it e84 3194 Communityd 2

-1 X R
{H x>
1 7 MEg Bk 3. HE{FRY W
I Community #£49] #RE®R 4. LI -3y BEX
1. igE I # -
2. £EBAY #F
I K8y BE

e FALHNRLETERNE FAHL R3¢ AT BN 3493 AolAd B 1 =
A ohleh, Ty HES 2 HEel 23 JE BEES 2EY B 33 2 48 5
+ vigoz HER F4341 Aolrld 2 Hed BMAEE B4t U @lFo el
ol A &S] EHE old FARGE Fastn, MAdFdd el 794 As A
golu} o] o] wekzlel, ARsete] MYEL R FAMo] T Wl Bl 2 BE S
oARcl. At debd oldd AdE FAE o A G2 Yujz EHAT Yot A3 Tl
4] COMMUNITYE o]g FAlAo] 5] Q& Md=rt2u] shtels

COMMUNITYell R 24 RA4L wfiiel A=, &R Y2 g=h} it Ho| 4%
A}5-& COMMUNITYE 5l Zolu F7te $44 A wFH - 2319 -ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁii A4 23}
sich. AR wlFdhats ol feEo2 sotstx, AEANFAE AFY el A
€ 7 3=} P P.Sorokine] ojslel ftgrge]4 COMMUNITY o 79 #4A%& F.Tonnies?]

lgemeinschaft und gesellschaft o]}, COMMUNITYe] ojgt F.Tonniess) ”ﬂ;iﬂ% P.
Soroking =h&3} zre] A¢dt et

“Tonniest Z& MAMGKE 2712 Yul) AMEES AEclete WE o4, ARdAE -
Ages HRMFE % HEKEE LRegch 2o i ARAAE xR BES BREE
7l 234 AR QA 44E A 25 AR AU L5341 AR #EE

1) R, HtR®ER, K&, 1965 p.213.
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AR, Y44 ARYNE lAG Ak SN AFoE KMol By
4gg A o)z},

4L QARAAY 2741 FAL Azz g Tonniest  413) 3 & LFsd 4, <3
H el 7 2% W€ Gemeinschaft, 27 x A4 Al 7 2% Y22 Gesellschafte} LES
o}. Ténniess] Gemeinschafts} = Communitye] a, Gesellschaft7} Societyo] o}, Gemeinschaft
(Community)d] fles &3 .74%, 24 & EF F da, Gesellschaft(Society)4] o z 4

v FAHAd . TH ANAY 5¢ E 4 g,

F. Tonnieso] 3 23] & o] 4 COMMUNITYq| @3 of 7+ 191214 W, wilsons} 19154 C.J. '
Galpine] &3} BAxoz A% g o] %, » K. L.Butterfield, D, Sanderson, L. Nelson, J.
H.Kolb, R.M. Maclvers g2 #hx}So] COMMUNITYE «73t4i=h. 221} COMMUNITY
4 AEE o HRSA TSR o] "ol wal G A, Hillery& 43} -e]4 COMMUNITY
o ¥ 9095 NIHIE FHAER A5, COMMUNITYS Aq& sg(geographic
area), 3t[9 M#¥(common tie), FEAKY M EfEM (social interaction) 59 371A &)
A stebla gea gist ¥FOlE 94 AFol4 COMMUNITYS) Ade cobgt ojnjep
AAel A vk 93,9 ob-gx COMMUNITYS) Aol oy EHslel @3o] w95z
AE Aol FF 4794 239 LAY A% dFPE A= Sl

Hgell ZEE Aol A A4S e]-& COMMUNITY Mg T2 Felal 229
TEETE &oIdo2d COMMUNITYY 484 Ade) MRERE Q84 o§ whgo
= COMMUNITYS] Ad$ M2¢ A4l destes 2 S50 gt

2) P. Sorokin, Contemporary Sociological Theory, New York, 1928, p.49l. :

3) A. L. Bertrand, Rural Socialogy, 1958, p.82, W%, RE REite WR, —=M, 1975,
p.2091 4 E3IA.

4) G. A, Hillery, Jr., “Definition of Community,” Rural Sociology vol. 20, June, 1955, p.118. .

5) B#ES, Ibid., A1 A1 “LRRFY HEHR" Lz,
£%B, RNtEEL Y BN, EMiE. 1967, A2 A3 “HRie” =

6) BES, “BER AN KFAGHES RN, MEiLa® 7, 1972, pp.21-35 %=,

7) @F@, “WRKHBAAS] Regionst H4MS] Community #2", HBEIA® 5K 1970,
pPp.5—14 3=,

%k WX, “Community®E£:9] HHH", MEE MK 48 Mtk RHEME WHREB, 1978,
PP.60—-71 A2
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it &l gloj A Communityd) 2 3

I COMMUNITY i#&¢] HRER

1M & %

A3 sl 4| COMMUNITY 2] Ml & EHdel lolA gt wiAg AL AY dis
gl=t. COMMUNITY A2 F484% 7/H&n A94E 538 Z23AdU, o 94
2 AA el e 2452 AIFYE AET A4 ittt

gtk Fd4149 COMMUNITYY Mg (539 Z4 & Ay 49 v 4x
e AHEEY AgA 24 st A9a] =29)P da EESE Aol xdAeld, wFo] o
T2 FourlE ¢ COMMUNITYS o Wiy &< % 4o} EHe 718k o g
#-2 W.H, Wilson, C.J.Galpin, W_ L. Slocum, D,Ensminger, D,Sandersons &g u]
T FEAATAEA A8 ARt s eld B4R FEe] Mgie o Zal
Z3 917l @ Folet.®

W.H Wilsong COMMUNITYS] A<dd 95§18 ol kichiiold BHz 3o 24
€ Az S o q(team-haul)o]ztz FHstglzm, C.J Galping WEEs X*kEL 722
St 29 - ga - ] - AYPALE 5 7TEY A Aoz TGSt ®

W.L.Slocum-g COMMUNITY3 BB HS /1A £4HS uetoz ¥ it@yy Hfrs
A9 ZdLip(business center)E Zzm Y& A9H oddejakx FAHINIHA, oy
COMMUNITY ¢ 42 #4t5lo] 9le tibel AFse BERERS Tkhid ERY 4
FAgoz st vebte AAY R A8 FAs =gActe wpeh 0

vi §-¢] D.Ensminger= RURAL COMMUNITY: 2% Q1 F7F $9dl4 2,500 Alo]o] ¥
83 Asl& F4lo] glon, o did Higith RV £ 10—120Fd We] AFeE Ful
o Al chokdt AHA - FAY AvlAF AFEH? 2 844, RURAL COMMUNITYS =9
A yglel FAHez AT AeizhA qELgd=

8) D.E.Poplin, Communities : A Survey of Theories and Methods of Research, The Macmillan
Company, 1972, p.10.

9) Q iﬂ, Op.Cit.; p.9.
10) J.H.Kolb & E,des. Brunner, A study of Rural Society, 1952, p.210, ¥ #, BRIM/HiI &

W, —&ERt, 1975, pp.26—27°014 H3(A.

11) W.L.Slocum, Agricultural Sociology, 1962, p.386, ¥ 75, Ibid., p.28<l4 ®3|A.

12) D.Ensminger, “Rural Neighbourhoods and Communities,” C.C. Taylor, et al, Rural Life in
the United states, 1949, pp.55—57, & #E#, Ibid., p.28414 BW3[A.
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4 = B 3

D.Sanderson®. o4 COMMUNITYS] = #$je] Rkbmwe Adg 44241
e S Rchitsl BE AWAE AR 4 gdx 23w g3 COMMUNITYS
A4 HAE 438t F 24 gobd, dukdez COMMUNITY®: shte gl
7t A AL o2 oz ¢ COMMUNITY Wol 2~3749) /bt EA6d %2 3
w4 WA Av2E 2 e HigdA = ohe Au2E ATem, ol H
frttel e Q€ WK T3 fitfk(association)z A= A& Qv oA M
# COMMUNITY=} 3455 o3& 4Pz el geiAs Sik@mo] vl -fxc}.1

°l#¢l K. Davis= COMMUNITYgt @ Aqe] qltisl d@go s 2 44gde] AAHE
HRE 0ozt Fo=d 94 COMMUNITYE 319 A4 giglz g,

°lstze] o] §& COMMUNITYS 94 H9§ 44 2 Ysadt YA RENo=
COMMUNITYE 2314 239 WUs§ Zkbimad F4s Q. 283 o5
Z COMMUNITY7 2ta gl REhlirt 4ol AFE 4 & Au29 uge] =bzp
COMMUNITYS A4 949 275} #94c& AN8 29902 Wiz g

2. EERERY #A

E T Hiller: ptafme 27h2 A L4q Wike Folstn gtz um, 2 44024
BRE - RARH - ##2ME - — B 58 5 414§ §9 2elste] Hillee: COMMUNITY
= olH@ A $4¢& 23 g ategmeo= ugic® 2 COMMUNITYS oo
T HA SAE Tk A4 AY¥No2 WMES AL —a HAKMs COMMUNITY:
TR F o ok & Aw Hillerd Mg o 24E 2 T4o] #7t5sieh.  Hillers) o) Eaa¢ o
& HYAAFE A7k A, ] Reisso]r},

Reisst Hillers] Aol da) «Fstd4, “COMMUNITY= KA - RAE® &6 51
22 #AH d¥ b pirgMol Ank, o)t #iAe] HuRMAr(locality unit) W2 o
FoiA Slvte A4 o F3Y pAKMsle TUAGPOR Yo, S Reissi: COMMU
NITYE 3o at@rskmoes TR mmay (e Aid024d Q8 Asldngsd +
3t

13) D.Sanderson, Rural Sociology and Rural Social Organization, 1953, p.282, # 7, Ibid.,
p.2991 4 H3IH.

14) K.Davis, Human Society, Macmillan Company, 1970, p.310.

15) E. T.Hiller, “The Community as a Social Group”, American Sociological Review b, April,
1941, pp.189—202.

16) R.M.Maclver, Community : A Sociological study, New York, 1917, p.22.
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W8 1ol 4 Communitys] #1485
284 2o @ AL Reissrh AR LR 5714 84 2614 COMMUNITYS) o 4
A A GE THE ¢ A=vke Aol o] FAlY HMAE AxFE TArt R.M. Maclvero]
t}. Maclvert COMMUNITYE Qi AHsqnkstbe 7H8E 54 489 Asydo 249
4% 27 918l ASSOCIATION(#itfk)elel= Md& COMMUNITYS] sl A 413
t}. Maclver:

“COMMUNITY® 2 F27 2AYd 2AAd fAgel HE(Village) - HE(town), HE
(district), #X(country)¥& 2ot BT A4 H{BH £FERAT HAFdx e U4
o vk, COMMUNITYshE H4¢ deosnd 2 AL ur Q& Aqdte ofdd g4
EE EFRR) T ook Rt "D

3 A3 go 24 COMMUNITYE sl ez slv}e A8y ctos Betzul Hifited wbet
o 23 F5H YRFHL ZYAA 59 739 Aoz THHPL FAd 94 2 &
v}4] COMMUNITY 9] sde] StFE#Ek BRiF(community sentiment)-& 71314k &

S RAS YA Aol obvizlk AR £EERE HAAEA e A FEHE 4Pl
A4 s elek g8 COMMUNITY=E & 4 gleh. Z=la 44 29 gfgo] 2 Ay 28
22 495 JdrvelE Aol COMMUNITYE #4¥ 4+ e BEoldh. AL 28 7oA
9 24 WAt 4448 E 2002 9N ¢ AT Y =AY T Wl AE TEE 4
PFA4E a4 2oz FA8 AAYEE ANY F Aok olH® FEA YJRFAe] #
A & kFEAE Bife] Lo,

------ Zev  ASSOCIATIONe|zt COMMUNITY®& 42 st =2 R4 ¥39 Fa4
443y 8 244 1t KL A XBAEE A4 F4 BHR M@l ame
ASSOCIATIONE 7% %719 .28 53 o] HEFESY T4l A, 4% 244 714
a glx2, COMMUNITY Wl 4 stste Sfeslel gl Aol #3batc}. =tel4 ASSOCIATION
Wel A4 AQeE 2099 4498l 995 @7 wEel ASSOCIATION®# COMMUNITY+
A48 T

2 et =2h4 Maclvere COMMUNITY § 3686 £E@#R ¢ HFdx d+ S39 =
94 g4, ABH 53, FFA Aoz FAH e A4EY QAYRY ¥FTue
3 FAGEEA A4 ARG e TR FFHY 43 Ao ushd,

o]o] Maclvere ¥-33 A¥¥4 & HARL gt FIA9Y Y€ THE + U+ 4y
3 EgozA O 4RI A 44, @ F5Y A4 Ad, @ FEY 4, @ F

17) R.M.Maclver & C.H.Page, Society: An Introductory Analysis, Macmillan Company, 1959,
pp.8—12.
18) R.M.Maclver & C,.H.Page, op.cit., p.293.
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6 + ¥ A

€9 A% O MR 5 5/hAE AL 2 FFA AIY FHLLZAE 49
7t A (we-feeling) - 9§34 (role-feeling) - &) &z A (dependency-feeling)-& A g}, o] A
S (Y olR olde FEHelA ok F5A4 2L YL M—tkzAY A e
+ gulsta, T[98z o)t ddlicl & 9¢ 4 930k ¥ 71 5& sHaAde B T
x, [9&FAFlelzt st ol YA dadsHe Y& Aozl HAT At
COMMUNITYE =7 4% P+3q dAe2 wxn e BRT v b9 Maclvere
AP = o2& ol FHA AAE ZAY ¢ & #2494+ COMMUNITYY BZ
3+ COMMUNITY#) 9] BRL-E S50k WHE 9l 54 - A4y 4. 543 4o g y]
A-ile & Fa, fEe A9 7H4(gossip)e olE - BAEY A - uHDY HiE
& T ™

o] el 49} zFo] Hiller, Reiss, Maclver 5-& COMMUNITY§ #1}9) A2 Rcte s AF
A, 54 £ ST 4TE T4 FE AL Jd0] ol A Q44
B BETA ddolzta Foed G AAdste FYAHL. o old® L4y
B 3T Sl AERRAL HHTE 53¢ uidoz4 COMMUNITYS KA(LE =
A ==t

3. HEfFAY A

COMMUNITY Q4489 $3Fojeht shbe As¥ctoz uokaa 480ae] T4
AT 2 43449 2944 2@ F450] ok, o] 5L COMMUNITYR Az 453
$& 2 Qv RAY Ak Aoz FAH Y& uoh T RN HEEmoz
2, oF AE 29 42dyE FAsdt AN Y2HG. 2dd o] AL a9 T
k& 2948 99]0] & (community action theory)sh 74 sich, R.L. Warrens] <4,

“COMMUNITY & at& TFfrtkFR(Subsystem)2 FA4% e 24 &KFR(total system)o)

. o-old TR 2 COMMUNITY dol4 it@rft, i@ #, tem 3o, 4s8d,
B, P, £¥ 59 A5E FYgc.w

19) Loc. cit.

20) Ibid., pp.294—295.

21) A9 43 Pl ol COMMUNITYS 4§ F34 9G4 Fod 4,
COMMUNITY ] gEelrt ofuirvkol wte} gH%F4e] t2ddzn v3, COMMUNITYY wi%sh
wxlg] 40 FA% EF. W.A. Sutton Jr., “Toward a universe of Community Actions”,
Sociological Inquiry 34, Winter, 1964. pp.48—59 # =,

22) R.L.Warren, The Community in America, Rand McNally & co. 1963, p.9.

—118—



& B gloj A Communitys] ¥& 7

“COMMUNITY W] %29 FlrRee 704 Lot $A(npu)d & FlzkFes ¥
o %3 228t = & FhéRel A EH(outpu)d F44 A COMMUNITYE 9447
Wt eolohe @A EHY gdE ME, 4L, 404G, =59 59 oA
gl e}, 7

Warrens] ol2igf Asl+ & COMMUNITY= 244 F4d%x gt s 29 #HAs
EW A5H draAe Y450 g€ e wEm Welekn & Al A= du
3 Warrens) Ffzfsfke COMMUNITYS] F4wis] ¥ 9 Afiddes 249 + 37
o ol o},

D.E. Poplin®. Warrens} #4}3l4] COMMUNITY sl 228 T4tz gt Oy A3 ek
€ 39 43489 Moz ugth & a4 gad,

“COMMUNITY® 7482 & THARE 2ol 2743 259 42488 43¢ 4 =k
it AFE 4eatgelm, ohE shi: EEM FsAseld. WEE Yt g 4w
#0132, HKE AL RS FAKM S F FSEMF 24 COMMUNITYZS A7
go] e, 7

a2z Warrenst Popline] COMMUNITYe) ot o] 2§t 3uHH-2 COMMUNITY§ &
e Aoz »3 53 1 COMMUNITY Wo] EAstn glE Qut A8y zk8 4%
8¢ 54 gct. Warens} Popling] o]zt 24 wie s COMMUNITY o] &
o Qe MEE 2 4344E A ez s AN Fu Yedn & 4 A

22t o159 wg-& CCOMMUNITYE T43z & oo +29 HEss) 4z18E
AAdAez Agd F+ i 2TeAE 35 gADE, 2o A4 Lo
ol 7h EE whel el L5 7o) gl

4. OHE - LK) BER

COMMUNITYel| =idt A#]s4 32 sb¢d] [COMMUNITY 4945 2ol T59 # 3
A5 0] et ighe A€ Z2E a4 COMMUNITYS AdAYE A= 7o)
h aEv olE g FFY o W AEE ALY Al Ael g YYsf oA F
3t Adl A4 Y4 el WA gAY A—o] Sk LEHA Aol A ALt
X BE $3e [COMMUNITYS] 49458 xk41-¢ 2 COMMUNITYS) 5414 :dk7] =S

23) Ibid., p.294.
24) D.E.Poplin, op.cit., pp.17~18.
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g = ¥ 3

-2 COMMUNITYS] 4 - 7t Agk - 2258 fiAst FUsA #5384 Sz a2esld 239
el 2 A5G4S A el %S el e e Re g8 gD

& &A% ol9t wil2 [COMMUNITYS 445 2 COMMUNITYY 9 - Axs- =
X 5% ftAs st gl7l w-Eel AAE 2 CCMMUNITYSE S48 H3 2 Axk
FTE9] o 2 AEYAE 2A Dedjehe 922 Asdn Y1 2y o)ag TEY 4o
R RS0 LERY Aol o YAHYE, F344q A6l o YA=HYE, R M Maclver
o JEFERE (community sentiment)e] Aol ¥ o (45 #FH o]ele Ngoz k2
¥49 + gtz sl
- o] gkzto] COMMUNITYE 59 el 2 A454 ofi] wala 45 St@Ho)als B
oA AZT FA7MEel & Ao 24 P.Soroking F 4 glt}, Sorokin®e] FE& Fof
% ALgoz QA Y FFAL AT 5 d: ARE eka, BEZ Aol o5 W
d T2 ERY TF B Fud 9 FeA Ads BRY FA, dkEy dojok fdof
Fab, AAA eld AL tF, APt Aol Y99 ESo] olaq A ;o))

C.P.Loomisk 4] COMMUNITY S #4i%9] 3tEiES) F42 a4 COMMUNITYS =}
FAEFA WA A3y SRS FE2 YW
© ¢o]s}o] Sorokinst Loomist COMMUNITYE LB - 3rfkfy Hfre Fzad 259 4
W 2 AFA4E T Y45 gt FTFEARAY A 42 FE4oletE AL
METFAE A=geh, ol F LE - by Bz COMMUNITYY A dyoE Axs: o
A& zA 27hA Aoz AFSEE st FEA Y THe4E wyo =y
COMMUNITY & Z#stele =dolglx, o2 shdte TF4 A9 gejsk 4L wal
224 COMMUNITY® @#aldE =209t #i#) dl24% F.R Kluckhohng & 4
A, HES dlzAe A Wheelisg 5 4 ¢},

F.R.Kluckhohng.,

25) R.L.Warrene] ¢] 1&4 3% ¢l}. R.L.Warren, op.cit., p.13 &%,
26) I.T.Sandersy} o] J&A¢ Az ¢lvk. 1. T.Sanders, Community : An Introduction to a.
Social system, The Ronald press, 1966, p.99.
27) P.Sorokin, C.C.Zimmerman, C.]J.Galpin, A systematic Source Book in Rural Sociology,
: vol.1, Chapter IV, #& %, op.cit., pp.215—216°14 H3{H.
. 28) Loomis: “COMMUNITYz A€y € |77 %59 4 & FEHEE =#Mid de 3
whell o JEE Moz 34 gt Y THALY A2 THY 478 DFA s v oy
o8 944 g5E gt A4y gfeld"zsta . C.P.Loomis & J.A.Beegle, Rural
Sociology, 1957, & *f%, op.cit., p.216 %%,
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i@ ®al glel4 Communitys] #t& 9

“3za AR FHared T3 AddAE Fd, AAD, Ad, TR FHEE AAL 4
A, A=4 AQalAr A EHT AT+ b - olelgt AL wel d+xdl, 53 &
¢ COMMUNITY# 488 € $3¢ dadoz 248 ud o4 F3o] Jepdrh, - &
By TERE, A3t Q79 A, BAKT Az FAl, ARt AR A FolA
GebbE ubshire), MEEME(value orientation)d] 4 vEHE, 4LEY LEHFRE 3
EEx 28t Ao A ¥ FY FA4E e me

o)qd Kluckhohng F54 349 F4048 T34 A4 44 Ades Fiad
479 A49m, 8 2 A4 st COMMUNITY A da4des 43¢ 34
A ALAAE AL,

A.Wheelis= F.R Kluckhohnst: @3 T34 zd gulst Fa4e wiezd
COMMUNITYS Mg @#sta 9ot Wheelissk 133 354 349 gelst Fa Aok
2%4 %Ao] AA =24 COMMUNITYs: 44 gd sl 23 gle ulg} Fa4dE =
o} * Wheelisk: 254 %d¢] COMMUNITY zpalsh Aol sial 22 sl Jvlsk Fa4
PEW S K- OEM A—ED - & Hute 3% AzdAs Zdd4 A93H
s s

wggs Aol Aol Al 2E AL ofF Wyst. & FFA AL HAdem A
o w48 LEE 24 8 £ ogdoz wad, Adez ddF FREIG £
gzvy nes £, SR gdozE B¢ FEA APe= st ALY FIAF RFel
A8 WAL ¥}, = 99 COMMUNITYs gl Adle] COMMUNITYS A #4d3 &aA
WE ¢gstnd FEA AL AL 475 FPstn Atk

...... F3a 73e COMMUNITYaalol #A#A= o4 Fag 9¢& 2z 3. =&
COMMUNITY: 4989 ¥ 2% ofe COMMUNITY za19) stael Wal4 7L FA&
23 gch. oldw BAEEL 4989 AR AAR sxddE S¢ WEE A vlzs A2
4 g}, & COMMUNITYS} 3¢ 49080l COMMUNITYl & A—&i#el AAsiclk 7
Sabth. 4UEe] COMMUNITYo) =gt ol Ad4d $44¢ = 354 Aol AAseld
7 48 254 2L T COMMUNITY zajol H#4E Sa¢ $°1& 22 Atz ¢ 4
gheh, 0

29) F.R.Kluckhohn & F.L.Strodtbeck, Variations in value Orientation, Harper & Row, 1961,

pp.11—20.
R.M.Maclvere %54 239 74048 Azidd Azt E4Ad ez FTEHA @31 +
24, gxA, JEXAY 3Nz A4 (ELI -23¢2).

30) A.Wheelis, The Quest for Identity, W.W.Norton & Co. pp.100—101. R.M.Maclvere 3
4 FAY guist Fadol A8 (5L COMMUNITYS 44& 2t 334 YA€ A5A
A & A1 A9, (FXI-2%x).
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10 € & 3

I # A

A%E A3 2o] gl COMMUNITY ofwigt Bael A25el 2 Ago] oj9A w2
Sl et EAE AR 2okt BE FPQ FU2RA] 98 AR oh)xm LEs29
HAG7tA A EAAA 4FE ¥-2ol FHAE goh ARl RE Aol oz 55 &
A ARG o= FHo 2 chFelol F AA} B 4 9E Ax g

ey B9 shshzre] COMMUNITYS) Aldd T4t Migis, £EER 4, M
LFRS @, OEXMLH BR S 1A= AdL + g0 Aeld, o wixE A8 wAg
Aol ohizh 4% mdelsh  @ekA AP Holvdet COMUUNITYS] 7de ohgsh zbo]
FHY + Ae Aolth

A 5 AR A9Y 9AE 22 dE S AdPddels. G A Hilleryst A4 A4
Y COMMUNITYs| A3t 43184 7idsbgs] COMMUNITYS) siest 29 xd4 9
HE QA g AL Aok 0F FAAY AL UoE A9 239 Wt A
A=l ek o]HY COMMUNITY: st A3 Agkg 72z sho gl

COMMUNITY & F43t2 g+ BACIY a F4RAEL 2Y4d A4 ohieh 45
FEE Ak 012 4sAge AN COMMUNITYE wAoz 3 pA%MozAe 4
AME AAZ d3 9ok 23 COMMUNITYS A8ywty 44¢ am, zs, 24,
AR T A AU YA TS ksl Uk AUYRE AGYo] g
TF AT 22 AU E) YRS AHL FEFAAL ohiek SHL Bmg 479
THE AT LA ARFA2A QA COMMUNITYSY  F4sk9ie]  Esbahs]) o Fo]oh,

&7 ; COMMUNITYS x93 3¢+ 2 COMMUNITY7 AUE 4G Y] AT =
T EBfEl 98 AYA 5 du AA} 248 A% A5H Wsedes o
A AR AS—A A A5 - F2L4Y A% - FEAAS - FYHA R AR A
ol Aadoz k5L A9 Wbl 24 FYA Y COMMUNITY= 3939 4+

3D AHM A AdY FHacseAE g 7HE B 4 U, Bk, Op.cit., pp.152—158,
© 499 £4RAY A4 54
@ 359 Exv 34
@ A4 29 Zszg
@ 49 79 gLt 944
® 44U 29 B AgEgol AR
® T4 RFold A% 24
@ 4K 29 Y4 5ez33
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gt &r&ol gley A Community® k& 11

etz sk duala, oleld slFEel Loz wFEHA G AGH Hiv 44
9 QAN 2 FEFTA A 5 g el )

olgAl mud COMMUNITYE b7 471319 7158 H4Fe ) utEFAA F+ w4
COMMUNITYd 4, oA = COMMUNITY=Z F4% ¥3 COMMUNITY, = 43
9 8¢ COMMUNITY=2 F4x A Asle] ol=2s7x = HHst =gt & 5 3)
t}, o]R-& T R. M. Maclver?] AAHY? FAle 2AAATH F454 2 HEAE AA
WA & AA 436 o] 27742 v YAl & A Al(world community) 7 2 = sh}e] COMMUNITY
2 T3E + d5E o

A 5 EEERY HEE ues & FF fHdl 8 AFg40] ek AET 8k 2]
COMMUNITY & A4elA] AFste 7154 dFaadg A4S 242 & 294 949U 3§
v Atz ko 24 AYo] AT LS st dANYY FFTdelrh ol g A4
AR A FRIAE TR Hz FFY Fd R AE5Y 40 Y45+ A& COMMUNITY
9 Mg Hdl PaFlAE d Aolek, doz HBFAY FAH FFY A R AEY
42 COMMUNITYS 9§ #Uste v} 2= A + gk

2y FF59 ol R AE94L AuiAq Yoz ZE AUl gAls FLYg4E F
2 ddne & 4 gt 223 o] FFd4 e T sAAA R A T FLY4
o2 Qldle dif-3o 4U5e] EHoz 42d U 432 =X Yoz &% =7
A gerte A 2 Aelwh obEd AAANE AAHA ¢-& COMMUNITY =pAlg 2
AA g} Ay FYg4e] A7 e AE FxFHook § Aol

-

32) R.M.Maclver & C,.H.Page, op.cit., pp.10—11
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L Summary —

A Consideration on the Concept of Community in Sociology

Dai-yeun Jeong

The objectives of the study is to attempt defining the sociological concept of
community, examining the existing ones mostly defined by the American sociologists,
It is well-known that G, A. Hillery has found that at least three major elements
enter into most sociological definitions of community, including geographic area,
social interaction, and common ties,

However, the validity of including these elements in definition of community does
require exploration, especially in terms of the fact that sociologists have experienced
some difficulties in differentiating the community from other units of social
organization, In order to solve the difficulties, this paper stands on the opinion
that the sociological concept of community should be examined in terms of at least
four elements, including (1) locality, (2) share of common life habits, (3)
network of social interaction, and (4) culturalpsychological factor, These elements
are in interrelation rather than are in independence, The four interrelated elements
cited above seem to warrant, even though some of statements are tentative, that
the community should be understood in sociology in terms of the following concepts,

(1) Community is a social group based on a firm territorial unit. The members
of community have a social interaction on a everyday life basis as those of other
units of social group do, However, it is perhaps the major criterion by which the
community can be delineated from other units of general social group such as church,
school or interest group, etc., in that the former is a full area of people’s daily

life while the latter is a limitted one to meet a special need,

(2) Thus, the territorial boundary of a community might be determined by the
extent that the community covers four functional requisites at minimum range—
adaption, goal attainment, integration, and latent pattern maintenance & tension
management, Because the field of people’s daily life should reach the territorial
boundary which all of four functions are covered at minimum,
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(3) It is easy to infer that the people within the same community would share a
common life habits through daily social interaction on a basis of everyday life,
Also, as most sociologists have suggested, it is no doubt to assert that the common
life habits within the same territorial boundary lead the people to a common tie,
Revesely, the common tie derived from the common life habits is a major criterion
to identify the boundary of a community, It is another thing to be mentioned that
the common tie is a relative concept,
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