, ol 3 N
dehsle FYg 2 oA tiREe
z22 g3 A7AES 24 EdE oEshs
& 7AMNE F R ol 1Stk

Chatman et al., 2014; O'Reilly, 1989; Rousseau,
1990; Schein, 1991; Sheridan, 1992). TFH-<
ATHLE ol oA FzAEs=
Hhe-2| 0}“1 FTeor & o2 7HA =4
AM FAEHE Fosts THo=H, =
Ao T4 7HAe T8 Ades 23T
(Bettenhausen & Murninghan, 1991;
1984: 47).
=3 S AEE sl g 7o
(expectations)S 343t Hr1E F JEE T
F+= AL Z A (Chatman & O'Reilly, 2016), bl
YHoze 4849 €% 43 BY 33
Igrez YR oE B0l FEE
Al RoE AaA A 7] wiEol
THE o7ls Aol o Ade By LA
= UYEA etk el WiE 8 2
g e A ZERC i’k 22T AN

=

1__
o

:LoZi O{N

Feldman,

[o

=
Al

o] A' Aol wFEM, o TAolA o

% el me 9ed 80 oy FEA
B 3ol Y el gtk AAle]

TRA7be EAlCl taiA ALHoR oEe
A71etal Ad st AqiAsks A 2
<, A 7t AEE B Y
€ 75 AARA doh oy 22AL] S
ATE(: Comer, 1991; Feij et al., 1995; Miller
& Jablin, 1991; Morrison, 1993)°4&, Z2 A}
3|8} AAHAA FEA(nitiative)y S T3 FF
SANA e EgEALS Eolal HFHO
2 5E3lE FEAR 2AFAHLES BT
it} o|HE AAA FAYLe 22T S

27
59 288 ggol U ol T
Eyl_

Astol] Aujd 7

l:ﬂ-}\g‘é‘l— _/':1: 0]];]. o]

i

(Attraction-Selection-Attrition theory)oﬂl\‘] A
Wele Aolth 2ATAY AAL A2 7]
@0]1,]. /\-17:1_1,} o= Z;{loﬂ uﬂeﬂg 1_7]]_7,_ /}j
daiel, 27 oA 29 &

]

= o= A
T o] & Alold] ZFo] A7)

%

il

Agtt Ty RIAEESE o2 IAH
2, MY z2AEs) 1t ARETE e A
T MAFH 2Zo] AR 23E o]F UHE
FAARA =9 - H-g Hg g a1yt F
3tk Aotk AAZR B Ak &
29 =84 AP $7F A% Ak, e =5
a8 Ao st ML =4S A
i) ofEeH, 22 A 2AZ3ke} oA
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N
2
>
04
-4
ol
FA
A
Ho

St LRt AZ:

ghA AAl 27 dRME 22425

FAY Aole] A2 HAS % 0]

A, =& A3 wel YAA =
NHoz QAT 22 Atold|] A 4% 2

:LE] Xﬂﬁ' o] d&A o g HEo|H= W
9] A o]7]9,

AP 22AESIeke] EYA AdE WAs}
H4& 75 H =80 Hth Schein(2009)
o] zAEs} YL olYT WS

A7 2 ok 7 Ak 23
o] AlSlayery 43 3ol ¥

o 9E 59, $EAAimplicic) B

= HA@ssumption)= 7H4 2 FHOZ ¥
Hol FAAL Pzl FES T Al AF
< 45 A= 7] wEdl, MEE FH
o gFolvt AEL el E=YH IAT
NS AXRA FAETH, 2358 JAE
SdEHOE X|ust= A A(governing assumption)
T E 23] WA 5 Aok

—_—

=N
eoROAE W
L o oh
lo rfr

=

AAAN 2L Ade FaAd dE J43
ojgf: ‘AAAY &7 A

B AHoAs, BAA A o idd
AR A HE F(identity drifye} FHE & ]'% A
A% Sol AFFoRH A
Ao AAA AL g ?:}
9gs oA wn J1d o

2 i

KIOt(self) 7[8te] MAA 2] (identity work)

ok,
2
o
»

<(Bang & Olufsen)S A
£ T we A7
*ﬁﬂiuﬂr. aEu A SRl
AjAog e ylAo 2 HW
2] A AFe A - Biskat
wjot71m Ak A AlgEA

1 G2 Awstol] gt3
71 HOH/H A7k AFS LA Fk ol
oA =& 7l sl 2 AFAS 7t
3 AAYolgo] FAA

T, PALFES 1F AFES HA - A4

2 Pl ooz

Moo N

2oL
i
i

N
e o 1‘0 rlr

2one
Hir
rlo

i
e g

>,
o}
!
o
o
ﬂl mlo

it
_a
B
~
i

r

oot
[o

=
rlr

{14

Y

Lo

o

fol

24

oo

o

e

2

2 L

o
o
23
oo
kr
)
3
%1
1
e -
30
ot
flo

A7 Aol A e 7
vl Ao ARl Hol He
B M(adaptive instability) S =71A EAY
7 elslsh e Ao Q4 Hol B
Xj| . O]—‘:'JH O] /\]—/‘;__]71-% ;(]7]—?‘4_— 7],1:/?]0] l-:.[;}

(Gioia et al., 2000).

;ﬂ%ka E-ﬂ]‘/‘ég— 7]—]:]&2. 2= [;]_ ‘é‘ Z A
sl ALY BAE FEHORE A%
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zUz 71315 dlgtEe AlZoly Al

e FEHoT AW FETFOA A4
S AFgHor g = Sk o FF
ARl Z2k9] A9, E3|= -8 AKLockheed

Martin Corporation)®] thst Ale] ATE F3l

AT T 7I9eE 4 53
Aol A3, AR Phoh BAR IT - 97
2+ (aerospace business)® Tt ofjgt Thekst FH
Aol s AaE W e, A
x%oi AL FAsE EFo] o3 A

HE d=d FAHHSE 283 thSchoenberger,
1994 & 1995).
3= 1995d AHE AA Hael TA
7] Az A F shuEA, ] AE7]
xZ3ete] TAF 719 Ve S ATt
3 Atolth, F3|E AN FU)E REE
Aol ARA oz FYE 5 e
7HA7] $13 ZAde WASAE
U, olze Algd /\}‘ﬁ HAE =3 o=
a7 fa BALE G39 JA F8s=
Ags AL FAHCE, FF - F
(aerospace) A&EQI0] obd  &-F7(aircrafc - T}
& HP7IEY FHE V=S AHREEA
o] AAEE 7HAEL st o5 AAE 9
Aol e AL ANESe] wFr] AR
(plane makers) g= Ao, wAL S A4
e AT dAFE AL ouHoz
Aok F, vA7] AZIJAEA Y AALES A
Zo 2N WAL S AZXIAY 74 HEH
Agofgt AJAES YUY oZ IE3HAF)A|
B, o7 I3 FF oE HE A 713

ol -{u

E

o #AT 5 Y=
AR e ofwA %
GAH S TR
g F A=RE zZH ol
(Watson, 2002).
ojgt Hl=Rt Al thE 1Yol = Fot
E 4 Atk AFApple)S HAFEHE W=
NdArEEy o2 AEY AAEE AR
A= &t BB F2x(Steve Jobs)-/] Vi
I FFo] A AN, HEE 23S A
zili*ﬂ g AR S
Iﬂ—;(] /K—].‘:o] =7 _\'ﬂ
Héé}i— gellA Blojut IH
E Alfﬂfﬁl *H 2 #3E Axsie VdeE
Al st dlE S0, ofolELS BTt
d=dol ohje go oluld, T, A
S o] &4 WES|IE Hxsta Fds)st
A3 olu A E FxIv webA ZAA
A s ATt FAEE Aol ok
P ol 2
}L:_ o

ol e oo

BAY A o x
o weh AT Al AT
2 2483 2 Alelolh

NG FANE ofmA FAHHETbo) we}
A zA45E E Yo gaon AN
g oe g A% 4 9k g A

%
A% 4 9oy aga ]Eg A AEAD 71
%A

= oA EnEow
d e %8 e A8 S 90 o
A AAA Ale) Ade olslsre AL A

ik AR Aol T A A
FESAE S ol Hws) =
2 A% 74 4 9k
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ZIFAl . S/ RRI235} LRIEe| 2L

[

22 72 S 223 7 Y (purpose-driven
organization and management)®l] =30] & 4 9]
o 538 F4 7 Y (purpose-driven management)

] 74 % (goal-driven management)©| 2}

H2olle olg R zEHo=E

b
ok
=
ﬂtl

L
al
A 2] 8= ESG(environment, social, governance) =

g Whaow FRA

pud

MEE

Sz i (greater good)Ut &5 (common  good)
I 22 9 EH(higher purpose)s 24311
AR AR A A 2Rl o B A 23 GFS F
T$HHBunderson & Thakor, 2021). 714 3¢
52 (higher purpose)©]&, W7} FTolL oY
A stor ot]g 7k ZQI7bell the EA

B34 Azl ddge Asshe dde se A

N

ol Aex A5 W= AT, &

2o wE oARe AT 7|20 9]
o, 2ATHAEE oleld TEAE BT
2 QoA oElE Be 4+ e 1Ee
A2 A A(ego)E ZH3L FFAAS

=
g
=
o
=%
[})
S
N
=
=)
i
[
e
2
ofy
>
o
of
=2
>
o

siAl: Xi0t(self) 7182 AR 2 (identity work)

9 BHL wEA AEIE 93] olERARL
Z2d HoE UthQuinn & Thakor, 2020). T
&3 BL WE A ool ong Fi
Aoz FR3TE AR AR FAF<Q
TYE olTo YAY FiE JIXE 9 T
=4 g FTE 0 HE2A o] 9uE
w7 gtk wEA 55 34 AYdAe
A9 EZo] Hl=Al Asjof s Zo] ofd,
712 Qe Wil Hojof ke He Ax%

e 9, A 53 3A
He Q4. AUt ofuolt, meld 2
A 54 A9 QAL AAL B ol
7} "rgrhAse, AAA A B
4l FAH EARA THAL BE 7))
A A%, 54 34 499 34| v
H7] gl AA Aol =3RSl
Rl

27 F4 A9 Lok AHoIN 22T
Bl v AEY 4 Y= S B4

< 7HR 3 Utk Y9 glukmeaningful work)©l|

gk theket AFE: Steger & Dik, 20102

ALE A 7EA o] gk 7] et HEo] Apot FF
7

3} F04¢ ANSHe Ae MY 3o
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S 2AIZ|EHE|K|: AR Q1 KA

A=l w2 E(Timberland)®] A}

e A A 34 7HA
<, creating responsible products, protecting the
and serving communities around the
world S WA B e =M ;%‘%E 2287} A
TA|F) 0] (earthkeeper)ﬂ‘ F AEE ZHT
o} eis)A, A TRl Shtel Wstolat A}
HE oAGA sk sh=Alel Wi HZ WA o]
o AFAFH 0] FF2 AR, Az, A
A Y Rols BF st TFOEM, A
Pt A7 - ARkl 3

outdoors,

A3 A&

o
ox
a r_\e °

Lo
o
.ﬂ

O AlElE BAY, BE d3APt 985S
o711 EE&8e EolHe kEe FEHLE
SHATE E38] Letkagt olojEiRl(Alaska Airline)
o vl AEARE Apgahz A7 o
&2 St €9 AAEEAE A= ¢
ol & z7HA FyelA FEG ol 2
Abio oi)Z B2 AEAZE A AL
Stk =37, SThaE wd) AMES SAS
= 59 g5s T ZTxg 2HriE o
70% Hadhe 5 k¥R UeEX A
AX 7Hg AL FEAR ARHE
shich

A

. %352} (Brew a better
worldy’ 2= 8ol A (Heineken)d] €274 ©
A o g wEeks ond 1A ¥

o slole] 2ATHAEL O UL AR

W(self-fulfilling) 3782 WAlo® At 3§
B3 Ak olg%, AL o] 2% 7]
AR TN, FH 4 A9 UE
ANE BASE W aXA g =

4

ATddse WA 87

47 5
o WAIAE AURY 5 lom, o
FIHoR AT Ante] FETE AR
% gk

)X (mission  statement)= 7}AE AEs}7]

Al A Al 58S FASE ZoEA,
2 7Y Eo] AAZ nAde 7|BAH] T
A QJEL v Aision), HIZYZ~ 99, o

% g 71X 58 EFITHCampbell & Yeung,
1991; Collins & Porras, 1997). FZF, H]AA]
28 MES WF PAGOIAAE i
G FEE ZF 3K operationalization)dFe]  A|F

le date ), 2ATHYES] B2 o

[e:

{

[¢]

4 5718 TARCR fEetn FW@ o
e do) gng AFHE ATL 5

N,

st} Aol ou] A (meaningful work)ell Tl

TS(eg., Steger & Dik, 2010)° 2|S}H,
) o] ouE 77 YME FaEte o
AA e =24 W T84, ddiAer dal
(self-transcending  contribution), Apoldd 7HsAd

o] Fasth we s19Ee wae A

v
ol
oy b r; o rr

o

o
it

WEA EE QFE S8 BB Sk
BAk W 2P AE A

e o

HE BAAOR - S o)
= i Hﬁ}o}ﬂi gt 59
2 SEE
S ddAlFoZ vr]X]/\] 7“’4—(Benms & Nanus,
1985; Gordon & DiTomaso, 1992; Kouzes &

Posner, 1987).

- 818 -



-4 - e/ RARSEE Ee| M2 sHA: Xfof(self) Z[Ete] MM & (identity work)

71E 223 ATollA Aokselho] AT
A YT B3] 22 o] 7k 7hA] ¢}
THE Tkl WAstske g2 3 U
oggt doju= AEAANIEE Tl =4
o] MEZE ATELS FFATIE AR
2 aEsn dpel 2R ATdlA
£ zAzse) QgAY 2 gEe] U
2423l TEHY FFolE WeH7] of
Aoty Qe ¥l ofy a}(Langam-Fox & Tan,
1996), Z27/3<e] 7k A|R1e] 7EA| 9} 24
E37F 3= A9 Adhesistance)©] LodTh

e FAAT w2 7oA 3 A
- AellA FVIY 2AUEY AY
Ne T WNREH & A8, 2004), F
Hpsie] 4EAA BRHS A9 EARA
) % zdo] fa] WRHoz zEs
AHcultural audity S 8= Ao HlERASIO+=
A= THFletcher & Jones, 1992; Selzer &
Foley, 2018). 1&u} o]H3t F4-& =Z&3}
of W4 el AAe el dAls BEe
2 ot ojutia 1o 24 E
q

sho] ®A- 58 Bl g sl

oksep Mde =ate] AT 8 HA
2 By 27 JdsA sy =8, 24
23 YAs FHel 22T Aok o
Beks & 4 9

Aok B =, A7 sl =4E3
TFoAE ol tig =7t A9 gl W
W, Aeiste ATElAE WEHOR Ao}
of egto] AP woHNON, Bl A
Helstel e <A, B, 2ol Aok 54
Bslo] me} s gerdtis 92 o A
2 2L B ope Yobt A7laA
(self-construal) 0| 2= 7HELS E3 F3l7F o}
of WFHL o] & T3 FFol A= A
< AWsty ThMarkus & Kitayama, 1991 &
1989). ol EtjE & dATdAes, 14" £
ozl Aoksef)7t obd A&HAH oz AA
Hole 855 ZAxdke AAE AU(dentity
wotk)ol gt EE 7Htew A &3}
22 T4 LA WAsEE HHE F
2 © & (dynamically) ©]3j3]oF dt= 25 7]A)
(mechanism)BF= A& 9o =3 AAAdI
A AGe] zfolE Blastal ol %3 A
Aol A&t A Aol A
g A g oilg 24 &
olgh= 7HA AEAE =80l B &
& Btk

o, 2 dTe =
W3t 3 Sl F2 FEIAA
FAT. 229 fu= 920 A -S(adaption)
oluf YAl E3hintegration)= TFASFAL S
Astes ol FoT A4S 3] "ol
(Davis, 1984; Schein; 2016), Z2&3}e] §4-&
Az AdAY gue] wld, dshl] =
S UATKTsui ec al,, 2006). ©lof ®hafl =2&
slo] WAL AR 2AFES] =Y &

71E ZAESeY] ARl AdS A=
YA FFolnt. wEtA =AY
E9] Aoksel) B AAA ZU(identity work)2]

g3} 7)ol AiEos A4 92T & 9

o
N

n ok rlo

2
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S 2AIZ|EHE|K|: AR Q1 KA

8T, AFES ANS EE BE AL
e IR BA 93 FBH uF Reld
L, Wee ¥, W ol Fu

L 1

rois] hEal Aol Ea elge
A8 BRol7]o), Holg ol Alzto] A
@5 o oy ARAFEReA B B
AABHET 3tk AZro] BEHAM AMgHE0]
B oIS A% AR G5

O e 230 "M S 3

ot ol Qdsl e £ <l
S 5% AEYF2homo symbolicus)BaL F-2
th Folg oule 2Ee, Ao, oolA 3
a7 EEuAT clzko] Bold ojut 7]
HAo|A] gal A2 AAFH Utk ofw A
7 (value) TAHA Qv &
3] & A WAZE ob™ ek context) =
el ol 7 otk webA
UAe gL s E42] 7] E(description) =
o, 27 4

ZA B3

understanding) 4~ UTh EE FZ2 w}FZS
wARse) dxu £Ye avw ey
wazoe AT YA 21U
2ed dE4e Qs 2u 21Es)
Edolu Fx= 39E 13 7beAel =
th olgl HolAd # A= 2FATELA 9
& zZEste] FAA WAsE sl 229
Aol A3kd F v AHERE BHE AA
SFATH

G GF AT WA AR

2008). 2228k Ao T
YJrXﬂ. CIAFERIAT, 16(1), 65-114.
AT 019). 2AHESe} Aate] BA: 71E
W B3] AES degEd A7 A
AT, 30, 23-42.
FEA, A8 004). FH7IHNA E41=2H
Aol BALBRAF A T

T
A
__([L
s}
2helg, CM%‘ (2008). = 5—7-%}51' Oﬂ?«l
&
?.
A
3}

HRARISSR: Mol % T 1703, 419
450.
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A new perspective on the internalization process

of organizational culture: Self-directed identity work
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The existing studies on organizational culture, drawn on the social learning theory, have the somewhat
passive and reactive perspective on new-comers’ socialization process; that is, they have considered that
new-comers often learn organizational culture in the provision of compensation or reinforcement.
According to Social Psychology literature, however, human beings are usually viewed as those who will
develop perception of themselves (i.e., ‘self), who can evaluate the level of fit or congruence between
their own ‘self (or value) and social requirements, and who may actively determine the degree to which
they conduct behaviors corresponding to something socially-demanded. In the present research, we rely on
the concept of ‘self, introduce the concepts of ‘self and organizational identity’ to the literature of
organizational culture, and adapt the concept of ‘identity work’ - which refers to employees’ proactive
endeavor to reconcile their ‘self with organizational culture in the case of cultural conflict between the
two - to attempt to further understand the internalization process of organizational culture. Beyond the
bifurcated existing theoretical framework of employees’ behaviors toward organizational culture (i.e., either
acceptance or exit; c.f., attraction-selection-attrition theory), our discussion presents a more balanced view

on the interactive internalization process of organizational culture.
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