“FN)AEA B ERN TR

] x

I. $AA— “871 " 2 HEPH BX
o. &7 #HKsd ¥ HH
7t BiF—ABRS #NTA—H
Y. o, (TRHEHR AR
o}, TN BGE ¥-& Personulity &
g . PHHEMN ¥ McLuhan 9 @M
m. wEm $-3—R7e FERL BX

1. 44— “BH "ol BY AR LR

Hom BES o] Folo] ofal MAMB vhg& FI v HLMNPEES 2 MKkt
e xigo] S ROMEScH. o) MM WYL 257t dobAld 2 F kA ME-HORF
7 2E RES FEELE dol4 @l 4K, BRN A8 F2 —MEE24 o Foizte AW
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2« ¥ 3

o BT R, —iEe] XE} Yol 9 Rt 24 o] Lol i Hig—o2 Yol 4+ 9
o, o Fe] HaMPHA e EEHL 2 - HHL o2 o) e} BRAGE, HER,
AN, HH KR TA 5o BEXY EES vlAA] 55 o) Fojck, owy HEAES
SHRWE T.Parsons & $922 3 MAMERO 2 REUT. BAMES, 2o d3s
t BRERN HER JHAE o)At £ #H¥st K&o] Wlexw gome e o974 g
3 7HA, 2ES) MR Bile] “fTAS KK K "o Bl ogn Sho] AHdARe ML
&9 HRE takol ohd HIER RIS REol V 2l Rio] it Dahrendorfs] #t%
ok B3kl (1959, p. 160).

o] A& olAl f2l9 RME BWEIHN Jrh: o] Fa g o] . FLEY HES HEMN B
o) HEE AMete Moo H—it Lol R BE ¢ <5 B, R, HLEEo] 3}
ERL Ribe B dAY, AT wEMY Ao B, o 1 mms 27 Ay
= BT - HHE BEECHY BORiR Y KBe] Tat —kTh BHE BE TESC W o
(Marcuse, 1964). o] “o] o]l #FF "eht HIEN ZE BRole “Hoemos HEM L
#d V= BBk (Simmel, 1955, p. 14) o] 2 Fo}¥ 4 gk, o] ot el fkHd
9 HABGK BB Sol 4 WERL HEM HEIEAY BR o] & 4 gon WE AL EXBR
ol ohvizh ZMel HRel St BAEHRC]H.

P& o] W HWEo] ¥ ARIHLS A2 o& ¥ =¥ (Dahrendorf: Janusheaded g} &
W) e Ao2A 2 KA kB9 o Fo] ARST YLE YT Yo+ ofm LE o]
BT T 71k RBE oHFA T A Fola B "o T HES BEXRshs TARK
< ARHu =,

ERERS THKAE “RH "olzhe BR2 Urlyd BE F99 AEs} gejor g, &
A o] F& AERY AR} Ho) TEmMoE AHEse Yeie o Y T Yok, o] “BH *
of A3t BEN XY 2L 2 ERMY Bt T ohiet BRe) Blol 7x o= Ut B#
hithe Kol A E 28 289 HEHY 44 5o 9o olel kM= A "olo)
4 WMWY BP9 (Wolfgang, 1966, p. 3) & WRck, oA “&H "o] FEiMkfo] = é_g‘x

1) BBEREE| HM AW 237 ohE PW g St FUASE 2F4x) Yo A2y 3
AT A AU S Y44 34 " BRES MERERS HW3H A Merton® BE3}n
3=, (Merton, 1961, p.44)

2) o929 MXEL BRle.

Berghe, Pierre L,van den: Dialectic and Functionalism: Toward a Theoretical Synthe-
sis (ASR, 28. .Oct. 1963)

Friedrichs, R,W,: Dialectical sociology: toward a resolution of the current *Crisis”
in Western Sociology (BJS, W. XXI11.M3 Sept,1972)
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‘R RO R HIFMH EX 3

Foral 34 Eimel g MR AR ROE EHEES] BRI BEXeq EBREKE 47
A b, 2 R EEiFe] BfRE R0l KBRS REEER Efoleilig o3
d ZRBES MUEM L& REAEXRZA 9 Bkl 3o (Hornstein 4, 1971, p. 442). “R
Hel FEdidkey KERolth el &4 & MWK HHL He HLPEES] o] EME ST
ek, o] AL Hi%¥s) kML (Gouldner. 1970.), o} & %2 LEBRY HEF HLFEEANA
vzl EH (Coser.1959, pp. 27~ 28) 522 X As|y I o e+ B 397t 189 HR
Hiko 249 HMiBole] EE S FRIE KBS BEMHIclS olul 2ol RBEE (Mills.1961)
7t W T RO S YoeAY Hogh. )

RIjo] “Folal BF "9 Ehs BHoE Pt L “FoAA BF " g3 AWYAx=
B®#N (force) 3+ K4rslolok ek, £33 BASIR Yt o] LS “Folal #&F "o 93 A2
A€ BMHL $lst AHEEtazl e RO To2bE HMEH ds 2o P Az o
Ego] shHsdlelel welznk., o] HMky M8l sl olv Sorel o] o] ¥ FHEM ol
£ BES TAE Jdd He Ky TAE N7 & o 2olm gleon, 2y o) F F-#7
Zt7]) Aol ¥ A 3§ A eobe S 938 Ao N IR KE HEBFE BRI
+ A& ®WHH (force), = BFEE WM+ A& Khee FHAN sletn Fhsln U4
(Sorel, 1912, p.195). §% =& #fho] #E(Ls ok st 23L& & FIEMLE <ot
+ (Levy, Jr, 1952, pp. 469~ 470) & FollA #(bst FE@EHELS KRR Ads FRe o
24 YEdovvnl HIRY 4 Yok, Rhol BREEES dde] dvte AL RAo] od £
BERe) Rkl FIEEE X5, Nl Erhssbde Xohe AL ohin. S AL XK
Do) 7ot E o] BAHL TEU AT old 71z ol 7153 odn 23ls o
& WS BEXeA sl UG

U, RH€ Sl WENCE A48 & AGE 2 4A “9Ee - BEE 3R o &
BE J 4o S ATEAE &3 FL RO elo] TS ve} BAAGE AL GHE X
Bt ok, & rhel2 A o] “HEM A& Tolale F JHA BT dAH S BR XY
Al CBA ol BEE M MMAIAE. A CEES ol T4t R AL RN F
dle Mam TRl ek, 23d B ACEBN BE ol KW ThHE HRYe A
ad Mol operh. o] MMS NLAL MiE FEMNLE 74 Hiho B ERolA
Zlgkdhe o] B MAOL 2ol EHFEGoEH K fME Held + Ut Arendt 8] Aol
AE YA L A tovnl sh5aAct. (Arendt, 1969, p. 42). ERE BRI XAH 7
3) Martindale-& /2§ *“A5% (institutionalization)”$] * ¥} (Professionalization)” 2

E83a b, (Martindale, 1970, p.279).
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1= ¥ A

Bé “HQED Tostn FHAlY. Fe HLEBS) Rt o BAo] AW <E &
B3 B FE(EN KRN "ol BRE FASE) UG V1 THAL Yot 2} ol
Al oH715HAl 2RI —FRAS ek (Continuum Joll 4 Lobwd G4 “HAES "L ;T "9
Th#kSol 2} el Ay,

SOER BB T2 RAE RELL ke BY, #BH KHE 7Y Bie sdy 2 =
of ®altk. Ieiuk o)A T MMMy, LEN R0 M RBHEY o MESD BAY T
Aok AR REo = Fu4 |Ack. o7]el4 Bondurent,Shap$t Roberts, 221 -3
o E#RS RBLo 24 Naesst T2 “JERY "o WK, R&KH (STl RO& B8
Holetn B, o] E#Ee] R3dtm FEHUE AL Hornstein T g3 o] Ay
3t 9let. (Hornstein$t, 1971, pp. 534~ 536).

@ kR70) BER RO MK B 252 Ve Elel ¥ Naess ale] ERstn g ®)
Bondurant o]\t 58 4l e 03 HEM BHute SRE L vt MRl o E ‘A4
4 ®lg (psychic terror) "& g}§: 9=z .

@ “ERNS EHE EW TR THIL AAASE AL BREIY 35t AF4 Al 9l
of old & 4Abgte] Aol ohE AbgelAlE FRAo] Nt} AE B ool MeY
M EHRE A Rel. orlel B RaAlE MM GleE RS ERAM TR Bt 2
BRET9 29 @@l o84 vk 4 glozle}l Hojoh. wakatm a5} EB)S] TiRl7b s
A7h & FAEU R0l o) & Bty 2EQ ol o) 2 749 ik, Bo7tA § |
a3 WEH Fel T .

Q@ HRA "o] EBE 8 ALY + UE RDH EMHE AT hte] WMQlZE  obuw
"R TS AT FIe AAFEE FY S FASE sy AERRAS S B Q.
Gandhi & €& W& AHEo] (ERY "o] MAM T SRl hlkRe) KA Exs
A Mg B o2 ¥e) AQAYA o Wohn snt 24 B 4YEe B¢ 9%
T WEERY A 41 W RIRS AR HEn ok, o] & EES “ Rl (cons-
cientious)"iFljJﬂt\ “SEM (pragmatic) " #RH o2 Yo g€ 9o},

Heb A2 AL R ERAo] Ky K5 XM ST 9x e R o8y 8
Vo) Mol BdEE X o2 miEs] ook selel wejxc),

olM7A F7HX RME AN RY "ol MM, FEM ookt YA BE9) BRS &

4) & & P.Wilkinson9 &9 (Wilkinson, 1971, p.27)

5) 1AL 2okt K3 RN Kol BEsA] g}, ol=f Aol w4 MAo] glgolxl, A
2 RN RN (ERS FAE 5RVLE gsE He 8779 A5 b )o] 9fn)

3 MY FAY ul4zle) MAOBK Xho] Hiyol 57| wo|c},
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¢ 77 ° Mol W3 HEFH EK 5

iy, BN "oleke 43 =T o] AW #AH HM HHTE o Fol s WA RAJ
e AM S 4wkl olAl $Ele RN TE AL § Hom BRoR YobEe]r X
¥ o A3l He sk AR BREE 923

on. 8757 HHS A #H

BHE Wl s Algo] B RAEH S i ¥ o YA AL 2 ¥ BHHE
% BEY L A2A9 AN BT F—RBitelt. o] Eidle o3/t AN IXE
o4 Ay HXIo] RIES) RRY 7ol sFF F Holdk. Horstein 5% o] ¥& HRES
¥ ¥HE v 8o WML Ytul (Horsteinst,1971,p. 44) o] A& A elsctn ¥4 UH.

D BARY EE-32¥e g H4k 3R A3 o, £HPH KW

@ HomEl EE-RHo2 oot HoMES BEN Bl BEXY R

@ ity W53 HORER

@ HoLEEE KE—HA, BB BAM T& REMY BE KR

g, J.E.Dougherty ¢} R.L.Pfaltzgraff, Jrt Z 714& AM#el FE71 M 5
o] o2} @EE 7, “EAM "ERoD Jre] EWEKL MMt vt (J.E.Dougherty
& R.L.Pfaltzgraff, Jr., 1971, chap. 5, 7, 8.).

2od 3 o]} e WMLl L BAol B HA7A Y YL FRES AL & A HAold.
23 o] & ML ERES Bl suld2 “®HA(violent men)” (Toch,1969) &
FaEshest et Aoz Uty ¥ 4 ok, Bl F BUREAC] € dHaqbid BA
8 FRSULE ST o2l & F34L “BHA " KEshe Aol k. o] AL U5 Rk
&4 ¥ Gerth 8} Mills7F ¥ sl £%%, THEHS) AN 39, “BHAE 7
e T& AL $E ool o) o RH ollA Bhol RN T8 A sl
Aolth. $El& HAH Kilolal o TAlol HiFs] A ol “BAATY AL dei=d
o ¢ Holt}. c}f9 BEMEE o9 T TEX YL FHER ¢ RAHo AY EREol FAY
& REHA ¥ Aot »

7. 7 - XMW BT

B KRB TEHREN GHdA o8¢ JbY HEme s ok A o “RHL
4 o] KR et LERN FES T $UHoE 4 Ju. o Bads XABSE
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6= & 4

t BES® KG9 %&T8#< HHE (instigator), 22l 0 HHHES] WA =¢ 4 Y= %
Be] HE, BAA dd9 KTTHE S8 BMRAE(a goal response) o] A4Nch. =28
I TR A4 SolA “%EL® BEYSRUE (an instigated goal-response)®o] 2 HA
Al Zkell dolde] Frbgol M, WhS BEE ol AE 244 HOKGo) EHio] R
ER& (a substitute response)”, =z HMKIGo] s vle] HBAA BFE =
THE "HE"olgin Y25, o] AAMIER o3 Mir—KRERS H29] Erags
(19394 ) £ =3} o] FEH e (Dollad 4, Megargee & Hokanson,1970, pp. 22~ 28),

O L% RAICD

() BTGB BB BTRES WAl STEEY Bt O BTG HR=RE,
@ BHFUES) AYE, @ “HFd FUSANY M "ebe Al Jbx) BESY 7 SolA w2,

@ ol HETAHY FAE T TAHERR Zldse Y9 HEs kAUt A¥e opry
HEE 3 1L doslE A, HHEY VHE ¢ ¢ e ag .

@) Y o2 g3} o] AR  Uth. WHKRES QYA Fola BHRTA oG
AYrla st 4% 2 TAE o B4 Yo, 2En SdAE NYsios 4 S i
BET FT5 HRL o goui] 4,

O OE%¥ey KA (D

() #frell 48 Yol 73 AAT HHL 2 Bife) FROE Y5l MRol WY KR
IR o] AL Ak WY HBbe AAHoe o BHEMY FAYYEZ Yehget.

(2) &N ZRTAE TAALL o] 329 FE 2o o T4 355 Bisy i)
I o B ARERE M) Hely I BRE oE f4oe go AAY
ERR EFoe vehde FAE A go] ok, Hamos wol o Fiko] “HE "4
g ¢t

3) B5&9] NHo] =4 mgo wolgtel HH] o §F HEE AFaFs] 2A)§ THHL &
T st RAY & fYo] Mo dA4F FTASA geobd dojukal @o] A, 9 o
7hx BMATAG A FA9 F Tt Audes YW AN BEAY EO il
ABERE S} 2220 W] Yot W oo EBEH Bo] ABBELG} o 38 22320 9
HA TFAL @ 25 Sl of ¢ BEERL WA,

@ 1" HWTHY RRE 2 of& ZMTA0lS) HHE ROA71E shepzA L, o35
#°hzt (displacement) &) RAIC 246 REIN Wikl YUY A$ g A HRED R
B BHABKTT & BHY + Ut

6) WE ¥ R M7 1o)x] W (residual instigation) 8| A= ¥ s}ej7ie},
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‘871 Mol R HEPHER T

(5) FFEFEAI 29} obzte] WAL shts] MEEM BE—ETA o] AI7hx9) ERMKI @AY X
SSHiAEel 2t Bol et o] ¥ o] AEY Holgh.D

o] WMol “RA "9 HAM Mol 2L BAUH F o RMLSY BE HOMEES
Big oA ¥ AL “HiIR—FK "7 /e ExH LM (relative deprivation), #
#5 AuS WA Lech. il "WAL Weber 7t HARRE Al Ko e shiz g
% ole} (Weber, Bendix & Lipset #, 1970, pp. 21~ 28) “Miff—%K * ¥ “#frR—
9 o mEMe® delszoud aAY B3 & Bendix-Smullyans] #3431 A9
W% A 8ot}

Mot “BY HAM Bk FAY 99 FTREC G#Y "olstn shm ohA o Rk
REE7+ Weber o] Refh., B3 Bidbol =2} B3E, Bism, BsM e J& 4 vl o4 &
EAY o] Al Sfr2e] AAYo] & A& “MMR—%K "skn 2¥h. (Bendix- Smullyan,
1944, pp. 151~ 161). SHES) KRE KN Bl 4 BRA A2 e BKEESY £oe =R
3T Y+ Lenskit HH5 ko] REEY o] 4ot HEF—RK AL SEs=
fAS MESTALE 29 KRS Hoito 2 el Yobn AU}, & F—FKA Mo
FEP) (ranks) ol Q¥ AHE& ¢ e Yok b BEBHES I A oA e A3
2 RME3e §t3 o] o] HFolA WIEM (Stress) & A e ). =z A3k otz %
sHe —RMEIS] AASoA Hok HEFAS DA e BE HAKFES) BUskRE BE
4 o EE#E ) o Yok (Lenski, 1966, pp. 86~ 88). 2] v Mt R—Fe} BAaH M
EAbol & oFF AGL ficke 345 A2 FEY FRART vol vdrdm doh. V) $eE o
A BB BAS VITT “HEF—K “HTs dud Bew MEE 4980 o BE
HiEd R E. $4 o] MELo] FHo| Mot A& AMTES) LEEM B Mol
et AX T GRS KAt MEA—ES 1o dBW RAH9) Bl BE o Ldy
Xito] WML TR HMER—FAA ¥ £ TEE LIRS (AE B BE, ol2s, K
ZEL ARR) S HE2A 350 Yo, 28 F—FK, KEF H48 TH4ololt ok &
B BRI o] $oIxx) Fom g: o] HEMIol AASIE WBEEN o ¢ Bo] FMERN

7) oA A FEILY BN H—7 BB A=A Aol UL« CFTHY” BEMALEL BB
2y zrsjojof & FHojr},

8) Status equilibration (E,Bendix = Smullyan)
Status congruency (S. Adams)
Status crystallization (G,E,Lenski)
Status consistency (I,W,.Goffman, E,F. Jackon)

9) 7o R 243 WRY ST gicka 425k, Rush} Denisoff 7} M8 ° Social and
Political Movements’2| pp,78 ~ 79| o] PEE 3 ¥=F §9 743 3o &4,
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"8e ® 3

ol R#&c} (Gerth & Mills, 1970, p. 8., Rush & Denisoff. 1971, p.79). ©hAl T4
T RIEo] fEgEMIl TREMEYE HRH T JUohe Aols. viEov obx RESA 42 o
€+ Bfo] 20 HARY £H4¥ oF FA—Fel Wt RibE RESAF 8¢ 4 k. AE ®
o] & odd ¥ Aol 2 A4l o MMMl FHhest = oA Hifid]l 23 FE
Zholl s} Mifrs] MRS 7EX v AL US4 5 AL Aol oA L KM Sl
= E@3 TAES EHe R o ¢ BEE Bt ko] Rem HAWR(E o Rk
B, FIERE ) Fol4 ZHE Hony BREY Asele A€ 23 obE $87t . o
A woh 3o MEA—HR-E Bobty TR Q3N BN MM, FMmes Xk
By WK ( Bl Sl Aake] A87H5) & ZEehnE AW} (Davies, 1970, p. 79).

HMA—HRE o E o SE9) BB FRESS s JY ¢ fES 2A M R—FKalo] #
2 TRl T3 EEE clAckE Holok (Rush & Denisoff, 1971, p. 79), o|¥A ==
AW BREY AelE M—FKY HAolx 2 4l T & ERjo] vebd& z2abEolth. o)A
< dobrhA ojdl ERBRICIE, TRl BMMLE ERKRE BE HEH TA7F  HATEMM
8 —FHE HYo] Fo. oA MIR—HBRRIL 49 £ (Boskoff £ “movement *
Y4 “achievement "2} R i} ) olcietE 2 BEMliol HA & £EHRS) BBe 4% Ao
(Boskoff. 1972, p, 163). =&}l Boskof f oAl HMIR—FKE AFdEol¥ Lol U+ ARy
(movement) &, &3] X Kt (achivement) &, HHYY 2FUE A 3§ A&,
o WAl #A MUF—FRS REL Z& AHHEo] BRIl Av MBI A volrbe e
Hss) Ry REE T4 "ot

of il "ol Ao]ol B ML RFM olulFEIE LW IAL NN & HLY
B MIERS TS MAolt. ol AL HME MACA W HMUR—FY Rind Hes
EWol L BENI RfFoe Fo] eldshx GAEst? o ¥ Wifo|okte MM HLXR
9] Bl RAFE bl 2o HWYE Hol.

Rohter 8] M2 o] s HES 349 HlEe] ¥ Aoloh. It AHRo| SlE Hee
sfiridrol Aol o] & BAY MHEN —HBI AW Y& T HLM Busw FAN H
JEo2H 289 AL} Rile) #iTe FHIGD P, TE HAEHE A= ALEE o
&3 Z& 4 b2 M2 rn o} (Rohter, Rush & Denisoff #, 1971, pp. 124~
135).

A, TH#EE (The Decliners)—ERRR} o] 42 HBKESA Bk TkMRe
A5 ETEM] §) T}

&, M2¢ LREE(The New Arribals)—4Agul7l o] 4% 4 ASE A3t oy
SR AHdEo] 28 FEIA UehwU A7 B3k (lag) oA RN bfrMITEA o ®
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‘71 Mol W Y B 9

€ KR BEMY s Y BASE Loy M) JENtde €943 TR RE2Y &
#ry R At

M A, ElfREE® (The value keepérs)—it4s] B7AFMMEAFZF Bigs A Sy, v
oltA Brial) EFRE) M| BT BASEES Al BllA MEARS AL ABHEZ BT
B4 T80l olold & RES] MiilolA e BT oL igy MEu =&Yt
g EHE MEBoE ARHT.

Rohter 8] o9} & Mle AT Mifriré =€ XA 72 AL Ao] A=, § kRSB
B (The New Arrivals) 3 %8 ( The Value Keepers), T##BR) ( The Decliners)
EE 7%l 2 A2 Mfiiie] dojdrid e it ER Wirsix & FERS BYHKT
ol X3 etz #t4ct (Rush & Denisoff, 1971, p.135). o] ¢ = ZMs= #R
9] MY AT TRBYE ool 28 5 742, FR3 FRLE & oo, ¥ EA
o] Byl Atz Mirkire FA Hu TRY MAE L3 Ko o)A Hmmes EERY
A 27b YA 2 RM8oll o] 24 Rert Holoh. EY§lo]l 29 HABWE 19 BEEA
e} vkl Holch.10)

olAl7tx) 4% & MAIA—FKeh i Bkol BT BRLE S8 KW Aojok. B £
o MMt WA obIul AT Bite] KA RE T RAOBDES RS Foae ¢ T
gighe ) e ¥ 4+ YA

L. £9B, FHERS WY

Rl A $2l & i —BORERS] ®lE € F e A—Fo B9 B¢ At =L
s|2 gette A€ ANugic. W Bir-RRe BB A —Kele Ha¥H K2
3 AAS|7 ol Y4 Y4 BE Her ERK BRE EHE AMS tH o= Y9 TAS
A7 Freudd] & K& L1 ok, AWM KE& KRRl sl 4 Aee ¥4 ga
EBES] B Fove £RE LEP BAZ =¥Yolg. o] BAHEL 184171, 19 47
AERE LBEE AA “KEER(The instinct school) *el] oj22 AHe] Pk},
Gerth & Miiis TRE®7 AMS o] =2 & RR3}F 4B AA HBsH febe PolA AR

10) Rusk 3} Denisoff & of7jo] vlde] W8 MUR—KS] KERN, MRS BB 2,
BRI Y HRAYL A & TR BEAF S8 242 Sta o Mkl BN
o] gicta B3 e},

11) o4 8§ 238 ojg] AW =9 B5F WM MM ol Y2 Turner 8 Killiang
474 g2 !!)ﬁﬁl EW$ 42 v A4 $%E MR Fob. (Turner and Killian,
1957, p.432
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10+ & 4

o ool BB WY T30 d4l B BREE FFHen oAl o2 Al Rl
ESE ARMR-S $3tob2 24 e} (Gerth & Mills, 1970, preface). d714 + Al #
SiE¥) A ‘4589 Al (a set of traits)” o224 ohd “KHs] weiz (a bundle
of reflexes)” 24 244 Ytn 2+ Freud & G. Mead 8 ¥ 27 g3l &
AA7E BN ey ERH BEMEAS AMS B+ Marx st Webers] #Ha%¥H
EHEe s e A 4 gokn Pob. RelE o] MollH BiES HMBSFAAL 4 o g3t A
+ W RO B IR ohFAA "o

(1) £y BR 3 AR

o] FM-E Freuds] “=agd| o AM(Thanatos)” WM& 422 (Freud, Mergee &
Hokanson # , 1970, pp. 10~ 21), R, Ardrey, D.Morris ¥ #3ts} ¢ K, Lorenz 7+
“ZH®EM ° (Lorenz, Megaree & Hokanson #§, 1970, pp.5~ 9) ol A HH4l7] Aot X
RTES ARGk £EA4SE AR E A $UAY. ZE 2ol Bl  2E3
Te WO RS R A ANYHAE dETHE KRB0 Uk, oA MBoE Ao =
BHE gobdxl XY Aok, 2y AMaAA  UdAE HE AAEHI I
Fchat ol § A& ElL ¢ T8 AvA XL g, de A2 RS g obFd &
2%ME 2 YA gob. Yo E AMelAlE BUREEC of I Kk Mg BASo2 FH
€+ 238 Yeogozd ALY FEE e T A, o]%A HA EEELI BHHo=
o] 3 (ke HRNAH ARJo] nE REBJF TBRLAYA RN TolEqA T HAMo| R
BE ST oliol By =72 RS 8BS Yt REM ishiFel 9 oY) EHE 4
olubx] gistch. B4 ol of U MMH WS JAN X Y+ vhRIHHe] WS = wL
Zol] X @Al ol d8 oFFR vhee] FAE dode REMRE A, AL AR
8 oo AL WRL I WS B AAIGo] BN ENE M ov FllGN MEE BR
Pob. AWML BBV Q2o ol WMile] Bl = FE HEY + A =4 2 89 B
Rk2A ul2 o] 3= XMEAS HMEHAl S o] Ao #bs] LABEHo| .

vkef o] 9} L Lorenz 9 RMs &obd “ KM "ol 4 v RS £ o] BN AMolA Héem
ol Bids] HLmdoe do] Yt .

B#isHA] Lorenz £ B9 MRML 2329 MEY BHM Bl AMES 8507002
4 288 HREYE RMAlsetn . Lorenz ¥ v R3¢ AR & 493 &G4+
TE TEMHELE Y A —bd A3 AW PN BEL Ao vwsin oy
d74 € Emn KRN Kk KE AT TES YR Sotok ¢ Holg. 1)

12) Wi ZMe) Y M) RABRACIE ¢ 38R (0h)
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‘B Ml VY HIFH EX 1

ki "ola UL 2 HBLA @ TASY RE @ TA BE Q TA 2 BEKE =T 7]
dozM AMS £H¥H HEe ¢ AL Qo] sisiveE TR 249 RMLE R¥H &
2 Ec} (Gerth & Mills, 1970, pp. 7~ 9). o] Z& #Re Nieburgrt o] H#ie ‘B
we] ozt HEME. HAS BT T olv¢27 "% MB& ¥k (Nieburg, 1970,
pp. 36 ~ 39).

@ BRTA ¥& W= (riff -raff) E#BR

RAN RAHL “ERs] W4y MAAI(law of mental unity of crowds) el XES|
o] o] 4ol Fibth, EAEM EXJF vebbd Hoke Le Bons 4z¢ ARHLK, LEF,
HOLEY e KEE ¢ Le Bon& BRel “¥ "ol g8 FHsE o] eohdet
“Wgg& UL s~y El9] Aleba (disappearance of conscious personality)” ol
8o FAHGD 3 o] Bl dose BE hi3h Ao] FEM v ¥H
t} (Milgram& Toch, Lindzey & Aronson#i, pp. 542~ 545). A, BRe Z€ $5
HuolA W ML REUH. A, BRE 23+ MR BEALY AMe: HEH
o] EFFRY MRS MEEe Jebdch. A, BHASEAS MUY @EEAc 4423 ¢+ 8l
£ RO TAE ANE ¢ do. viA, BEY BiME&(emotionalism) 7} ZHE-ict. o
WA B MMM HEMERAE ok RERS ME, ELfdA o RREE, Rl &R
A ot #EHY KRin, BT & RELHE EE, SHY 9 e MH REE 5
(#. 1973, p. 113) 8] LAY =H7hd Tl T5d.

o] MM: Hofstatter, Merton, Turner & Killian $oiA o&3 & Eiss #Hd
shig) ( 4714+ Milgramst Tochs] Ef¢ w2t ). 3, Le Bond RABHAL K
Rigols BN EiEol &AL Aok, B4, WYY HEANA L FAEE Bl At
(Hofstatter). A=, EAXso] RAHstezA BRe 7H4 I<b3 Ml 6 Rit
(hostile mob) ¥ ZRE ¥an A. ¥, 29 BRY RRE REs Bisky RFRE
A Kol BiE AL Yok, oA, &9 “E£4&OHE (Collective mind) T & ME¥EN 5
ol R¥Rch. d4A, 29 —itE BEN KRR e Zgn . 97le] ¥
Milgram 3+ Toch & B RAo| oh& %H |Hrcd o MAZE #He] Faypgstet
o %k EAClA BRo 29 Kol A ¢ & It RAREHESESY Bl A&E 4714

13) 2t BRelA F sh 2 Sl 2E B KB KREAE M ARt BEE Orterga
Y Gasset, Fromm, Lederer, Arendt 7} & AAI2 2, #NMo2 MR KAME A9 B8 O
Y5 HSOEES Ml 7t7+&& McDougall, Freud, Park & Burgess, Blumer, Turner & -
Killian¢] WAA|#ckn Milgram3} Toch+ H4d+t.
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A &4,

W MATAZA Y RO AT, R BEXE 2728 Ao BRReHd Mo R
Agle] MAE Yore AgEe] 22 Fojdel ol Y& AL St THREEEA Y39 iy
%+&(Contagion) 02 AP¥ ¢ d& 4T Fé AA28A 480N Y LRI T
o] eh=EMgoltt. o] BRL F2 AMRAI dWsle RAol Binshs RAADN RAS T
H AL R 2AE RAKRHKY RE0H obviel Kk, SR ABRBES o] £l oo
(riff-raffs)o]= ASMH MAL ool KN Wwgictn F34c} (Fogelson & Hill,
Nieburg o4 <18, 1969, pp. 19~ 21). 23y o] Hl7x8 HEL BE HEsF 3 o]
BEHL glom ) FMUE §o HAHRFS HrEoA o EMo] 98 ¥ ot A
ook,

Ch. MM i70Y 5 K2 Personality iy

Freud ] 70l o) & MMHFEL el 72 2§ AU daslo vol G4 Biks) o2
T EHE MiEcs S Aun U, 9714E RATRC) ol ¢ WHSTY) ERel 29 o
W WES) HRERol ¢ £51% personalitys] £4=7t BH3} A& Beohs RS
2435 4 Wiz 3§zl

Freud s} MartinelAlE BRolt =l X9 ##F (libidinal ties)” = ool Ho|c}h
(Milgram & Toch, Lindzey & Aronson #, pp.546~ 548). ¢}7loll& 2l vi7} *MEL
B "9 Jemel BiEM 84 Sn oE RASS 289 “@WAR(Super-ego)"§ I Fm
HvlolAl A& TU=t. o] Hvishy MR, & RAE Abojolt o) § WMo T AHE
—ko] o] R “U2AAF (narcissism)® & WHBo| % A oe AWMU}, SLE
HA ool BARE WL BEAL A% B9 ALl 4§, ¥ Adorno,
Hoffer 5& M€ K3l St A8 o) v sj2gees) Ml Aoel KEL 44
Sol glcha i)

Adorno ] “HERLE®SY #EK "L BARS AU Aol S Zo] KLY 4¢ My

14) Nieburg9] Mol o 45HES B¢ MEE ML 2, HEREES) MXINE RES 3
oj2ch. (SkM®, 1971, pp.5 ~ 12)
15) o714 Rush@ Denisoff & 5ol =22 3=} (pp. 156 ~ 157)
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+ o4 2 92 Y.

Hoffers] “a4% 84K ¥ (true believers)” & ARERo] I HAEEA o #
Ao Fobhe AR AHA EASSE 2. 28olAE 43¢ ARE oS Amsh
Yol ohd #ela g2 BHRY Ml glol M2 HMWs HEWEMLEN HOEEY BS
Yo, el o] we RE "] SlE Yelw U ARIEol.

olsh A& Bvl, &y EY BL o2 A2 #IskA XU o)W}, Freudd] *8l
o TE WE YulE 2017 B WHGIA Eoido] REYE ¥ ¢ UL oA T BA
¥ Nl Y BUUE JEb Eoh. Ba) ok UL BAF 9] RAdlY BES
DEFE BRYG Bk AHHRY olv]$2719 K] u ach. uolrty BAHM sy
B REE HERR AYA%E AL ol #ERRo] BobioR BASlY Jn sl
AL A3l E Ay RYs.

2t. BPEK 82 McLuhan 9| sm

Gerths} Mills o A BBel4 217 4% & o2} R@E Bho] Ybiodel o4
FEASE Tl o] R 4R BBAE Show o+ Mckayol &% A5tnE 4G 4
R Witdol 4 FTOETS) BETAYN B¢ HER ho2 st Sutherland 9 5t
# MR (Differential Association Theory) dl4 ol % Mdstse] Bhe FhXIE
€ o713k AIHE9] Elfo] o] $o] 4N 4 Yot

Sutherland o] B4l £KY AEE oAy o3 Jeb. A5, PEAHL T2 BHy
DEEAANA AT FFUAI A (BE HM) L EHFEME ¥ EE G5 s Qe
e A4 RRH Tk, AA, BRERS ML A% 2 ARS NaY, BESEY Bk, &
B, AEL, BE & At Aok, v, B, RS MBHAS BN Y HEm &

16) @ 2&9 24€ 7149 F43 AA$ Vol #Yo 24 Yei2§ MAASH The surface resent -
ment stereotype
@ & Bl HEY A7, A4 AAMEF FAY glo] 22 HA B3] 4§35 The convens
tionalist
@ %% sja)wjo)4 qtet8 T3l The authoritarian
@ FE &0 BHWERE Ad The rebel and the psychopath
® 4953 G4 * KEFA "ol BREF The crank
® rigid notion®] 4tojelr] nc} FAo] sa AjAF} 2oz Yol The manipulator
17) XiLEEBRY 8 A o] MXol4 $BZ ¢ AL Sutherland®] * Differential Association”
Show &} Mckay & * Juvenile Delinquency and Urban Areas” & ### (Wolfgang S48 1970,
pp. 208 ~ 210,225 ~ 246) 3} et ¥R (#, 1068, pp. 1~ 17)
TR {tMel =8 4 Wolfgang & Ferracuti, The Subculture of violence, Wolfgang %,
1970. pp. 380 ~ 392.
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& HEm et BEY EEE 2T 2% BRAC Aok, ek JRRREE TR Bt
EFRE ARk EMAlololE T B, WM, LAr, MBI chach. G4, RRE, FRR
B MRS EMYe B UM TR TS BEL o $E 24sE 2E 7HE
AAsc, Mo oAL BRTAS PFol Mol YA gi-d XU, YA, ¥
JoTEFTie] —H FORSH fHIMS] RBlo] = ol b —MAY RS fEME 4N + U5 T
s RAe] FHX(LEA ERUcHA 2ohe WA 714 & KL dash AR Mol
RE5Y M2 ¢ EEos Uoldol AMMMS AN %ol ¥ 2L "2 o] McLuhan 9
i@l (Nieburg, 1970, pp. 26 ~35). ¢ =lziel & ¥4 TVE F43%, I, =4%RE
¥ Yorr] AU 4 tNE A Lo Uk, o] FolA FMEEL PR Ak Yol
Fol T YoiAE HMKSE AT OB Aee Hd ¥ HYH.

JEFRME Mo s S5 Sujske ‘RN "ol BEY W e BMAKE B¢ ¢ + U=
SPIRSoIAE FTY THIAGA o S S|gEsHg A9e F2 %3u 92 McLuhan
3 REE 2 Kl ZEY Aduc o gd 4 AE RhE 94 4 AR RAN T
= et

m. BEY 25— FEHAL BXR

o] M7 chRe] & B T A g3 Fo] Y F A

AR, 2E7 B T BBl A 23] BAEBSE ke THESE AL =v BF
B ERE BEE Sheslel d KEY 88 MY TEol okt Aot AJldAE
#ES Yot TS o] BRE ALY A& HEMos MR, oo F AN Aol
5S4 e 2 BRol FAEN MEN $& ¢4 ‘Y ¥EE 7R e MR KA
B4 A 4.

4, o] MRS AARES T oh2, TAE £HdA Yelo & AHERIA Yol d AR
o]% RAol BE7 UuhAY 2EY FHXL $ol4 RH€& BEUGE “BAATS s
ERET. o] 1RY FKEdlAY U et O. ol 4 & B G BRES HiEst

€ Aoln.

AR, o] ‘BRAe T MR “BHA S FEL 1 ER AR K XWE I
s AgolAl $AY o2 WolgeAe WME, HWEMEICE WS Bk, o]AE FoiA
B T E Bmo 2 vielux R5T AMS KRS Wl HPN MERS) A A
7F A,

— 456 —



‘7 ° WMol ¥ HRFH K 15

a7 o] 48 Wisn $3EU MM S Mo ¥ & BE s Ze  AmMY
FARRYNE ET3T o] 2 “A4¢ HE2Z L HMsE kst HE * (Horow-
itz#, 1964, p. 30) ¥ 27 X deprhgol Uk, o WA WEol o & EMEy EK
HES EMe oA ABIHE 901she o] ohel, BE HAPe Faldl LAE WM
YU R APIASE Folth. Fol WESM 494 YUY MM SEL Joe =iy
EaLE & 4 vl Soid o] AL 2 MEE SRl o] ZEF W F Alojth. HaSEl
gol o] FAlE ¥ 27h 2 BAE BY Y5} AU TN "D Folo] MEME P
A7bel T P QYT G4E AUE MERRS $HE 9n)a) HAPE s okRe 7
2|0l E A2 AYAA) g4 Aol

= o] #5) MlE A ANE vk 2gcid S ojw Sfsh ANs|o] RAe ML
sjEsbebe Falo) Rehel of AL BRA Qeiok e WelAch. o] BRE Mok YAY B
$o8 o Jlfe) Waa e FAE 23ie] thit e MM AYSE ol Uk

N, e o] MAo] WS WEHSA MEL HaM R AL RSE  Aojgn
¥oho 2 R ANy 2L A% LM EAU “ohwo] (Anomie) Sk “MS " 24
AN 4 d& Aol

A, HET HAH 24 AADo AL RO WML AUSA Feck. Felx BET
ZHe| HFolE 2 MMsHe vhe) KR Elo] sheg o] £F.

' 18) Dahrendorf 8| WM %<l E4 ¥ Mhe & 232} (Dahrendorf, 1970, pp.256 ~ 278)
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— Summary —
Sociological Consideration on the Theories of ‘Violence’

Kim, Dong Sik

In this study, we deal with ‘violence’ as a mode of human behavior to attempt to alter a ‘given’
order. And we demand to cleanse biases and prejudices that violence is always irrational or patho-
logical. These biases and prejudices have been supported with assuming ‘Violent Men’, which
means that they are biologically prone to do aggressive behavior in nature, or in behavioristic
approach learned violence in the subculture of violence.

This assumption is held to be true, primarily by those who do not want any change in the
given order. They are afraid that change in the connotation of violence might deprive them of
any ‘vested intrests,’ so they argue social relations are composed of all of parts in consensus ‘in
the equilibriated social system.” But in conflict theory, social relations are composed of conflicting
parts. Violence is the deeplening of conflict in universal relations under a certain social condition.

For the purpose of this clarifying, of ‘Violence’—concept, in this study we examine the
theories of ‘violence’ and require to establish new theory-arrangement.

These discussion are oriented to a proposal that sociologists should not escape from the
‘reality.’
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