HATH ) BEHRN SRS BT e
- BLE B ER FROARS S e —

#e PN 2

(H >/
I, FFoHRER V. RETHY HBER
0. k&% #e V. B¥ o KR

o. #4778 BEER

I. F:#H%EE8Y

&R s 2A [ wabe] Az w@H TAEE, o)A dF os Y HdHe 5 s}
) SHell4 Aol shEslek. shue E. Durkheim o A @ E4 o) it @B HHE (sociai fac
-t) & 2AHE ke P 2ola, ohE shbs M. Weber o Y54 ol THEAIC T EAE Ao
B ol ZAHE Sk A2olth MEE 59 TR o4 uirify JYSre
YA o2 AF shsd FAAoln, WhEHolz, §¥8 Hojds P YL S u
BEL d4H o2 FUSH dolve AP PAE BR] S BRI o) d sty
3% Toh w4 AEVH EMA B%clohd, gE: MK BRolt IEMeoz &
&d BEE BEes X NELE T2 sluolebs AA s egeiin, ofn @Yo 4
Ao QlzY mE TAY BRE 79 F4dcdn 2 £ Uk a2 ZE 4pE4
fgol T £ F53AE dech 9 FHA olm, wHAH olm, s&Y FHo| Y 2}
SlAAd EAdH YHEE BAHo2 FAYPch  olF PYE AEH EF 4 79
Hebd 24Ystel dolus HFHolrlo Yoy Y2 FHAL 23y oL A7z s T
H YHola, L A7 WFEH LYY ol by FHL ol ol o Bo] FHEE
=T YR o= ARG ARt AWMLY Aol 4 olssiojok & A 8|

THULH YA ALY $F3E doiA44 oh+o) Aol o) AHoE AAY o Jub

r.H. —_
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Hog o]z HAITHE (collective behavior) o] & EFETUr D o] AFHSS AN A
459 YE4y9 4, £5, 25 5o @t 2 THE FF (crowd), FF (publicd,
% (mass) , §94]¢ (rumor), 4}3-&% (social movement), &% (riot), gz 53 (cr-
aze), YA 3 (fad), e (terror), F3 (panic), A (disaster) 5o] ek old A
59 #u Zol F¥oz KATECIE F

Ay Eo g dFE 189549 G.LeBon 9 F54 8 (La Foule) g A4 H22 A
A A7t A%E 2D, ool o]Zszx Aes, #E, 45 A, e YEA4F
o] a8 FH4IGY U vy ok D 28 AFYF W olsE A4S £A
3 yebgel =heb ohoFs fkeh

wel4d L dT7TE AW S AE A& w4 FHI o] BAH HITEL J—’é_}‘ﬁii'*] 3
gy A, Hgaql, FAFYo B o] EH WHES vla AR, AFYTl A
Bop ¥2Aql o)dEF ERded 2 FAol dth

I. %£41T89 #=

maclel 9T AL A4she BKREEA 2 AL THdR de THLLEE TA
el w2l MR 2 A9} ISkl s, F4H LR Ego] ook o, THLL
Apa 7} Eapgolojo stn ®d Lwdstodof ek, ¥ EHY A oY THLLERTAS
o} gtk " R 4ol shEY AE YL, E ofd AL 4ol AT AE sk A
o] 7t5% FAHL4E AHEHARE - 84 F T4, T4 84F 7Y {“ﬂq Weke
AgA APt vel wel Ade] Zebd 5 gloh

EATHE shte] EAo7ld 249 AdE Hehe W=ts ZTAE EHY 5+ Ut 2
Ay ALY FY Ade 2R olsiypyal el xF7hA 4% 5k R.H.Turner o 9
sha, AP S B A7 AIEE T 2A S5 472 HFE o] A

DAY EL 7189 FHA P A st ob ARl o3 Ak Y Foldhels L
R.R.Evans, H.Blumer, R.H.Turner, K.Lang & G.Lang, N.J.Smelser 5 ZE& A3
5 o] ErF50] #3 s At

2) & /R, OB, B3, 1981, p. 452,

3) R.R.Evans, “ Theoretical Viewpoints in Collective Behavior, " R.R.Evans(ed),
Readings in Collective thavior, Chicago : Rand Mcnally & Co., 1969, pp.1-20

4) &K, AT R AR, X, 1976, pp.74-75.
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ch,

@Al Aol WA Soll Eolzbqat A iAl A=A A¥E st S EY

5214 ql #AutE R YEddc #AA.

@RI EF AF B4 S F2ee VA,

@AFYF 445 dF, &3, 44 Tl gdae BA.

@AYYTE dFo A=xs s 2 YFolabe FA.

R.H.Turner 9] o] &= Ay 5ol A3 FT3ha ARl A 7]E9 o 2H FHEY 2ol
o WE Bl e HHem 2 4 ok z2ed o] dRE Y EFY Al FHes
o st d & o xuaA ZyAolo4 HEAe] A gleh wHFel ojHe ¥AFol B
TR AT AFYF AP FHLELES SeT2EH ojF] F2 e AWYF
o] Mol Wi WA FHL vl 4T + AUtk

G.LeBon & AT 5ol B8 FaH MHdHRele BR (crowd) 9] 423 549 44
ol £19< S9r} O S.Freud® G.LeBon 9 #%9 483 4Ad Agk Hald A2 F
stmA WYY wPacly Ao FHE Fhek D ol AYYF MHEE FAHL
2 3 8 gAY wEL cheH AT

R.H.Turner : “ 7| &4t8)e] FHab z2o] hhslAY 2L 238% o4 4k TH3
27 S 2w ez wuha g Yok P 24 #HAO (groupmind), A%, 71&E FHL
2359 Ygel B0 ek, P

S.Milgram & H.Toch : “xg¢d oz Yoivn, vad 233 2 %x, AN G UA
4 2ARA o)m =T A5 o5 e, 49T 29 43 AT o He=E Y 470

R.R. Evans : “ 43 54 g 5o] ohdel J4H PFol4 dold S+ P F .7 10)

H. Blumer: “ QY5 zlo] TE52 7|cho} o]H5 viepe g & YA £F ( collective act
~ivity) 024 2udo g golyn, 4YEo] ofd Yipow A FFshw, Al ALH,

5) R.H. Turner, " Collective Behavior, ” R.E.L.Faris(ed), Handbook of Modern
Sociology, Chicago: Rand Mcnally & Co., 1964, Chapter 11, pp.382-425,

6) G.LeBon, “ TheMind of Crowds,” R.R.Evans(ed.), op.cit., pp.27-38 & # % st
Ale.

7) &1fHE¥E, op.cit., p.454.

8) R.M.Turner, op.cit., pp. 382-425,

9) S.Milgram& H.Toch, “Collective Behavior:Crowds and Social Movements,”
G.Lindzey & E.Aronson(ed.), The Handbook of Social Psychology, Vol .4, Califor-
nia: Addison-Wesley Puyblishing Co., Inc., 1968, pp.507-610.

10) R.R.Evans, “ Theoretical Viewpoints in Collective Behavior,” R.R.Evans(ed.),

op.cit., pp.1-20.
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oW HYYL Pyt Y7 W

R.W.Brown: $33elxn, ydols, vgzHe 2550 ndo] A 4y Lz
(principle of impression of universality) & %2 ulsbo g 3§ WY 70| HAo® g
% 12)

K.Lang &G.E.Lang: ZZ3] 5X g3 =3 A3 F27 3 5 ¢gols Hal4  2pgAoln
M F25 R 499 48 YHed, YA ol & vinpo s 3 A Z2AY shno HEL 9
3 BANAL BFclch, 2 EYoz Al U4} Wiy gojop” W

N.J. Smelser : “A184 H9)o FYsol A Wbz 1S £5)r] Ag HoJE
9 3 5 Wyoz FUshE A YW

NF ALE 99 245 TAZ gL, ALVFel AP Ho AGYYSAA  ho

A, A3 AAES AYBEY A 58 AL 53 7F, 4HLE, T 2L
T2 ALYEY AEL Fsta Yok

£, AYYFL checlel 9 Aud FHehs Hol A E5s} AL Polstm 9
o},

A, ATYSY HdYe FHLAE A WYR, Y59 £4, YEo Py, 2
B A 2H 5 47kA Adoz FHsef ok o 47bx AUl A A IHYEL &
A2 opgs) o] £EI 9 4 Yok

I
. wael g L wwaa | WE 44 | WF 9T | 2w vy 24
| S. Milgram A9 7 =F | 2wy, v 233}, FHdA 22y 55
& H. Toch A& EA54, F 9 ¥
i A &4
| R.R. Evans VYEH o ey ARYE
| 4 B4 E

11) H.Blumer, “Collective Behavior,” R.E.Park(ed.) An Outline of the Principles

of Socioloy, New York: Bares & Nobles, 1939, pp.219-280.
12) R.W. Brown, “ Mass Phenomena,” R.R.Evans, “ Theoretical Viewpoints inColl-

ective Behavior,” op. cit., pp.1-20 4 =] ol &,

13) K.Lang & G. E.Lang, “ Collective Behavior, " International Encyclopedia of the
Social Scienes, Vol .2, New York : MacMillam, pp. 556-565.

14) N.J].Smelser, Theory of Collective Behavior, London: Routledge & Kegan Paul,

1962, p.8 .
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£ 51TH2 =ity $2-50) LY LKHFE 5

| H. Blumer | %9 st | A4, gz Yz zYYE
o) s A4, 48 Y 1
R.W, Brown | X®4el gl ) | g4, =¢zty Y$Eo Ex 1
42| 49 e
Kilang & | SAA2E A9 | AA wol, 94[71& 249 23 [959 5434 5
G.E.Lang Ad3yel AFY A, dY4, ey o HE 3

| R.H. Turner | 71z, 4sbe) | A4, FHo2 [7| 2489 Tz Y5 593 &
A TH 9% 23w, Hz|H
& A 23

2=z

N.J. Smelser | F24 24 | 487 @9, o [23 +3 (457 Y99 7
A ES o Jasel 399
z 349 Aol

e Bl 4 & 4 Ue dtebFel, AYYFY MAdL &zl =ek ksl A" Yk
o] sk AR Foll A FXA A VA 2AE ool T3, AYY T LYLAE o
Holl 4 o, AYY T S EA-E o WA FHSI= vl 3 opr[ ok

. 4178 BERR

AYY T HY8cle] BH AASS F4e] AdPAl 4 FEHoZ FAHD AL ¢
% ok 2 o AAEL AVHFY AGE FshE HYo) 4 FEHOE AFY Aol
Eohsiel, AW T Aol 2Ae $HLE HEAIA YL UREY ASelE A
dyelel 4 AAY T YRS ¥ 4 dh o Fol YYYF wYa el I o4
£ AYHE 44 oA TS et AUl A shal grsiolol ¢ Aolvh

AYB T 4Ad A FHL ZA e 37K o Ask P

@349 ol #3, HE, 5 Fol FHWHo F&3| Ak & A4

15) R.H. Turner, op.cit., pp.382-425
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@ FEALE Aolol e A w4o] HFSE= A4
T3t A Soll 4 dofris AHF}YTE FAsE HES FHOl HAs = 4.

R. H. Tuner & A 59 4ol g o 37k2] #3H-& 247 A4 lE ( contagion the-
ory), T#o]Z (convergence theory), FH A4 o]& (emergent norm theory) 21 ©]&
2o}, 19 o] 9] e N.J. Smelser ¢ 7}z} 37} o} & (value-added theory ) # E. Goffman 9
434 & o] & (interaction theory) o] F7bd <+ Qlth

Aol Zoll 4= AHYHFT HAMLRQAS A}3 A E9F( social unrest ) 28 ¥mQvl I o
¥4 321524 & Blumer, Trotter, Tarde, McDougall, LeBon, Freud 5% 5 4 v} o
Soll ofsh, 4bgl A Eakd AMAEY FFTE A I ToE Y7 A AUV EE 5o
F AEF Yo PFL AYIEE st FuldAoleh o] A AMAA Edo] AHYY TE
Fu2] 7 A 5 AAHAE 249lo] w4 Blumer &= £3%& 8l 8 (circular reaction) o]z}
A 2] 3 o}, 17) o] 2]ell Trotter = 4] ( suggestion ), Tarde — 24 ( imitation ), McDougall
2 &4 T A (primitive sympathy ), LeBon & 2] %32} (leader ), Freud = [5]—# ( identif-
ication)etm Al Agich ®) wel 4 ol Ee MUYYEe LHLT “EAo] ol F
Z el A At st sk o

ol 2L 3] Aelstel ol E (learning theory) ol T sk A Fo HPLUL
AMsta Adrh 2 HEAH 252 -+ H, Cantril, C.C, Jung, J. A. M. Meerlo, J. Doll-
ard 5% & F vk ol Fddl ostH, o2 AghEe vpE Lol fTEMEM@O] Tl FEF
s AP 5ol FAHL ol AYHFTH AL gAY ST EUY A
Y Sol ofsf oo A1 Hud 4L AV YFoE 2usicks wye|ch ¥ =4

=

AH el 2% e TSR T AT HAAHA YT wpR o

ki

THAY o222 AEZF PHEF AW #MF= A¥FH ( collective norm) o] FH=HE 2
Az Y 2 Aol H A ee AL vk 0 1 HEY BHEEH4E ALM,
Lee, N.D.Humphrey, M. A.Sherif, S.E.Ash 5% & = ck 0|5 9s}ud, A¢H 749
o) YA zAL clofstx|ut A c}Le) 37tAT =Y £ o )

16) Loc. cit.

17) H.Blumer, op.cit., pp.219-280
18) R,H.Turner, op.cit., pp.382-425
19) Loc.cit.

20) Loc.cit,

21) & W #E, op.cit., pp.464-465
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£ 01790 mRY $I5 A BHE T

@ 4tslz2 o] 4L EY F A 8o He Bl FHE oA AW F2 X

ste A%

@ HA e zzAe wFEHY 9 Adslee $F7F SAHH = B

@ 481 Axs AR R Y7 A e sEe] 2APAI HAH L o] F A=

dee] EA o ghebi e Abdo] fio A Fel okl HAHE B4

olga ¥ of, FHAAY oJEL AZE AYFEE KA F& A2 2oy
YA Salol 4 AP T *Pssls Fevkn s

E.Goffman | 4328 o[22 clzke] 433rge 440 2Rl dolvts 433 283
A435ag Faxse] 43H4 ofstel webd Zepd 4+ doke A vReE AR T
G eclg Awstm Ak 2ol olskw, Refd: A4RES #YE AT 5 Ae A
ApA el wpaol ALY E Ao A2H adlejrh o] A FHOEZ AT e HHA 4
528 ( face - to- face interaction ) £& §E5% 4 %24 (fluid interaction) & &3 A
YA 5L oS e Pojaich 2

N.J. Smelser o 7bxl$7b of 2o o5ha,™ A qs £o Y24 e sl F2H
4414 ( structural conduciveness ) ook, F24 fa4de ALY Fol doivtewl LA 4
4 27 % ofogel, o Toll UTYEF WAool HF FAe] Aol R, FHlE, TH
44 o2, 45HE o2 Fell4 A LAERe T2H fAdo] o AfTEMFolcT #
Hol Smelser o] Atz sHl vk

V. £&6178 HEERE

ol AL ek WAH AW To] oug HYE AN FA% HEo? o] EAlel
B9 =W 5o 3A Aoy AT, 48 dPud A2, Aswy AToE drel A 2tk

Qelerd Azold AW I Fefstn de ML aunz dedd BE AYE 2
A3} 47= Qg oejgteh ) 4k defutd ATolw AYY Fol Hedste AFE 4ol
A4 olbE 4EAgel HHsh sAE e FEAE YAE FeD 2D AR

22) E.Goffman, Behavior in Public Places, New York: Free Press, 1963, p.l17.

23) N.J].Smelser, op.cit., p.15.
24) N.J.Smelser, Essays in Sociological Explanation, 1968, ¥ o4l &7, AEWF

3 b3 &%, &Xi, 1981, p.95.
25) &BE, R H¥F , MK, 1978, p.506.
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Y 2ol g A 65 Bl P A4ss AL Zqch ® dysy Y2
o HEH ¥AERZA £ G.LeBonH S.Freud &, 4H3] A2jatd Y29 g4 Y54 &
H.Blumer ¢} E.Goffman g, Z8 1 A& st Ao ol ¥ #2124+ N.J.Smelser & &
+ AU

G.LeBon& ™ AW 5o H47Y¢ TF Lt (mind of crwd) 9 H4BYoz 4%
4 5o LS FAH 5 4 (law of mental wmity) ojgls MYoE Aesin 9
o &, 2ol o5k, T2 MAER ojFojxl AMolxut o] A <o M Ao
Y AL AetAln 2 AGAdY dA RS BEE YYHoE o] T stk shue 3t
FOE7ZE 450 oL 5 FAH FYYAe] F5 o)Al ek oldA Hw, A
del @Ry 3L FElsim, AAE 4pole oJAYL FAAQ Ao o3 s, HUASY
TRl 4ol SAH Ak FTF oI HAAH YA HAHL FFo PpaYd:
54, T4, #Ee F5d, vwde Ao, Rit FHA o oAstm Utk

S.Fred: ® G.LeBon o %% tados Exsln gt 759 J4nge) Am
Azke] Foj4el ot I EHQ EFY T2l 4 Loy 2o osh, PAH 4R
% (mental superstructure)® 2z /S 4olo] 42 cf=xu} Z{HY T o] A8} Lol A=
ool £¥sn, FFoA FALG T2 49 szt Yetta, el s e A4 gux
(libido) M4l Aol ZA 2 AUck olelqt eJu)EHY A5 vluto g HUEL 2H4le 2
2o} (supersgo) & E7|5tT X ExlollAl zH49 ZE HE f1Usted, 2 x| E2te F—@
(identification) o] Y & A X Y Tol A =lch o] 4L X9 avixlejolnf, o] 5
HA dT¥FEE T AxAe AN A5 BAER (ego-ideal) & o 2jslm, AUoko FAHYE
2 o] AEA} Rell4 A2 Foof4-g ZAch AYYFY FAAFe @ 43y A e
A™g A Ag H.Blumer o ©|5lm ® 2434 2k (social unrest) o] <hefjo] l= A E 4}
olell &4 ukar-§ (circular reaction) o 4t3a8o] HIYF J4o 7B vl Zolc],
of #W7l&E vlgto® W m Xddxs (milling) —> ATA Z4 (collective excitement) —
At3] A Mo (social contagion) — =}t 8 = o] cla| (stage of spontaneous behavior) = A
H AYY Fol FA=c

YT T Ao A =4l “Un B3y (milling) ” & of® 979 Z7/chA o 4

26) N.J.Smelser, Essays in sociological Explanation, ¥ 94 %%, op.cit., p.95.

27) G.LeBon, “ The Mind of Crowds,"’ R.R.Evans(ed.), op.cit., pp.27-38.

28) S.Freud, Group Psychology and the Analysis of the Ego, London: Hogarth
Press, 1922, & ##¥E, op.cit., pp.454-455 ¢l 4 =jql &,

29) H.Blumer, op.cit., pp.382-425.
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#04THe] iRty $ETo AU ILEHE 9

FoAQA7t ARS Uste AT o] Fuy o Yoldeh of DA AYEL HF A
o4 28 A2 nizsiAl db-gste Yool Aasio] AL Foiy FAYl oy Uz
FRAs o18A ASE FAIA TR HA o dHYst Bl FEG 42 sE Qo] A
A FEoleh o YA Fhol AFHAA T BHASHA A A3 A o] dojdrt o)
Abgl A Aol HASH ALEL AUAE e R 599 A E He AYFFE AAMsHA
5=k

oMY AYA T FYAF LT 2ol HefslT ARE 4bololA doius 43 HeA
A w7t E S FFse £ o AN EA EGoffman T £ 4 Uk 2ol sk, MY 5
4 dojvds 4E2EL FAAA 4% Sl 4 dolyes 43 H8A: 2] A (face-
to-face) oleh M3t #5 (fluid) olebe ¥ 7hx) §3o] Ak @ o § 742 54 43
zZ+8 o FFe] Al (rules of irrelevance) 3} 2] BBl (transformation rule) o] &
B FAH ARl AGBES YAk D MEE S AT 4L Sol 4 v A4S
5] sk 4o Y EFES YW H FToEH AAEE FHI Ao A, FES
#Ae] A4 APFo2 o] gt L5 424 &4 (psychological reality)ell
A3t p1EE xS T e FA4EC] Aow oAEE A FHo] HuUx 4AHAER
A3 #HEH] U AMY ARl YAl

stxipe 2, AYYF] YAHAH L 7FA L7 o822 45 A+ N.J.Smelser = 413
Tx9o AN A A& A 2Ect Smelsero] 9sld, HYYEL F24 494 (structu-
ral conducivenss) — F%3% 71# (structural strain) — Y4 Ht3l 3 41 (generalized belief)
— #£3) 8 9] & (precipitating factors) — 8 5& & IHA=xES FU3E (mobilzation of par-
ticipants for action) — A}3] 5-#l 2] 2§ (operation of social centrol)elet= 6 7hx| =k#| o
AR 5o AYE AH FyHe, D

«7za o4 ”olet ofwl A Fo] dojupeu AT 43 T2 ETHEHAS XL
«7zH 71770l AkslA B Lol 4 ofjwd e e, HFF, £
Fo3 sha| g Aloldl Edo] gy A owgrh “dubsisl Al 7ol ApgEel 4t

4 43e Awsn 2 ARe HeR B4 AL Y5 AL elAA ) FYe %@
o «axacl”old ofd WAM ARE ATAA FE Ao §UE Fshn, 5L 9
@ BelAEe AN Yo U Ade IBLE AREE YFa FUhE AE

30) E.Goffman, op.cit., p.l17,
31) E.Gof fman, Encounters, Indianapolis! Bobbs-Merril, 1961, p.19,
32) N.J.Smelser, Theory of Collective Behavior, London: Routledge & Kegan Paul,

1962. pp.15-18.
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geh, “ 413 5A e AE 7 olgt AP FE UA, U, FA, JAGHAs KEE ERW (cou-

nter -determinant) &2 2t&3}E Pl Eo 24 A3 FH 71U ES AYE FEeh

V. B 4 &R

A Z74= 4x 2 ospepzre], AYY T M, WAL, YA A BHEL AYY
Soll wg w4 Fa H2Urdl =g} ¢ Fateh

Ay 5o ML 2R w4aql, Y5 4, T UF, YTY Tl A FTHHA
;e FH 5 47k AL Ao det et AP F MHdLe 2 UYL
oldel4 3, PF £4F AgA FHS YT FHL TR Bl e, 28
2 o] 47kx] AUE zhe] WAL %A F Y7kl el wAED ® ALYFOLE T
Y 5 9z, &R zAYPFor FHY £ Acdzn AL

g Ee] HHade] T o] FHEL Aol E, ol & FHAA ¥, 4228
o]E, ZhA Rt o] F 57k BHOE urejd + gUdrh Mol EL AYY T 2UA

Qe NIHeE LAE AsAH ¥aoz FAHSIZ Ak 2y o] BL MIHLER -
e g A Boke ob AHuH FFo] of| e 2ol of MAAH Eoko] A AUt A
o2 gyl APYEY YA Yoz frop oo o] uAHL £JH AL, &

A, 2y}, 92H 5, AEzie A, ALdEe] AXAAA ZE F—@ 5ol dEH| e}
dek AHgel F5d 2del4 ALY T H48 olgtn Eagletn stk

olel wla] FHolEL A5 A L31E A Loz L AAITY HIAHA I
Fo uigow oz HAEY b &l AUt TEMM 45 AFYFTY UYL
2 FRsa Utk

THAA o2 MEE FAE RLA siFE AYFHe) 4+ A% AW 2 A
N4 AT WYL P20y AFxAe 2L AYY T YPaqeg Ican
sh3l ok

A43arg o] B B Aol wao] HYYE Ao d2A gqlejAat 4AE ol 4
Zahgo] glon el w4t etE Y T3 kA Yo Fo24 445 T 4%
48 2 A7 APYE U4 A 4oz FHstn dekm shH ek

7hx| 37} o] B2 4lsje] F2H fAel APY T U P} KTHEHLE Raddrh o
FA 2 o, 7FAR7F o] FHAA oL TE2A A4 AYYF HALYS FH2
dx Aol &3 45g o] EL HUE 4lcle] T2 AUAETA A XA Apole] AAH el

i



£54T0° Rty P A3 LRHE 1)

A APy Ee] W8S Fadctn sigch e sHEL At F2AH 82 WA
22 3ld AYE 4ol (T2 HUEF AEA} ol ) F23] AXA A5 J4A4Hd F
of el PEo el AUYPF wYaqs Fugdctn shch =teb4 HTY T
upaj @ Qlell @3 57hxe] ol BH YHEL TE— A — PFoleke AL YYH4 o
L Bme Aol FHE Faudlvke zold Edsietn sHAlth
AP o FAAGA #g ol 2 AHEL Ay A, <hs] Ay #H, 4y
A pHoZ JFA 4 Aok 2 u o] 5o AWAA s N Fxcoh deuy A9
G.LeBon 3 S. Freud, <}3 4232 379 H.Blumer 2} E.Goffman, 2831 A}3 &4 U3
©] N.J.Smelser o o|&2 77 cf33} zo] A3 & <+ drh
LeBon : %9 H4l3 T4 d4-AU¢AF
Freud : Fo4le] &F3E-4YE Apolol 2lul % (libido) d Ao 34— & =}o} (super
-ego) o ¥7|— A Exe} GRS FA-#H-AHYYF
Blumer : ¥ 3937 (milling) »A T TF¥—-484 JAG-=p4d P59 4 AY
5.

Goffman: A}3] 3 <k
&

!

HEY T §59 4EAee A4 TEIM A ¥ Wl

3 s
Smelser: 724 #4—F2H 2A3-durz} 5 Ade HA—-FA8q9 U Y 5%
g o2 U413 FA HE-AUYHF

o] B4 o3 e A4 Eo] MY 4 vk &, LeBon3} Freude  AHIE°)
9 ARy Foll FHod bl HEvb FHL i AYYFo FAAFE A¥siz ol U,
Blumer ¢} Goffman & % &3 Sof] Ioists AFPS 2ole] doivtE 43289 41317 o7t
UZe|, 227 Smelser & 13| FzetE AH 27 g ARES W FHE HFo
Ay S Y4HY S Adwstn Aok AFH T HFAFH w o] 37kx] #HE— A
A o]y, 4YS Aolo) AT G A8 H o7, A3 T2 FHA AF AHE
ghe — & wole) i) ofuzt EUY ALK A4 Aoz Hepop T ojrh Husid,
gy Soll Male HodErE A3 FEH ZAl o] s H Aolm, o] Wrige Fol
ofs HYE 4jolo 4FALe wtyFo]l FHI Heln F 5 7| s Eolrh
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33) N.J. Smelser, Essags in Sociological Explanation, 1968, u 94 &7,
op.cit., p.95.
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— Summary —

A Comparative Study on the Theoretical Issues of Collective Behavior
— With Special Reference to Its Concept, Cause, and Formation Process —

by Dai-Yeun, Jeong

It is a well-known fact that the collective behavior is one of the major concerns in the behavioral
science such as sociology, psychology, and social psychology, etc. However, it is also another
thing that the understandings of the collective behavior have been different depending on the
approach to it.

The main purpose of this study was to catch a comprehensive understanding of collective
behavior, examining and comparing the theoretical issues of its concept, cause, and formation
process.

1. On the Concept of Collective Behavior

The concept of collective behavior can be defined on the basis of four dimensions —its cause,
attributes of behavior, direction of behavior, and-all-inclusive perspective on the collective
behavior. This illustrates that the concept of collective behavior is defined as an
uninstitutionalized deviant behavior or an organized norm-obeying behavior in its own way,
depending on the way of forming the relation between four dimensions.

2. On the Cause of Collective Behavior

The theoretical issues of the cause of collective behavior are possibly divided into five
perspectives — contagion theory, convergence theory, emergent norm theory, interaction theory,
and value- added theory.

It was found that the contagion theory suggested the social unrest as the major source of
causing collective behavior. However, according to the contagion theory, the social unrest the
individuals feel is not taken as the primary cause of collective behavior, because it is not on the
collective basis among the members. Therefore, the contagion theory focuses the process of
individual person’s social unrest being transformed into collective basis. This means that the
contagion theory considers the factors making this process as the primary causes of collective
behavior. As the result, the causes of collective behavior adapted by contagion theory are the
circular reaction, suggestions, imitation, primitive sympathy, leader, or identification of members
with leader, etc. It is another thing to be mentioned that the contagion theory concludes that these
factors are come into existence from an impulse action rather than from an intended one

By contrast,the convergence theory put emphasis on the full growth of action orientation of
members as the factor causing collective behavior. According to this perspective, the full growth
of action orientation is caused by the social organization. That i$, the action of members becomes
uniform when the existing social organization is problematic.

The emergent norm theory focuses the condition and the process itself of the collective norm
formation supporting a new-action. This perspective demonstrates that the condition of social
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organization is the major factor to bring about the collective norm formation.

According to the interaction theory, the occurance of a particular event is the primary factor
causing the collective behavior. However, the occurance of event itself is meaningless because the
collective behavior is seldomly formed without the interaction among the membes. This makes
possible to conclude that the interaction theory puts emphasis on the interaction among the
members rather than the particular event itself.

The value-added theory takes the structural conductveness as the essential prerequisite. The
reason is drawn from the fact that the factors suggested by other theories are meaningless without
lthe essential prerequisite.

Based on the above findings, the value-added theory and the emergent norm theory make a
considerable point of the structural dimension, while the contagion theory and the interaction
theory emphasize the cognitive dimension between leader and membes or among members.
Finally, the convergence theory trends to attribute the cause of collective behavior to behavioral
dimension which appears after the growth of cognition with the structure for a background.
Therefore, it might be concluded that the theoretical issues of factors causing collective behavior
are under structure-cognition-behavior which is a continual context. The difference is which
dimension of the context is emphasized.

3. On the Formation Process of Collective Behavior

The theoretical issues of the formation process of collective behavior are possibly divided into
three categories— psychological, social psychological, and sociological perspectives. Their
explanatory systems were based on very different perspectives. The following are the
summarized schemata of formation process of collective behavior suggested by the reprsentatives
of each perspective.

G. LeBon : formation of law of mental unity — formation of common psychological state —
outburst of collective behavior.
S. Freud : expression of unconscious desire — formation of libidinous solidarity among

members — abandonment of super-ego — identification of members with
leader — outburst of collective behavior.

H. Blumer : milling — collective excitement — soci contagion — formation of spontaneous

behavior — outburst of collective behavior.

E. Goffman : social unrest — formation of face-to-face or fluid interaction — formation of

rules of irrelevance or transformation rule —» outburst of collective behavior.

N.J. Smelser: structural _conduciveness -» structural strain — generalized belief —

precipitation factors — mobilization of participants for action —» operation of
social control — outburst of collective behavior.

The following comments might be given from the above schemata. The schemata suggested by
Lebon and Freud are commonly focussed on why the members participate in the collective
behavior, while Blumer and Goffman make a point of the social mechanism of interaction among
the members. By contrast, Smelser’s model is based initially on the reaction of the members to the
social structure which is considered to be an external environment. This conclusion draws that the
theoretical issues of the formation process of collective behavior are under the three
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dimensions — motives to participate in collective behavior, social mechanism of interaction among
the members, and reaction to the social structural environment. These dimensions are also under
the same continual context. Because the motives of participation is the result of internalization by
the social structural condition, and the mechanism of interaction can be said to be patterned by the
frame of interanalization of motives.

To conclude, the theoretical issues of collective behavior in terms of its concept, cause, and
formation process are only the differences of explanatory foci among three interrelated
dimensions —member’s internal psychology, internactional mechanism among members, reaction
of members to the social structural condition. This conclusion might be more persuasive if it is
valid that the psychological and social system are only different inference on the same data. The
matter of prime importance would be how to explain the collective behavior within a framework,
putting all significant accounts together from the psychological, the social psychological, and the
sociological.
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