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AMlA” Jjdtz=z A
A

[ =]

of M H(F £ #) & 7MW X F

<2 2>
1. A& V. A8 2 A
0. 5897 41 298A R A4 AA
m 973y 9 714 42 Nz¥ L T2 AEY 9
31 Y 2 FS5¥F AEaqd
32 7t A4A 43 A AFa Azt aJAEA
33 78 3 V.4 &
ARED
Abstract
1. &

g0l Furig B JdEc] ARIIEY BAPE Fol7] HI HAYX Z=2
A2 A Jo}2)(BPR: Business Process Reengineering), 7337 (restructuring),
t}-$- A} o) A (downsizing), ¥ X)5}7) (benchmarking), @}0]E A}o] A (right sizing) 5 ¥
3 e A998 4L FP3 gk olHF FIHUAYL qABAFSAE F0)
32 JAAAAE 2H9 RTFEE JJFez A A FHFo|d &7 WA
fgate], ATolut &0 BGAIE ¥ 2F L £t Yk 53] 25¢ A3
©] 8 7 A (time-based competition)ol A w23 e} & drArEdAHE HsshA ke ©
ATE AANZ 493 A A& A 9gn Qe ATz & F Yo

o5Y 7|de Age FHEE #A4 we B34, Y 2dxn AHEEY £
ga4el gt J1Fze FRI ARSI 2Husie BAE A7) A
JarA Aol ZA] o)FX71@ A Brssnin B 4 vk wEkd F¥se 23

+ RRYRW YRR 2AE
A R L EF R L
B =ES 19974E $AW /48N aFuAL et ITANS.
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AR 2dar, A8H A235, 19993 12€

74 oA A9 WREAA Z RFA W N4y g&Ho7 g3 Wy
do g UFHIL e =49 eyt @549 ZF(team-based organization)®] T},
ZA 9 FEI AXNIL AFo]l LHEFE 2 AA Y HEH AME 98 o B 7
A7 Ax Fol a3 H1 g B AFH FAZ ANA Hol FAMZ AE7 9
AtAEC Fol7t A7IA o2 2L FAAS gAEH Lol AF oy B
e YAAFY FHoR EY HEF AgXAF Jide ¥HEE dodim Uitk & A
B Ao Mo 22L& Ko} @ nAe g &F& FFTAA I FA £
A AEE £ e Aot AL xFYA dSAT §84, FEA Tzt
AL 9u)dles Aol B ¢ Qi
oj¢} 2 o]fE Adam Smith7} F4% E<(division of labor)e] 7R3 o4
A8H 2AFE2E 459 SAFEF 7 mE Q2R L JA2AHGAE F
2 3e ¥ 9F9 2FAFxE 343 ¥gsin Jdo 8 AF AR FHLS
H PR =FRF B Robert Reichd F3d & yehy ok o “vF7¢
o] x1dgt AAe MAAF(global market)l| A Atobdr] s AN $HE o
3] §ake A9E Rol: #EZRZF(bureaucratic structure)Bth A3 713 ®Be
HE L F3o Z A A5 EA(synergy effect) S 7HALE HAEE B o A
Hog & of grh o] AldlE AU I3, 5 IARGE FA oy L
I AME PRI RS s8¢ 2AE JtHLE | FAYLA 24 FAES 1Y
g F33.
4 959 ZAATE wE JAEACR A IR Aoz = A A4 (market
responsiveness)S ¥°|1 YR HoZE /U9 YL AT = e FrFHE 2
st 4 e ZAAZAT ojg A oM AF FAHL ¢tm Uoin &
T Ut ¥ 59 ATz AFAGY & dHoz AL B A9 1) AL W
B (job security)ZAl, (2) F A ¥ B A(position security)FA}, (3) €& %,
4) 9744 Aol d(empowerment), 22z (5) WEH dF A I Yo P S
2 FE 59 AV dAHER oo did sHAgte] vlAFH gL W I APA
21 ¢ dok. 53] QALY £Fo] @, AdFAY g BesHo] Hojx
FAa7149 4% AR Age & AL ot a9 ©E FHFo] AL
TAZ Yed $ qth
2 79 B Az=g /g 22 HE glojA HAEE ATHoew AYPd £
QA 371 Hs] BFENAL FFE FE= 27 - #BH UL AFHoF B4
ke Aol o] =#& ZZAE gHAE Yo JolM & F sHA EAl) d&-a

- £A A

AR, B A7 A2d
Z3 - #Y3F 8AELE =
&4 dEs, HunAdA
A% 5ol £

A, ® A7 E 02 S oA BA8 A2 Ad T2As ojA g

2

L

<3
-

ool oo

a5

Ag Z2AEd Yol AR £9¢ 4FHOE oln:
At B QTN zAS0 A 27 . By 2A95E A
9 o, AFYARALS AL A Fr1%] D i)

u =
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oJAA - HHET, Al2E ALERAE oM HAX 299 HFadEY

AE £9& 93 A F LR (success factors) FANA o= K9lo] HAAHF R (ke
success factors)UAE AU & BAIFE =39 AT AHPAG BEF o
AZFgo| duh} HERE ZAsY o

<

=2

ol

o

In. =

Az 7 Z2AE 9o BAE £ 4FaQld #AAAME Be BHA o
2t gge dye ArEE B dFE AY. A3 Z2ZAHAEY 97 #AHT
8oz E &3 BEF(team culture)E & e, BALI A A2 &5
S 23 SYGAAA FFA7)7] Wi FALd AS F9% = A(empowerment)
1 243 2o & F AUth(Lee, 1994). ZF 9 ARASFEY olyg RE FAHYE
o] gjAtAA] QoA A&AE ZHAZ o B AT HYE e Ao A¥Y &
Palo)7] Wi ZE dAd JdE FAHALE] 9 B AYHSE =73 g 7t

lo

(<]
o

& ¥ 29&3E AEste Ao FLsh
T gE Az e A9 A7 dAE 298 4THeE sy AT
3 o}

Z4a3 g9olgt @3 Champy and Amoudse, 1992; Randall, 1993; Janson, 1993;
Davenport, 1993; Bashein et. al, 1994). ZEd] w=2w YA gL Az A4
(bottom-up)o.2& HASA o, HuHFR e MY i oA glo] AR &
go] thg ZE A2 AAA o AAReRE ZAYEY JFAYYHE HFHo=
WA 712 B Aoletn FA3I gt

T3 Z2AE FPFAH Fo] FTALY AFNAM FHLE AR Wl g
AL 71Xz HSE = A3z, 4 Jide] 23 JE EFY E4E FIAA & + A
2 894 F71¥9(motivation)dE Aol E TE AFLJLE RBITH
Kanin-Lover®} Keilty(1993)& o813t Fr]5 oo WrHoz FHALES vl g P&
ol dig &aA g ZANAM Ale] wm e FUIEA BE F e X, FEH
g Fo| B3ty FAFAATY o]y Eul(gain-sharing)st 22 E5AT FHEAA

=7t B3E& olEdx FF}A

ZZAEYL 7z} A9 FogH xEROE AR ¥Y F, A7EdTY 2E
AL 53 EANZ WAolr] "o IFAFAAHolY IR U FEF AMLT
(communication)o] o]F Aol & Aot AFH & +4& HAsiNe @432 A
o} A&S 53 ANZH(Drury, 1991), 3+3FA JAIAFTHOE $HE JALEBAH (&<
2, 45W, 19%), R FF, AdAEA Fo Fo] ZoFH, Jonson(1993)l &jstd
Tgstan FAED B oii o] WeE TR ofYF, FAYETN HARE TH
st Aol FAYE AFE Hassed ZAdddan 23,

LG AAATY DAEYLEA99B)AME 2 Y2t 3007 71dS ides dAE A
TxAAT, AFedez HuAgAe Fd 2 g4, 749 9439, ° 99d
o] B3}, AU APHEY, T AEFH T& XL 3o, dadesE
AR EE v E, FAY £8A W F, AFxA B, 97 BF 59 A=A vF,
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MARX 29473, ASA A235, 19994 129

A179% o 2 Jd4d 33, A 293}, AE%Y uF ¢ =3 Uk
Block(1983)9] £4 9&d Z2HES Ade AHAY, FAT 27, 5394,
7lE, A 2E, 239, § 37, Ax#E, Y, A 24, Agd qF A4 F9
FEFA 2ga F3sH.

Z2AE § YL AT AARe JAZEA DAY dF0F ARLFHA AL
B os, FAEY AEAY, ¥ FRBRY FU, FARY FRITH E AF d=
o 9%, AAAAY Hx, AEF AT ez =F BV €43, viE +9, 41
A3 T A948% ¢4 & & & Ay

HEE 7Ide 2JFEE JeS 712 BEH AFTERE IV2E oFoA
o 24T SHAAM YAAYAY FALL ol FFES Yohr] A A= &
3o ° Y 272 Vvdd AAE BR3dA ©ED 7153 AYS 34
A7) Bdol 249 #ETEE JAHEA SAV &L £33 2oz AN
2 343 Wstsles A 71de] w2 A EH & A FH(Woofe, 1993).

. ryy o s

31 S¥AF ¥ A

b2
o
s
i

Z2AEY HFE "o U FEFT S /T HE FFE A&FHA dF
oA HiRE Aoz g & RAEL XTI (1) B A(vision)T PR FH,
(2) AxAA 97, 3) 39 FHLE] A G DS (Lee, 1994), (4) TFAHYLE
e AR FIHF, G TALED & FF9 A UL ALY 7
35 7% sdolgt & F gtk gAAANY FodEE (1) JAFERANA Y FA
AE, (2) TH9YEY AAH 71&¢9 Ax Fo2 HHY.

Hi173 g9 A= §4F W3E Fitste dAFAAE 98 g F83F a9
Z o 37t ¥k (Bashein et al, 1994; Stanton et al; 1992). A& 3 =2 AE ¢ ¢
ol o] HuB PR Ad4dS AYHEA LHI] Y Ee gL 2L A E9)
79 (1) A2A4FAL M= HdEd g 223 XS 71Xz Yook 3.
(2) NMEZZAE go] Fo i dAHA 7IHE Ak (3) 2L o 74
HEF IR JAILT S Fofdt. @) "ol XIdFYE 75 9959 ggd
ol BAAE 2AY = JE THE AYz ook o

ATAHY ZRAE g 299 F8 8002 BAATH Wil e TR
oojt}, Halld 19 F55(1993) BPR(Business Process Reengineering) T2 A E
d dolA WFe WIE ot AN stA9 FHedezH FTAY W BHRY
(&3 ), BAEAAE, 239 &3, JE7E, 7HH9 T, 2d1 71&skiDe &
& vt Ao B dFoAE ZZHE YJAE 9L XYty &) SRy em
o] &EHE BAAE, u& - FH, TAL YA, AAEH axda 2ZE3 A9
ik e g S R o =

J rllo

of
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ol AA - whE, A" MAZZAEY oA HAE £99 4TAEY

SALEE 4T @ $98 ARAE UG AP 4T U= Vg FE o
ARA, B ANEFRGE £34 44@@(@%—%— 59, 199) So gz

A% Z2AEYY 4FRE 337 Ad Be §EL ARG YFHY
9 299 Ad: gRHozE AFH YR yrdoze xe¥d £9¢ AT
oooleE UR 29 $EHL (D) ABARY FF, Q) AN FE, Q) T
459 Jledeld 475 ¥ 5 Tase, dvd xR AFe g
(4) AH8A BEEs) 7Sl @ AgH FF So) Arh

32. 714 434

UM AT EIAF SASE AL Z2AEY] JFTHY FES 94T 8
< tg9 U 7kA 89e2 Hoslm, olF viEgoRE AFEAS 539 =F° FX
2 3te MAS HAEFsA o] = dA ARaAEA 2 JAENE T AF2 v

e /‘43'-3,,2‘_ &2 "HEsteam culture), HuLAIA2 A (top
management commitment), B¥ol Wd F7I¥A(motivation), BLIS] YgrAlxF
(communication) S°lth 7Y Tz e FFadd U AFAHA AFE A&
ey e spEE AA3A.

OH

7HE(1) : AEA QY gE3Hteam culture)E TEAEY] HJF3 #E Uk

7F4(2) : 3797 9 X (top management commitment)s ZTEZHAEF
#3d gt

744 ((3) - €9 dF F71F 9 (motivation)= ZZHER Y AT #H Qo

744 4) : g47re] AL A % (communication)& T2 A Y] HAFa FH Qo

o 4%

33. A5 3

E a7 d4Ad AEAFae $EAE T3 2AElE WS A9stn Ao
HAHA ARAFAES THo] Az AL Z2HEg £9 AP FIASA 9
2E AAE7 A8 o) gdrh ol#F ARAFTAEL 2del UM FEFE Fofel o
& AAE 7MAL YE AFECIY B ATAME FRATAESS AEALF BEA,
AAL Ao @A EE CAs(change agents)9 2o ZZAEY £ HPHe=

g9 = AgEoth

ARAFAG SFALe] TR obF TR ARATAE Ve G 59
& a%sty BrtgeEN ATAE At AgEot F, & @?01]*1 ARAF
B9 9L A7A dAvIdel Z2AEY 298¢ FHWEA AFE AAs<

Aelr), o)}k 2 MY FRAZTAE N AFAEL ﬁi%‘l-‘é%‘
Zé'é}b 71&0] He 2A T2 HE, Arlee AS] dY ARE
o $EAEL Y Z2AEYAAN A e ARERN 424

.
T

e o 2 3L
e o
i
, lr

o of i
4 8 dp

o)
e

Al
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THARAN2dAT, A8A A2%, 1999d 12¥
02 B ATE 98 AREL ATHE

<E 1> ZAYA Z2AEYg 4F

RY/Ly/F 8 17 25
e R 5 7
AR/ BAIAL 43 63
7] & 3 5

X3 A 68 100

4 A A F47190 7l FeddAdnt 13279 AEA WiEHA
onj, 2 FolA 69571 slEHo 5 52%clt dFE AEA FAA 1RE F
ol UF Bof o] EVted Aoz AN WM & dFE 68F9 A =
2AEYS #dd ARE o83 ZAHUT. olo] WF HEL 5F HEWE A
a3

A7 248 dFol <E > vgu Aok 4719 2AE 38 FoA
BA/2H/FEA 26%, v 7%, BE/TABEIA 63% 218 JEst 5%2 UE
poas

V. Ax2M 2 7

41. 8AE4 2 A3 AA

2 A7 AHEE HMeE A7 43 AMEd EE 59 Y3 Varimax
rotation Y& A& 2<% A4S A old O ATZ}E <FE 2> AANHD
gt dutx o g WolEY 4 A+ factor loadinge AMA YAE Lo} B dFq
AE 04 °}/9] factor loading & AHE-3FSith <E 2>+ factor loadingo] BEE 3=
A 04 Bt 2A JeErvdn gith. 2 #4 d3 21709 5o 47] 8007 BFH
At olde] HAEFHL 63% AEE Yyt 49 8902 A&XA FF, JuF
B9 oA, F71HA, JAALT LR o]F2 FoEAu).

<E 2>9 8984 AP FEFE Z W49 3Ed dslo Cronbach’s alpha
ATE AHESH WZQD 4@ #F AN S FAHIFEG AFHAH B4 A 3HA
2271219 AP Age 08 o2 JElgton 484 2202 0672 YE,
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<E 2> 8.9 B4 9 Cronbach’s alpha A4

oJAA - HHET, ALY NLZZAEY N HAE 299 HFAEY

W 3 B factorl factor2 | factor3 | factord
21 | 0779 | 0054 | 0182 | 0136

2 | 0745 | 028 | -00%0 | 0153

3| 0713 | 029 | 0249 | 0032

4| 0701 | 0142 | 019 | 0347

o 51 0675 | 0151 | 0269 | 0061
Hes 6| 0665 | 0079 | 0170 | -0271
71 063 | 0207 | 0369 | 023

8| 0610 | 020 | 026 | -0.104

9 | 0587 | 0318 | -0036 | 0202

10 | 0503 | 0253 | 0021 | 0062

F=1 | 0273 | 0189 | 0260 | 0151

HAu7497 2 | 0312 | 0782 | o111 | 0022
SRS 3 | 0244 | 0745 | 0119 | 0311

4 | 0457 | 0648 | 0241 | -0004

FE] 0219 | 0018 | 0808 | 0.101

2 | -0101 | 049 | 0685 | -0028

57159 3 0354 | 0317 | 0648 | 0.199
4 | 033 | 0208 | 0528 | 0445

5 | 0401 | 0114 | 0444 | 039
ey | BH 0187 | 0004 | 0157 | 0816
2 | -009% | 0197 | 0059 | 0772

Cronbach’s alph A4 | 08962 | 08713 | 08054 | 0.6668

42. N2" Ju stz AEEo] AF g2l

Ne" g ZzAeds AFadd A9edsd 0

2 44 WSS

X Atole] BAE FAMFoZN FPHUY. TR (success factor) S F1E}H7]

7Hd & 3 @BA LA (correlation analysis)& ©] &3t EHx
AFd o] fd VFEY oL g3 g}

E 39 vH(Blau, 1983).



THRA2dAT, A8HE A2E, 19999 12€

TOP : H27A%9A9 9
MOTI : 57|39
COMM : A4 %

J

Z2AEY 49 Z+ WFd dig 3TAA A7 <E 3> YEY Qi §3,
ARG NAEE AR Al AeEsed adEde] AAAAE BHE AAV <%
4> veht Atk ALY MFE FolM A&HQ HEE, AnAFGRA9 X adn
B71%47t 5 E 00194 Z2AEY 299 4T} FARAN Yt Reg vg
stk 2y qraAT S ZZAEY 49 HAI3FAs AFTAV FY3A JERRA
g3 e Aol FAHNUY. ol MNUEZIAEY FAHAEY F& A4 (social
growth need)ll 7|18 A3}t FAHHY. 25, Z2AEY $99 AF8ULe AEH
A BEs} AnFdRe R, Fr1Fo o2 JEsi,

o

<E 3> 48dA vEYX

SUCC T-CUL TOP MOTI COMM

e
4

succ 1.000 0.559* 0.415" 0.569" 0.308

T-CUL 1.000 0.643™ 0595 0.235
TOP 1.000 0.614™ 0.276
MOTI 1.000 0.381™

COMM 1.000

(*x:p <001)

<E 4> 7 2T YA JBBA

7H(D) T-CUL 0.559 0.000™ Accept
7+ (2) TOP 0.415 0.000" Accept
7H4(3) MOTI 0.569 0.000™ Accept
7+ (4) COMM 0.308 0.011 Reject

(% :p <001)
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ol AA - wrE T, Al2g MLZRAEY glojM PAE L9 H4FLALN

43. ANAA REH% A% £ B

i

138 29
HF Wre FTFPTE Aesel 43 AAYRoZ R o|F TR
XEaAe BA BAEAg S8t EE dolgE “SUCC!

g BE 942 NFoR VY TFSE ERAUT. 5, 'SUCC! 94e BE B4

g o2, Re A%e 8L “YWIFLE ¥
TEE BHAE AL QA2 AL
ool 43 dRPEL

A A7 wyelvi(d: Blau, 1983). oo
7} 9L %ol A3 A=

TR Y= 4F4Ae 2AVT. oo Wi o
Ao t# Ae <E 5> Ueht gk Ao AAEA 4IYSR AAPES BF
se o 9% MAE adezE AeA WES, AP oA, F¥A F

o2 yetgrl.

432 FAE A} g o< ¥4

g AoAE BARALS Ei Z2AEY 99 AFoAE] AAHIULD. o
Ao HE ol 89 Fo o= Q9lo] 713 B IS A= ANE FAEHZ] A
o8 B4 (discriminant analysis)S A}&3ldth EELE RAENAM e} FAdA 4T

<E 5> ¥ OHEHP—{?:’*%_’—&? 23

7+ (1) T-CUL 0.000™ Accept

744 (2) TOP 0.006™ Accept

7H4(3) MOTI 0.000™ Accept

7+ (4) COMM 0.020 Reject
( ** @ p < 0.01)

W “SUCC e HE A5@Ddd 248 F A9 2522 Yol ALgsiit. #d

vae @ WSE Aue FEoe BRUsE 24%n 98 A9 de wiee 4
Y52 44 F o9 Axel TA% BAAI} F3: YU BRT & g 7
22 2E BAYod BEEHe Hely IFE Aoldd b3 8- SYRFE
7ol A8APS £25E AL TFET ok YU BA% wAY YUy ¥
Ae Adsee BAY U $A4 2453 £ Ao
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TARA 2T, A8 2%, 19993 124

éroupl :
3.308 3.145 2.841 3.250
AR IF :
Group?2
NEaS 3.725 3.505 3.422 3.556
3 A 3.577 3.378 3.217 3.448

7 2% e FEHFEY YT AeE
BFol vheht g, “4uhH 4FIE" Ul
F71%e, A LTS PF AFE "HRAH 4
% e

BEEYe AR T AXNZ Yehdth 5, 2 A9 dd GuR AFEEE o
£, 7 Awe] FEA BPo] ZeAo) U AL AR ATk B EFoIq 2
¢ 439 A5 ABIAE A7 P FFLEE o|FE Aoz
!

o FEA 9o] A Yehtonz wdgse AL FEIRY P
].

T-CUL 0.810 17.445 0.000™

TOP 0.889 8.205 0.005"™

MOTI 0.715 26.185 0.000™
COMM 0.921 - 5639 0.205

( % :p <001)

<E 7> 7} ¥ dig FAFoz Wilks’ Lambda, F&t 233 Fo+5£S F
3} T-CUL, TOP, MOTI ®%7F |9 3A Jetvdn Jo. £33, AFE0 digd o
g BN Az Fod$F0] 00164 ou & A ZE Vet

ol U FoAd SPHSF FoA AL /Mg 2 TR £ Y A5E 2
A3 Stepwise HHY S ALgstd EAS P} olo] digk A Axst < 8>o e
U ok T-CULS MOTI WA #23tA detgted, ol &3 d&sg F

A¥elst waEF g 9% F1 9t 2dez AP,
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ol - HHET, AlaY NLZZAE ojA HAE 99 JF2ALH

<E 8> B4 A% BAHS FAH f5E

Wilk's
= I—— 0 o] A2 2
H T Lambda T E w3 A
MOTI 0.7159 0.000™ 0.7787
T-CUL 0.6943 0.000"" 0.3579
A 69 £=0.000"
( *#x :p < 0.01)

S Al de F UG dd wATEE P B dedel TR
P AHgstel AF BAYFE FESFAG ATEY AFE FAFE 00194 o
"7 Nlh mz S wekA @ gddEe A2 23907 2 + 9
o BE = e 2 -

H
10;

Z = 0779 MOTI + 0.358 T-CUL

9 HoN Fr1¥dst ALHY YEHI O ArRT FEe FRIE 48
# ez B 4 Ak 53 57187 ALHY WEse] va wEYe xe Aoz
ebgteh,

dgoz BEYSE AHgdte] @ dolHE 43 4d Fyuoz Ris: A4
4 ARE AAELUTt <E O>oME 7 1FEE 4FEL ANE ARl

BAgFo] g3 AFELS A9 At AAZ Bt o AFEY AY A=E
H 28}7] 98] Cmax(maximum chance criterion)& #|4t8t .

Cmax = (sample size of larger group)
/(total sample size)

=44/ 68
= 0.64
AZ, AFE 0755 Cmax® 064 H3 11%7HA] 3ot g BN Astz F7)
Foo A RS Z2HAEY $9S Hi@lOi olnngd M4 2 7|4 E &
= g9lolads AL BYFT 4TaoR IUY WEHEE FoA o] F WLy T2
AEY 98 ATHoRE oluesd /Mg & 98
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HFE 0.833 0.167
44 13 31
HEIFE
¥ E 0.295 0.705
% A%E =51/68
= 0.75

Aed A9 F a2Fo2 Uro EAS Ad, BARANAME AL3A Y3,
Hu7RPgRe A, F71¥H7 AFegoz FAFHAY. BAEN S AP a3,
A AT 2A(Kkey success factor)2 F715 9 A& HESR FZAH A}

v.a8 &

FBBARNNA 4F2AE Z2AEd 299 4T &
o ARBARY FHE dEd ¥FLAES A2 WEH 123G A, §
1342

42 vehgt
Ed, 437 Uve F 2oz RRod RAR4 ¥ B€ENE Agsic
EARAANAE 4T w e 89o2: 4849 WEs, AnFIA o

[e]
7, B71% 42 ey, #dEA S FiME
A AFagdez Yelg 3 fEd #Eg
2 A JEwt 45, £ =84 AF8de
9]7], Fr|FAoli o] FeoA FrIH A9} A&H
=
7RV Fod AF8ez Yehd AL ZRAE FIPAA Fo FHLY
AZANA FHALEC] NZE WAt U3 G 72 &8 4 Y3, 2z Aol 2
I JE EFY £9E FEIAA £ F AEE F7] "o Kanin—LoverQ}
Keilty(1993) ©l#| g F71Foe] PHoz FTPAEY utEA3 5o g a3
B, M Aaleo]l wra 9= H7Hrecognition) 24 S F e £33, AddAE
ol a3, FAFAANEY o) Rujet 22 EWF AREAAE} H4FL o]
I FA3}A.
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OAA - MEF, AaY LI AHAEY oA BAE 92 JFAJAEH

A3t Auel ¥4, AAAA Fel, YFHA FEAe A3
A [

2 dx Tl gel ggadelzt & & ok
e T F2719S e § o] dFZRAES] i FES Aole o
oy gutHe Z2AEY g0 B HiMe 2L FEL AT T F U4

o =2 @AYORE HEZAY Ao BA - AUNGez Fen U A
otk BF, B2 AFNe AGYY Aol YT YFATY M@ BHo| Fa@
A7 FAHIL T 4+ WA
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<Abstract>

A Study of Critical Success Factors in System
Development Team Operation

Jae-Jung Lee + Moon-Kyu Park

The overall objective of this study is to empirically investigate organizational
/managerial factors affecting system development team operation. The contributions
of this research project are two-fold. First, this study examined various
organizational/managerial factors that made team operation successful. Second, we
presented the key success factors among the identified success factors of team
operation. A field investigation of 68 system development teams located around
YoungNam area indicates that motivation, leadership and egalitarian team culture
are success factors of team operation. Especially, key success factors are leadership
and egalitarian team culture.
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